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We study the minimization problem for Conjunctive Regular Path Queries (CRPQs) and unions of CRPQs
(UCRPQs). This is the problem of checking, given a query and a number k, whether the query is equivalent
to one of size at most k. For CRPQs we consider the size to be the number of atoms, and for UCRPQs the
maximum number of atoms in a CRPQ therein, motivated by the fact that the number of atoms has a leading
influence on the cost of query evaluation.

We show that the minimization problem is decidable, both for CRPQs and UCRPQs. We provide a 2ExpSpace
upper-bound for CRPQ minimization, based on a brute-force enumeration algorithm, and an ExpSpace lower-
bound. For UCRPQs, we show that the problem is ExpSpace-complete, having thus the same complexity as the
classical containment problem. The upper bound is obtained by defining and computing a notion of maximal
under-approximation. Moreover, we show that for UCRPQs using the so-called simple regular expressions
consisting of concatenations of expressions of the form a* or a; + - - - + a, the minimization problem becomes
HIZJ -complete, again matching the complexity of containment.
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1 Introduction

Conjunctive Regular Path Queries (CRPQs) and unions of CRPQs (UCRPQs) form the backbone of
graph database query languages, including the new ISO standard Graph Query Language (GQL)
[21] and the SQL extension for querying graph-structured data SQL/PGQ [22] (see also [17, 18]).
These extend the well-known classes of Conjunctive Queries (CQs) and unions of CQs (UCQs),
with the ability to reason about paths in a graph. Optimizing and understanding the fundamental
properties of such queries has then become a major topic in graph database theory.

Static optimization for CRPQs has received considerable attention. The basic study of containment
and equivalence problems for CRPQs, possibly with unions and inverses, was initiated over 25
years ago [3, 16], where they were shown to be ExpSpace-complete. These problems have also been
investigated under different scenarios: restrictions on the shape of queries [8], restrictions on their
regular languages [9], alternative semantics [14], or under schema information [19, 20]. This has
enabled the study of more advanced static analysis problems motivated by the following general
question: Can a given query be equivalently rewritten as one from a target fragment (which enjoys
desirable properties)? In the literature the problem has been studied where the target fragment are
queries which either (i) avoid having infinite languages, or (ii) have a tree-like structure. This gives
rise to the so-called (i) boundedness problem for CRPQs (i.e., whether a CRPQ is equivalent to a
UCQ) [1, 10], and (ii) semantic treewidth problem for CRPQs (i.e., whether a CRPQ is equivalent to
one of a given treewidth) [2, 7, 12].
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Minimization of queries. Minimization — that is, the problem of transforming a query into a
strictly smaller equivalent query — is perhaps the most fundamental query optimization question.
This problem corresponds to the question posed above, where the target fragment are queries of
bounded sizes. For CQs (and UCQs), minimization is well understood, and there exists a canonical
unique minimal query, called the core. The mechanism for obtaining such minimal query is simple:
eliminate any atom from the query that results in an equivalent query (i.e., any atom which is
‘redundant’ in the sense of equivalence). In contrast, minimization of CRPQs is poorly understood
from a theoretical perspective. In this case, the situation is more challenging: there is no natural
notion of ‘core’, and it is not clear whether a notion of ‘canonical’ smallest query may even be
possible. In particular, eliminating redundant atoms of a CRPQ as done for CQs, in general results
in a query which is neither minimal nor canonical.

In this paper we study the minimization problem for CRPQs and UCRPQs. In the case of CRPQs,
we aim at minimizing the number of atoms of a CRPQ, and hence we formulate the problem as
follows (= denotes query equivalence, i.e., the fact that the queries output the same answer for all
databases):!

Minimization problem for CRPQs:
Input: A finite alphabet A, a CRPQ y over A and k € N.
Question: Is there a CRPQ § over A with at most k atoms such that y = 67

On the other hand, in the case of UCRPQs, we minimize the maximum number of atoms of the
CRPQs participating in a UCRPQ:

Minimization problem for UCRPQs:
Input: A finite alphabet A, a UCRPQ I" over A and k € N.
Question: Is there a UCRPQ A over A whose every CRPQ has at most k atoms s.t. T = A?

Observe that the minimization problem for CRPQs and UCRPQs are two different problems:
an algorithm for the minimization problem for UCRPQs (where the equivalent query may have
unions) in principle does not imply any bound on the minimization for CRPQs (where we insist in
being only one CRPQ).

Contributions. We investigate the minimization problem for CRPQs and UCRPQs, and present
several fundamental results. More concretely:

e We show that the minimization problem for CRPQs and UCRPQs are both decidable. As
explained before, these are different problems and we give two very different algorithms.
Contrary as what happens for CQs, minimizing a CRPQ by unions of CRPQs may result
in smaller queries, hence in a sense UCRPQ minimization may be seen as a strictly more
powerful approach (Proposition 5.1).

e For the minimization of CRPQs, the algorithm is essentially by brute-force. By carefully
bounding the sizes of the automata involved, we show that the algorithm can be implemented
in 2ExpSpace in Theorem 4.1. We also show an ExpSpace-hard lower bound in Theorem 6.2,
leaving an exponential gap.

e For the minimization of UCRPQs we can apply a more elegant solution, and in fact we
show how to compute ‘maximal under-approximations’ of a query by UCRPQs of a given
size (Lemma 5.3). The minimization then follows by testing whether the given query is

INote that we can always assume k to be smaller than the number of atoms of the input query, since otherwise the instance
of the minimization problem is trivially solvable by answering ‘yes’. So, whether k is given in unary or binary does not
affect the size of the input.
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equivalent to its approximation of size k, yielding an ExpSpace upper bound (Corollary 5.4),
which is tight with the lower bound (Corollary 6.4).

e We consider subclasses of UCRPQs restricted to some commonly used regular expressions
as observed in practice, namely, the so-called simple regular expressions (or SRE). These are
concatenations of expressions of the form (i) a* for some letter over the alphabet a € A, or
(ii) @y + - - - + ay, for some ay, ..., an, € A.2 We show that minimization of UCRPQs having
such simple regular expressions is H'g -complete (Theorem 5.5).

e We explore some necessary and sufficient conditions for minimality. In particular, we show
that non-redundancy (i.e., the fact that removing any atom results in a non-equivalent
query) is necessary but not sufficient for minimality (also known to be the case for tree
patterns [6]). We also investigate a notion of ‘strong minimality’ which implies minimality
(Corollary 3.8), and can be used as a theoretical tool to prove minimality of queries. This
result is based on Theorem 3.7, which may be of independent interest, providing a tool
to extract lower bounds on the number of atoms (and more generally properties on the
underlying structure of queries, such as tree-width, path-width, etc.) that is necessary to
express a UCRPQ.

e We also discuss an alternative definition of size, where instead of the number of atoms
we count the number of variables: we obtain upper bounds for the variable-minimization
problem of CRPQs and UCRPQs in Section 7.

On the chosen size measure. A naive algorithm for the evaluation of a union of t CRPQs with k
atoms on a graph database G gives a rough bound of O(tk(|V(G)||E(G)|r) + t|V(G)|*), where r
is the maximum size of the regular expressions it contains, and E(G), V(G) are the set of edges
and vertices of G, respectively.> As we see, the most costly dependence is on k, since G is the
largest object (i.e., the database, several orders of magnitude larger than the remaining parameters
in practice). The size of regular expressions and the number of unions have a less predominant
multiplicative influence on the cost. Further, unions can be executed in parallel, which justifies
the choice of taking the maximum size of the number of atoms of the CRPQs therein. However,
other measures may also be reasonable. For example, taking the size to be the number of variables
instead of the number of atoms is explored in Section 7. More complex measures including the size
of regular expressions and the number of unions would need to take into account the drastically
different roles of the parameters in the evaluation in view of the previous discussion (e.g., a simple
sum of the parameters would not be a reasonable choice).

Our size measure of number of atoms is also natural from a practical perspective. In practice,
systems typically evaluate CRPQs by combining on-the-fly “materialization” of CRPQ atoms with
relational database techniques, in particular using join algorithms (see e.g. [5, 23, 25]). The number
of atoms (or joins) plays an important role in these algorithms.

Related work. Minimization is well-understood for CQs and corresponds to the core in the
Chandra-Merlin theory [4], that is, the smallest homomorphically-equivalent query, which is
unique up to renaming of variables. The minimization problem is then NP-complete. For UCQs,
the canonical minimal query consists of minimizing each CQ and removing redundant queries (i.e.,
removing a CQ disjunct q if there is another disjunct ¢’ such that ¢ C ¢’), which remains NP.

?Note that e.g. [12, §6] uses a* instead of a*. This restriction is needed in Lemma E.17.

3This is obtained by first materializing a table with the answers to each RPQ atom x L y of the query. For each vertex
u € V(G), we can compute the answers to u L, y, by a BES traversal on the product of G and the NFA Ay, for the regular
language L, taking roughly O(|E(G)|r). Then we can evaluate each CRPQ as if it were a conjunctive query on the computed
tables (each table having size at most |V (G)|?), in O((|V(G)|*)*) = O(|V(G)|%).
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However, for unbounded homomorphism-closed queries, such as CRPQs, the existence of such
unique minimal queries (even seen as infinitary unions of CQs) remains rather elusive. In particular,
what breaks is the “redundancy removal”, because there could be infinite chains of ever growing
queries, as for instance in the Boolean CRPQ ¢() = x S x

Minimization has also been studied for the class of tree patterns [6, 15, 24]. Tree patterns are
simple yet widely used tree-like queries for tree-like databases such as XML. These queries allow
mild recursion in the form of descendent edges, that is, atoms of the form x iR y, where x is
the parent of y. Minimization of tree patterns is now well-understood [6]: it is known that non-
redundancy is not the same as minimality, and that the minimization problem is 2127 -complete, the
lower bound being highly non-trivial.

Due to space constraints, some proofs and details are deferred to the Appendix.

2 Preliminaries

Graph databases. Graph databases are abstracted as edge-labelled directed graphs G = (V(G), E(G)),
where nodes of V(G) represent entities and labelled edges E(G) C V(G) x A X V(G) represent
relations between these entities, with A being a fixed finite alphabet.

Conjunctive regular path queries (CRPQs) and unions of CRPQs (UCRPQs). A CRPQ y is defined
as a tuple zZ = (zy, ..., z,) of output variables, together with a conjunction of atoms of the form
NG x; L, yj, where each L; is a regular language and where m > 0. The set of all variables
occurring in y, namely5 {z1,. v zn} U {x1, Y1, ..., Xms Ym}, is denoted by vars(y). Variables in
vars(y)\{z1, ..., zn} are existentially quantified. We denote by atoms(y) the set of atoms of y. Given
a database G, we say that a tuple of nodes @ = (uy, ..., u,) satisfies y on G if there is a mapping
f: vars(y) — V(G) such that u; = f(z;) for all 1 < i < n, and for each 1 < j < m, there exists a
(directed) path from f(x;) to f(y;) in G, labelled by a word from L; (if the path is empty, the label
is €). The evaluation of y on G is then the set of all tuples that satisfy y on G.

A union of CRPQs (UCRPQs) is defined as a finite set of CRPQs, called disjuncts, whose tuples of
output variables have all the same arity. The evaluation of a union is defined as the union of its
evaluations. If a query has no output variables we call it Boolean, and its evaluation can either be
the set {()}, in which case we say that G satisfies the query, or the empty set {}.

Given two UCRPQs I' and IT” whose output variables have the same arity, we say that T is
contained in T’, denoted by I' C I, if for every graph database G, for every tuple @ of V(G), if
# satisfies T on G, then so does I'". We will hence reserve the symbol ‘C’ for set inclusion. The
containment problem for UCRPQs is the problem of, given two UCRPQs I and I/, to decide if ' C I".
WhenT C IV and IV C T we say that I' and I are equivalent, denoted by I’ = T”.

A conjunctive query (CQ) is in this context a CRPQ whose every atom is of the form x-% y for
a € A (i.e, every language is a singleton {a}). A union of CQs (UCQs) is defined as a UCRPQ with
the same property.

Homomorphisms. A homomorphism f from a CRPQ y(xy,...,x,) to a CRPQ y'(y1,...,ym) is
a mapping from vars(y) to vars(y’) such that f(x) EN f(y) is an atom of y’ for every atom x =y
of v, and further f(x;) = y; for every i.Such a homomorphlsm f is strong onto if for every atom
x’ 5y of y’ there is an atom x 5 y ofy such that f(x) =x" and f(y) = y’. We write y Loy
if there is a homomorphism from y to y’, and y Lo y’ if there is a strong onto homomorphism.
In the latter case, we say that y’ is a homomorphic image of y. A homomorphism f from a graph

4For technical reasons (see the definition of equality atoms) we allow for a variable to appear multiple times.
SWe neither assume disjointness nor inclusion between {z1, ..., zn}tand {x1, y1,..., Xms Ym }-
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database G to a graph database G’ is a mapping from V(G) to V(G’) such that for every edge u-% v
of G, it holds that f(u) -2 f(v) is an edge in G’. A homomorphism from a CQ to a graph database
is defined analogously.

It is easy to see that if y bom, § then § C v, and in the case where y, § are CQs this is an “if and
only if” [4, Lemma 13]. Two CQs y, § are hom-equivalent if there are homomorphisms y Lom, 5 and
5 o, y- Hence, for any two CQs y, §, we have y = § if, and only if, they are hom-equivalent. The
core of a CQ y, denoted by core(y) is the result of repeatedly removing any atom which results in
an equivalent query. It is unique up to isomorphism (see, e.g., [4]). We say that a CQ is ‘a core’ if it is
isomorphic to its core. If y and § are hom-equivalent then they have the same core. Moreover, there
is always an embedding—i.e., a homomorphism which is injective both on variables and atoms—of
core(y) into y.

Refinements and expansions of (U)CRPQs. For an NFA ‘A and two states g, q" thereof, we denote
by Alq, q'] the sublanguage of A recognized when considering {q} as the set of initial states and
{¢’} as the set of final states. An atom m-refinement of a CRPQ atom y(x, ) = x -y where m > 1
and L is given by the NFA Ay is any CRPQ of the form

L L L,y Ln
py)=x->SH> ... 25t 1Dy (1)
where 1 < n <m,t,...,t,_1 are fresh (existentially quantified) variables, and Ly, ..., L, are such
that there exists a sequence (qo, . . ., qn) of states of Ay, such that gy is initial, g, is final, and for

each i, L; is either of the form

(i) Aclgi-1.qil, or

(ii) {a} if the letter a € A belongs to Ar[qi-1,qil.
Additionally, if ¢ € L, the equality atom “x = y” is also an atom m-refinement. Thus, an atom
m-refinement can be either of the form (1) or “x = y”. By definition, note that the concatenation
Ly ---L, is a subset of L and hence p C y for any atom m-refinement p of y. An atom refinement is
an atom m-refinement for some m.

Given a natural number m, an m-refinement of a CRPQ y (%) = A; x; L, y; is any query resulting
from: 1) replacing every atom by one of its m-refinements, and 2) should some m-refinements have
equality atoms, collapsing the variables (and removing the identity atoms ‘x = x’). A refinement
is an m-refinement for some m. Note that in a refinement of a CRPQ the atom refinements need
not have the same length. For instance, both p(x,x) = x5 x and p’(x,y) = x5 ;> y <~y are
refinements of y(x, y) = x LI y <x. We write Ref(y (%)) to denote the set of all refinements of y (%)
and Ref~"(y(x)) to the m-refinements.

The set of expansions of a CRPQ y is the set Exp(y) of all CQs which are refinements of y. In other
words, an expansion of y is any CQ obtained from y by replacing each atom x - y by a path x 2> y
for some word w € L. The expansions (resp. refinements) of a UCRPQ are the expansions (resp.
refinements) of the CRPQs it contains. We define atom expansions analogously to atom refinements.
For UCRPQs we use Exp(T), Ref(I') and Ref<"(T') as for CRPQs.

Any UCRPQ is equivalent to the infinitary union of its expansions. In light of this, the semantics
for UCRPQs can be rephrased as follows. Given a UCRPQ T'(x) and a graph database G, the
evaluation of I'(X) on G, denoted by I'(G), is the set of tuples o of nodes for which there is
¢ € Exp(T) such that there is a homomorphism & 2% G that sends % onto a.

Containment of UCRPQs can also be characterized in terms of expansions.

PrOPOSITION 2.1 (FOLKLORE, SEE E.G. [16, PROPOSITION 3.2] OR [3, THEOREM 2]). LetI; and I}
be UCRPQs. Then the following are equivalent: (i) I} C I}; (ii) for every & € Exp(I), & C Ip; (iii)

hom

for every &; € Exp(Iy) there is & € Exp(I3) such that & — &;.
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(a) The segments of y—labels are omitted. Each segment has a (b) The segment graph of y.
different color. Internal variables are the smaller circles.
Fig. 1. Segments and segment graph of a CRPQ y.

General assumptions. To simplify proofs, we often assume that the regular languages are described
via non-deterministic finite automata (NFA) instead of regular expressions, which does not affect
any of our complexity bounds. However, for readability all our examples will be given in terms
of regular expressions. We denote by ||y||,, the number of atoms of a CRPQ y and by ||y||,,, the
number of variables. We extend these notations to a UCRPQ T’ by letting ||T'||,, = maxycr ||y||,, and
IT]|yr = maxyer [|yll,,- We denote by [|T'|| the size (of a reasonable encoding) of a UCRPQ. For
a CRPQ y, we define its underlying graph G, of y as the directed multigraph obtained from y by
ignoring the regular languages labelling the atoms of y.

We assume familiarity with basic concepts of directed multigraphs. For simplicity, thorough
the paper, by ‘graph’ we mean a directed multigraph. We also adapt implicitly in the natural way,
concepts defined for CRPQs to (directed multi)graphs (such a homomorphisms, embeddings, etc.).
A minor of a graph is any graph that can be obtained by removing edges, removing vertices—and
their adjacent edges—, and contracting edges—meaning that we identify the two endpoints of the
edge and remove the edge from the graph.®

3 Necessary & Sufficient Conditions for Minimality

This section explores some necessary and sufficient conditions for a query to be minimal. We start
with some necessary definitions. An internal variable of a CRPQ y is any non-output variable with
both in-degree and out-degree 1. A non-internal variable is called external. A one-way internal
path’, or internal path for short, from x to x,, of a CRPQ y is a simple® path

x0£1—>x1£2—>~-L—">xn (2)

in y where n > 0 and every x; is internal with i € [1,n — 1]). A segment of a CRPQ y is a maximal
internal path in y, where “maximal” means that it cannot be extended on the left or on the right.
We say that a segment is cyclic if xo = x,,. We identify two cyclic segments if they are equal up to
circular permutation. We say that a segment as in (2) is incident to a variable y if y = x; for some i.

Fact 3.1. The segments—seen as sets of atoms—of y form a partition on its set of atoms.

See Figure 1a for an example of a decomposition into segments. Note that each segment is
incident to either zero external variable (isolated cycles), to one (non-isolated cycles) or to two

®This definition is a trivial generalization of the notion of minors for undirected graphs.
"This definition comes from [12, §7], under the name ‘one-way internal path’; there is also an equivalent notion for C2RPQs.
8Meaning that all nodes are pairwise disjoint, except that potentially xo = x;,.
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(non-cycles). We denote by [|y||, the number of segments of a CRPQ y, and we extend this notation
to UCRPQs by letting ||T[|;c; = maxyer [[yllsq- By Fact 3.1, [IT'[[se, < [Tl always holds.

seg

3.1 Necessary Conditions: Contractions and Redundancy

Contractions. One simple (and tractable) way to make a query smaller is to ‘contract’ any two
consecutive atoms in a path with just one atom having the concatenation of the languages. Formally,
a contraction of an internal variable y in a CRPQ y is the result of replacing any pair of distinct
atoms x yandy Y e withx 2 2 for L- 1/ 2 {w-w :weLw €L}’ Observe that this
results in an equivalent query. A contraction of y is any CRPQ obtained by repeatedly contracting
internal variables. A CRPQ y is fully contracted if it cannot be contracted. In other words, y is
fully contracted iff |lyllseg = llyll,;- A contraction of a UCRPQ is a contraction of a CRPQ therein
(obtaining the UCRPQ where one CRPQ y was replaced by a contraction of y). A UCRPQ is then
fully contracted if each CRPQ therein is fully contracted.

Fact 3.2. Contractions preserve semantic equivalence. Further, from a UCRPQ T one can produce,

in polynomial time, an equivalent one that is fully contracted with ||T'[|, atoms.

In particular, if a UCRPQ T is minimal then T' is fully contracted and ||T'||s., = ||T'||,; in other

seg — at>
words, ||T'[|s, is an upper bound on the number of atoms of the minimal equivalent query.

Redundancy. Another way to reduce the number of atoms of a query is to remove any redundant
atom, that is, any atom whose removal results in an equivalent query. When there are no such
redundant atoms, we say that the query is non-redundant. However, this is a more difficult problem,
since it involves testing for query equivalence, an ExpSpace-complete problem.

ProrosiTION 3.3. Testing whether a (U)CRPQ is non-redundant is ExpSpace-complete.

Proor. The upper bound is trivial: for every atom we remove it and check equivalence.

For the lower bound, we use the construction of Proposition 6.1 for containment. Let §() =
x' 51 A A; x 25y be the disjoint conjunction of y1() and y2() as defined in Proposition 6.1. We
first strengthen the construction to ensure the following two properties:

(1) K cannot be mapped inside any L;: There is no word of K which appears as factor of a
word from some L;. For this, it suffices to add a special letter at the beginning and the end of
every word of K which is not in any of the L;’s. That is, we can define a new K™ £ #. K°/4. #
for a new symbol #.

(2) For every j there is w; € L; such that w; ¢ L; for every i # j: it suffices to add
a special word (e.g. using a new alphabet letter) to each L;. For example, we can define
Lew = Ll.old U {@;}, where @; is a fresh alphabet letter.

It is easy to see that these modifications preserve all the properties needed for the containment
problem to still be ExpSpace-hard.

We show that () is non-redundant iff x’ 5 y S A\;x L, y.

W@ K cannot be removed. We first show that removing the atom x’ 5 y’ from §() results in a
non-equivalent query &’ (). Indeed, if it is removed then for any expansion of §’() there will not be
any word from K that can be used to map into the expansion due to the first point above.

 If some L; is redundant, then containment holds. Consider the result §’() of removing an atom
x 4 y from &(). Consider all the expansions of &’ () that choose w;—defined in the second point
above—as the atom expansion for L; for every i # j. It follows that for any such expansion there
must be an expansion of §() that maps necessarily x - y to the atom expansion of x’ -’ in & ().

Note that contraction of internal variable is a particular case of edge contraction.
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Fig. 2. Equivalent CRPQs. The leftmost query is fully contracted, non-redundant and not minimal, since it is
equivalent to the rightmost query.

Otherwise, we would be mapping some word of L; to some w; with i # j, which we know it is not
possible due to the second point above. This means that x’ <y’ € A, x 25 .
@ If containment holds, then all L;’s redundant. Finally, observe that if x’ 5 Y S Aix L, y then
the query is equivalent to x” %5 ¢/,
Overall, we obtained that the following are equivalent:
(a) 8() is redundant,
(b) an atom x L, y of &() is redundant,
(c) the containment x” = y S N\;ix L, y holds,
(d) all atoms x <5 y of §() are redundant. O

While in the case of conjunctive queries non-redundancy is the same as minimality, for CRPQs
and UCRPQs this is not the case, even if the query is fully contracted.

ProprosITION 3.4. There are fully contracted non-redundant CRPQs which are not minimal.

Proor. Figure 2 contains a simple witnessing example. It is trivial to see that the CRPQs in
the figure are all equivalent and that the leftmost query is non-redundant and fully contracted.
However, it is not minimal since it is equivalent to the rightmost CRPQ. O

3.2 A Sufficient Condition: Strong Minimality

We have seen some sound ways to reduce the size of queries. But how can we ensure that a query is
actually minimal? Here we give a theoretical tool which can ensure this by means of finding some
expansion which is a witness for the query to have “many atoms”. We call this strong minimality.

Say that an expansion & of a UCRPQ T is hom-minimal when, for every expansion & of T, if
& 20 £ then & and ¢ are hom-equivalent.

A UCRPQT is strongly minimal if it has a hom-minimal expansion & € Exp(T) s.t. || core(&)||

IT]],,- We will next show that this is a sufficient condition for minimality.

The segment graph SG(y) of a CRPQ y is the directed multigraph obtained by replacing segments
of y with edges in its underlying graph, as illustrated in Figure 1b (a formal definition can be found
in Definition B.1).

seg =

Fact 3.5. The segment graph of y can always be obtained from its underlying graph by contracting
internal variables.

PROPOSITION 3.6. Let y be a CRPQ and & be an expansion of y. Then SG(¢) is a minor of the
underlying graph of y.

In particular, [|€][ ., < lyll,;- See Figure 3 for an example. The next proposition provides a helpful
tool to prove lower bounds on the number of atoms—but also on the structure—required to express
a query.
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(c) The segment graph of &
(a) ACRPQy. (b) An expansion & of y, to-
gether with its segments.

Fig. 3. Illustration of Proposition 3.6: Figure 3c can be obtained as a minor of Figure 3a.

THEOREM 3.7 (SEMANTICAL STRUCTURE). LetT be a UCRPQ. Let ¢ be a hom-minimal expansion
of T, and A be any UCRPQ equivalent to T. Then there exists some § € A s.t. the segment graph
SG (core(&)) of the core of & is a minor of the underlying graph of 6.

Proor. Let I be a fixed UCRPQ, and let A be a equivalent UCRPQ. Let & be a hom-minimal
expansion of T. Since T' C A, there exists an expansion & of A s.t. £ ~2 &r. Likewise, since
A C T, there exists an expansion & € Exp(T) s.t. & Lom, g. Overall, we have & Lom, & and so, by
hom-minimality of &r, it is hom-equivalent to &.. In turn, this implies that &5 is hom-equivalent to
&r, and thus there exists an embedding of core(ér) into éx. Note moreover that such an embedding
must send variables of in-degree 0 (resp. out-degree 0) to nodes of in-degree 0 (resp. out-degree 0)
and so by Corollary B.4, there is an embedding from SG(core(&r)) into SG(&x). Letting & be the
disjunct of A of which &, is an expansion, Proposition 3.6 implies that SG (&) is a minor of the
underlying graph of §. Hence, SG(core(ér)) is a subgraph of a minor, and hence a minor, of the

underlying graph of 8. O

CoROLLARY 3.8 (oF THEOREM 3.7). Every strongly minimal UCRPQ is minimal.

In fact, it can be seen that the assumption that ¢ is hom-minimal in Theorem 3.7 is necessary
as otherwise the statement would be false (see Remark B.6 for details). Also, note in particular
that Theorem 3.7 implies || core(f)llSeg < ||All,;- But it can also be used to obtain lower bounds
on, for instance, the tree-width of A, and hence the one-way semantic tree-width!® of T, or more
generally to prove that I' cannot be equivalent to a UCRPQ whose underlying graphs all belong to
a minor-closed class of graphs.

However, this is a sound but unsurprisingly not a complete characterization of minimality.

ProPOSITION 3.9. There are minimal (U)CRPQs which are not strongly minimal.

Proor. The Boolean CRPQ y() = x “, x. Since it has one atom, it must be minimal, but it has
no hom-minimal expansions. O

Finally, we show that checking strong minimality is at least as hard as checking containment.

ProrosITION 3.10. Testing whether a (U)CRPQ is strongly minimal is ExpSpace-hard.

¥Defined in [12, §1, p. 7].
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4 An Upper Bound for Minimization of CRPQs

In this section we show that the minimization problem for CRPQs is decidable, in particular, it
belongs to the class 2ExpSpace.

THEOREM 4.1. The minimization problem for CRPQs is in 2ExpSpace.

The proof of Theorem 4.1 is based on a key lemma stated below. Intuitively, this lemma tells us
that if a CRPQ y is equivalent to another CRPQ «, then y is also equivalent to a CRPQ S, where 8
has the same “shape” than « but the sizes of the NFAs appearing in §§ are bounded by the size of y.
In particular, if y is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most k atoms, then it is equivalent to a CRPQ
with at most k atoms and NFAs of bounded sizes, and hence the search space in the minimization
problem becomes finite. A careful analysis of this idea yields our 2ExpSpace upper bound.

LEMMA 4.2. Let y and a be two CRPQs such that @ C y. Then there exists a CRPQ f satisfying
a € B < y such that:
(1) The underlying graphs of a and f coincide.
(2) The size of each NFA appearing in f is bounded by f(||y||), where f is a double-exponential
function.

Proor skeTcH. The idea is to define the CRPQ f as the CRPQ obtained from a by replacing
each regular language L by a suitable regular language L, which depends also on y. Consider the
following equivalence relation on A*, where A is the underlying alphabet. Given u,v € A*, we
write u ~, v if for every NFA A appearing on y, and pair of states p, g of A:

u is accepted by A[p,q] &= v is accepted by A[p, q].

Recall that A[p, q] denote the sublanguage of A recognized when considering {p} as the set of
initial states and {q} as the set of final states. For u € A*, we define its y-type to be:

type, (u) = {([url~ ... [uel~)) | € < (llyllyar + 1), and ug, ..., up € A" satisfy that u = uy - - - up}.

The idea is that type (u) encodes all the possible ways u can be broken into £ < ([ly|ly, + 1)
subwords: we are not interested in the particular subwords u;, but in their equivalence classes
[ui]~, with respect to ~,.

We define the sought CRPQ f to be the CRPQ obtained from « by replacing each regular language
L by L, where:

L= U{z € A" | type, (u) C type, (2)}.
u€el

By definition, the underlying graphs of a and f are the same, and hence condition (1) holds.
It remains to verify & € f C y and condition (2). Note that u € {z € A" | type, (u) C type, (2)}
always holds, and hence L C L. Tt follows that c B

Showing f C y is more involved. By Proposition 2.1, we need to prove that for every expansion
&s € Exp(p), there exists an expansion 75 € Exp(y), such that g Jom, &p. Assume that ff and
y are of the form AT, x; L, y;j and Al t; RN respectlvely In particular, @ must be of the
form AL, x; L, y;- Suppose &g is of the form AL x; “Ly;, where z; € L]. By construction, &g
has a corresponding expansion &, of a: since each z; € Lj, there must be a u; € L; such that
type, (uj) type, (z;), and then we can take &y as /\ 1Xxj -5 y;. In turn, since a C y, there exists
an expansion 7, € Exp(y) such that r, ~2% &, via a homomorphlsm f.

The idea is to modify 1, into another expansion ng with ng — &g, as desired. Note that f maps
the external variables of 1, to external or internal variables in &,. This determines a subdivision
for each path x; <% y; of &, into smaller or ‘basic paths’, whose endpoints correspond to external
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variables of &, or images of the external variables of 5, via f. The number of these paths is hence
bounded by |[yl|;,, + 1. Since type, (u;) < type,(z;), then each path x; =L y; in &4 can also be
subdivided in an equivalent way than x; % y;. Overall, the decomposition of &, into basic paths
can be ‘simulated” in £4. This gives us a homomorphism from g to &3, where 14 is obtained from
N« in the following way: for each path t; =% s; in 5,, where w; € M;, the image of the path via f
induces a subdivision of ¢; % s; into basic paths of &,. We can replace each of these basic paths by
its equivalent basic path in £5. As the label of these paths are equivalent w.r.t to the relation ~,
membership in M; is maintained after this transformation. Hence 74 is indeed an expansion of y.

For condition (2), it is easy to see that every equivalence class C of the relation ~, can be accepted
by an NFA Ac of single-exponential size on ||y||. Also, for each word u € A*, and each tuple
¢ = (Cy,...,Cp) € type,(u), there is a single-exponential size NFA A; accepting the language
{z € A" | ¢ € type,(2)}. By intersecting these NFAs, we obtain an NFA A, accepting the language
{z e A" | type, (u) € typey(z)}. It is easy to see that the number of tuples of the form (Cy,...,Cy)
is at most single-exponential, and then the size of A, is at most double-exponential. It follows that
the number of possible type, (u) is at most double-exponential, and hence the languages Lin f can
be described by a union of double-exponential many NFAs, each of size at most double-exponential.
Overall, each L can be described by an NFA of at most double-exponential size on ||y||. O

Proor oF THEOREM 4.1. The 2ExpSpace algorithm proceeds as follows. Let y be a CRPQ over A
and k € N. Let f be the double-exponential function from Lemma 4.2. We enumerate all possible
directed multigraphs with at most k edges. For each of these graphs, we enumerate all the possible
CRPQs f obtained by labelling each edge with an NFA of size bounded by f(|y||). If for some of
these B, we have that f = y then we accept the instance, otherwise we reject it. Lemma 4.2 ensures
that this algorithm is correct.

It remains to show that f = y can be carried out in 2ExpSpace. We use a proposition from [12,
Proposition 3.11, p. 17] stating that containment I € A, for UCRPQs I" and A, can be solved in
non-deterministic space O(||T|| + [|A||¢12]t), where ¢ is a constant. This implies that 8 C y can be
checked in space O(]| || + ||y||"'”YHat), and then within 2ExpSpace. The containment y C f can be
solved in space O(||y|| + ||8]|°¥), and hence also in 2ExpSpace. )

5 Minimization of UCRPQs via Approximations

We now focus on minimizations by finite unions of CRPQs. This is a different problem than the
one seen in the previous section, i.e., there is no obvious reduction in either direction between the
minimization problem for CRPQs and the minimization problem for UCRPQs, and indeed we will
solve this problem using an altogether different approach.

5.1 Unions Allow Further Minimization

As it turns out, having unions may help in minimizing the (maximum) number of atoms of a query
as the next proposition shows.

ProrosiTION 5.1. There exist CRPQs which are minimal among CRPQs but not among UCRPQ:s.

Proor skeTcH. The following example is inspired from [11, Example 1.2]. Consider these CRPQs:
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T T x
& l 5 & l and g - l
ES ES ny =
70) a(bb)+ %/ ab(bb)*, 0() Y ab(bb)* 1() a(bb)+ Y.
bt (bb)*l lb(bb)*
~
z z z

It can be seen that y = § V J; by doing a case analysis on the parity of the path between y and
z—the even case is handled by J, the odd case by §;. Hence, y is not minimal among UCRPQs.

The hard part is to argue that y is minimal among CRPQs: we consider a CRPQ { that is equivalent
to y and, by contradiction we assume that it has at most four atoms. Using the Semantical Structure
theorem, we deduce that the following graph must be minor of the underlying graph of . Since {
has at most four atoms, we conclude that { must exactly be of the following shape

We then use the equivalence with § to reach a contradiction. O

5.2 Maximal Under-Approximations

Our approach exploits having unions at our disposal, enabling the possibility of defining and
computing maximal under-approximations for UCRPQs having some given underlying shape. This
will lead to an ExpSpace upper bound for UCRPQ minimization.

For a graph class C (remember that these are directed multigraphs) we denote by CQ(C),
CRPQ(C), UCRPQ(C), UCRPQ™(QC), the class of CQs, of CRPQs, of finite unions of CRPQs and of
infinite unions of CRPQs y such that G, € C. Given a graph class C and a UCRPQ I', we define
App (T') to be the (infinite) set of all CRPQ(C) queries which are contractions of CQs contained
in T. More formally:!!

App(T) = {a € CRPQ(C) | 3¢ € Exp(T),dn € CQs.t. & Jom, n and « is a contraction of n}.

ProrosiTION 5.2. If C is a graph class closed under taking minors, then App(T) is a maximal
under-approximation of T by UCRPQ® (C) queries, in the sense that:
(1) Appg (') € UCRPQ™(C),
(2) App; (') €T, and
(3) forany A € UCRPQ®(C),if A S T, then A € App (D).

Proor. The first point is trivial. For the second one, observe that if « € CRPQ(Q) is s.t. there
exist £ € Exp(T) and 7 € CQ s.t. £ 2% p and « is a contraction of 7, then 7 C & and 7 is semantically
equivalent to a by Fact 3.2, and hence a < &, from which it follows that App(I') S T.

For the third point, let A € UCRPQ®(C) s.t. A C I'. Let § € A and &5 be an expansion of é.
Since A C T, there exist y € T and &, € Exp(y) s.t. &, Lo, 5. From the fact that G5 € C and that
&s € Exp(0), it follows that there exists a contraction a; of &s s.t. G, is a minor of G, and thus

belongs to C. Hence, it follows that as € App S (I'). So &5 S App(I') and thus A € App(I). O
Our ExpSpace upper bound relies on the following technical lemma:

1Note that the contraction of a CQ is a CRPQ: this is why Appg (I') is an infinite union of CRPQs and not of CQs.
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Lemma 5.3. If C is finite and closed under taking minors, then App(I') is equivalent to a query
A € UCRPQ(C) with exponentially many CRPQs, each CRPQ of A being of size polynomial in
IT]| + max {||Gl|,, | G € C}. Further, the membership § €’ A can be tested NP. In particular, this
UCRPQ A can be computed in exponential time from T

Proor. We start by observing that App " (I') admits an equivalent and more flexible definition
in terms of refinements. This definition will allow us to effectively compute our desired equivalent
query A, by considering refinements of bounded lengths.

For each m € N U {+o0}, we define the UCRPQ®(C)

Appe™(T) 2 {a € CRPQ(C) | 3p € Ref<™(T),3n € CRPQ s.t. p 2 p and « is a contraction of n}.

We have that App: (') = Appg "™ (I). Indeed, App (T') € Appg™(T) as the former is a subset
of the latter. On the other hand, AppS™(T') £ Appg (T') follows from Proposition 5.2 and the fact
that App*(T') € T by construction.

Let ||C|,, & max{||G||,, | G € C} and rr be the maximum number of states over the NFAs
describing the languages appearing in I'. We claim that App?‘x’ (I = Appéo(llr”at'm €L (T). The
right-to-left containment is trivial, so it suffices to show Appé“x’(l") c Appéo(”r”al'rr'”CHM) (T).

We define an explicit approximation of T over C as a tuple & = {p, 1, @, h, orig, contr) consisting
of the following:

e queries p € Ref(T), n € CRPQ and a € CRPQ(C),
e a homomorphism h: p 222 p,
e witnesses that « is a contraction of 7, in the form of a function orig: vars(a) — vars(n),
saying from which variable of 17 a variable of « originates, and a function contr: atoms(n) —
atoms(a) saying onto which atom of @ an atom of 7 is contracted (i.e., the functions
orig, contr must meet the expected properties).

We say that an explicit approximation &) is contained in an explicit approximation &, if a; € a».
For any m, to prove that Apps™(T') S Appy™(I), it suffices to prove that any explicit ap-
proximation a; = {p1, 11, a1, h1, orig,, contry) is contained in an explicit approximation oy =
(p2, 2, a2, hy, orig,, contry) such that p; € Ref<™(T).

@ I* step: Bounding the size of 1. We define the contraction length of an explicit approximation &
as the size of the longest path in  whose atoms are all sent on the same atom of « via contr. In
symbols, this is max {|contr~!(y)| : u € atoms(a)}. We show that any explicit approximation & is
contained in an explicit approximation &, of bounded contraction length.

Consider a path xp— x;— - - - — x; of n; whose atoms are all sent on the same atom of a; via
contry. If this path is very long, in particular greater than ||T'||,,,, it must contain an internal variable
x; such that all of its hq-preimages are internal variables of p;. Then we will be able to contract x; as
well as the internal variables of the preimage, obtaining an explicit approximation which contains
& (details in Appendix D.1). Overall, this shows that any explicit approximation is contained in an
explicit approximation of contraction length at most O(||T||,.,) < O(|ITl,,) -

w 2" step: bounding the size of p. We now show that we can bound the refinement length of
an explicit approximation, namely the maximal length of an atom refinement in p. Let @; be an
explicit approximation of contraction length at most O(||T||,,). Then 11 has at most O(||T||,,, - IC|l,,;)
atoms. It follows then, by the pigeonhole principle, that we can bound the refinement length of
p1 by O(IIT|l - rr - llell,)- Indeed, if the length of an atom refinement of p; is greater than this
bound, there are two atoms in the refinement x <5y and x’ =% 1/, with i < j, mapped to the
same atom via h; and whose corresponding NFA states g; and g; in the definition of refinements
are the same. We can then remove the path between y and y’. In conclusion, this shows that
App§+m(r) C Appéo(||F||;,¢'Vr'HC||m)(1").
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< Conclusion: Expressing & computing Appg? Ml 1€lu)(T') as @ UCRPQ. In order to compute
App<O(Hr”*t €l (') we can enumerate the finitely many m-refinements p of I', where m =
O(||I‘||aﬁ r - [|Cll,), and the finitely many CRPQs n with at most O(||T|,, - ||C]|,,) atoms such
that p =% 5. The only issue here is that we have infinitely many p0551b111t1es to choose languages
labelling the atoms that are not in the homomorphic image of p Jom, n. However, we can choose the
most general language A* obtaining a query equivalent to AppZ™(T'). Note that each CRPQ has at
most O(||T'||,, - [IC]l,,) atoms and its languages are concatenations of O(||T'[|,, - [|C]|,,) sublanguages
of T or A*, and so they can be described by NFAs of polynomial size on ||T'|| and [|C]|,,. O

CoROLLARY 5.4. Testing whether a UCRPQ is equivalent to a UCRPQ of at most k atoms is
ExpSpace-complete.

Proor. It suffices to test if the UCRPQ T is equivalent to Appém(l“) where C is the class of
all graphs with at most k edges and m = O(||T||,, - rr - ||Cl|,,) as in the proof of Lemma 5.3.
The correctness follows from Proposition 5.2 since C is trivially closed under minors. Each « €

Appém (') has at most k edges, and App"(T') contains exponentially many queries, so by [12,
Proposition 3.11] (see also proof of Theorem 4.1), it can be solved in ExpSpace. Finally, ExpSpace-
hardness will follow from Theorem 6.2 (§6). o

5.3 CRPQs over Simple Regular Expressions

Let UCRPQ(SRE) (resp. CRPQ(SRE)) be the set of all UCRPQs (resp. CRPQs) whose languages are
expressed via SREs (as defined in Section 1). We show that if we restrict the regular expressions we
obtain a much better complexity for the minimization problem for UCRPQ:s.

THEOREM 5.5. The minimization problem for UCRPQ(SRE) is Hg -complete.'?
Proor. We first begin with an easy small counterexample property.

Claim 5.6. LetT, A € UCRPQ containing only atoms with expressions of the form (i) a*, or (ii)
aj + - -+ + ai. Additionally, A may also have expressions of the form (iii) A*. If T £ A, then there
exists & € Exp(T') such that (a) & £ A and (b) [|£]l,, < O(maxyer [lyll, - maxsen [|6]],,)-

The intuition is that if a counterexample includes an atom expansion x LN y of some atom x <, v,
where n is greater than the maximum number of atoms in A (plus one), then the expansion obtained
by replacing x <= y with x LN y must also be a counterexample. Hence, a minimal counterexample
must have all atom expansions bounded by the maximum number of atoms in A.

ProorF. This fact follows from a standard technique as used in, e.g., [9]. Take any counterexample

& € Exp(T) as in the statement, and suppose it is of minimal size. By means of contradiction, assume
I€]l,; > maxyer [|yll, - (maxsea [|6]],, + 1). Then, it contains an atom expansion x LN y of 51ze
m > maXsen [I6]],; + 1. Consider removing one atom from such expansion (i.e., replacing x LN y
with x £— 1), obtalmng some expansion & € Exp(T) of smaller size. By minimality & is not a
counterexample in other words there is & € Exp(5) such that h : & 2% & for some § € Aand h.
Since x —— y contains more than ||§||,, atoms, there must be some a-atom of x LN y which either
(1) has no h-preimage or (2) every h-preimage is in an atom expansion of a A*-atom or a a*-atom of
8. We can then replace the a-atom with two a-atoms in & and do similarly in the atom expansions
of ¢’ in the h-preimage, obtaining that £ C §. But this is in contradiction with our hypothesis,
hence any minimal counterexample is of size smaller or equal to max,cr [|y||,, - (maxsea [|6],, +1).
[m]

12By this we mean the minimization problem for UCRPQs whose input instances are UCRPQ(SRE).
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Given a UCRPQ(SRE) T', the construction of Lemma 5.3 yields its maximal under-approximation
by UCRPQs of at most k atoms as a UCRPQ Aap, whose every regular expression is a concatenation
of expressions of the form (i), (ii) and (iii) above. It suffices then to test y S Aap,, for every CRPQ(SRE)
y in I'. Due to Claim 5.6 (and observing that equivalent queries without concatenations can be
obtained in polynomial time) its negation y £ Aap, can be tested by guessing a polynomial sized
expansion & of y and then testing £ £ Aapp. In turn, £ S Aap, can be tested in NP by [9, Theorem
4.2].% This yields a IT) algorithm for testing y € Aapp, and thus also for I' € Aapy. IT -hardness
follows from Corollary 6.4. O

6 Lower Bounds

In this section we give some underlying ideas for showing lower bounds for the minimization
problems. All the proofs can be found in the Appendix.

6.1 Equivalence with a Single Atom

Containment of CRPQs is ExpSpace-complete [3, 16]. Somewhat surprisingly, Figueira [8, Lemma
8] showed that there exists a finite alphabet A s.t. the problem remained ExpSpace-hard even if
restricted to instances with a simple shape. We start by strengthening this result to fit our needs.

PROPOSITION 6.1 (VARIATION ON [8, LEMMA 8]). There is a fixed alphabet over which the con-
tainment problem for Boolean CRPQs is ExpSpace-hard restricted to instances of the form

nO=x5y < N\ xiy=p0), where
Jjelpl

(1) no language among K or the L;’s is empty or contains the empty word ¢, and
(2) there is no i such that A*L;A* = A*(ﬂj Lj)A*.

We shall use these hard instances to show that the minimization problem for CRPQs is hard.

THEOREM 6.2. The minimization problem for CRPQs is ExpSpace-hard. Further, there is a fixed
alphabet s.t. the problem of, given a Boolean CRPQ on this alphabet with only four variables is
equivalent to a Boolean CRPQ with a single atom is ExpSpace-hard.

Proor skeTcH. We reduce an instance of the problem of Proposition 6.1 to the instance &, where

First, it is easy to see that if y; C y, then § = y;. Conversely, if § is equivalent to a Boolean CRPQ
with at most one atom, then y; < y,. The conditions imposed by Proposition 6.1 are necessary to
discard one-atom queries which are self-loops and that whenever y; € y, there is an expansion of
§ to which any §-equivalent single-atom query expansion cannot be mapped. O

13Simply by (1) guessing a polynomial size CRPQ &, (2) testing & € Appp in NP by Lemma 5.3, and (3) guessing a (small)
expansion & of § and testing &’ hom, 13
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6.2 Minimization is Harder than Containment

We show that, under some technical conditions, the containment problem can be reduced to the
minimization problem. This allows to transfer known lower bounds from the containment problem
of CRPQ classes. Due to space constraints we only state the key definitions and lemmas. We first
introduce an intermediary technical property called “canonization”, which ensures the feasibility
of the reduction.

Canonization. We say that an expansion & of a CRPQ y is non-degenerate if no atom refinement
in ¢ was obtained using the empty word. A class of (Boolean) CRPQs is a function Q mapping an
alphabet A to a set Q4 of Boolean CRPQs, which is closed under variable renaming and alphabetic
renaming of the languages. Given a class of CRPQs Q, the Q-canonization problem is the functional
problem taking an alphabet A and two Boolean CRPQs (y1, y2) in Qa, and outputting an alphabet
M, two other Boolean CRPQs (J1, d2), in Qa v, such that:

(an)monotonic: Y1 g Y2 l_ﬂ(sl g 52,

(Cnz)gironto: there exists a non-degenerate D; € Exp(6;) s.t., for every D] € Exp(d;) and
f:D; Lom, D, we have (i) D] is non-degenerate, (ii) f is strong onto, and (iii) f(x) = x for
every x € vars(dy),

(Cnz)pon-red: for each D; € Exp(d;), for each x,y € wvars(d;), there cannot be an atom
refinement in D; from x to y and another path from x to y in D, disjoint from the atom
refinement that share the same label,

(Cnz)contracted: 01 is fully contracted,

(Cnz)containment: Y2 & 2, and

(Cnz)marking: each connected component of §; must contain at least one atom labelled by a
language L s.t. every word of L must contain at least one letter from M.

The Q-strong canonization problem is defined similarly, except that we replace ‘there exists’ with
‘for all’ in (Cnz)str-onto—see (SCNZ)sir-onto for a formal definition.

We show that assuming we can solve the Q-canonization problem (resp. Q-strong canonization
problem) this problem, then the CRPQ (resp. UCRPQ) minimization problem restricted to CRPQs of
Q (resp. to UCRPQs whose disjuncts are all in Q) is harder than the containment problem over Q.

LEmMA 6.3. For any class Q of CRPQs closed under disjoint conjunction, there is a polynomial-
time algorithm using a Q-canonization oracle (resp. Q-strong canonization oracle) from the con-
tainment problem for Boolean queries of Q to the CRPQ (resp. UCRPQ) minimization problem
restricted to CRPQs in Q (resp. UCRPQs whose disjuncts are all in Q). The reduction also applies
under the restriction that the target query must also be in Q.

ProOF skETCH. The construction reduces some restriction of the containment problem to some
variant of the minimization problem. The main idea is, given an instance y; c’? Y2, to build CRPQs
81 and 8, with some desirable properties s.t. the following are equivalent: (i) y; € y», (ii) §; € 52,
(iii) 61 ® &2 = 61, where @® denotes the disjoint conjunction (i.e., the conjunction of atoms of both
queries making sure that variables are disjoint), and (iv) §; ® &, is equivalent to a CRPQ whose
size is at most the size of §;. Of course, (ii) & (iii) always holds, as well as (iii) = (iv).

All the difficulty lies in guaranteeing the converse property: (iv) = (iii). We will use the con-
structions y; > &;, given by the canonization problem, to enforce it while respecting (i) & (ii). The
main idea of this approach is to add some ‘marking’ (with fresh alphabet symbols) of either the
variables or the atoms of y; in 8, ensuring that §; has some strong structure implying that—loosely
speaking—any query equivalent to §; @® J; must contain J; as a subquery. Using the assumption
that §; @® 9, is equivalent to a CRPQ whose size is at most the size of §;, we conclude that in fact
6 D 6 =64, i.e.61 S 5 andsoy; S ye. ]
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Motivated by Lemma 6.3 we show in the appendix that several reasonable classes admit a
polynomial-time algorithm for the strong canonization problem—see Lemmas E.14 and E.17.

COROLLARY 6.4. The CRPQ and UCRPQ minimization problems are:

(1) ExpSpace-hard, even if restricted to queries of path-width at most 1,
(2) PSpace-hard when restricted to forest-shaped CRPQs,*
(3) Hg -hard when restricted to CRPQs over simple regular expressions.

All hardness results are under polynomial-time reductions.

7 Discussion

Several open problems are left by our work, more prominently, the complexity gap for minimization
of CRPQs. Below we discuss further avenues for future research.

Variable minimization. Another approach for an algorithm for query answering of a (U)CRPQs
y on a graph database G is by first guessing a variable assignment f : vars(y) — V(G) and then
checking, for each atom x - y of y, that there is a path in G from f(x) to f(y) with label in L. This
implementation approach privileges minimizing the number of variables as opposed to the number
of atoms of a (U)CRPQ, and gives rise to the corresponding variable-minimization problem(s). From a
practical perspective, as already mentioned in the Introduction, systems commonly evaluate CRPQs
via join algorithms. Recent worst-case optimal joins algorithms work by ordering the variables
and assigning potential values to these, and hence the number of variables may also be a relevant
parameter in these cases [5, 25].

Variable-minimization problem for CRPQs (resp. for UCRPQ):
Input: A finite alphabet A, a CRPQ (resp. UCRPQ) y over A and k € N.
Question: Does there exists a CRPQ (resp. UCRPQ) § over A with at most k variables (resp.
whose every CRPQ has at most k variables) s.t. y = 67

As before, a (U)CRPQ is variable minimal if there is no equivalent (U)CRPQ smaller in the number
of variables. It is worth observing that for conjunctive queries (and for tree patterns) minimizing
the number of variables or minimizing the number of atoms is equivalent: a query is minimal in
the number of variables iff it is minimal in the number of atoms. However, for CRPQs and UCRPQs
cp e a a+b . . P oy s P . oy o
it is not: y(x,y) = x— y A x — y is variable minimal, but it is not (atom) minimal since it is
equivalent to y’(x, y) = x> y. We further conjecture that there are (atom) minimal CRPQs which
are not variable minimal.

CONJECTURE 7.1. There exist (atom) minimal CRPQs which are not variable minimal.

By adaptations of the algorithms of Sections 4 and 5 we can derive some upper bounds, which
are likely to be sub-optimal.

THEOREM 7.2. The variable-minimization problem for CRPQs is in 4ExpSpace and for UCRPQs in
2ExpSpace. Both problems are ExpSpace-hard.

Proor. For the case of CRPQ variable-minimization problem, it suffices to observe, in the proof
of Lemma 4.2, that since each NFA of the proof has size double-exponential, there there cannot be
more than a triply-exponential number of distinct NFA, and hence that the underlying multigraph
of queries to be considered has a triply-exponential number of edges. Thus, there are ‘only’ a
quadruply-exponential number of such triply-exponential queries. For each such query we test if it
is equivalent to the original query in 4ExpSpace.

1By forest-shaped CRPQs we mean queries whose underlying graph has no undirected cycle.
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For the case of UCRPQ variable-minimization problem, let Cy be the (infinite) set of multigraphs
having at most k vertices. Via the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.3, we obtain that
each CRPQ(Cy) in the union of CRPQs expressing App ¢ (I') = Appé?(Hr”ut"”lc”a') (T') has atoms
consisting in a concatenation of at most O(||T'||,, - [|C||,,) sublanguages of I'. Hence, there cannot
be more than 20Tl 1€l distinet atoms between two variables, and Appa?(”Y“at"f'”C”al) (I') =

Appéf(\\l“\\at-rr\\cnm) (T') for C; being the finite subclass of Cx having graphs with no more than

20Ul ICl.) parallel edges. Hence, there is a double-exponential number of exponential queries
to test for equivalence with I', which yields a 2ExpSpace upper bound.

The lower bounds follows by a similar idea as Theorem 6.2 and can be found in Theorem E.3 of
the Appendix. O

Tree patterns. We believe that the techniques of Section 5 should also yield a method to compute
maximal under-approximations for unions of tree patterns, as well as a Hg upper bound for
the minimization problem of unions of tree patterns, contrasting with the Z‘g -completeness of
minimization of tree patterns proven by Czerwinski, Martens, Niewerth & Parys [6, Theorem 3.1].
We leave the details for a future long version of this article.

We do not fully understand the relation between tree pattern minimization and CRPQ mini-
mization, we conjecture that if a tree pattern is minimal among tree patterns, then its encoding
as a CRPQ—see Appendix F.1 for a definition—should also be minimal, up to contracting internal
variables, among CRPQs but we have failed so far to prove this.
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A Appendix to Section 2 “Preliminaries”

A canonical database G of a CRPQ y is any canonical database associated to an expansion of y,
see [16, Definition 3.1] for a formal definition. We denote it by G £* y. A canonical database of a
UCRPQ is a canonical database of one of its disjuncts.

An evaluation map from a CRPQ y to a graph database G in a function f from variables of y to G
s.t. for any atom x -5 y in y, there is path from f(x) to f(y) in G labelled by a word of L.

The containment between UCRPQs It € I is exactly characterized by the fact that for all
canonical database G; £* T, there exists a disjunct y, of I, s.t. there is an evaluation map from y,
to Gl.

B Appendix to Section 3 “Necessary & Sufficient Conditions for Minimality”

Definition B.1. Given a CRPQ y, we define its segment graph SG(y) to be the directed multigraph
defined by:
e every external variable of y is a vertex of SG(y), and moreover, for every cyclic segment o
that is not incident to any external variable, we create a new variable x,;
e for every cyclic segment o, we have a self-loop around x, and for any external variable x
and y of y, we have an edge from x to y in SG(y) for any segment starting at x and ending
aty.

The notion is illustrated in Figure 1b. The motivation behind segments is that they are essentially
the dual to atom refinements.

PrROPOSITION 3.6. Let y be a CRPQ and £ be an expansion of y. Then SG(¢) is a minor of the
underlying graph of y.

Proor. The underlying graph of & is obtained from the underlying graph of y by:

(1) contracting some edges—corresponding to atom refinements for the word ¢,

(2) potentially removing isolated vertices," , and

(3) refining some edges—corresponding to atom refinements for words of length at least 2.
Let G’ be the underlying graph of y to which we applied all operation of type (1) and (2). By
construction, G’ is a minor of G,. Notice then that if H is a graph obtained by refining one edge of
G’,then SG (H) and SG(G’) are isomorphic. By trivial induction, it follows that SG () is isomorphic
to SG(G’). In turn, by Fact 3.5, SG(G’) is an edge contraction of G, which concludes the proof
since the latter is a minor of G,. O

CoROLLARY 3.8 (oF THEOREM 3.7). Every strongly minimal UCRPQ is minimal.

Proor. The number of edges of SG(core(&)) equals || core(&) ||Seg, and a minor can only decrease
the number of edges. O

ProposITION B.2. Let y be a CRPQ. The set of atoms of any path x; =5 -+ - 2% x,, of y where
either xy = x, or where both x; and x, are external is a finite union of segments of y.

Proor. The statement deals with the set of atoms of the path—and not the path itself—, so w.Lo.g.,
up to a circular permutation of the path, we assume that (€) if x, = x,, then either x, and x, are
external, or all x;’s (i € [1,n — 1])) are internal.

We prove the statement by induction on the length of the path. We identify three cases:

(1) each x; (i € [1,n — 1]) is both internal and distinct from all x;’s (j € [0, n]);
(2) xo and x,, are external and there exists i € [1,n — 1] s.t. x; is external;

15This can happen e.g. in the atom refinement of x 2, x when dealing with the empty word.
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(3) xo = xp, and there exists k € [1,n — 1] s.t. xx = xo (= xp).
Next, we show that this covers all possible cases.

If we are not in the first case, then either some x; (i € [1,n — 1])) is external or is equal to some
x;j (j € [0, n]). For the former, by (€) we get that xo and x, are necessarily external, and we fall in
case 2.

For the former, we know that all x;’s (i € [1,n — 1]]) are internal, and there exists i € [1,n — 1]
and j € [0,n] s.t. x; = x;. Up to renaming the variables, we get that i < j and (i, j) # (0, n). Recall
that all x’s (k € [1,n — 1]) are internal, and so from x; = x; we get by trivial induction that
Xo = xj—;. In particular, xo must be internal and so xy = x,,. Letting k = j — i we have k € [L,n-1]
s.t. Xg = X9 = Xy, and so we are in case 3.

We can now proceed with the induction.

(1) For the base case, we have a path where each x; (i € [1,n — 1])) is both internal and distinct
from all x;’s (j € [0, n]). By definition this path is a segment.

(2) Inthe second case, xo and x;, are external, and there exists some i € [1, n—1] s.t. x; is external.
We use the induction hypothesis on the paths xy 2 - -+ 25 x; and x; 225 - -+ 2% x,, and
the conclusion follows.

(3) In the last case, there exists k € [1,n— 1]] s.t. Xg = Xx = Xy, and the conclusion follows from

applying the induction on xg =5 - -+ 25 xp and x; =& ... 2,

This concludes the induction and the proof. O

LeEmma B.3. Lety, d be CRPQs. If f: § — y is a homomorphism that sends external variables of
§ on external variables of y, then there is a function from nodes of SG(J) to nodes of SG(y) that
sends an edge of SG(9) to a path of SG(y).

Proor. By Proposition B.2, the image f[o] by f of any segment ¢ of § is a union of segments of
y. O

COROLLARY B.4. Let y, § be two CRPQs such that there is an embedding from § to y s.t. every
node of in-degree 0 (resp. out-degree 0) is sent on a node of in-degree 0 (resp. out-degree 0). Then

SG(6) is a minor of SG(y).
Proor. Let f: § — y be such an embedding.
Claim B.5. If x € § is external, then f(x) is external.

Indeed, if x has in-degree at least 2, or out-degree at least 2, so does f(x) since f is an embedding.
Otherwise, either x has either in-degree 0 or out-degree 0, and so does f(x) using the assumption
we made on f.

We then use Lemma B.3. Note that since f is an embedding, the segments of y occurring in
flo] must be distinct from the segments occurring in f[o’] for any segment ¢’ # ¢. Overall, we
have an injective map from nodes of SG () to nodes of SG(y), which sends an edge to a path, and
moreover these paths are pairwise disjoint. This shows that SG(J) is a minor of SG(y). O

Remark B.6. Note that the assumptlon that £ is hom-minimal in Theorem 3.7 is necessary:
consider the CRPQ y(x, y) —x—>y/\x 1997, y. For n,m € Nug, let &, m(x, 1) —x—>y/\x—>y.
There are two cases:

(1) Ifn # 2m, then || core(&ym)||

gn,m Lﬂ/& §2m,m-
(2) If n = 2m, then || core(&nm) ||

. .. . hom
seg =2 but &, ,, is not hom-minimal since &, — &pm but

seg = 1 and &, is hom-minimal.
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Hence, using Theorem 3.7, we can only get a lower bound of one atom (and not two) on the size of
any UCRPQ e(%givalent to y(x,y), which is consistent with the fact that y(x,y) = y’(x, y) where
Y(xy =x RCLAN y. If Theorem 3.7 would allow for non hom-minimal queries we would obtain, by

Item 1 a lower bound of 2 atoms, which is false.
ProrosITION 3.10. Testing whether a (U)CRPQ is strongly minimal is ExpSpace-hard.

Proor. We use the same reduction as in Proposition 3.3. If § is strongly minimal, then it is
minimal, and so it is non-rendundant, and hence by the proof of Proposition 3.3, x’ 5 y £
Nix = Y.

We prove the converse implication: assume that x’ =1 € A; x <> y. Then there exists #u# € K
s.t. x’ 2% 4 does not satisfy A; x = y. Consider the expansion ¢ obtained by replacing K with
#u#, and replacing L; with @; for each i. Then & is a core because of the fresh letters # and @;.
Moreover, we claim that it has to be hom-minimal. Indeed, assume that some other expansion & is
s.t. & 2% £ Then because of #, the atom expansion of x” = ¢/ in & must be mapped on x” 25 /
in &. Then, by definition of u, the atom expansions of A; x —> y cannot be mapped on x” 25 ¢/,
and so they must be mapped on A; x 25 y, and hence ¢ = £ Hence, this shows that § is strongly
minimal. Overall, we showed that x’ - Yy L Aix L, y iff § is strongly minimal, which concludes
our reduction. O

C Appendix to Section 4 “An Upper Bound for Minimization of CRPQs”

LeEMMA 4.2. Let y and a be two CRPQs such that « C y. Then there exists a CRPQ f satisfying
a € B < y such that:
(1) The underlying graphs of « and f coincide.
(2) The size of each NFA appearing in f is bounded by f(||y||), where f is a double-exponential
function.

Proor. W@ Construction of f. The idea is to define the CRPQ f as the CRPQ obtained from «
by replacing each regular language L by a suitable regular language L, which depends also on y.
Consider the following equivalence relation on A*, where A is the underlying alphabet. Given
u,0 € A¥, we write u ~, v if for every NFA A appearing on y, and pair of states p, q of A:

u is accepted by A[p,q] & v is accepted by A[p, q].

Recall that A[p, q] denote the sublanguage of A recognized when considering {p} as the set of
initial states and {q} as the set of final states. For u € A*, we define its y-type to be:

typey(u) ={([wl~,s - [ued<) €< (lyllyar + 1, and uy, . .., up € A" satisfy that u = u; -+ - u,}.

The idea is that typey(u) encodes all the possible ways u can be broken into ¢ < (||yllya + 1)
subwords: we are not interested in the particular subwords u;, but in their equivalence classes
[ui]~, with respect to ~,.
We define the sought CRPQ f to be the CRPQ obtained from & by replacing each regular language
L by I:, where:
iz U{z € A" | type, (u) C type, (2)}.

ucl

@ Correctness of the construction. By definition, the underlying graphs of « and f are the same,
and hence condition (1) holds. It remains to verify « € f C y and condition (2).

W a C fCy Notethatu € {z € A" | type (u) C type, (z)} always holds, and hence L C L.1t
follows that a C S.
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We check § < y using Proposition 2.1. Assume f is of the form AT, x; L, y;. Consider an
expansion &g € Exp(f) defined by replacing each atom x; L, y; by the path x; 5 y;, for z; € I:
There must ex1st uj € L; such that type, (u;) C type, (z;). Let {x € Exp(a) be the expansion of
a= N\ x; L, y; obtained from replacmg each atom x; L, y; by the path x; 5 y;. Asa C y, then
there exists an expansion 7, € Exp(y) such that 74 Lom, £,. Assume y is of the form AI_, t; 2 s;
and 7, is of the form Al_; t; =5 s;, where w; € M;. Let f be a homomorphism from 7, to &,. We
can decompose each path x; -5 y; in &, into

X By M M

where each A, is the image via f of some variable in vars(y) = {s1,t,...,s,, t-} and each path
x 2225 x’ satisfies that all of its internal variables are not images via f of variables in vars(y). Note
that £ < (||yllyar + 1)- We say that the paths of the form x <2, x” are the basic paths of &, with
respect to f. Since type, (u;) C type, (z;), each path x; ZL y; in &g can be decomposed into

2R N7 F TS X o N zje, o
Xj—=>9gj1—— -1 —Y;j

where z;, ~, u;,. Again, we say that the paths x =25 x” are the ba31c paths of &g with respect to f.
We conclude by showing that there is 175 € Exp()/) such that g Jom, &p. Intuitively, &, and &g have
“equivalent” decompositions in terms of basic paths. Hence, it is possible to turn 7, into another
expansion 175 € Exp(y) by replacing basic paths of &, by their correspondmg basic paths in &g. By
doing so, we indeed obtain an expansmn np of y such that ng Jom, &p.
Formally, observe that each path t; =% s; of expansion 7, is mapped via f to path in &, that can
be decomposed into

k() Wi 1 k Wiz ... Win-1 kn PN Win k

where w; = wi1 -+ Win, ko = f(t;), kn, = f(s;) and each path k,_ 1 Mg, kq is a basic path of &, w.r.t.
f-Each path kq_; —*% kg has a corresponding basic path k Lul—) kg of &g wrt. f defined in the
natural way: if k, € vars(at) = {x1,y1,..., Xm, Ym}, then k[, = ko, if ko = hjp, then k;, = g; »; and if
Wigq = Ujp, then w] q = Zjp-In particular, we have that wiq ~, w; q and that the following path
belongs to &g:
k/ wl k/ Wi, L’/M)k, L/,'L)k/

It follows that the CQ np obtained from y by replacing each atom ¢; My by the path ¢; 24, 5;, where
wi = w;, - wj satisfies that ng Lom, &p. It remains to show that 74 is actually an expanswn of y,
that is, each w; E M;. Suppose M,; is represented by the NFA A;. Since w; € M; and w; = wi1 -+ wjp,
there is a sequence ey, . . ., e, of states of A; such that ¢ is initial, e, is final, and w; 4 is accepted
by A; [eq 1,eql. As w{!q ~y Wiq, We have that W{,q is also accepted by A;[e4-1,€4], and hence
- wj , is accepted by A;.

W _Wl1

W% Bounding the size of NFAs in f. First note that for any equivalence class C of ~, the language
{z € A" | [2]., = C} is accepted by an NFA A of single-exponential size. Indeed, the class C can
be described by a set of triples

Je €T ={(A,p,q) | Aisan NFA in y, and p, q are states of A}

in such a way that v € C iff v is accepted by A|p, q], for every (A, p,q) € Tc, and v is accepted by
Alp.q] C, for every (A, p,q) ¢ Tc, where AC denotes the complement NFA of A. Hence Ac can
be written as the following intersection of NFAs:

Ac= () Alpan (] Alpg®

(Ap.q)eTc (Ap.q)¢Tc
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The number of states in A[p, q] C is at most 2" and |7 < r?|lyll,. where r is the maximum
number of states in an NFA of y. Hence the number of states of A¢ is at most 2’3”””nt, that is,
single-exponential on y.

Fix u € A*. We claim that {z € A* | type, (u) C type, (z)} can be accepted by an NFA A, of at
most double-exponential size on y. It is easy to see that for every tuple ¢ = (Cy,...,C;) € type, (u),
the language {z € A" | ¢ C type, (2)} can be described by an NFA A: of single-exponential size:
we guess a decomposition z = z; - - - z; of the input word z and check that each z; is accepted
by Ac,. The number of states of A is O(Zf:1 si), where s; is the number of states of Ac,. Since
£ < (|lyllyar+1), thisis O( II}/IIV,MZ’3 I¥lla). Now, the NFA A, is simply the intersection of all the NFAs
in {A¢ | ¢ € type, (u)}. The number of possible equivalence classes of ~ is at most 2l < 2rlvla,

and then the number of possible tuples of the form ¢ = (Cy,...,C;) is N = O(Zrz“”Hat(“)’Hvar“)). It

follows that the number of states of Ay, is at most O(||y||,,,2" 1"1:N), i.e., double-exponential on y.
Finally, note that the number of possible type, (u) is at most double-exponential on y, more

precisely, 2V. We conclude that every language L in f can be represented by an NFA A; which
is the union of at most double-exponential many NFAs of the form A, each of these having
at most double-exponential many states. We conclude that the size of A; can be bounded by a
double-exponential function f(||y||). o

D Appendix to Section 5 “Minimization of UCRPQs via Approximations”
ProrosiTION 5.1. There exist CRPQs which are minimal among CRPQs but not among UCRPQ:s.

Proor. The following example is inspired from [11, Example 1.2]. Consider the following CRPQs:

4@<T€~3

and
a(bb) ™ ab(bb)™, %o() ab(bb)™ 91() a(bb)t

(bb)t b(bb)*

I
(1=
N— R —— 8
I
(1=
N C— 8

w4

It is easy to see that y = §y V §; by doing a case disjunction on the parity of the path between y
and z—the even case is handled by &y, the odd case by J;. Hence, y is not minimal among UCRPQs.

We want to show that y is minimal among CRPQs. Let {'() be a CRPQ that is equivalent to y, and
assume by contradiction that it has at most four atoms. Given natural numbers I, m, r € N, where
l is even and r is odd, consider the expansion

<7p 8

€l,7n,7'() = Cj

ab ab”,

w4 G-

where squiggly arrows represent paths of atoms.

Claim D.1. The expansion & ,, , is hom-minimal iff [ =morm =r.
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Indeed, if | # m and m # r, then if m is even then &, ,,, » bom, Emy DUt &y LViN Emm,r (since
I # m) and dually if m is odd then & ,,, Jom, Elmr DUt &)y Do, & mm (since m # r). In both cases,
& m,r is not hom-minimal.

Conversely, if | = m or m = r, assume w.l.o.g., by symmetry, that [ = m.Let I',m’,r" € Ny s.t. I’
is even and r’ is odd, and assume that there is a homomorphism f: & ;v ;» — & . Because of the
v-self-loop, f(y) = y and hence f(x) = x. It then follows that f(z) = z because we must have both
an a(bb)*- and an ab(bb)*-path from f(x) and f(z). Moreover, we must have m = m’, and since I’
is even, we must have I’ = [ = m, and dually, since r’ is odd, we must have r’ = r. It follows that
{',m’,r") = (I, m,r), and hence &, , is hom-minimal.

Claim D.2. If m = r, then core(&,,,) equals

8

)

&y

NS

Putting Claims D.1 and D.2 and Theorem 3.7 together, we get that SG(core(&;1,1)) is a minor of
{. Since { was assumed to have at most four atoms, it follows that {() must be exactly of the form

= 41

Nébw.@T&

Using the containment ¢ C y, since the only directed simple cycle in an expansion of y is labelled
by v, we get S = {v}. Similarly, using again that { C y and that any expansion of y must have both
an a(bb)*- and an ab(bb)*-path, it can be shown that U = {a}.

Now let [, m,r € N with [ even and r odd. From y C {, we get that each & ,,, satisfies { and
so there is an evaluation map f: { — & ,,. Clearly f(y) = y and then using the a(bb)*- and
ab(bb)*-paths, we get that f(x) = x and f(z) = z. It then follows that

e b™ e D, and
e cither ab! € L, or ab” € L, or av*b™ for some k € N

From the first point we get b* C D, and in fact using { C y, D = b*.
Now let w € L and m € N, and consider the expansion

8

a

&)= o

S

3~

v ¢S
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of {'. Since { < y, there is an evaluation map f: y — &,. Taking m to be any even value, we get that
w must be in ab(bb)*, say w = ab” for some odd r € N.(. Taking m to be any odd value, we get
dually that w must be in a(bb)*, say w = ab’ for some even | € Ns. Hence, we get {ab’,ab"} C L.

We can now pick m to be even and w = ab’, and then & should be a model of y. But £; does
cannot satisfy the atom x bbb, 2 Contradiction. Hence, y cannot be equivalent to a single CRPQ

with at most four atoms. ]

Remark D.3. If C is closed under taking subgraphs and subdivisions, then
0 hom
Appg (y) ={a € CQ(C) | A¢ € Exp(y), & — a}.

D.1 Missing details to the proof of Lemma 5.3

Let a; be an explicit approximation. Consider a path xy— x;— - - - — x; of n; whose atoms are all
sent on the same atom of a; via contry.

Assume that for some x;, with i € [ 1, k—1], all variables in k] (x;) are internal in p1. If x;_4 Ly
and x; L Xi+1 are the only atoms containing x, in 1y, then for a varlable z€h !(x;), the only atoms
in containing z in p; must have the form w- z and z LW Let 12 be the query resulting from
11 by contracting the internal variable x; and replacing L - L’ by K, where K is defined as follows.
Since L and L’ appear consecutively in internal paths of the refinement p;, there must be an NFA A
in y and three states p, g, r such that L = A[p,q] or L = {a} witha € A[p,q],and L’ = A[q,r] or
L’ = {a} with a € A[q,r]. We define K = A|[p, r]. Note that in any case, L-L’ C K. Similarly, define
p2 to be the query resulting from p; by contracting each internal variable z € h ! (x;) and replacing
L - L’ by K. Note that p; is still a refinement of y and that the homomorphism h;: p; — #; induces
a homomorphism fo: ps — 1. Define a; be the contraction of 1, obtained by contracting all the
remaining internal variables as the contraction @; is obtained from p;. Since &3 € az asL- L’ C K,
this defines an explicit approximation & that contains &;. Note that in the case h'(x;) = @, we
cantake K=L- L', and a; = a.

Ifk—1> [|T'||,, then path xo— x;— - - - — xi contains a variable satisfying the condition above,
and hence we can apply the simplification. Overall, this shows that any explicit approximation is
contained in an explicit approximation of contraction length at most O(||T'[|,,,) < O(|ITl,,)-

E Appendix to Section 6 “Lower Bounds”
E.1 Equivalence with a Single Atom

PROPOSITION 6.1 (VARIATION ON [8, LEMMA 8]). There is a fixed alphabet over which the con-
tainment problem for Boolean CRPQs is ExpSpace-hard restricted to instances of the form

nO=x5y c’ /\ x 2y = y5(), where:
jelirl
(1) no language among K or the L;’s is empty or contains the empty word ¢, and
(2) there is no i such that A*L;A* = A*(N; L;)A

Proor. By inspecting [8, Proof of Lemma 8, pp. 15-17], it can be noticed that actually the first
condition is satisfied by Figueira’s reduction—using his notation, neither E nor G; U Fc U Fy with
i € [0,n] are empty.

Moreover, we claim that the reduction can be made so that the second condition also holds.
Notice first that the 2"-tiling problem is still ExpSpace-complete if we restrict it to instances with
n > 1 and such that all instances admit one tiling which is “locally valid” but not valid—namely
a tiling which satisfies all vertical and horizontal constraints, but not the initial and final tiles
conditions. This can be achieved e.g. by adding a new tile ¢ s.t. (t,t) is both a valid horizontal
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and vertical configuration, but ¢t cannot be adjacent to any other tile. Then, the second condition
amounts to showing that there is no i s.z.

A*(G; U Fe U Fy)A* = A*( M GjuFeU FH))A*

0<j<n

which is equivalent, by elementary manipulations, to saying that for all i € [0, n]

A*G,A* ¢ A*( N Gj)A* U A*(Fe U Fy)A*.
0<j<n
For i = 0, this holds because we can consider a valid encoding of a tiling which respects all
constraints except that one vertical constraint is violated. For i € 1, n]), we consider the encoding
of a tiling which is locally valid. Then, it has no vertical error, no horizontal error, and no encoding
error, so it does not belong to the right-hand side. However, it belongs to A*G;A* for any i € [1, n]
since it contains a subword encoding two cells separated by exactly one row. Hence, the second
condition also holds. o

THEOREM 6.2. The minimization problem for CRPQs is ExpSpace-hard. Further, there is a fixed
alphabet s.t. the problem of, given a Boolean CRPQ on this alphabet with only four variables is
equivalent to a Boolean CRPQ with a single atom is ExpSpace-hard.

ProoF oF THEOREM 6.2. We reduce an instance of the problem of Proposition 6.1 to the instance
J, where

ClaimE.1. Ify; C y, then§ = y;.

Note first that § € y;. Then, if y; C y,, then every word of K contains a factor which belongs to
each L; fori € [[1,p], and hence y; € § i.e. § = y1, and so § is equivalent to a CRPQ with a single
atom.

Claim E.2. Conversely, if § is equivalent to a Boolean CRPQ with at most one atom, then y; C y».

Let { be the Boolean CRPQ with at most one atom which is equivalent to §. Assume first, by
contradiction, that it is a self-loop, i.e. {() = x -5 x for some language M. Then by assumption
on K, there exists a word u € K of size at least one. Since none of the L; are empty, there exists a
canonical database G¥ where the atom X o yielded a u-labelled path. Since § < {, the database Gg
must satisfy {'() = x — x. Since every strongly connected component of G is trivial—we assumed
that none of the languages of § contained ¢—, it must be that ¢ € M, and hence ¢ is the query which
is always satisfied, which contradicts the equivalence § = (.

Similarly, it can be shown that { cannot have zero atoms since ¢ is non-trivial. Hence, { is exactly
of the form {() = x 2% y for some language M. First, note that from ¢ C &, it follows that

M A ([()Ly)A" (3)
J

Assume then, by contradiction, that there exists an i s.t. every word of L; has a factor in M, i.e.
L; € A*MA*. Then (3) implies A*L;A* = A*(N ;L ;7)A* which contradicts the second assumption
of Proposition 6.1. Therefore, for every i, there is a word v; € L; which contains no factor in M.
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We are now ready to show that y; C y», by first observing that it boils down to showing
K c A*((N;Lj)A". Let u € K. Consider the following canonical database of §, where the v;’s are
words defined as in the paragraph above:

7y

o T e,

A

Vp

Since § C , it must contain a path labelled by a word of M. But no v; contains a factor in M, hence
it has to be u that does. Hence, K C A*MA*. Together with Equation (3), we get K C A*((; L;)A*,
which concludes the proof of Claim E.2.

Overall, we showed that y; C y; iff § is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most one atom, which
concludes the proof. O

Note that the assumption of A*"L;A* = A*(ﬂj L;)A* in Proposition 6.1 in necessary for the
reduction to be correct, otherwise §() would be equivalent to

50 =x X yAx AL Y,

and so we could have A"L;A* C K, implying that (1) K ¢ A*L;A" and hence y; £ y; but (2) § would
be equivalent to a CRPQ with a single atom, namely §”() £ x =~ Li& y.

E.2 Equivalence with a Single Variable

THEOREM E.3. There is a fixed alphabet s.t. the problem of, given a Boolean CRPQ on this alphabet
with only five variables is equivalent to a Boolean CRPQ with a single variable is ExpSpace-hard.

ProOF. We use same idea as in Theorem 6.2. We reduce the problem of Proposition 6.1 to the
instance §, where

&
./K\.

Ly
A*\./;_\./A*
~ -

LP

() =

where >, vV and < are new symbols. Note that despite being named, variable x is also existentially
quantified.

ClaimE.4. Ify; C y, then § = y] where y;() = x o xaxSx

If y1 € y2 then any word of K contains a factor which belongs to (; L; and so y; < J. The
converse § C y; always holds.

Claim E.5. Conversely, if § is equivalent to a Boolean CRPQ with a single variable, then y; C y».
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Let {() = ALy x 2 xbea single-variable Boolean CRPQ that is equivalent to 8.

We first claim that there is some i € [[0,n] s.t. M; = {v}. Every canonical database of § contains
a v-self loop and so from ¢ C § it follows that any canonical database of { contains a v-self loop,
which in turns implies that M; = {v} for some i. W.Lo.g., assume that M, = {Vv}.

Observe that any evaluation map from { to a canonical database of § must send x € {tox € §
because of the v-self loop, and conversely, any evaluation map from & to a canonical database of
must send x € §tox € (.

We remove from { all atoms x My st i#0and M; N v* # @. Thanks to the v-self loop, this
transformation preserve the semantics of {. More generally, if M; contains a word in which the
letter ‘v’ occurs, we get remove the atom associated to M; altogether. The query obtained {” is
clearly s.t. { € {’, but dually for any canonical database G+ of {”, extend it to a canonical database
Gy of { by picking, for any atom that was removed, any word containing the letter ‘v’. Since {' € 6,
there is an evaluation map from J to G;. Now the atoms of § except the v-self loop do not use the
letter v, and so it follows that the evaluation map from J to G; actually yields an evaluation map
from & to Gy+. Hence, {’ € § and thus {’ = 6.

The same argument works for atoms containing a word that does not start with <, or that does
not end », or that contain strictly more than one occurrence of these symbols. Overall, it implies
that w.Lo.g. { is equivalent to

m
v >Nj<
X— XA X——>X
Jj=1

where m > 0 and the N;’s are languages over A.
Assume now, by contradiction, that for all j € [1,m] s.t. N i KN A*( A; Li)A*. Pick for each j
a word u; witnessing this. The canonical database of { induced by these words (ny, ..., ny), namely

m
o .
x—>x/\/\x1'f—>

Jj=1

must satisfy 8. But this implies that at least one n; must belong to K N A*("; L;)A*. Contradiction.

In fact, a argument similar to what we claimed before shows that we can remove all atoms
s.t. N; ¢ K nA*(N); L;)A* without changing the semantics. Hence, w.Lo.g., for each j, we have
N; CKNnA*(N; LA

We then claim that each word of K must belong to all N;. Indeed, let u be a word of K. Let v; be a
word in L; \ A*( (N Lx) A*—recall that such words exist by an assumption of Proposition 6.1—and
consider the canonical database of § obtained by expanding K into u and L; into v;. Now § € { so
this database must satisfy {. Hence, for each j, N; must contain one word among u, vy, ..., 0. It
cannot be any v; since otherwise we would have v; € N; € KN A*( Nk Lk)A* c A*( Mk Lk)A*,
which is a contradiction. And so u € N;. Therefore, we have

KN ckna'([|L)a"
j i

from which it follows that K C (N L) and hence y; C y,.
Overall, Claims E.4 and E.5 imply that y; C y» iff it is equivalent to a CRPQ with a single variable,
in which case it is actually equivalent to

rO2x X xAxSx,

which concludes the correctness of the reduction. m]
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E.3 Variable Minimization is Harder than Containment

A class of (Boolean) CRPQs is a function Q mapping an alphabet A to a set Q4 of Boolean CRPQs,
which is closed under variable renaming and alphabetic renaming of the languages.

The disjoint conjunction ® of two CRPQs consists of the conjunction of the queries, up to
renaming so that their variable sets are disjoint—of two queries is the class still belong to the class.
We say that the class is closed under disjoint conjunctionify € Q4 and § € Qp imply y ® § € Qaup.

Lastly, we say that the class is closed under variable marking if one of the three following
properties holds:

(VM)io0p forany y € Qa, if y is a variable of y, if a ¢ A, theny’ =y Ay y is in Qayy(q), OF

(VM)oy for any y € Qa, if y is a variable of y,if a ¢ A, theny’ £ y Ay-5vy is in Qaia),
where y’ is a new variable not occurring in y, or

(VM)i, for any y € Qa, if y is a variable of y, if a ¢ A, theny’ = y A y/ Sy is in Qay(a)s
where y’ is a new variable not occurring in y.

We will sometimes write y € Q to mean that y € Q4 for some alphabet A.

Fact E.6. Any class defined by restricting the class of languages allowed to label the atoms is
both closed under disjoint conjunction and closed under variable marking, assuming that languages
of the form {a} are allowed, where a is a single letter.

TuEOREM E.7. For any class of CRPQs closed under disjoint conjunction and closed under variable
marking Q, there is a polynomial-time reduction from the containment problem for Boolean queries of
Q to the CRPQ minimization problem restricted to queries of Q. The same bound applies if we add the
constraint that the target CRPQ must also belong to Q.

Say that a CRPQ is degenerate if it contains an atom labelled the language {¢}. Equivalently, it is
non-degenerate if it has at least one canonical database which is non-degenerate.

Fact E.8. One can turn a degenerate CRPQ into a non-degenerate one by iteratively identifying
variables adjacent to an atom —> . This can be implemented in polynomial time.

Proor oF THEOREM E.7. We assume for now that Q satisfies the axiom (VM)jo0p. Given an
instance y;() 7 y2() of the containment problem for Boolean queries of @, we assume w.Lo.g. that
Y1 is non-degenerate using Fact E.8, and we reduce it to the instance (§; ® Y2, ||91]ly.)> Where 8y is
defined as:

var

0= A /\ x5 x
xeV(y1)
where V, is a fresh letter for each x € V(y1). The reduction works clearly in logarithmic-space,
and clearly §; ® y; € Q since Q is closed under disjoint conjunction and (VM)j40p. Moreover, for it
to be correct we need to show that y; C y, iff §; ® y» is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most ||;]|
variables.

var

ClaimE.9. Ify; C y, then6; ® y2 = 6.
Proor. Indeed, y; C y; implies 61 S y1 € y2 and so 81 @ y2 = 6. m]
Actually this property is an “if and only if”. For the converse, we will prove a stronger statement.

Claim E.10. 1f 5 ® y» is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most ||§;||,,, variables, then y; < y».

var
ProoF. Let { be a CRPQ with at most |81 ||,,, variables that is equivalent to ; ® ya.

We claim first that for each x € V({) there is a unique variable in { with a v,-self-loop. Indeed,
consider any canonical database Z of {: since { S 8; ® y», there exists a canonical database D; of
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hom

81 and G; of y, s.t. D; @ G, — Z where @ denotes the disjoint union. Since D; contains a V,-self
loop for each x € V(y1), so does Z. Since this property holds for every Z, it follows that { must
have a self-loop atom labelled by the singleton language {v,} for each x € V(y1).

Now observe that no variable of { can be labelled by two V,-self-loops with x € V(y;). Indeed,
Y1 is non-degenerate, and so d; is also non-degenerate, and so there exists a canonical database D;
of §; which is non-degenerate. Then, pick any canonical database G, of y,. D; @ G is a canonical
database of §; ® y», which is equivalent to {, so there is an evaluation map from { to D; & G,. Ifa
variable of { had both a V- and a v -self-loop for x # y € V(y1), then so would either D; or G,. G,
contains no such letters, and so it would have to be D;. This contradicts the definition of D;. Hence,
no variable of { can be labelled by two V-self-loops. Together with the previous paragraph and
the fact that { has at most ||81||,, = ||y1llva Variables, it follows that we can assume w.l.o.g.—up
to renaming the variables of {—that V({) = V(y;) and for each x € V(y;), x -5 x is an atom of
{. Moreover, this is the only self-loop in { labelled by {v.}, and for any self-loop atom x5 x we
cannot have v, € L for any y # x € V(y1).

We are now ready to prove that y; C y,. Let G; be a canonical database of y;, and let D; be the
associated canonical database of §;—it is obtained by adding an v,-self-loop on every x € V(y;).
Pick any canonical database G, of y,. Since §; ® y2 C {, there exists a canonical database Z of { s.t.
Z 2 D, ® G,. But then, since { € 81 @O v, there exists D] and G, which are canonical databases
of §; and y,, respectively, s.t.

D, &Gy =% Z 2% D) @ G,.
Restrict this homomorphism to G}: we obtain
Gy 28 7 1% D @ G,

Now note that, because of the previous paragraph, the homomorphism Z 2%, Dy @ G, must map
x € V(Z) to x € V(D;)—because of the v -self-loop. Since D; @ G; is a disjoint union, it follows
that image of this homomorphism is actually included in Dy, and so obtain a homomorphism

h h
Gé om 7 om Dl.

. . . . h .
Now of course V,-self-loop will occur in the image of any homomorphism Z =% D;. However, in
hom

the composition G, — Z hom P, since G, does not use any letter of the form vy, x € V(y;), we
conclude we actually get a homomorphism

Gy 2 Gy,
which concludes the proof that y; C y,. O

Claims E.9 and E.10 imply that y; C y; iff 61 ® y2 is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most || ]|
variables, which concludes the reduction under the assumption that Q satisfies (VM)jq0p-

To conclude, note that if Q satisfies either (VM) or (VM);, then exactly the same proof works,
except that the definition of §; should be changed: variables will be marked using outgoing and
incoming edges, respectively. Lastly, since §; € @, then we have as a by-product of our proof that
d1 @ v is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most k atoms iff it is equivalent to a CRPQ of Q with at
most k atoms. It follows that this reduction also works it we add the constraint that § must be in

Q. O

var

E.4 Minimization is Harder than Containment

Fact E.11. 1f { is a non-degenerate expansion of y and y is fully contracted, then [|£[[se, = [l ],

The Q-strong canonization problem is defined similarly to the Q-canonization problem, except
that (Cnz)str-onto is replaced by the axiom
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(SCNZ)str-onto: for every non-degenerate Dy € Exp(d;), every D] € Exp(6;), and f : D] JDom,
Dy we have (i) D] is non-degenerate, (ii) f is strong onto, and (iii) f(x) = x for every
x € vars(d1),
In the following statement, a Q-canonization oracle (resp. Q-strong canonization oracle) is an oracle
to any algorithm solving the Q-canonization problem (resp. Q-strong canonization problem).

LEmMA 6.3. For any class Q of CRPQs closed under disjoint conjunction, there is a polynomial-
time algorithm using a Q-canonization oracle (resp. Q-strong canonization oracle) from the con-
tainment problem for Boolean queries of Q to the CRPQ (resp. UCRPQ) minimization problem
restricted to CRPQs in Q (resp. UCRPQs whose disjuncts are all in Q). The reduction also applies
under the restriction that the target query must also be in Q.

PROOF. . Minimization in the class of CRPQs. Let y; €7 y; be an instance of the containment
problem for Boolean queries of Q. We apply the Q-canonization oracle to obtain a pair (d;, ;) as
in the axioms (Cnz)... We then map the instance y; £’ y2 to (51 ® yz, [|51]],,.)-

The reduction works in logarithmic space with a Q-canonization oracle, and clearly §; ® &, € Q
since both §; and §; are in Q and Q is closed under disjoint conjunction. We need to show that

Y1 € y2 iff 61 ® y2 is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most ||§;]|,, atoms.

Claim E.12. If y; C y,, then 81 ® 6, = §; and so §; @® I is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most
[|61]],, atoms.

This follows from (Cnz)menotonic- The converse hold for the same reason, but we actually need a
stronger property.

Claim E.13. If §; ® &, is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most [|§;]|,, atoms, then y; € y,.

We write { as {; ® (- where {, is the disjoint conjunction of all connected components of {
containing an atom whose language contains a word containing a ‘M’-letter, and {_ is the disjoint
conjunction of all other components. We want to show that {_ is actually empty.

Let D; be a canonical database of §; as in (Cnz)str-onto- Then pick any canonical database G
of y. By (Cnz)containment there exists Dy £* 8§, s.t. Dy bom G,. Then D; @ Dy £* 8; ® 85, so from
61 @® 6, = { it follows that there exists Z, £* {,, Z_ £* {_, D] £* 6; and D, £* §, such that we
have homomorphisms

h
pen,Lz.0z %D oD, D 6G,

By (Cnz)marking, every connected component of D] must contain at least one edge labelled by a
letter of M, and so the homomorphism fp; : D} o 7@ Z_ s actually a homomorphism from
D] to Z,. Note then that (h o g);z, maps Z, onto D; & G, but since G, contains no letter M, the
image of this homomorphism is included in D;. Overall, we have homomorphisms

D5z, 5 Dy
By (Cnz)str-ontos J © i be strong onto and for every x € vars(d;), j(i(x)) = x.

We claim that for each x external in D], then i(x) is external. First, since x € vars(d;) is external,
then x € vars(8;) and so j(i(x)) = x. Then j o i is strong onto and so j be also be strong onto.
It follows that the in-degree (resp. out-degree) of i(x) is lower bounded by the in-degree (resp.
out-degree) j(i(x)) = x. So, if x has in-degree or out-degree at least 2, so does i(x). Moreover, if x
has in-degree (resp. out-degree 0), then so must i(x) because otherwise, j(i(x)) = x should also
have an incoming edge. Overall, by letting i[ D] be the image of D] by i, we get that the natural

embedding i[Dj] hom, 7, satisfies the assumption of Corollary B.4 and so ||i[D;] < || Z4 ||

” seg seg”



Minimizing Conjunctive Regular Path Queries 33

Now observe that i: D] — i[D]] is injective on vars(d;) because j(i(x)) for any x € vars(d;).
Moreover, by (Cnz)non-red, i cannot identity an atom with another path of atoms and so Dj is
actually isomorphic to i[D]], from which we get [|i[D{]l|se, = [|61]l,, and s0 [|Z4[[scg > [|61]l,,- By
Proposition 3.6 ||+l > [|Z+]seq. and so ¢ has at least ||5:]],, atoms, but since we assumed that {
has at most [|61]|,, atoms, it follows that {_ is trivial and { = {,.

We are now ready to prove that §; S ;. Let D; £* §;. Pick any G2 E* y2. By (Cnz)containments
there exists Dy E* 8, s.t. Dy 2% G,. Then since §; ® &, = (s, there exists Z, £* {,, D] £* 6; and
Dé E* 52 s.L

s hom hom

Di & D; Loy 7, 2% Dy @ Dy 2% Dy @ G,

hom

Because of M, the homomorphism Z, — D; & G, must in fact be a homomorphism Z, Jom, Dy,
and so by composmon we obtain a homomorphism D] @ D; — hom Dl, which can be restricted to Dj,
yielding D, Lom p,. Hence, 8; € &, and so by (an)monoton,c, " € ye.

Putting Clalms E.12 and E.13 together shows that the reduction is correct. We now prove that
this reduction also works for the other variations of the problem.

W Minimization in the class of UCRPQs. If we allow { to be a UCRPQ, then Claim E.12 still holds,
and we need to adapt Claim E.13. Assume that this “small” UCRPQ is of the form {; V (o V -+ V
where each {; has at most ||6;]],, atoms. We say that a disjunct {; is relevant when it has at least
one canonical database Z; appearing in a pattern of the form

D} @Dy % 7; 2% D, @ D, 2% D, & G,.

for some Dy, D} £* 61, Dy, D)y E* 8, and Gy E* y,. Using (SCnz)str-onto on Dy, the same proof as in
the case of CRPQs apply. We can then conclude that w.l.o.g. {; = ({;)+ for all relevant disjunct. The
proof of §; € §;—and hence y; S y,—then goes through as before, which concludes the proof.

@ If { is restricted to be in Q. Then Claim E.13 still holds. To adapt Claim E.12, it suffices to
remark that §; € Q. m}

LeEmMA E.14. The strong canonization problem can be solved in non-deterministic logarithmic
space for the class of all CRPQs, or more generally for all classes of CRPQs defined by restricting
the underlying multigraph class, provided that this class is closed under disjoint union.

Proor. Given a pair (y1, y2) of Boolean queries we assume w.l.o.g. that y; is fully contracted
using Fact 3.2—which works in non-deterministic logarithmic space—, and we reduce it to the pair

(61, 82), where 6, is defined as
5 2 X > Lag
10 A mabsey y

a=x—> Y€y

where >, and <, are fresh letters for each atom « of y;, and

502 [\ x=ilhy,

X—> Y€y2

where aj, ..., ai are all the atoms of y;, M = {>4,, <4, - . ., Pay, <o ) and BYE (AUM)* - A*is
the monoid morphism that maps letters of A to themselves and letters of M to the empty word.
In other words, §; is similar to y; except that it must read the special symbol », before satisfying
atom a € y;, and read symbol <, after. On other hand, §; is obtained from y; by relaxing the
constraints: instead of having to read a path labelled by some language L, we now must read a path
such that, when we ignore these new symbols >, and <, then it belongs to L.
We now need to prove that properties (Cnz), and (SCnz)str-onto hold.

ClaimE.15. Ify; C yothend; ® 6, = &;
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Showing that §; ® §, = d; amounts to showing d; € ;. Let D be a canonical database of ;.
Consider the canonical database of y; obtained by removing every edge of the form x Z% y or
x =% y, and merging variables x and y. Since y; C y», there exists a canonical database G, of y;
and a homomorphism f: G, — G;. We then define a canonical database D; of §; together with a
homomorphism g: D, — D; as follows: given an atom refinement

Xo b—1>x1 LEN b—")xn in G,.
we look at its image
Flox0) 25 fr1) 25 -+ 2 f(x,) in Gy
Now some f(x;)’s might be variables of y; and hence this might not a pathin G;. Weleti; < ... < iy

denote the indices i s.t. x; € V(y1), so that we can split the path in G; into multiples atom refinements
of atoms of y;:

Flxo) 25 Fae) 2 - 2 Flag) 255 Fxgan) 252 oo 22y fa) 22 (g, 0q) 222 -
end of an atom refinement of & atom refinement of a;

iy fog) L () 2R - 2 f(xy)

beginning of an atom refinement of o

in Gy. For i € [[1,k], we let f(x;;)" (resp. f(xij)l) denote the unique variable of D, s.t. there is an
edge from f(x;,) to f(x;;)" labelled by v, (resp. from f (xl-j)l to f(x;;) labelled by <, ,), we obtain
a path

Flx0) 25 flr) 2 - B flx)! 2 fxg,) 295 f(x,)"

end of an atom refinement of

Dty (o a0) 2 o Dy ()t 29 F(x,) S5 F (o) 22 F(xy0) 22

atom refinement of a;

o By P ) S F( ) T ) L F () S e 2 f(xy,)

beginning of an atom refinement of oy

. . . b b, b .
in D;. Hence, we build D, by replacing each atom refinement xg - x; = - -+ =% x,, in G, by
b b b; < > b; bi . bi. B N
X0 =X = - i>xlgl =05 x;, &xlfl I X1~ %xfz = x5, %x{z

biy+1 biy+2 bip 1 ey >y 7 bips iy +2 bn
Dy gy~ e Dy ol Tty T i D sy g DI L 2
)

i’

)
i’
homomorphism ¢g: D, — D; which sends x; to f(x;), xfj to f(x,-j)l and xi’j to f(x;,)". Since D,
is—by construction—a canonical database of d;, this concludes the proof that §; C &,.

where x xl.r1 e X xi’k are new fresh variables. By construction, D; comes equipped with a

Claim E.16. 1f §; € 8, theny; C y,.

The construction is dual to Claim E.15 and left to the reader. Both claims yield (Cnz)monotonic-

We now show that (SCnz)st;-onto holds: pick a canonical database D; £* §;. For any D] E* 81,
if D] Jom, Dy, then because of the letters in M, it follows that for each atom «; of y;, the atom
refinement of @; in D] must be sent bijectively on the atom refinement of a; in Dy, and so they are

equal. It follows that the homomorphism D] — D; must actually be the identity, and hence D is
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maximal. The same argument applied to D] = D; shows that the only homomorphism from D;
itself is the identity, and so in particular D] is a core. Lastly, because of the letters of M, no atom of
& contains the empty word, and so in particular D; must be non-degenerate. Hence, (SCnz)str-onto
holds.

Since y; is fully contracted, so is §;, which proves (Cnz)contracted- For any language L, we have
Lc (pjl\ly; [L], and so we have (Cnz)containment- Finally, (Cnz)non-red and (Cnz)marking trivially hold.

Together with that fact that (yq, y2) > (81, 82) preserves the underlying multigraphs, this shows
that this is a solution to strong canonization problem for any class of CRPQs defined by restring
the underlying class of multigraphs. Note also that an NFA for ¢, [L] can be obtained from an
NFA for L by adding on every state a self-loop labelled by every possible letter of M and hence,
this algorithm can be implemented in logarithmic space. O

Note however that if L is a simple regular expression, then ¢!, [L] does not need to be. Hence,
the construction above does not work for CRPQs over simple regular expressions.

LEmma E.17. The strong canonization problem can be solved in polynomial time for the class of
CRPQs over simple regular expressions.

Given a CRPQ y, we say that an atom xi>y is locally redundant if there exists a path of
Ly Ly Ln . . L .
atoms zg — z; — - -+ =5 z,, in which x— y does not occur, and with zy = x and z, = x where
LiL,---L, CL.

ProoF or LEmma E.17. Fix a pair (y1, y2) of CRPQs. From y;, we start by picking a locally re-
dundant atom (if any), and remove it. We iterate this process, until we get a CRPQ with no locally
redundant atom y]. By construction, it is equivalent to y;.!® Moreover, y| can be computed in
polynomial time. We then refine in y] each atom so that each atom is either labelled by a or a* for
some a € A.

We then define (d1, 8,), where §; = y, and
51—( /\ xi>y A xv—">x),
L ’
x—> yey{ XGV(Yl)

and we let M = {v, | x € V(y])}.

Next, we show that (Cnz)monotonic holds: if y; € y» then 6; € y] = y1 € y2 = 83, and dually if
81 € 5, then let G; £* ¥1» and let Dy be the associated canonical database. Since §; S &3, there exists
Dy £* 8y s.t. Dy Jom, D; but since D, contains no letter from M, we actually get a homomorphism
Dy ™ Gy, and so y; €6 ieyi Cye.

For (SCnz)str-onto, by definition of simple regular expressions, no language labelling an atom of
d; contains the empty word, and hence every canonical database of §; is non-degenerate. Then, let
f: D] — D; be a homomorphism between canonical databases of §;. Because of the letters of M, f
must send x € V(8;) € V(D) onto x € V(D]). We then claim that f is strong onto. Let a = x5 y
be an atom of §;. We consider its atom refinement in D;, and we want to show that it is included in
the image of the atom refinement of o in D}:

e if L = {V,}, this is trivial;

e if L = {a} for some letter a, then since « is not locally redundant in y;, there are no other
a-edge from x to y in D; (or D), and so the unique a-edge from x to y in D] must be sent
on the unique a-edge from x to y in Dy;

16Note however that in general y; cannot be obtained by only keeping all atoms of y; which are not locally redundant: for
instance, if y1() = x L, YyAx L, y, then all atoms are locally redundant. Instead, we need to remove such atoms one after
the other.
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(a) A tree pattern 7. Double arrows represent tran-
sitive edges. (b) Its encoding Enc(z) as a CRPQ.

Fig. 4. Encoding a tree pattern into a CRPQ.

e if L = g* for some letter g, then the atom refinement of « in Di, say x i> y (k > 1) is sent
via f on a path from x to y in Dj. If the atom refinement of « in Dy is included in this
path, we are done; otherwise, when lifting this path to J;, we would obtain a path of atoms
x 2 Iy y s.t.a* € L, - - - L,. By definition of simple regular expressions, all L;’s must
be either a or a*, and hence in all cases L; - - - L, C a, contradicting that « is not locally

redundant in y;.

Thus, we have (SCnz)str-onto-

Similarly, (Cnz)non-red holds because all atoms of y; are labelled by a or at and we removed
locally redundant atoms. Thanks to the self-loops, d; is fully contracted and so (Cnz)contracted holds.
Moreover, (Cnz)containment holds trivially since y; = ,, and so does (Cnz)marking by definition of
51. O

COROLLARY 6.4. The CRPQ and UCRPQ minimization problems are:

(1) ExpSpace-hard, even if restricted to queries of path-width at most 1,

(2) PSpace-hard when restricted to forest-shaped CRPQs,’

(3) HIZJ -hard when restricted to CRPQs over simple regular expressions.
All hardness results are under polynomial-time reductions.

Proor. From Lemmas 6.3, E.14 and E.17 we can derive the stated hardness results when combined
with known hardness results for the containment problem: Item 1 follows from the ExpSpace lower
bound of [8, Lemma 8] (or its strengthening Proposition 6.1). Item 2 follows from the trivial PSpace
lower bound from regular language containment which is also the lower bound for one-atom
CRPQs. Item 3 follows from the known H‘; -lower bound for CRPQ(SRE) queries implied by [9,
Theorem 4.2]. |

F Appendix to Section 7 “Discussion”

F.1 Tree patterns

A tree pattern—see e.g. [6, §2.2]—over node variables A is a directed tree, whose nodes have a label

from A Ul {x}, and whose edges are partition into simple edges and transitive edges.

We encode a tree pattern 7 into a CRPQ over A LI {V}, denoted by Enc(7), obtained as follows:
e we start from the underlying tree of the tree pattern, and replace simple edges by an atom
e %, o, and transitive edges by an atom e - e;

e for any node x with a node label a € A, we add an atom x-% x;
o for any node with a wildcard label %, we do not add any atom.

"By forest-shaped CRPQs we mean queries whose underlying graph has no undirected cycle.
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See Figure 4 for an example. Note that this encoding is injective.

ProrosiTiON F.1. Given two tree patterns 7y, 7, over A, the following are equivalent:

e 71 C 1, as tree patterns—in the sense of [6, Definition 2.2], and
e Enc(r;) € Enc(r;) as CRPQs.

Proor skeTcH. This follows from the characterization of containment for tree patterns using
“canonical tree models”—see [6, §4.2]'®—and the characterization of containment for CRPQs via
canonical databases (a.k.a. expansions)—see Proposition 2.1. o

18Note however that the authors assume the set of labels to be infinite, and label ‘x’-nodes by z-nodes where z is a new
label: this assumption can be removed by allowed unlabelled nodes in the model.
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