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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 𝑎1 + · · · + 𝑎𝑘 , the minimization problem becomes
Π
𝑝
2 -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):1

Minimization problem for CRPQs:
Input: A finite alphabet A, a CRPQ 𝛾 over A and 𝑘 ∈ N.

Question: Is there a CRPQ 𝛿 over A with at most 𝑘 atoms such that 𝛾 ≡ 𝛿?

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 Γ over A and 𝑘 ∈ N.

Question: Is there a UCRPQ Δ over A whose every CRPQ has at most 𝑘 atoms s.t. Γ ≡ Δ?

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:
• 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).
• 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.
• 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

1Note 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).
• 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) 𝑎1 + · · · + 𝑎𝑚 for some 𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝑚 ∈ A.2 We show that minimization of UCRPQs having
such simple regular expressions is Π𝑝2 -complete (Theorem 5.5).
• 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.
• 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 naïve 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) |2𝑘 ) , 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.3 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 𝑞′ such that 𝑞 ⊆ 𝑞′), which remains NP.

2Note 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 BFS traversal on the product of𝐺 and the NFA A𝐿 for the regular
language 𝐿, taking roughly𝑂 ( |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 ) |2), in𝑂 ( ( |𝑉 (𝐺 ) |2 )𝑘 ) = 𝑂 ( |𝑉 (𝐺 ) |2𝑘 ) .
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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 𝑞() = 𝑥 𝑎+−→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

𝑎+−→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 Σ𝑝2 -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 graphs𝐺 = ⟨𝑉 (𝐺), 𝐸 (𝐺)⟩,

where nodes of 𝑉 (𝐺) represent entities and labelled edges 𝐸 (𝐺) ⊆ 𝑉 (𝐺) × A × 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 𝛾 is defined
as a tuple 𝑧 = (𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝑛) of output variables4, together with a conjunction of atoms of the form∧𝑚
𝑗=1 𝑥 𝑗

𝐿𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 , where each 𝐿 𝑗 is a regular language and where 𝑚 ⩾ 0. The set of all variables
occurring in 𝛾 , namely5 {𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝑛} ∪ {𝑥1, 𝑦1, . . . , 𝑥𝑚, 𝑦𝑚}, is denoted by vars(𝛾). Variables in
vars(𝛾) \{𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝑛} are existentially quantified. We denote by atoms(𝛾) the set of atoms of𝛾 . Given
a database 𝐺 , we say that a tuple of nodes 𝑢 = (𝑢1, . . . , 𝑢𝑛) satisfies 𝛾 on 𝐺 if there is a mapping
𝑓 : vars(𝛾) → 𝑉 (𝐺) such that 𝑢𝑖 = 𝑓 (𝑧𝑖 ) for all 1 ⩽ 𝑖 ⩽ 𝑛, and for each 1 ⩽ 𝑗 ⩽ 𝑚, there exists a
(directed) path from 𝑓 (𝑥 𝑗 ) to 𝑓 (𝑦 𝑗 ) in 𝐺 , labelled by a word from 𝐿 𝑗 (if the path is empty, the label
is 𝜀). The evaluation of 𝛾 on 𝐺 is then the set of all tuples that satisfy 𝛾 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 Γ and Γ′ whose output variables have the same arity, we say that Γ is
contained in Γ′, denoted by Γ ⫅ Γ′, if for every graph database 𝐺 , for every tuple 𝑢 of 𝑉 (𝐺), if
𝑢 satisfies Γ on 𝐺 , then so does Γ′. We will hence reserve the symbol ‘⊆’ for set inclusion. The
containment problem for UCRPQs is the problem of, given two UCRPQs Γ and Γ′, to decide if Γ ⫅ Γ′.
When Γ ⫅ Γ′ and Γ′ ⫅ Γ we say that Γ and Γ′ are equivalent, denoted by Γ ≡ Γ′.

A conjunctive query (CQ) is in this context a CRPQ whose every atom is of the form 𝑥
𝑎−→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 𝛾 (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑚) to a CRPQ 𝛾 ′ (𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑚) is
a mapping from vars(𝛾) to vars(𝛾 ′) such that 𝑓 (𝑥) 𝐿−→ 𝑓 (𝑦) is an atom of 𝛾 ′ for every atom 𝑥

𝐿−→𝑦
of 𝛾 , and further 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖 ) = 𝑦𝑖 for every 𝑖 . Such a homomorphism 𝑓 is strong onto if for every atom
𝑥 ′ 𝐿−→𝑦′ of 𝛾 ′ there is an atom 𝑥

𝐿−→𝑦 of 𝛾 such that 𝑓 (𝑥) = 𝑥 ′ and 𝑓 (𝑦) = 𝑦′. We write 𝛾 hom−−→ 𝛾 ′

if there is a homomorphism from 𝛾 to 𝛾 ′, and 𝛾 hom−−→→ 𝛾 ′ if there is a strong onto homomorphism.
In the latter case, we say that 𝛾 ′ is a homomorphic image of 𝛾 . A homomorphism 𝑓 from a graph

4For technical reasons (see the definition of equality atoms) we allow for a variable to appear multiple times.
5We neither assume disjointness nor inclusion between {𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝑛 } and {𝑥1, 𝑦1, . . . , 𝑥𝑚, 𝑦𝑚 }.
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database𝐺 to a graph database𝐺 ′ is a mapping from𝑉 (𝐺) to𝑉 (𝐺 ′) such that for every edge 𝑢 𝑎−→ 𝑣
of 𝐺 , it holds that 𝑓 (𝑢) 𝑎−→ 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 𝛾 hom−−→ 𝛿 then 𝛿 ⫅ 𝛾 , and in the case where 𝛾, 𝛿 are CQs this is an “if and
only if” [4, Lemma 13]. Two CQs 𝛾, 𝛿 are hom-equivalent if there are homomorphisms 𝛾 hom−−→ 𝛿 and
𝛿

hom−−→ 𝛾 . Hence, for any two CQs 𝛾, 𝛿 , we have 𝛾 ≡ 𝛿 if, and only if, they are hom-equivalent. The
core of a CQ 𝛾 , denoted by core(𝛾) 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 𝛾 and 𝛿 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(𝛾) into 𝛾 .

Refinements and expansions of (U)CRPQs. For an NFA A and two states 𝑞, 𝑞′ thereof, we denote
by A[𝑞, 𝑞′] the sublanguage of A recognized when considering {𝑞} as the set of initial states and
{𝑞′} as the set of final states. An atom𝑚-refinement of a CRPQ atom 𝛾 (𝑥,𝑦) = 𝑥 𝐿−→𝑦 where𝑚 ⩾ 1
and 𝐿 is given by the NFA A𝐿 is any CRPQ of the form

𝜌 (𝑥,𝑦) = 𝑥 𝐿1−→ 𝑡1
𝐿2−→ . . .

𝐿𝑛−1−−−→ 𝑡𝑛−1
𝐿𝑛−−→𝑦 (1)

where 1 ⩽ 𝑛 ⩽ 𝑚, 𝑡1, . . . , 𝑡𝑛−1 are fresh (existentially quantified) variables, and 𝐿1, . . . , 𝐿𝑛 are such
that there exists a sequence (𝑞0, . . . , 𝑞𝑛) of states of A𝐿 such that 𝑞0 is initial, 𝑞𝑛 is final, and for
each 𝑖 , 𝐿𝑖 is either of the form

(i) A𝐿 [𝑞𝑖−1, 𝑞𝑖 ], or
(ii) {𝑎} if the letter 𝑎 ∈ A belongs to A𝐿 [𝑞𝑖−1, 𝑞𝑖 ].

Additionally, if 𝜀 ∈ 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
𝐿1 · · · 𝐿𝑛 is a subset of 𝐿 and hence 𝜌 ⫅ 𝛾 for any atom𝑚-refinement 𝜌 of 𝛾 . An atom refinement is
an atom𝑚-refinement for some𝑚.

Given a natural number𝑚, an𝑚-refinement of a CRPQ 𝛾 (𝑥) = ∧
𝑖 𝑥𝑖

𝐿𝑖−→𝑦𝑖 is any query resulting
from: 1) replacing every atom by one of its𝑚-refinements, and 2) should some𝑚-refinements have
equality atoms, collapsing the variables (and removing the identity atoms ‘𝑥 = 𝑥 ’). A refinement
is an𝑚-refinement for some𝑚. Note that in a refinement of a CRPQ the atom refinements need
not have the same length. For instance, both 𝜌 (𝑥, 𝑥) = 𝑥

𝑐−→𝑥 and 𝜌 ′ (𝑥,𝑦) = 𝑥
𝑎−→ 𝑡1

𝑎−→𝑦
𝑐←−𝑦 are

refinements of 𝛾 (𝑥,𝑦) = 𝑥 𝑎∗−→𝑦
𝑐←−𝑥 . We write Ref (𝛾 (𝑥)) to denote the set of all refinements of 𝛾 (𝑥)

and Ref⩽𝑚 (𝛾 (𝑥)) to the𝑚-refinements.
The set of expansions of a CRPQ 𝛾 is the set Exp (𝛾) of all CQs which are refinements of 𝛾 . In other

words, an expansion of 𝛾 is any CQ obtained from 𝛾 by replacing each atom 𝑥
𝐿−→𝑦 by a path 𝑥 𝑤−→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 (Γ), Ref (Γ) and Ref⩽𝑚 (Γ) 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 Γ(𝑥) and a graph database 𝐺 , the
evaluation of Γ(𝑥) on 𝐺 , denoted by Γ(𝐺), is the set of tuples 𝑣 of nodes for which there is
𝜉 ∈ Exp (Γ) such that there is a homomorphism 𝜉

hom−−→ 𝐺 that sends 𝑥 onto 𝑣 .
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]). Let Γ1 and Γ2
be UCRPQs. Then the following are equivalent: (i) Γ1 ⫅ Γ2; (ii) for every 𝜉1 ∈ Exp (Γ1), 𝜉1 ⫅ Γ2; (iii)
for every 𝜉1 ∈ Exp (Γ1) there is 𝜉2 ∈ Exp (Γ2) such that 𝜉2

hom−−→ 𝜉1.
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(a) The segments of 𝛾—labels are omitted. Each segment has a
different color. Internal variables are the smaller circles.

(b) The segment graph of 𝛾 .

Fig. 1. Segments and segment graph of a CRPQ 𝛾 .

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 ∥𝛾 ∥at the number of atoms of a CRPQ 𝛾 and by ∥𝛾 ∥var the
number of variables. We extend these notations to a UCRPQ Γ by letting ∥Γ∥at = max𝛾 ∈Γ ∥𝛾 ∥at and
∥Γ∥var = max𝛾 ∈Γ ∥𝛾 ∥var. We denote by ∥Γ∥ the size (of a reasonable encoding) of a UCRPQ. For
a CRPQ 𝛾 , we define its underlying graph 𝐺𝛾 of 𝛾 as the directed multigraph obtained from 𝛾 by
ignoring the regular languages labelling the atoms of 𝛾 .

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.6

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 𝛾 is any non-output variable with
both in-degree and out-degree 1. A non-internal variable is called external. A one-way internal
path7, or internal path for short, from 𝑥0 to 𝑥𝑛 of a CRPQ 𝛾 is a simple8 path

𝑥0
𝐿1−→𝑥1

𝐿2−→ · · · 𝐿𝑛−−→𝑥𝑛 (2)

in 𝛾 where 𝑛 > 0 and every 𝑥𝑖 is internal with 𝑖 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑛 − 1⟧. A segment of a CRPQ 𝛾 is a maximal
internal path in 𝛾 , where “maximal” means that it cannot be extended on the left or on the right.
We say that a segment is cyclic if 𝑥0 = 𝑥𝑛 . 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 = 𝑥𝑖 for some 𝑖 .

Fact 3.1. The segments—seen as sets of atoms—of 𝛾 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

6This definition is a trivial generalization of the notion of minors for undirected graphs.
7This 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 𝑥0 = 𝑥𝑛 .
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(non-cycles). We denote by ∥𝛾 ∥seg the number of segments of a CRPQ 𝛾 , and we extend this notation
to UCRPQs by letting ∥Γ∥seg =̂ max𝛾 ∈Γ ∥𝛾 ∥seg. By Fact 3.1, ∥Γ∥seg ⩽ ∥Γ∥at always holds.

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 𝛾 is the result of replacing any pair of distinct
atoms 𝑥 𝐿−→𝑦 and 𝑦 𝐿′−→ 𝑧 with 𝑥 𝐿 · 𝐿′−−−→ 𝑧 for 𝐿 · 𝐿′ =̂ {𝑤 · 𝑤 ′ : 𝑤 ∈ 𝐿,𝑤 ′ ∈ 𝐿′}.9 Observe that this
results in an equivalent query. A contraction of 𝛾 is any CRPQ obtained by repeatedly contracting
internal variables. A CRPQ 𝛾 is fully contracted if it cannot be contracted. In other words, 𝛾 is
fully contracted iff ∥𝛾 ∥seg = ∥𝛾 ∥at. A contraction of a UCRPQ is a contraction of a CRPQ therein
(obtaining the UCRPQ where one CRPQ 𝛾 was replaced by a contraction of 𝛾 ). A UCRPQ is then
fully contracted if each CRPQ therein is fully contracted.

Fact 3.2. Contractions preserve semantic equivalence. Further, from a UCRPQ Γ one can produce,
in polynomial time, an equivalent one that is fully contracted with ∥Γ∥seg atoms.

In particular, if a UCRPQ Γ is minimal then Γ is fully contracted and ∥Γ∥seg = ∥Γ∥at; in other
words, ∥Γ∥seg 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.

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

Proof. 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 𝛿 () =̂

𝑥 ′ 𝐾−→𝑦′ ∧∧𝑖 𝑥
𝐿𝑖−→𝑦 be the disjoint conjunction of 𝛾1 () and 𝛾2 () as defined in Proposition 6.1. We

first strengthen the construction to ensure the following two properties:
(1) 𝐾 cannot be mapped inside any 𝐿𝑖 : There is no word of 𝐾 which appears as factor of a

word from some 𝐿𝑖 . For this, it suffices to add a special letter at the beginning and the end of
every word of𝐾 which is not in any of the 𝐿𝑖 ’s. That is, we can define a new𝐾new =̂ # ·𝐾old ·#
for a new symbol #.

(2) For every 𝑗 there is 𝑤 𝑗 ∈ 𝐿 𝑗 such that 𝑤 𝑗 ∉ 𝐿𝑖 for every 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 : it suffices to add
a special word (e.g. using a new alphabet letter) to each 𝐿𝑖 . For example, we can define
𝐿new
𝑖 =̂ 𝐿old

𝑖 ∪ {@𝑖 }, where @𝑖 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 𝛿 () is non-redundant iff 𝑥 ′ 𝐾−→𝑦′ ⫅
∧
𝑖 𝑥

𝐿𝑖−→𝑦.
X 𝐾 cannot be removed. We first show that removing the atom 𝑥 ′ 𝐾−→𝑦′ from 𝛿 () results in a

non-equivalent query 𝛿 ′ (). Indeed, if it is removed then for any expansion of 𝛿 ′ () there will not be
any word from 𝐾 that can be used to map into the expansion due to the first point above.
X If some 𝐿 𝑗 is redundant, then containment holds. Consider the result 𝛿 ′ () of removing an atom

𝑥
𝐿𝑗−→𝑦 from 𝛿 (). Consider all the expansions of 𝛿 ′ () that choose𝑤𝑖—defined in the second point

above—as the atom expansion for 𝐿𝑖 for every 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 . It follows that for any such expansion there
must be an expansion of 𝛿 () that maps necessarily 𝑥 𝐿𝑗−→𝑦 to the atom expansion of 𝑥 ′ 𝐾−→𝑦′ in 𝛿 ′ ().
9Note 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 𝑗 to some𝑤𝑖 with 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 , which we know it is not
possible due to the second point above. This means that 𝑥 ′ 𝐾−→𝑦′ ⫅

∧
𝑖 𝑥

𝐿𝑖−→𝑦.
X If containment holds, then all 𝐿𝑖 ’s redundant. Finally, observe that if 𝑥 ′ 𝐾−→𝑦′ ⫅

∧
𝑖 𝑥

𝐿𝑖−→𝑦 then
the query is equivalent to 𝑥 ′ 𝐾−→𝑦′.

Overall, we obtained that the following are equivalent:
(a) 𝛿 () is redundant,
(b) an atom 𝑥

𝐿𝑖−→𝑦 of 𝛿 () is redundant,
(c) the containment 𝑥 ′ 𝐾−→𝑦′ ⫅

∧
𝑖 𝑥

𝐿𝑖−→𝑦 holds,
(d) all atoms 𝑥 𝐿𝑖−→𝑦 of 𝛿 () are redundant. □

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.

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

Proof. 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. □

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 𝜉 of a UCRPQ Γ is hom-minimal when, for every expansion 𝜉 ′ of Γ, if
𝜉 ′ hom−−→ 𝜉 then 𝜉 ′ and 𝜉 are hom-equivalent.

A UCRPQ Γ is strongly minimal if it has a hom-minimal expansion 𝜉 ∈ Exp (Γ) s.t. ∥ core(𝜉)∥seg =

∥Γ∥at. We will next show that this is a sufficient condition for minimality.
The segment graph SG(𝛾) of a CRPQ 𝛾 is the directed multigraph obtained by replacing segments

of 𝛾 with edges in its underlying graph, as illustrated in Figure 1b (a formal definition can be found
in Definition B.1).

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

Proposition 3.6. Let 𝛾 be a CRPQ and 𝜉 be an expansion of 𝛾 . Then SG(𝜉) is a minor of the
underlying graph of 𝛾 .

In particular, ∥𝜉 ∥seg ⩽ ∥𝛾 ∥at. 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.



Minimizing Conjunctive Regular Path Queries 9

<latexit sha1_base64="SEyiz29sDEwT4EfVt3eD862W/cM="></latexit>

a⇤
<latexit sha1_base64="Qf0Meac8Inr87eH9+nHu5aB3vuc="></latexit>x

<latexit sha1_base64="+eqjg6+7/ML4WJTHla6BK4V+AjA="></latexit>y

<latexit sha1_base64="jVrdGDom0bwaWhhG7z98NP3CqWg="></latexit>z <latexit sha1_base64="T5ECA7PDvgfSFPOu078akSvUp3Q="></latexit>u

<latexit sha1_base64="O+SvEKUY/9LLfkw/FmlgLMs58KQ="></latexit>v
<latexit sha1_base64="LA5UIAVHRV4oy0YwRJcm3S1ouZg="></latexit>

b
<latexit sha1_base64="cDcmtk0Mb/RNjwfLLtkupHf78qc="></latexit>

c+<latexit sha1_base64="qgvm/N6IMMNBWIAQaieYtIkNwQk="></latexit>

a+
<latexit sha1_base64="dyMPs7X1huABKsTr+NM2bq7giNU="></latexit>

b⇤
<latexit sha1_base64="cDcmtk0Mb/RNjwfLLtkupHf78qc="></latexit>

c+

(a) A CRPQ 𝛾 .

<latexit sha1_base64="GgzXEMVajOYAOtdRvOrhlxmnaO4="></latexit>

x

<latexit sha1_base64="7yxRTCTqpRaZE3gYtArmjFTsA5U="></latexit>y

<latexit sha1_base64="KpH10ZvZx9Z0cC9pye2scQLMbOk="></latexit>

z = u

<latexit sha1_base64="1evmCdZeHAgucEmwwWMhjwswwxQ="></latexit>

v

<latexit sha1_base64="sBrAvpR9zXRaUq53qQOlSIXXbsE="></latexit>

a
<latexit sha1_base64="4n0PXVK+4WGkTPiRUkBujq1hjnY="></latexit>

c

<latexit sha1_base64="sBrAvpR9zXRaUq53qQOlSIXXbsE="></latexit>

a

<latexit sha1_base64="sBrAvpR9zXRaUq53qQOlSIXXbsE="></latexit>

a
<latexit sha1_base64="Xtw1H9f9B2qmrEJydudyE0ddSpg="></latexit>

b
<latexit sha1_base64="Xtw1H9f9B2qmrEJydudyE0ddSpg="></latexit>

b

<latexit sha1_base64="4n0PXVK+4WGkTPiRUkBujq1hjnY="></latexit>

c

<latexit sha1_base64="4n0PXVK+4WGkTPiRUkBujq1hjnY="></latexit>

c

<latexit sha1_base64="4n0PXVK+4WGkTPiRUkBujq1hjnY="></latexit>

c

(b) An expansion 𝜉 of 𝛾 , to-
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(c) The segment graph of 𝜉 .

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

Theorem 3.7 (Semantical Structure). Let Γ be a UCRPQ. Let 𝜉 be a hom-minimal expansion
of Γ, and Δ be any UCRPQ equivalent to Γ. Then there exists some 𝛿 ∈ Δ s.t. the segment graph
SG(core(𝜉)) of the core of 𝜉 is a minor of the underlying graph of 𝛿 .

Proof. Let Γ be a fixed UCRPQ, and let Δ be a equivalent UCRPQ. Let 𝜉Γ be a hom-minimal
expansion of Γ. Since Γ ⫅ Δ, there exists an expansion 𝜉Δ of Δ s.t. 𝜉Δ

hom−−→ 𝜉Γ . Likewise, since
Δ ⫅ Γ, there exists an expansion 𝜉 ′Γ ∈ Exp (Γ) s.t. 𝜉 ′Γ

hom−−→ 𝜉Δ. Overall, we have 𝜉 ′Γ
hom−−→ 𝜉Γ and so, by

hom-minimality of 𝜉Γ , it is hom-equivalent to 𝜉 ′Γ . In turn, this implies that 𝜉Δ is hom-equivalent to
𝜉Γ , and thus there exists an embedding of core(𝜉Γ) into 𝜉Δ. 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(𝜉Γ)) into SG(𝜉Δ). Letting 𝛿 be the
disjunct of Δ of which 𝜉Δ is an expansion, Proposition 3.6 implies that SG(𝜉Δ) is a minor of the
underlying graph of 𝛿 . Hence, SG(core(𝜉Γ)) is a subgraph of a minor, and hence a minor, of the
underlying graph of 𝛿 . □

Corollary 3.8 (of Theorem 3.7). Every strongly minimal UCRPQ is minimal.

In fact, it can be seen that the assumption that 𝜉 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(𝜉)∥seg ⩽ ∥Δ∥at. But it can also be used to obtain lower bounds
on, for instance, the tree-width of Δ, and hence the one-way semantic tree-width10 of Γ, or more
generally to prove that Γ 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.

Proof. The Boolean CRPQ 𝛾 () = 𝑥 𝑎+−→𝑥 . Since it has one atom, it must be minimal, but it has
no hom-minimal expansions. □

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

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

10Defined 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 𝛾 is equivalent to another CRPQ 𝛼 , then 𝛾 is also equivalent to a CRPQ 𝛽 , where 𝛽
has the same “shape” than 𝛼 but the sizes of the NFAs appearing in 𝛽 are bounded by the size of 𝛾 .
In particular, if 𝛾 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 𝛾 and 𝛼 be two CRPQs such that 𝛼 ⫅ 𝛾 . Then there exists a CRPQ 𝛽 satisfying
𝛼 ⫅ 𝛽 ⫅ 𝛾 such that:

(1) The underlying graphs of 𝛼 and 𝛽 coincide.
(2) The size of each NFA appearing in 𝛽 is bounded by 𝑓 (∥𝛾 ∥), where 𝑓 is a double-exponential

function.

Proof sketch. The idea is to define the CRPQ 𝛽 as the CRPQ obtained from 𝛼 by replacing
each regular language 𝐿 by a suitable regular language 𝐿̃, which depends also on 𝛾 . Consider the
following equivalence relation on A∗, where A is the underlying alphabet. Given 𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ A∗, we
write 𝑢 ∼𝛾 𝑣 if for every NFA A appearing on 𝛾 , 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 𝛾-type to be:
type𝛾 (𝑢) =̂ {([𝑢1]∼𝛾 , . . . , [𝑢ℓ ]∼𝛾 ) | ℓ ⩽ (∥𝛾 ∥var + 1), and 𝑢1, . . . , 𝑢ℓ ∈ A∗ satisfy that 𝑢 = 𝑢1 · · ·𝑢ℓ }.
The idea is that type𝛾 (𝑢) encodes all the possible ways 𝑢 can be broken into ℓ ⩽ (∥𝛾 ∥var + 1)
subwords: we are not interested in the particular subwords 𝑢𝑖 , but in their equivalence classes
[𝑢𝑖 ]∼𝛾 with respect to ∼𝛾 .

We define the sought CRPQ 𝛽 to be the CRPQ obtained from 𝛼 by replacing each regular language
𝐿 by 𝐿̃, where:

𝐿̃ =̂
⋃
𝑢∈𝐿
{𝑧 ∈ A∗ | type𝛾 (𝑢) ⊆ type𝛾 (𝑧)}.

By definition, the underlying graphs of 𝛼 and 𝛽 are the same, and hence condition (1) holds.
It remains to verify 𝛼 ⫅ 𝛽 ⫅ 𝛾 and condition (2). Note that 𝑢 ∈ {𝑧 ∈ A∗ | type𝛾 (𝑢) ⊆ type𝛾 (𝑧)}
always holds, and hence 𝐿 ⊆ 𝐿̃. It follows that 𝛼 ⫅ 𝛽 .

Showing 𝛽 ⫅ 𝛾 is more involved. By Proposition 2.1, we need to prove that for every expansion
𝜉𝛽 ∈ Exp (𝛽), there exists an expansion 𝜂𝛽 ∈ Exp (𝛾), such that 𝜂𝛽 hom−−→ 𝜉𝛽 . Assume that 𝛽 and
𝛾 are of the form

∧𝑚
𝑗=1 𝑥 𝑗

𝐿̃𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 and
∧𝑟
𝑖=1 𝑡𝑖

𝑀𝑖−−→ 𝑠𝑖 , respectively. In particular, 𝛼 must be of the
form

∧𝑚
𝑗=1 𝑥 𝑗

𝐿𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 . Suppose 𝜉𝛽 is of the form
∧𝑚
𝑗=1 𝑥 𝑗

𝑧 𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 , where 𝑧 𝑗 ∈ 𝐿̃ 𝑗 . By construction, 𝜉𝛽
has a corresponding expansion 𝜉𝛼 of 𝛼 : since each 𝑧 𝑗 ∈ 𝐿̃ 𝑗 , there must be a 𝑢 𝑗 ∈ 𝐿 𝑗 such that
type𝛾 (𝑢 𝑗 ) ⊆ type𝛾 (𝑧 𝑗 ), and then we can take 𝜉𝛼 as

∧𝑚
𝑗=1 𝑥 𝑗

𝑢 𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 . In turn, since 𝛼 ⫅ 𝛾 , there exists
an expansion 𝜂𝛼 ∈ Exp (𝛾) such that 𝜂𝛼 hom−−→ 𝜉𝛼 via a homomorphism 𝑓 .

The idea is to modify 𝜂𝛼 into another expansion 𝜂𝛽 with 𝜂𝛽 → 𝜉𝛽 , as desired. Note that 𝑓 maps
the external variables of 𝜂𝛼 to external or internal variables in 𝜉𝛼 . This determines a subdivision
for each path 𝑥 𝑗 𝑢 𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 of 𝜉𝛼 into smaller or ‘basic paths’, whose endpoints correspond to external
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variables of 𝜉𝛼 or images of the external variables of 𝜂𝛼 via 𝑓 . The number of these paths is hence
bounded by ∥𝛾 ∥var + 1. Since type𝛾 (𝑢 𝑗 ) ⊆ type𝛾 (𝑧 𝑗 ), then each path 𝑥 𝑗 𝑧 𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 in 𝜉𝛽 can also be
subdivided in an equivalent way than 𝑥 𝑗 𝑢 𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 . Overall, the decomposition of 𝜉𝛼 into basic paths
can be ‘simulated’ in 𝜉𝛽 . This gives us a homomorphism from 𝜂𝛽 to 𝜉𝛽 , where 𝜂𝛽 is obtained from
𝜂𝛼 in the following way: for each path 𝑡𝑖 𝑤𝑖−−→ 𝑠𝑖 in 𝜂𝛼 , where𝑤𝑖 ∈ 𝑀𝑖 , the image of the path via 𝑓
induces a subdivision of 𝑡𝑖 𝑤𝑖−−→ 𝑠𝑖 into basic paths of 𝜉𝛼 . We can replace each of these basic paths by
its equivalent basic path in 𝜉𝛽 . As the label of these paths are equivalent w.r.t to the relation ∼𝛾 ,
membership in 𝑀𝑖 is maintained after this transformation. Hence 𝜂𝛽 is indeed an expansion of 𝛾 .

For condition (2), it is easy to see that every equivalence class𝐶 of the relation ∼𝛾 can be accepted
by an NFA A𝐶 of single-exponential size on ∥𝛾 ∥ . Also, for each word 𝑢 ∈ A∗, and each tuple
𝑐 = (𝐶1, . . . ,𝐶ℓ ) ∈ type𝛾 (𝑢), there is a single-exponential size NFA A𝑐 accepting the language
{𝑧 ∈ A∗ | 𝑐 ∈ type𝛾 (𝑧)}. By intersecting these NFAs, we obtain an NFA A𝑢 accepting the language
{𝑧 ∈ A∗ | type𝛾 (𝑢) ⊆ type𝛾 (𝑧)}. It is easy to see that the number of tuples of the form (𝐶1, . . . ,𝐶ℓ )
is at most single-exponential, and then the size of A𝑢 is at most double-exponential. It follows that
the number of possible type𝛾 (𝑢) is at most double-exponential, and hence the languages 𝐿̃ in 𝛽 can
be described by a union of double-exponential many NFAs, each of size at most double-exponential.
Overall, each 𝐿̃ can be described by an NFA of at most double-exponential size on ∥𝛾 ∥ . □

Proof of Theorem 4.1. The 2ExpSpace algorithm proceeds as follows. Let 𝛾 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 𝛽 obtained by labelling each edge with an NFA of size bounded by 𝑓 (∥𝛾 ∥). If for some of
these 𝛽 , we have that 𝛽 ≡ 𝛾 then we accept the instance, otherwise we reject it. Lemma 4.2 ensures
that this algorithm is correct.

It remains to show that 𝛽 ≡ 𝛾 can be carried out in 2ExpSpace. We use a proposition from [12,
Proposition 3.11, p. 17] stating that containment Γ ⫅ Δ, for UCRPQs Γ and Δ, can be solved in
non-deterministic space 𝑂 (∥Γ∥ + ∥Δ∥𝑐 · ∥Δ∥at ), where 𝑐 is a constant. This implies that 𝛽 ⫅ 𝛾 can be
checked in space 𝑂 (∥𝛽 ∥ + ∥𝛾 ∥𝑐 · ∥𝛾 ∥at ), and then within 2ExpSpace. The containment 𝛾 ⫅ 𝛽 can be
solved in space 𝑂 (∥𝛾 ∥ + ∥𝛽 ∥𝑐 ·𝑘 ), 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.

Proposition 5.1. There exist CRPQs which are minimal among CRPQs but not among UCRPQs.

Proof sketch. The following example is inspired from [11, Example 1.2]. Consider these CRPQs:
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x

γ() =̂ y

z

a

a(bb)+ ab(bb)∗,

▽

b+

x

δ0() =̂ y

z

a

ab(bb)∗

▽

(bb)+

and

x

δ1() =̂ y.

z

a

a(bb)+

▽

b(bb)∗

It can be seen that 𝛾 ≡ 𝛿0 ∨ 𝛿1 by doing a case analysis on the parity of the path between 𝑦 and
𝑧—the even case is handled by 𝛿0, the odd case by 𝛿1. Hence, 𝛾 is not minimal among UCRPQs.

The hard part is to argue that𝛾 is minimal among CRPQs: we consider a CRPQ 𝜁 that is equivalent
to 𝛾 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 𝜁 . Since 𝜁
has at most four atoms, we conclude that 𝜁 must exactly be of the following shape

• • •.

We then use the equivalence with 𝛿 to reach a contradiction. □

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∞ (C), the class of CQs, of CRPQs, of finite unions of CRPQs and of
infinite unions of CRPQs 𝛾 such that 𝐺𝛾 ∈ C. Given a graph class C and a UCRPQ Γ, we define
App∞C (Γ) to be the (infinite) set of all CRPQ(C) queries which are contractions of CQs contained
in Γ. More formally:11

App∞C (Γ) =̂ {𝛼 ∈ CRPQ(C) | ∃𝜉 ∈ Exp (Γ), ∃𝜂 ∈ CQ s.t. 𝜉 hom−−→ 𝜂 and 𝛼 is a contraction of 𝜂}.
Proposition 5.2. If C is a graph class closed under taking minors, then App∞C (Γ) is a maximal

under-approximation of Γ by UCRPQ∞ (C) queries, in the sense that:
(1) App∞C (Γ) ∈ UCRPQ∞ (C),
(2) App∞C (Γ) ⫅ Γ, and
(3) for any Δ ∈ UCRPQ∞ (C), if Δ ⫅ Γ, then Δ ⫅ App∞C (Γ).

Proof. The first point is trivial. For the second one, observe that if 𝛼 ∈ CRPQ(C) is s.t. there
exist 𝜉 ∈ Exp (Γ) and 𝜂 ∈ CQ s.t. 𝜉 hom−−→ 𝜂 and 𝛼 is a contraction of 𝜂, then 𝜂 ⫅ 𝜉 and 𝜂 is semantically
equivalent to 𝛼 by Fact 3.2, and hence 𝛼 ⫅ 𝜉 , from which it follows that App∞C (Γ) ⫅ Γ.

For the third point, let Δ ∈ UCRPQ∞ (C) s.t. Δ ⫅ Γ. Let 𝛿 ∈ Δ and 𝜉𝛿 be an expansion of 𝛿 .
Since Δ ⫅ Γ, there exist 𝛾 ∈ Γ and 𝜉𝛾 ∈ Exp (𝛾) s.t. 𝜉𝛾

hom−−→ 𝜉𝛿 . From the fact that 𝐺𝛿 ∈ C and that
𝜉𝛿 ∈ Exp (𝛿), it follows that there exists a contraction 𝛼𝛿 of 𝜉𝛿 s.t. 𝐺𝛼𝛿 is a minor of 𝐺𝛿 , and thus
belongs to C. Hence, it follows that 𝛼𝛿 ∈ App∞C (Γ). So 𝜉𝛿 ⫅ App∞C (Γ) and thus Δ ⫅ App∞C (Γ). □

Our ExpSpace upper bound relies on the following technical lemma:
11Note that the contraction of a CQ is a CRPQ: this is why App∞C (Γ) 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∞C (Γ) is equivalent to a query
Δ ∈ UCRPQ(C) with exponentially many CRPQs, each CRPQ of Δ being of size polynomial in
∥Γ∥ +max {∥𝐺 ∥at | 𝐺 ∈ C}. Further, the membership 𝛿 ∈? Δ can be tested NP. In particular, this
UCRPQ Δ can be computed in exponential time from Γ.

Proof. We start by observing that App∞C (Γ) admits an equivalent and more flexible definition
in terms of refinements. This definition will allow us to effectively compute our desired equivalent
query Δ, by considering refinements of bounded lengths.

For each𝑚 ∈ N ∪ {+∞}, we define the UCRPQ∞ (C)
App⩽𝑚C (Γ) =̂ {𝛼 ∈ CRPQ(C) | ∃𝜌 ∈ Ref⩽𝑚 (Γ), ∃𝜂 ∈ CRPQ s.t. 𝜌 hom−−→ 𝜂 and 𝛼 is a contraction of 𝜂}.

We have that App∞C (Γ) ≡ App⩽+∞C (Γ). Indeed, App∞C (Γ) ⫅ App⩽+∞C (Γ) as the former is a subset
of the latter. On the other hand, App⩽+∞C (Γ) ⫅ App∞C (Γ) follows from Proposition 5.2 and the fact
that App⩽+∞C (Γ) ⫅ Γ by construction.

Let ∥C∥at =̂ max {∥𝐺 ∥at | 𝐺 ∈ C} and 𝑟Γ be the maximum number of states over the NFAs
describing the languages appearing in Γ. We claim that App⩽+∞C (Γ) ≡ App⩽𝑂 ( ∥Γ ∥at ·𝑟Γ · ∥ C∥at )C (Γ). The
right-to-left containment is trivial, so it suffices to show App⩽+∞C (Γ) ⫅ App⩽𝑂 ( ∥Γ∥at ·𝑟Γ · ∥ C∥at )C (Γ).

We define an explicit approximation of Γ over C as a tuple ®𝛼 = ⟨𝜌, 𝜂, 𝛼, ℎ, orig, contr⟩ consisting
of the following:
• queries 𝜌 ∈ Ref (Γ), 𝜂 ∈ CRPQ and 𝛼 ∈ CRPQ(C),
• a homomorphism ℎ : 𝜌 hom−−→ 𝜂,
• witnesses that 𝛼 is a contraction of 𝜂, in the form of a function orig : vars(𝛼) → vars(𝜂),

saying from which variable of 𝜂 a variable of 𝛼 originates, and a function contr : atoms(𝜂) →
atoms(𝛼) saying onto which atom of 𝛼 an atom of 𝜂 is contracted (i.e., the functions

orig, contr must meet the expected properties).
We say that an explicit approximation ®𝛼1 is contained in an explicit approximation ®𝛼2 if 𝛼1 ⫅ 𝛼2.
For any 𝑚, to prove that App⩽+∞C (Γ) ⫅ App⩽𝑚C (Γ), it suffices to prove that any explicit ap-
proximation ®𝛼1 = ⟨𝜌1, 𝜂1, 𝛼1, ℎ1, orig1, contr1⟩ is contained in an explicit approximation ®𝛼2 =

⟨𝜌2, 𝜂2, 𝛼2, ℎ2, orig2, contr2⟩ such that 𝜌2 ∈ Ref⩽𝑚 (Γ).
X 1st step: Bounding the size of 𝜂. We define the contraction length of an explicit approximation ®𝛼

as the size of the longest path in 𝜂 whose atoms are all sent on the same atom of 𝛼 via contr. In
symbols, this is max {|contr−1 (𝜇) | : 𝜇 ∈ atoms(𝛼)}. We show that any explicit approximation ®𝛼1 is
contained in an explicit approximation ®𝛼2 of bounded contraction length.

Consider a path 𝑥0 −→𝑥1 −→ · · · −→𝑥𝑘 of 𝜂1 whose atoms are all sent on the same atom of 𝛼1 via
contr1. If this path is very long, in particular greater than ∥Γ∥var, it must contain an internal variable
𝑥𝑖 such that all of its ℎ1-preimages are internal variables of 𝜌1. Then we will be able to contract 𝑥𝑖 as
well as the internal variables of the preimage, obtaining an explicit approximation which contains
®𝛼1 (details in Appendix D.1). Overall, this shows that any explicit approximation is contained in an
explicit approximation of contraction length at most 𝑂 (∥Γ∥var) ⩽ 𝑂 (∥Γ∥at) .
X 2nd step: bounding the size of 𝜌 . We now show that we can bound the refinement length of

an explicit approximation, namely the maximal length of an atom refinement in 𝜌 . Let ®𝛼1 be an
explicit approximation of contraction length at most𝑂 (∥Γ∥at). Then 𝜂1 has at most𝑂 (∥Γ∥at · ∥C∥at)
atoms. It follows then, by the pigeonhole principle, that we can bound the refinement length of
𝜌1 by 𝑂 (∥Γ∥at · 𝑟Γ · ∥𝛼 ∥at). Indeed, if the length of an atom refinement of 𝜌1 is greater than this
bound, there are two atoms in the refinement 𝑥 𝐿𝑖−→𝑦 and 𝑥 ′ 𝐿𝑗−→𝑦′, with 𝑖 < 𝑗 , mapped to the
same atom via ℎ1 and whose corresponding NFA states 𝑞𝑖 and 𝑞 𝑗 in the definition of refinements
are the same. We can then remove the path between 𝑦 and 𝑦′. In conclusion, this shows that
App⩽+∞C (Γ) ⫅ App⩽𝑂 ( ∥Γ∥at ·𝑟Γ · ∥ C∥at )C (Γ).
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X Conclusion: Expressing & computing App⩽𝑂 ( ∥Γ∥at ·𝑟Γ · ∥ C∥at )C (Γ) as a UCRPQ. In order to compute
App⩽𝑂 ( ∥Γ ∥at ·𝑟Γ · ∥ C∥at )C (Γ) we can enumerate the finitely many 𝑚-refinements 𝜌 of Γ, where 𝑚 =

𝑂 (∥Γ∥at · 𝑟Γ · ∥C∥at), and the finitely many CRPQs 𝜂 with at most 𝑂 (∥Γ∥at · ∥C∥at) atoms such
that 𝜌 hom−−→ 𝜂. The only issue here is that we have infinitely many possibilities to choose languages
labelling the atoms that are not in the homomorphic image of 𝜌 hom−−→ 𝜂. However, we can choose the
most general language A∗ obtaining a query equivalent to App⩽𝑚C (Γ). Note that each CRPQ has at
most𝑂 (∥Γ∥at · ∥C∥at) atoms and its languages are concatenations of𝑂 (∥Γ∥at · ∥C∥at) sublanguages
of Γ or A∗, and so they can be described by NFAs of polynomial size on ∥Γ∥ and ∥C∥at. □

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

Proof. It suffices to test if the UCRPQ Γ is equivalent to App⩽𝑚C (Γ) where C is the class of
all graphs with at most 𝑘 edges and 𝑚 = 𝑂 (∥Γ∥at · 𝑟Γ · ∥C∥at) as in the proof of Lemma 5.3.
The correctness follows from Proposition 5.2 since C is trivially closed under minors. Each 𝛼 ∈
App⩽𝑚C (Γ) has at most 𝑘 edges, and App⩽𝑚C (Γ) 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). □

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 UCRPQs.

Theorem 5.5. The minimization problem for UCRPQ(SRE) is Π𝑝2 -complete.12

Proof. We first begin with an easy small counterexample property.

Claim 5.6. Let Γ,Δ ∈ UCRPQ containing only atoms with expressions of the form (i) 𝑎+, or (ii)
𝑎1 + · · · + 𝑎𝑘 . Additionally, Δ may also have expressions of the form (iii) A∗. If Γ ̸⫅ Δ, then there
exists 𝜉 ∈ Exp (Γ) such that (a) 𝜉 ̸⫅ Δ and (b) ∥𝜉 ∥at ⩽ 𝑂 (max𝛾 ∈Γ ∥𝛾 ∥at ·max𝛿∈Δ ∥𝛿 ∥at).

The intuition is that if a counterexample includes an atom expansion 𝑥 𝑎𝑛−−→𝑦 of some atom 𝑥
𝑎+−→𝑦,

where 𝑛 is greater than the maximum number of atoms in Δ (plus one), then the expansion obtained
by replacing 𝑥 𝑎𝑛−−→𝑦 with 𝑥 𝑎𝑛−1−−−→𝑦 must also be a counterexample. Hence, a minimal counterexample
must have all atom expansions bounded by the maximum number of atoms in Δ.

Proof. This fact follows from a standard technique as used in, e.g., [9]. Take any counterexample
𝜉 ∈ Exp (Γ) as in the statement, and suppose it is of minimal size. By means of contradiction, assume
∥𝜉 ∥at > max𝛾 ∈Γ ∥𝛾 ∥at · (max𝛿∈Δ ∥𝛿 ∥at + 1). Then, it contains an atom expansion 𝑥 𝑎𝑚−−→𝑦 of size
𝑚 > max𝛿∈Δ ∥𝛿 ∥at + 1. Consider removing one atom from such expansion (i.e., replacing 𝑥 𝑎𝑚−−→𝑦
with 𝑥 𝑎𝑚−1−−−−→𝑦), obtaining some expansion 𝜉 ′ ∈ Exp (Γ) of smaller size. By minimality 𝜉 ′ is not a
counterexample: in other words there is 𝜉 ′′ ∈ Exp (𝛿) such that ℎ : 𝜉 ′′ hom−−→ 𝜉 ′ for some 𝛿 ∈ Δ and ℎ.
Since 𝑥 𝑎𝑚−1−−−−→𝑦 contains more than ∥𝛿 ∥at atoms, there must be some 𝑎-atom of 𝑥 𝑎𝑚−1−−−−→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
𝛿 . We can then replace the 𝑎-atom with two 𝑎-atoms in 𝜉 ′ and do similarly in the atom expansions
of 𝜉 ′′ in the ℎ-preimage, obtaining that 𝜉 ′ ⫅ 𝛿 . But this is in contradiction with our hypothesis,
hence any minimal counterexample is of size smaller or equal to max𝛾 ∈Γ ∥𝛾 ∥at · (max𝛿∈Δ ∥𝛿 ∥at + 1).

□

12By this we mean the minimization problem for UCRPQs whose input instances are UCRPQ(SRE).



Minimizing Conjunctive Regular Path Queries 15

Given a UCRPQ(SRE) Γ, the construction of Lemma 5.3 yields its maximal under-approximation
by UCRPQs of at most 𝑘 atoms as a UCRPQ ΔApp whose every regular expression is a concatenation
of expressions of the form (i), (ii) and (iii) above. It suffices then to test𝛾 ⫅ ΔApp for every CRPQ(SRE)
𝛾 in Γ. Due to Claim 5.6 (and observing that equivalent queries without concatenations can be
obtained in polynomial time) its negation 𝛾 ̸⫅ ΔApp can be tested by guessing a polynomial sized
expansion 𝜉 of 𝛾 and then testing 𝜉 ̸⫅ ΔApp. In turn, 𝜉 ⫅ ΔApp can be tested in NP by [9, Theorem
4.2].13 This yields a Π

𝑝
2 algorithm for testing 𝛾 ⫅ ΔApp, and thus also for Γ ⫅ ΔApp. Π𝑝2 -hardness

follows from Corollary 6.4. □

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

𝛾1 () = 𝑥 𝐾−→𝑦 ⫅?
∧

𝑗∈⟦1,𝑝⟧
𝑥

𝐿𝑗−→𝑦 = 𝛾2 (), where:

(1) no language among 𝐾 or the 𝐿𝑖 ’s is empty or contains the empty word 𝜀, and
(2) there is no 𝑖 such that A∗𝐿𝑖A∗ = A∗

(⋂
𝑗 𝐿 𝑗

)
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.

Proof sketch. We reduce an instance of the problem of Proposition 6.1 to the instance 𝛿 , where

δ() = • •.
• •A∗

K

L1

...

Lp

A∗

First, it is easy to see that if 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 then 𝛿 ≡ 𝛾1. Conversely, if 𝛿 is equivalent to a Boolean CRPQ
with at most one atom, then 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2. The conditions imposed by Proposition 6.1 are necessary to
discard one-atom queries which are self-loops and that whenever 𝛾1 ̸⫅ 𝛾2 there is an expansion of
𝛿 to which any 𝛿-equivalent single-atom query expansion cannot be mapped. □

13Simply by (1) guessing a polynomial size CRPQ 𝛿 , (2) testing 𝛿 ∈ ΔApp in NP by Lemma 5.3, and (3) guessing a (small)
expansion 𝜉 ′ of 𝛿 and testing 𝜉 ′ hom−−−→ 𝜉 .
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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 𝜉 of a CRPQ 𝛾 is non-degenerate if no atom refinement
in 𝜉 was obtained using the empty word. A class of (Boolean) CRPQs is a function Q mapping an
alphabet A to a set QA 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 ⟨𝛾1, 𝛾2⟩ in QA, and outputting an alphabet
M, two other Boolean CRPQs ⟨𝛿1, 𝛿2⟩, in QA⊔M, such that:

(Cnz)monotonic: 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 iff 𝛿1 ⫅ 𝛿2,
(Cnz)str-onto: there exists a non-degenerate 𝐷1 ∈ Exp (𝛿1) s.t., for every 𝐷 ′1 ∈ Exp (𝛿1) and
𝑓 : 𝐷 ′1

hom−−→ 𝐷1 we have (i) 𝐷 ′1 is non-degenerate, (ii) 𝑓 is strong onto, and (iii) 𝑓 (𝑥) = 𝑥 for
every 𝑥 ∈ vars(𝛿1),

(Cnz)non-red: for each 𝐷1 ∈ Exp (𝛿1), for each 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ vars(𝛿1), there cannot be an atom
refinement in 𝐷1 from 𝑥 to 𝑦 and another path from 𝑥 to 𝑦 in 𝐷1, disjoint from the atom
refinement that share the same label,

(Cnz)contracted: 𝛿1 is fully contracted,
(Cnz)containment: 𝛾2 ⫅ 𝛿2, and
(Cnz)marking: each connected component of 𝛿1 must contain at least one atom labelled by a

language 𝐿 s.t. every word of 𝐿 must contain at least one letter fromM.
The Q-strong canonization problem is defined similarly, except that we replace ‘there exists’ with

‘for all’ in (Cnz)str-onto—see (SCnz)str-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 𝛾1 ⫅? 𝛾2, to build CRPQs
𝛿1 and 𝛿2 with some desirable properties s.t. the following are equivalent: (i) 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2, (ii) 𝛿1 ⫅ 𝛿2,
(iii) 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛿2 ≡ 𝛿1, where ∧⃝ denotes the disjoint conjunction (i.e., the conjunction of atoms of both
queries making sure that variables are disjoint), and (iv) 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛿2 is equivalent to a CRPQ whose
size is at most the size of 𝛿1. 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 𝛾𝑖 ↦→ 𝛿𝑖 , 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 𝛾1 in 𝛿1, ensuring that 𝛿1 has some strong structure implying that—loosely
speaking—any query equivalent to 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛿2 must contain 𝛿1 as a subquery. Using the assumption
that 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛿2 is equivalent to a CRPQ whose size is at most the size of 𝛿1, we conclude that in fact
𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛿2 ≡ 𝛿1, i.e. 𝛿1 ⫅ 𝛿2 and so 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2. □
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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,14

(3) Π
𝑝
2 -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
𝛾 on a graph database 𝐺 is by first guessing a variable assignment 𝑓 : vars(𝛾) → 𝑉 (𝐺) and then
checking, for each atom 𝑥

𝐿−→𝑦 of 𝛾 , that there is a path in𝐺 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) 𝛾 over A and 𝑘 ∈ N.

Question: Does there exists a CRPQ (resp. UCRPQ) 𝛿 over A with at most 𝑘 variables (resp.
whose every CRPQ has at most 𝑘 variables) s.t. 𝛾 ≡ 𝛿?

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
it is not: 𝛾 (𝑥,𝑦) = 𝑥

𝑎−→𝑦 ∧ 𝑥 𝑎 + 𝑏−−−→𝑦 is variable minimal, but it is not (atom) minimal since it is
equivalent to 𝛾 ′ (𝑥,𝑦) = 𝑥 𝑎−→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.

Proof. 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.
14By 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 C𝑘 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(C𝑘 ) in the union of CRPQs expressing App∞C𝑘 (Γ) = App⩽𝑂 ( ∥Γ∥at ·𝑟Γ ∥ C∥at )C𝑘 (Γ) has atoms
consisting in a concatenation of at most 𝑂 (∥Γ∥at · ∥C∥at) sublanguages of Γ. Hence, there cannot
be more than 2𝑂 ( ∥Γ∥at · ∥ C∥at ) distinct atoms between two variables, and App⩽𝑂 ( ∥𝛾 ∥at ·𝑟Γ · ∥ C∥at )C𝑘 (Γ) ≡
App⩽𝑂 ( ∥Γ∥at ·𝑟Γ ∥ C∥at )C′

𝑘
(Γ) for 𝐶′

𝑘
being the finite subclass of C𝑘 having graphs with no more than

2𝑂 ( ∥Γ ∥at · ∥ C∥at ) parallel edges. Hence, there is a double-exponential number of exponential queries
to test for equivalence with Γ, 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. □

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 Π

𝑝
2 upper bound for

the minimization problem of unions of tree patterns, contrasting with the Σ
𝑝
2 -completeness of

minimization of tree patterns proven by Czerwiński, 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 𝛾 is any canonical database associated to an expansion of 𝛾 ,
see [16, Definition 3.1] for a formal definition. We denote it by 𝐺 ⊨★ 𝛾 . A canonical database of a
UCRPQ is a canonical database of one of its disjuncts.

An evaluation map from a CRPQ 𝛾 to a graph database𝐺 in a function 𝑓 from variables of 𝛾 to𝐺
s.t. for any atom 𝑥

𝐿−→𝑦 in 𝛾 , there is path from 𝑓 (𝑥) to 𝑓 (𝑦) in 𝐺 labelled by a word of 𝐿.
The containment between UCRPQs Γ1 ⫅ Γ2 is exactly characterized by the fact that for all

canonical database 𝐺1 ⊨★ Γ1, there exists a disjunct 𝛾2 of Γ2 s.t. there is an evaluation map from 𝛾2
to 𝐺1.

B Appendix to Section 3 “Necessary & Sufficient Conditions for Minimality”
Definition B.1. Given a CRPQ 𝛾 , we define its segment graph SG(𝛾) to be the directed multigraph

defined by:
• every external variable of 𝛾 is a vertex of SG(𝛾), and moreover, for every cyclic segment 𝜎

that is not incident to any external variable, we create a new variable 𝑥𝜎 ;
• for every cyclic segment 𝜎 , we have a self-loop around 𝑥𝜎 , and for any external variable 𝑥

and 𝑦 of 𝛾 , we have an edge from 𝑥 to 𝑦 in SG(𝛾) for any segment starting at 𝑥 and ending
at 𝑦.

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

Proposition 3.6. Let 𝛾 be a CRPQ and 𝜉 be an expansion of 𝛾 . Then SG(𝜉) is a minor of the
underlying graph of 𝛾 .

Proof. The underlying graph of 𝜉 is obtained from the underlying graph of 𝛾 by:
(1) contracting some edges—corresponding to atom refinements for the word 𝜀,
(2) potentially removing isolated vertices,15 , and
(3) refining some edges—corresponding to atom refinements for words of length at least 2.

Let 𝐺 ′ be the underlying graph of 𝛾 to which we applied all operation of type (1) and (2). By
construction, 𝐺 ′ is a minor of 𝐺𝛾 . Notice then that if 𝐻 is a graph obtained by refining one edge of
𝐺 ′, thenSG(𝐻 ) andSG(𝐺 ′) are isomorphic. By trivial induction, it follows thatSG(𝜉) 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 𝐺𝛾 . □

Corollary 3.8 (of Theorem 3.7). Every strongly minimal UCRPQ is minimal.

Proof. The number of edges ofSG(core(𝜉)) equals ∥ core(𝜉)∥seg, and a minor can only decrease
the number of edges. □

Proposition B.2. Let 𝛾 be a CRPQ. The set of atoms of any path 𝑥0
𝑎1−→ · · · 𝑎𝑛−−→𝑥𝑛 of 𝛾 where

either 𝑥0 = 𝑥𝑛 or where both 𝑥0 and 𝑥𝑛 are external is a finite union of segments of 𝛾 .

Proof. The statement deals with the set of atoms of the path—and not the path itself—, so w.l.o.g.,
up to a circular permutation of the path, we assume that (¶) if 𝑥0 = 𝑥𝑛 then either 𝑥0 and 𝑥𝑛 are
external, or all 𝑥𝑖 ’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 𝑥𝑖 (𝑖 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑛 − 1⟧) is both internal and distinct from all 𝑥 𝑗 ’s ( 𝑗 ∈ ⟦0, 𝑛⟧);
(2) 𝑥0 and 𝑥𝑛 are external and there exists 𝑖 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑛 − 1⟧ s.t. 𝑥𝑖 is external;

15This can happen e.g. in the atom refinement of 𝑥 𝑎∗−→𝑥 when dealing with the empty word.
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(3) 𝑥0 = 𝑥𝑛 and there exists 𝑘 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑛 − 1⟧ s.t. 𝑥𝑘 = 𝑥0 (= 𝑥𝑛).
Next, we show that this covers all possible cases.

If we are not in the first case, then either some 𝑥𝑖 (𝑖 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑛 − 1⟧) is external or is equal to some
𝑥 𝑗 ( 𝑗 ∈ ⟦0, 𝑛⟧). For the former, by (¶) we get that 𝑥0 and 𝑥𝑛 are necessarily external, and we fall in
case 2.

For the former, we know that all 𝑥𝑖 ’s (𝑖 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑛 − 1⟧) are internal, and there exists 𝑖 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑛 − 1⟧
and 𝑗 ∈ ⟦0, 𝑛⟧ s.t. 𝑥𝑖 = 𝑥 𝑗 . Up to renaming the variables, we get that 𝑖 < 𝑗 and (𝑖, 𝑗) ≠ (0, 𝑛). Recall
that all 𝑥𝑘 ’s (𝑘 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑛 − 1⟧) are internal, and so from 𝑥𝑖 = 𝑥 𝑗 we get by trivial induction that
𝑥0 = 𝑥 𝑗−𝑖 . In particular, 𝑥0 must be internal and so 𝑥0 = 𝑥𝑛 . Letting 𝑘 =̂ 𝑗 − 𝑖 we have 𝑘 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑛 − 1⟧
s.t. 𝑥𝑘 = 𝑥0 = 𝑥𝑛 , 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 𝑥𝑖 (𝑖 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑛 − 1⟧) is both internal and distinct

from all 𝑥 𝑗 ’s ( 𝑗 ∈ ⟦0, 𝑛⟧). By definition this path is a segment.
(2) In the second case, 𝑥0 and 𝑥𝑛 are external, and there exists some 𝑖 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑛−1⟧ s.t. 𝑥𝑖 is external.

We use the induction hypothesis on the paths 𝑥0
𝑎1−→ · · · 𝑎𝑖−→𝑥𝑖 and 𝑥𝑖 𝑎𝑖+1−−−→ · · · 𝑎𝑛−−→𝑥𝑛 and

the conclusion follows.
(3) In the last case, there exists 𝑘 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑛 − 1⟧ s.t. 𝑥0 = 𝑥𝑘 = 𝑥𝑛 , and the conclusion follows from

applying the induction on 𝑥0
𝑎1−→ · · · 𝑎𝑘−−→𝑥𝑘 and 𝑥𝑘 𝑎𝑘+1−−−→ · · · 𝑎𝑛−−→𝑥𝑛 .

This concludes the induction and the proof. □

Lemma B.3. Let 𝛾, 𝛿 be CRPQs. If 𝑓 : 𝛿 → 𝛾 is a homomorphism that sends external variables of
𝛿 on external variables of 𝛾 , then there is a function from nodes of SG(𝛿) to nodes of SG(𝛾) that
sends an edge of SG(𝛿) to a path of SG(𝛾).

Proof. By Proposition B.2, the image 𝑓 [𝜎] by 𝑓 of any segment 𝜎 of 𝛿 is a union of segments of
𝛾 . □

Corollary B.4. Let 𝛾, 𝛿 be two CRPQs such that there is an embedding from 𝛿 to 𝛾 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(𝛿) is a minor of SG(𝛾).

Proof. Let 𝑓 : 𝛿 → 𝛾 be such an embedding.

Claim B.5. If 𝑥 ∈ 𝛿 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 𝛾 occurring in
𝑓 [𝜎] must be distinct from the segments occurring in 𝑓 [𝜎 ′] for any segment 𝜎 ′ ≠ 𝜎 . Overall, we
have an injective map from nodes of SG(𝛿) to nodes of SG(𝛾), which sends an edge to a path, and
moreover these paths are pairwise disjoint. This shows that SG(𝛿) is a minor of SG(𝛾). □

Remark B.6. Note that the assumption that 𝜉 is hom-minimal in Theorem 3.7 is necessary:
consider the CRPQ 𝛾 (𝑥,𝑦) =̂ 𝑥 𝑎+−→𝑦 ∧ 𝑥 (𝑎𝑎)+−−−−→𝑦. For 𝑛,𝑚 ∈ N>0, let 𝜉𝑛,𝑚 (𝑥,𝑦) =̂ 𝑥 𝑎𝑛−−→𝑦 ∧ 𝑥 𝑎2𝑚−−−→𝑦.
There are two cases:

(1) If 𝑛 ≠ 2𝑚, then ∥ core(𝜉𝑛,𝑚)∥seg = 2 but 𝜉𝑛,𝑚 is not hom-minimal since 𝜉2𝑚,𝑚
hom−−→ 𝜉𝑛,𝑚 but

𝜉𝑛,𝑚 ̸hom−−→ 𝜉2𝑚,𝑚 .
(2) If 𝑛 = 2𝑚, then ∥ core(𝜉𝑛,𝑚)∥seg = 1 and 𝜉𝑛,𝑚 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 equivalent to 𝛾 (𝑥,𝑦), which is consistent with the fact that 𝛾 (𝑥,𝑦) ≡ 𝛾 ′ (𝑥,𝑦) where
𝛾 ′ (𝑥,𝑦) =̂ 𝑥 (𝑎𝑎)+−−−−→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.

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

Proof. We use the same reduction as in Proposition 3.3. If 𝛿 is strongly minimal, then it is
minimal, and so it is non-rendundant, and hence by the proof of Proposition 3.3, 𝑥 ′ 𝐾−→𝑦′ ̸⫅∧
𝑖 𝑥

𝐿𝑖−→𝑦.
We prove the converse implication: assume that 𝑥 ′ 𝐾−→𝑦′ ̸⫅ ∧

𝑖 𝑥
𝐿𝑖−→𝑦. Then there exists #𝑢# ∈ 𝐾

s.t. 𝑥 ′ #𝑢#−−→𝑦′ does not satisfy
∧
𝑖 𝑥

𝐿𝑖−→𝑦. Consider the expansion 𝜉 obtained by replacing 𝐾 with
#𝑢#, and replacing 𝐿𝑖 with @𝑖 for each 𝑖 . Then 𝜉 is a core because of the fresh letters # and @𝑖 .
Moreover, we claim that it has to be hom-minimal. Indeed, assume that some other expansion 𝜉 ′ is
s.t. 𝜉 ′ hom−−→ 𝜉 . Then because of #, the atom expansion of 𝑥 ′ 𝐾−→𝑦′ in 𝜉 ′ must be mapped on 𝑥 ′ #𝑢#−−→𝑦′

in 𝜉 . Then, by definition of 𝑢, the atom expansions of
∧
𝑖 𝑥

𝐿𝑖−→𝑦 cannot be mapped on 𝑥 ′ #𝑢#−−→𝑦′,
and so they must be mapped on

∧
𝑖 𝑥

@𝑖−−→𝑦, and hence 𝜉 ′ = 𝜉 . Hence, this shows that 𝛿 is strongly
minimal. Overall, we showed that 𝑥 ′ 𝐾−→𝑦′ ̸⫅ ∧

𝑖 𝑥
𝐿𝑖−→𝑦 iff 𝛿 is strongly minimal, which concludes

our reduction. □

C Appendix to Section 4 “An Upper Bound for Minimization of CRPQs”
Lemma 4.2. Let 𝛾 and 𝛼 be two CRPQs such that 𝛼 ⫅ 𝛾 . Then there exists a CRPQ 𝛽 satisfying

𝛼 ⫅ 𝛽 ⫅ 𝛾 such that:
(1) The underlying graphs of 𝛼 and 𝛽 coincide.
(2) The size of each NFA appearing in 𝛽 is bounded by 𝑓 (∥𝛾 ∥), where 𝑓 is a double-exponential

function.

Proof. X Construction of 𝛽 . The idea is to define the CRPQ 𝛽 as the CRPQ obtained from 𝛼
by replacing each regular language 𝐿 by a suitable regular language 𝐿̃, which depends also on 𝛾 .
Consider the following equivalence relation on A∗, where A is the underlying alphabet. Given
𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ A∗, we write 𝑢 ∼𝛾 𝑣 if for every NFA A appearing on 𝛾 , 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 𝛾-type to be:

type𝛾 (𝑢) =̂ {([𝑢1]∼𝛾 , . . . , [𝑢ℓ ]∼𝛾 ) | ℓ ⩽ (∥𝛾 ∥var + 1), and 𝑢1, . . . , 𝑢ℓ ∈ A∗ satisfy that 𝑢 = 𝑢1 · · ·𝑢ℓ }.
The idea is that type𝛾 (𝑢) encodes all the possible ways 𝑢 can be broken into ℓ ⩽ (∥𝛾 ∥var + 1)
subwords: we are not interested in the particular subwords 𝑢𝑖 , but in their equivalence classes
[𝑢𝑖 ]∼𝛾 with respect to ∼𝛾 .

We define the sought CRPQ 𝛽 to be the CRPQ obtained from 𝛼 by replacing each regular language
𝐿 by 𝐿̃, where:

𝐿̃ =̂
⋃
𝑢∈𝐿
{𝑧 ∈ A∗ | type𝛾 (𝑢) ⊆ type𝛾 (𝑧)}.

X Correctness of the construction. By definition, the underlying graphs of 𝛼 and 𝛽 are the same,
and hence condition (1) holds. It remains to verify 𝛼 ⫅ 𝛽 ⫅ 𝛾 and condition (2).

XX 𝛼 ⫅ 𝛽 ⫅ 𝛾 . Note that 𝑢 ∈ {𝑧 ∈ A∗ | type𝛾 (𝑢) ⊆ type𝛾 (𝑧)} always holds, and hence 𝐿 ⊆ 𝐿̃. It
follows that 𝛼 ⫅ 𝛽 .
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We check 𝛽 ⫅ 𝛾 using Proposition 2.1. Assume 𝛽 is of the form
∧𝑚
𝑗=1 𝑥 𝑗

𝐿̃𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 . Consider an
expansion 𝜉𝛽 ∈ Exp (𝛽) defined by replacing each atom 𝑥 𝑗

𝐿̃𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 by the path 𝑥 𝑗 𝑧 𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 , for 𝑧 𝑗 ∈ 𝐿̃ 𝑗 .
There must exist 𝑢 𝑗 ∈ 𝐿 𝑗 such that type𝛾 (𝑢 𝑗 ) ⊆ type𝛾 (𝑧 𝑗 ). Let 𝜉𝛼 ∈ Exp (𝛼) be the expansion of
𝛼 =

∧𝑚
𝑗=1 𝑥 𝑗

𝐿𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 obtained from replacing each atom 𝑥 𝑗
𝐿𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 by the path 𝑥 𝑗 𝑢 𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 . As 𝛼 ⫅ 𝛾 , then

there exists an expansion 𝜂𝛼 ∈ Exp (𝛾) such that 𝜂𝛼 hom−−→ 𝜉𝛼 . Assume 𝛾 is of the form
∧𝑟
𝑖=1 𝑡𝑖

𝑀𝑖−−→ 𝑠𝑖
and 𝜂𝛼 is of the form

∧𝑟
𝑖=1 𝑡𝑖

𝑤𝑖−−→ 𝑠𝑖 , where 𝑤𝑖 ∈ 𝑀𝑖 . Let 𝑓 be a homomorphism from 𝜂𝛼 to 𝜉𝛼 . We
can decompose each path 𝑥 𝑗 𝑢 𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 in 𝜉𝛼 into

𝑥 𝑗
𝑢 𝑗,1−−→ℎ 𝑗,1

𝑢 𝑗,2−−→ · · · 𝑢 𝑗,ℓ−1−−−−→ℎ 𝑗,ℓ−1
𝑢 𝑗,ℓ−−→𝑦 𝑗

where each ℎ 𝑗,𝑝 is the image via 𝑓 of some variable in vars(𝛾) = {𝑠1, 𝑡1, . . . , 𝑠𝑟 , 𝑡𝑟 } and each path
𝑥

𝑢 𝑗,𝑝−−−→𝑥 ′ satisfies that all of its internal variables are not images via 𝑓 of variables in vars(𝛾). Note
that ℓ ⩽ (∥𝛾 ∥var + 1). We say that the paths of the form 𝑥

𝑢 𝑗,𝑝−−−→𝑥 ′ are the basic paths of 𝜉𝛼 with
respect to 𝑓 . Since type𝛾 (𝑢 𝑗 ) ⊆ type𝛾 (𝑧 𝑗 ), each path 𝑥 𝑗 𝑧 𝑗−→𝑦 𝑗 in 𝜉𝛽 can be decomposed into

𝑥 𝑗
𝑧 𝑗,1−−→𝑔 𝑗,1

𝑧 𝑗,2−−→ · · · 𝑧 𝑗,ℓ−1−−−−→𝑔 𝑗,ℓ−1
𝑧 𝑗,ℓ−−→𝑦 𝑗

where 𝑧 𝑗,𝑝 ∼𝛾 𝑢 𝑗,𝑝 . Again, we say that the paths 𝑥 𝑧 𝑗,𝑝−−→𝑥 ′ are the basic paths of 𝜉𝛽 with respect to 𝑓 .
We conclude by showing that there is 𝜂𝛽 ∈ Exp (𝛾) such that 𝜂𝛽 hom−−→ 𝜉𝛽 . Intuitively, 𝜉𝛼 and 𝜉𝛽 have
“equivalent” decompositions in terms of basic paths. Hence, it is possible to turn 𝜂𝛼 into another
expansion 𝜂𝛽 ∈ Exp (𝛾) by replacing basic paths of 𝜉𝛼 by their corresponding basic paths in 𝜉𝛽 . By
doing so, we indeed obtain an expansion 𝜂𝛽 of 𝛾 such that 𝜂𝛽 hom−−→ 𝜉𝛽 .

Formally, observe that each path 𝑡𝑖 𝑤𝑖−−→ 𝑠𝑖 of expansion 𝜂𝛼 is mapped via 𝑓 to path in 𝜉𝛼 that can
be decomposed into

𝑘0
𝑤𝑖,1−−→𝑘1

𝑤𝑖,2−−→ · · · 𝑤𝑖,𝑛−1−−−−→𝑘𝑛−1
𝑤𝑖,𝑛−−−→𝑘𝑛

where𝑤𝑖 = 𝑤𝑖,1 · · ·𝑤𝑖,𝑛 , 𝑘0 = 𝑓 (𝑡𝑖 ), 𝑘𝑛 = 𝑓 (𝑠𝑖 ) and each path 𝑘𝑞−1
𝑤𝑖,𝑞−−−→𝑘𝑞 is a basic path of 𝜉𝛼 w.r.t.

𝑓 . Each path 𝑘𝑞−1
𝑤𝑖,𝑞−−−→𝑘𝑞 has a corresponding basic path 𝑘 ′𝑞−1

𝑤′𝑖,𝑞−−−→𝑘 ′𝑞 of 𝜉𝛽 w.r.t. 𝑓 defined in the
natural way: if 𝑘𝑜 ∈ vars(𝛼) = {𝑥1, 𝑦1, . . . , 𝑥𝑚, 𝑦𝑚}, then 𝑘 ′𝑜 = 𝑘𝑜 ; if 𝑘𝑜 = ℎ 𝑗,𝑝 , then 𝑘 ′𝑜 = 𝑔 𝑗,𝑝 ; and if
𝑤𝑖,𝑞 = 𝑢 𝑗,𝑝 , then 𝑤 ′𝑖,𝑞 = 𝑧 𝑗,𝑝 . In particular, we have that 𝑤𝑖,𝑞 ∼𝛾 𝑤 ′𝑖,𝑞 and that the following path
belongs to 𝜉𝛽 :

𝑘 ′0
𝑤′𝑖,1−−→𝑘 ′1

𝑤′𝑖,2−−→ · · · 𝑤′𝑖,𝑛−1−−−−→𝑘 ′𝑛−1
𝑤′𝑖,𝑛−−−→𝑘 ′𝑛

It follows that the CQ 𝜂𝛽 obtained from 𝛾 by replacing each atom 𝑡𝑖
𝑀𝑖−−→ 𝑠𝑖 by the path 𝑡𝑖 𝑤′𝑖−−→ 𝑠𝑖 , where

𝑤 ′𝑖 = 𝑤
′
𝑖,1 · · ·𝑤 ′𝑖,𝑛 satisfies that 𝜂𝛽 hom−−→ 𝜉𝛽 . It remains to show that 𝜂𝛽 is actually an expansion of 𝛾 ,

that is, each𝑤 ′𝑖 ∈ 𝑀𝑖 . Suppose𝑀𝑖 is represented by the NFAA𝑖 . Since𝑤𝑖 ∈ 𝑀𝑖 and𝑤𝑖 = 𝑤𝑖,1 · · ·𝑤𝑖,𝑛 ,
there is a sequence 𝑒0, . . . , 𝑒𝑛 of states of A𝑖 such that 𝑒0 is initial, 𝑒𝑛 is final, and𝑤𝑖,𝑞 is accepted
by A𝑖 [𝑒𝑞−1, 𝑒𝑞]. As 𝑤 ′𝑖,𝑞 ∼𝛾 𝑤𝑖,𝑞 , we have that 𝑤 ′𝑖,𝑞 is also accepted by A𝑖 [𝑒𝑞−1, 𝑒𝑞], and hence
𝑤 ′𝑖 = 𝑤

′
𝑖,1 · · ·𝑤 ′𝑖,𝑛 is accepted by A𝑖 .

XX Bounding the size of NFAs in 𝛽 . First note that for any equivalence class𝐶 of ∼𝛾 the language
{𝑧 ∈ A∗ | [𝑧]∼𝛾 = 𝐶} is accepted by an NFA A𝐶 of single-exponential size. Indeed, the class 𝐶 can
be described by a set of triples

T𝐶 ⊆ T = {(A, 𝑝, 𝑞) | A is an NFA in 𝛾 , 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
A[𝑝, 𝑞]∁ , for every (A, 𝑝, 𝑞) ∉ T𝐶 , where A∁ denotes the complement NFA of A. Hence A𝐶 can
be written as the following intersection of NFAs:

A𝐶 =
⋂

(A,𝑝,𝑞) ∈T𝐶
A[𝑝, 𝑞] ∩

⋂
(A,𝑝,𝑞)∉T𝐶

A[𝑝, 𝑞]∁
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The number of states in A[𝑝, 𝑞]∁ is at most 2𝑟 and |T | ⩽ 𝑟 2∥𝛾 ∥at, where 𝑟 is the maximum
number of states in an NFA of 𝛾 . Hence the number of states of A𝐶 is at most 2𝑟 3 ∥𝛾 ∥at , that is,
single-exponential on 𝛾 .

Fix 𝑢 ∈ A∗. We claim that {𝑧 ∈ A∗ | type𝛾 (𝑢) ⊆ type𝛾 (𝑧)} can be accepted by an NFA A𝑢 of at
most double-exponential size on 𝛾 . It is easy to see that for every tuple 𝑐 = (𝐶1, . . . ,𝐶ℓ ) ∈ type𝛾 (𝑢),
the language {𝑧 ∈ A∗ | 𝑐 ⊆ type𝛾 (𝑧)} can be described by an NFA A𝑐 of single-exponential size:
we guess a decomposition 𝑧 = 𝑧1 · · · 𝑧ℓ of the input word 𝑧 and check that each 𝑧𝑖 is accepted
by A𝐶𝑖 . The number of states of A𝑐 is 𝑂 (∑ℓ

𝑖=1 𝑠𝑖 ), where 𝑠𝑖 is the number of states of A𝐶𝑖 . Since
ℓ ⩽ (∥𝛾 ∥var+1), this is𝑂 (∥𝛾 ∥var2𝑟

3 ∥𝛾 ∥at ). Now, the NFAA𝑢 is simply the intersection of all the NFAs
in {A𝑐 | 𝑐 ∈ type𝛾 (𝑢)}. The number of possible equivalence classes of ∼𝛾 is at most 2 | T | ⩽ 2𝑟 2 ∥𝛾 ∥at ,
and then the number of possible tuples of the form 𝑐 = (𝐶1, . . . ,𝐶ℓ ) is 𝑁 = 𝑂 (2𝑟 2 ∥𝛾 ∥at ( ∥𝛾 ∥var+1) ). It
follows that the number of states of A𝑢 is at most 𝑂 (∥𝛾 ∥var2𝑟

3 ∥𝛾 ∥at𝑁 ), i.e., double-exponential on 𝛾 .
Finally, note that the number of possible type𝛾 (𝑢) is at most double-exponential on 𝛾 , more

precisely, 2𝑁 . We conclude that every language 𝐿̃ in 𝛽 can be represented by an NFA A𝐿̃ which
is the union of at most double-exponential many NFAs of the form A𝑢 , each of these having
at most double-exponential many states. We conclude that the size of A𝐿̃ can be bounded by a
double-exponential function 𝑓 (∥𝛾 ∥). □

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

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

x

γ() =̂ y

z

a

a(bb)+ ab(bb)∗,

▽

b+

x

δ0() =̂ y

z

a

ab(bb)∗

▽

(bb)+

and

x

δ1() =̂ y.

z

a

a(bb)+

▽

b(bb)∗

It is easy to see that 𝛾 ≡ 𝛿0 ∨ 𝛿1 by doing a case disjunction on the parity of the path between 𝑦
and 𝑧—the even case is handled by 𝛿0, the odd case by 𝛿1. Hence, 𝛾 is not minimal among UCRPQs.

We want to show that 𝛾 is minimal among CRPQs. Let 𝜁 () be a CRPQ that is equivalent to 𝛾 , and
assume by contradiction that it has at most four atoms. Given natural numbers 𝑙,𝑚, 𝑟 ∈ N>0 where
𝑙 is even and 𝑟 is odd, consider the expansion

x

ξl,m,r() =̂ y

z

a

abl abr,

▽

bm

where squiggly arrows represent paths of atoms.

Claim D.1. The expansion 𝜉𝑙,𝑚,𝑟 is hom-minimal iff 𝑙 =𝑚 or𝑚 = 𝑟 .



Minimizing Conjunctive Regular Path Queries 25

Indeed, if 𝑙 ≠ 𝑚 and𝑚 ≠ 𝑟 , then if𝑚 is even then 𝜉𝑚,𝑚,𝑟 hom−−→ 𝜉𝑙,𝑚,𝑟 but 𝜉𝑙,𝑚,𝑟 ̸hom−−→ 𝜉𝑚,𝑚,𝑟 (since
𝑙 ≠𝑚) and dually if𝑚 is odd then 𝜉𝑙,𝑚,𝑚 hom−−→ 𝜉𝑙,𝑚,𝑟 but 𝜉𝑙,𝑚,𝑟 ̸hom−−→ 𝜉𝑙,𝑚,𝑚 (since𝑚 ≠ 𝑟 ). In both cases,
𝜉𝑙,𝑚,𝑟 is not hom-minimal.

Conversely, if 𝑙 =𝑚 or𝑚 = 𝑟 , assume w.l.o.g., by symmetry, that 𝑙 =𝑚. Let 𝑙 ′,𝑚′, 𝑟 ′ ∈ N>0 s.t. 𝑙 ′

is even and 𝑟 ′ is odd, and assume that there is a homomorphism 𝑓 : 𝜉𝑙 ′,𝑚′,𝑟 ′ → 𝜉𝑙,𝑚,𝑟 . Because of the
▽-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 have𝑚 =𝑚′, and since 𝑙 ′
is even, we must have 𝑙 ′ = 𝑙 =𝑚, and dually, since 𝑟 ′ is odd, we must have 𝑟 ′ = 𝑟 . It follows that
⟨𝑙 ′,𝑚′, 𝑟 ′⟩ = ⟨𝑙,𝑚, 𝑟 ⟩, and hence 𝜉𝑙,𝑚,𝑟 is hom-minimal.

Claim D.2. If𝑚 = 𝑟 , then core(𝜉𝑙,𝑚,𝑟 ) equals

x

y.

z

a

abl

▽

bm

Putting Claims D.1 and D.2 and Theorem 3.7 together, we get that SG(core(𝜉2,1,1)) is a minor of
𝜁 . Since 𝜁 was assumed to have at most four atoms, it follows that 𝜁 () must be exactly of the form

x

ζ() = y.

z

U

L

S

D

Using the containment 𝜁 ⫅ 𝛾 , since the only directed simple cycle in an expansion of 𝛾 is labelled
by ▽, we get 𝑆 = {▽}. Similarly, using again that 𝜁 ⫅ 𝛾 and that any expansion of 𝛾 must have both
an 𝑎(𝑏𝑏)+- and an 𝑎𝑏 (𝑏𝑏)∗-path, it can be shown that𝑈 = {𝑎}.

Now let 𝑙,𝑚, 𝑟 ∈ N>0 with 𝑙 even and 𝑟 odd. From 𝛾 ⫅ 𝜁 , we get that each 𝜉𝑙,𝑚,𝑟 satisfies 𝜁 and
so there is an evaluation map 𝑓 : 𝜁 → 𝜉𝑙,𝑚,𝑟 . 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

• 𝑏𝑚 ∈ 𝐷 , and
• either 𝑎𝑏𝑙 ∈ 𝐿, or 𝑎𝑏𝑟 ∈ 𝐿, or 𝑎▽𝑘𝑏𝑚 for some 𝑘 ∈ N

From the first point we get 𝑏+ ⊆ 𝐷 , and in fact using 𝜁 ⫅ 𝛾 , 𝐷 = 𝑏+.
Now let𝑤 ∈ 𝐿 and𝑚 ∈ N, and consider the expansion

x

ξζ() =̂ y.

z

a

w

▽

bm
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of 𝜁 . Since 𝜁 ⫅ 𝛾 , there is an evaluation map 𝑓 : 𝛾 → 𝜉𝜁 . Taking𝑚 to be any even value, we get that
𝑤 must be in 𝑎𝑏 (𝑏𝑏)∗, say 𝑤 = 𝑎𝑏𝑟 for some odd 𝑟 ∈ N>0. Taking𝑚 to be any odd value, we get
dually that𝑤 must be in 𝑎(𝑏𝑏)+, say𝑤 = 𝑎𝑏𝑙 for some even 𝑙 ∈ N>0. Hence, we get {𝑎𝑏𝑙 , 𝑎𝑏𝑟 } ⊆ 𝐿.

We can now pick𝑚 to be even and 𝑤 = 𝑎𝑏𝑙 , and then 𝜉𝜁 should be a model of 𝛾 . But 𝜉𝜁 does
cannot satisfy the atom 𝑥

𝑎𝑏 (𝑏𝑏 )∗−−−−−→ 𝑧. Contradiction. Hence, 𝛾 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

App∞C (𝛾) ≡ {𝛼 ∈ CQ(C) | ∃𝜉 ∈ Exp (𝛾), 𝜉 hom−−→→ 𝛼}.

D.1 Missing details to the proof of Lemma 5.3
Let ®𝛼1 be an explicit approximation. Consider a path 𝑥0 −→𝑥1 −→ · · · −→𝑥𝑘 of 𝜂1 whose atoms are all
sent on the same atom of 𝛼1 via contr1.

Assume that for some 𝑥𝑖 , with 𝑖 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑘 −1⟧, all variables in ℎ−1
1 (𝑥𝑖 ) are internal in 𝜌1. If 𝑥𝑖−1

𝐿−→𝑥𝑖
and 𝑥𝑖 𝐿′−→𝑥𝑖+1 are the only atoms containing 𝑥𝑖 in 𝜂1, then for a variable 𝑧 ∈ ℎ−1

1 (𝑥𝑖 ), the only atoms
in containing 𝑧 in 𝜌1 must have the form 𝑤

𝐿−→ 𝑧 and 𝑧 𝐿′−→𝑤 ′. Let 𝜂2 be the query resulting from
𝜂1 by contracting the internal variable 𝑥𝑖 and replacing 𝐿 · 𝐿′ by 𝐾 , where 𝐾 is defined as follows.
Since 𝐿 and 𝐿′ appear consecutively in internal paths of the refinement 𝜌1, there must be an NFAA
in 𝛾 and three states 𝑝, 𝑞, 𝑟 such that 𝐿 = A[𝑝, 𝑞] or 𝐿 = {𝑎} with 𝑎 ∈ A[𝑝, 𝑞], and 𝐿′ = A[𝑞, 𝑟 ] or
𝐿′ = {𝑎} with 𝑎 ∈ A[𝑞, 𝑟 ]. We define𝐾 = A[𝑝, 𝑟 ]. Note that in any case, 𝐿 ·𝐿′ ⊆ 𝐾 . Similarly, define
𝜌2 to be the query resulting from 𝜌1 by contracting each internal variable 𝑧 ∈ ℎ−1

1 (𝑥𝑖 ) and replacing
𝐿 · 𝐿′ by 𝐾 . Note that 𝜌2 is still a refinement of 𝛾 and that the homomorphism ℎ1 : 𝜌1 → 𝜂1 induces
a homomorphism 𝑓2 : 𝜌2 → 𝜂2. Define 𝛼2 be the contraction of 𝜂2 obtained by contracting all the
remaining internal variables as the contraction 𝛼1 is obtained from 𝜌1. Since 𝛼1 ⫅ 𝛼2 as 𝐿 · 𝐿′ ⊆ 𝐾 ,
this defines an explicit approximation ®𝛼2 that contains ®𝛼1. Note that in the case ℎ−1

1 (𝑥𝑖 ) = ∅, we
can take 𝐾 = 𝐿 · 𝐿′, and 𝛼1 ≡ 𝛼2.

If 𝑘−1 > ∥Γ∥var, then path 𝑥0 −→𝑥1 −→ · · · −→𝑥𝑘 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 (∥Γ∥var) ⩽ 𝑂 (∥Γ∥at).

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

𝛾1 () = 𝑥 𝐾−→𝑦 ⫅?
∧

𝑗∈⟦1,𝑝⟧
𝑥

𝐿𝑗−→𝑦 = 𝛾2 (), where:

(1) no language among 𝐾 or the 𝐿𝑖 ’s is empty or contains the empty word 𝜀, and
(2) there is no 𝑖 such that A∗𝐿𝑖A∗ = A∗

(⋂
𝑗 𝐿 𝑗

)
A∗.

Proof. 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 𝐺𝑖 ∪ 𝐹𝐶 ∪ 𝐹𝐻 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 2𝑛-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 𝑡 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.t.

A∗ (𝐺𝑖 ∪ 𝐹𝐶 ∪ 𝐹𝐻 )A∗ = A∗
( ⋂

0⩽ 𝑗⩽𝑛
(𝐺 𝑗 ∪ 𝐹𝐶 ∪ 𝐹𝐻 )

)
A∗

which is equivalent, by elementary manipulations, to saying that for all 𝑖 ∈ ⟦0, 𝑛⟧
A∗𝐺𝑖A∗ ⊈ A∗

( ⋂
0⩽ 𝑗⩽𝑛

𝐺 𝑗
)
A∗ ∪ A∗ (𝐹𝐶 ∪ 𝐹𝐻 )A∗ .

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∗𝐺𝑖A∗ for any 𝑖 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑛⟧
since it contains a subword encoding two cells separated by exactly one row. Hence, the second
condition also holds. □

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
𝛿 , where

δ() = • •.
• •A∗

K

L1

...

Lp

A∗

Claim E.1. If 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 then 𝛿 ≡ 𝛾1.

Note first that 𝛿 ⫅ 𝛾1. Then, if 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2, then every word of 𝐾 contains a factor which belongs to
each 𝐿𝑖 for 𝑖 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑝⟧, and hence 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛿 i.e. 𝛿 ≡ 𝛾1, and so 𝛿 is equivalent to a CRPQ with a single
atom.

Claim E.2. Conversely, if 𝛿 is equivalent to a Boolean CRPQ with at most one atom, then 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2.

Let 𝜁 be the Boolean CRPQ with at most one atom which is equivalent to 𝛿 . Assume first, by
contradiction, that it is a self-loop, i.e. 𝜁 () = 𝑥 𝑀−→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 𝐿𝑖 are empty, there exists a
canonical database𝐺𝑢

𝛿
where the atom • 𝐾−→ • yielded a𝑢-labelled path. Since 𝛿 ⫅ 𝜁 , the database𝐺𝑢

𝛿
must satisfy 𝜁 () = 𝑥 𝑀−→𝑥 . Since every strongly connected component of𝐺𝑢

𝛿
is trivial—we assumed

that none of the languages of 𝛿 contained 𝜀—, it must be that 𝜀 ∈ 𝑀 , and hence 𝜁 is the query which
is always satisfied, which contradicts the equivalence 𝛿 ≡ 𝜁 .

Similarly, it can be shown that 𝜁 cannot have zero atoms since 𝛿 is non-trivial. Hence, 𝜁 is exactly
of the form 𝜁 () = 𝑥 𝑀−→𝑦 for some language 𝑀 . First, note that from 𝜁 ⫅ 𝛿 , it follows that

𝑀 ⊆ A∗ (⋂
𝑗

𝐿 𝑗
)
A∗ . (3)

Assume then, by contradiction, that there exists an 𝑖 s.t. every word of 𝐿𝑖 has a factor in 𝑀 , i.e.
𝐿𝑖 ⊆ A∗𝑀A∗. Then (3) implies A∗𝐿𝑖A∗ = A∗

(⋂
𝑗 𝐿 𝑗

)
A∗ which contradicts the second assumption

of Proposition 6.1. Therefore, for every 𝑖 , there is a word 𝑣𝑖 ∈ 𝐿𝑖 which contains no factor in 𝑀 .
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We are now ready to show that 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2, by first observing that it boils down to showing
𝐾 ⊆ A∗ (⋂𝑗 𝐿 𝑗 )A∗. Let 𝑢 ∈ 𝐾 . Consider the following canonical database of 𝛿 , where the 𝑣𝑖 ’s are
words defined as in the paragraph above:

• •.

u

v1
...

vp

Since 𝛿 ⫅ 𝜁 , it must contain a path labelled by a word of 𝑀 . But no 𝑣𝑖 contains a factor in 𝑀 , hence
it has to be 𝑢 that does. Hence, 𝐾 ⊆ A∗𝑀A∗. Together with Equation (3), we get 𝐾 ⊆ A∗ (⋂𝑗 𝐿 𝑗

)
A∗,

which concludes the proof of Claim E.2.
Overall, we showed that 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 iff 𝛿 is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most one atom, which

concludes the proof. □

Note that the assumption of A∗𝐿𝑖A∗ = A∗
(⋂

𝑗 𝐿 𝑗
)
A∗ in Proposition 6.1 in necessary for the

reduction to be correct, otherwise 𝛿 () would be equivalent to

𝛿 ′ () =̂ 𝑥 𝐾−→𝑦 ∧ 𝑥 A∗𝐿𝑖A∗−−−−−→𝑦,

and so we could have A∗𝐿𝑖A∗ ⊊ 𝐾 , implying that (1) 𝐾 ⊈ A∗𝐿𝑖A∗ and hence 𝛾1 ̸⫅ 𝛾2 but (2) 𝛿 would
be equivalent to a CRPQ with a single atom, namely 𝛿 ′′ () =̂ 𝑥 A∗𝐿𝑖A∗−−−−−→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 𝛿 , where

x

δ() = • •,

• •

▷

▽

A∗

K

◁

L1

...
Lp

A∗

where ⊲, ▽ and ⊳ are new symbols. Note that despite being named, variable 𝑥 is also existentially
quantified.

Claim E.4. If 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 then 𝛿 ≡ 𝛾 ′1 where 𝛾 ′1 () =̂ 𝑥 ⊲𝐾⊳−−→𝑥 ∧ 𝑥 ▽−→𝑥 .

If 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 then any word of 𝐾 contains a factor which belongs to
⋂
𝑗 𝐿 𝑗 and so 𝛾 ′1 ⫅ 𝛿 . The

converse 𝛿 ⫅ 𝛾 ′1 always holds.

Claim E.5. Conversely, if 𝛿 is equivalent to a Boolean CRPQ with a single variable, then 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2.
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Let 𝜁 () = ∧𝑛
𝑖=0 𝑥

𝑀𝑖−−→𝑥 be a single-variable Boolean CRPQ that is equivalent to 𝛿 .
We first claim that there is some 𝑖 ∈ ⟦0, 𝑛⟧ s.t. 𝑀𝑖 = {▽}. Every canonical database of 𝛿 contains

a ▽-self loop and so from 𝜁 ⫅ 𝛿 it follows that any canonical database of 𝜁 contains a ▽-self loop,
which in turns implies that 𝑀𝑖 = {▽} for some 𝑖 . W.l.o.g., assume that 𝑀0 = {▽}.

Observe that any evaluation map from 𝜁 to a canonical database of 𝛿 must send 𝑥 ∈ 𝜁 to 𝑥 ∈ 𝛿
because of the ▽-self loop, and conversely, any evaluation map from 𝛿 to a canonical database of 𝜁
must send 𝑥 ∈ 𝛿 to 𝑥 ∈ 𝜁 .

We remove from 𝜁 all atoms 𝑥 𝑀𝑖−−→𝑥 s.t. 𝑖 ≠ 0 and 𝑀𝑖 ∩ ▽∗ ≠ ∅. Thanks to the ▽-self loop, this
transformation preserve the semantics of 𝜁 . More generally, if 𝑀𝑖 contains a word in which the
letter ‘▽’ occurs, we get remove the atom associated to 𝑀𝑖 altogether. The query obtained 𝜁 ′ is
clearly s.t. 𝜁 ⫅ 𝜁 ′, but dually for any canonical database 𝐺𝜁 ′ of 𝜁 ′, extend it to a canonical database
𝐺𝜁 of 𝜁 by picking, for any atom that was removed, any word containing the letter ‘▽’. Since 𝜁 ⫅ 𝛿 ,
there is an evaluation map from 𝛿 to 𝐺𝜁 . Now the atoms of 𝛿 except the ▽-self loop do not use the
letter ▽, and so it follows that the evaluation map from 𝛿 to 𝐺𝜁 actually yields an evaluation map
from 𝛿 to 𝐺𝜁 ′ . Hence, 𝜁 ′ ⫅ 𝛿 and thus 𝜁 ′ ≡ 𝛿 .

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.l.o.g. 𝜁 is equivalent to

𝑥
▽−→𝑥 ∧

𝑚∧
𝑗=1
𝑥

⊲𝑁 𝑗 ⊳−−−→𝑥

where𝑚 ⩾ 0 and the 𝑁 𝑗 ’s are languages over A.
Assume now, by contradiction, that for all 𝑗 ∈ ⟦1,𝑚⟧ s.t. 𝑁 𝑗 ⊈ 𝐾 ∩A∗

( ∧
𝑖 𝐿𝑖

)
A∗. Pick for each 𝑗

a word 𝑢 𝑗 witnessing this. The canonical database of 𝜁 induced by these words ⟨𝑛1, . . . , 𝑛𝑚⟩, namely

𝑥
▽−→𝑥 ∧

𝑚∧
𝑗=1
𝑥

⊲𝑛 𝑗 ⊳−−−→

must satisfy 𝛿 . But this implies that at least one 𝑛 𝑗 must belong to 𝐾 ∩A∗ ( ⋂𝑖 𝐿𝑖
)
A∗. Contradiction.

In fact, a argument similar to what we claimed before shows that we can remove all atoms
s.t. 𝑁 𝑗 ⊈ 𝐾 ∩ A∗

( ⋂
𝑖 𝐿𝑖

)
A∗ without changing the semantics. Hence, w.l.o.g., for each 𝑗 , we have

𝑁 𝑗 ⊆ 𝐾 ∩ A∗
( ⋂

𝑖 𝐿𝑖
)
A∗.

We then claim that each word of 𝐾 must belong to all 𝑁 𝑗 . Indeed, let 𝑢 be a word of 𝐾 . Let 𝑣𝑖 be a
word in 𝐿𝑖 ∖ A∗

( ⋂
𝑘 𝐿𝑘

)
A∗—recall that such words exist by an assumption of Proposition 6.1—and

consider the canonical database of 𝛿 obtained by expanding 𝐾 into 𝑢 and 𝐿𝑖 into 𝑣𝑖 . Now 𝛿 ⫅ 𝜁 so
this database must satisfy 𝜁 . Hence, for each 𝑗 , 𝑁 𝑗 must contain one word among 𝑢, 𝑣1, . . . , 𝑣𝑚 . It
cannot be any 𝑣𝑖 since otherwise we would have 𝑣𝑖 ∈ 𝑁 𝑗 ⊆ 𝐾 ∩ A∗

( ⋂
𝑘 𝐿𝑘

)
A∗ ⊆ A∗ ( ⋂𝑘 𝐿𝑘

)
A∗,

which is a contradiction. And so 𝑢 ∈ 𝑁 𝑗 . Therefore, we have

𝐾 ⊆
⋂
𝑗

𝑁 𝑗 ⊆ 𝐾 ∩ A∗
(⋂
𝑖

𝐿𝑖
)
A∗

from which it follows that 𝐾 ⊆ ( ⋂
𝑘 𝐿𝑘

)
and hence 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2.

Overall, Claims E.4 and E.5 imply that 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 iff it is equivalent to a CRPQ with a single variable,
in which case it is actually equivalent to

𝛾 ′1 () =̂ 𝑥 ⊲𝐾⊳−−→𝑥 ∧ 𝑥 ▽−→𝑥,

which concludes the correctness of the reduction. □
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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 QA 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 conjunction if 𝛾 ∈ QA and 𝛿 ∈ QB imply 𝛾 ∧⃝ 𝛿 ∈ QA∪B.

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

(VM)loop for any 𝛾 ∈ QA, if 𝑦 is a variable of 𝛾 , if 𝑎 ∉ A, then 𝛾 ′ =̂ 𝛾 ∧ 𝑦 𝑎−→𝑦 is in QA⊔{𝑎} , or
(VM)out for any 𝛾 ∈ QA, if 𝑦 is a variable of 𝛾 , if 𝑎 ∉ A, then 𝛾 ′ =̂ 𝛾 ∧ 𝑦 𝑎−→𝑦′ is in QA⊔{𝑎} ,

where 𝑦′ is a new variable not occurring in 𝛾 , or
(VM)in for any 𝛾 ∈ QA, if 𝑦 is a variable of 𝛾 , if 𝑎 ∉ A, then 𝛾 ′ =̂ 𝛾 ∧ 𝑦′ 𝑎−→𝑦 is in QA⊔{𝑎} ,

where 𝑦′ is a new variable not occurring in 𝛾 .
We will sometimes write 𝛾 ∈ Q to mean that 𝛾 ∈ QA 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.

Theorem 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 {𝜀}. 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 {𝜀 }−−→ . This can be implemented in polynomial time.

Proof of Theorem E.7. We assume for now that Q satisfies the axiom (VM)loop. Given an
instance 𝛾1 () ⫅? 𝛾2 () of the containment problem for Boolean queries of Q, we assume w.l.o.g. that
𝛾1 is non-degenerate using Fact E.8, and we reduce it to the instance ⟨𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2, ∥𝛿1∥var⟩, where 𝛿1 is
defined as:

𝛿1 () =̂ 𝛾1 ∧
∧

𝑥∈𝑉 (𝛾1 )
𝑥
▽𝑥−−→𝑥

where ▽𝑥 is a fresh letter for each 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝛾1). The reduction works clearly in logarithmic-space,
and clearly 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2 ∈ Q since Q is closed under disjoint conjunction and (VM)loop. Moreover, for it
to be correct we need to show that 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 iff 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2 is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most ∥𝛿1∥var
variables.

Claim E.9. If 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 then 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2 ≡ 𝛿1.

Proof. Indeed, 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 implies 𝛿1 ⫅ 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 and so 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2 ≡ 𝛿1. □

Actually this property is an “if and only if”. For the converse, we will prove a stronger statement.

Claim E.10. If 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2 is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most ∥𝛿1∥var variables, then 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2.

Proof. Let 𝜁 be a CRPQ with at most ∥𝛿1∥var variables that is equivalent to 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2.
We claim first that for each 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝜁 ) there is a unique variable in 𝜁 with a ▽𝑥 -self-loop. Indeed,

consider any canonical database 𝑍 of 𝜁 : since 𝜁 ⫅ 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2, there exists a canonical database 𝐷1 of
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𝛿1 and 𝐺2 of 𝛾2 s.t. 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐺2
hom−−→ 𝑍 where ⊕ denotes the disjoint union. Since 𝐷1 contains a ▽𝑥 -self

loop for each 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝛾1), so does 𝑍 . Since this property holds for every 𝑍 , it follows that 𝜁 must
have a self-loop atom labelled by the singleton language {▽𝑥 } for each 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝛾1).

Now observe that no variable of 𝜁 can be labelled by two ▽𝑥 -self-loops with 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝛾1). Indeed,
𝛾1 is non-degenerate, and so 𝛿1 is also non-degenerate, and so there exists a canonical database 𝐷1
of 𝛿1 which is non-degenerate. Then, pick any canonical database 𝐺2 of 𝛾2. 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐺2 is a canonical
database of 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2, which is equivalent to 𝜁 , so there is an evaluation map from 𝜁 to 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐺2. If a
variable of 𝜁 had both a ▽𝑥 - and a ▽𝑦-self-loop for 𝑥 ≠ 𝑦 ∈ 𝑉 (𝛾1), then so would either 𝐷1 or𝐺2.𝐺2
contains no such letters, and so it would have to be 𝐷1. This contradicts the definition of 𝐷1. Hence,
no variable of 𝜁 can be labelled by two ▽𝑥 -self-loops. Together with the previous paragraph and
the fact that 𝜁 has at most ∥𝛿1∥var = ∥𝛾1∥var variables, it follows that we can assume w.l.o.g.—up
to renaming the variables of 𝜁—that 𝑉 (𝜁 ) = 𝑉 (𝛾1) and for each 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝛾1), 𝑥 ▽𝑥−−→𝑥 is an atom of
𝜁 . Moreover, this is the only self-loop in 𝜁 labelled by {▽𝑥 }, and for any self-loop atom 𝑥

𝐿−→𝑥 we
cannot have ▽𝑦 ∈ 𝐿 for any 𝑦 ≠ 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝛾1).

We are now ready to prove that 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2. Let 𝐺1 be a canonical database of 𝛾1, and let 𝐷1 be the
associated canonical database of 𝛿1—it is obtained by adding an ▽𝑥 -self-loop on every 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝛾1).
Pick any canonical database𝐺2 of 𝛾2. Since 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2 ⫅ 𝜁 , there exists a canonical database 𝑍 of 𝜁 s.t.
𝑍

hom−−→ 𝐷1 ⊕𝐺2. But then, since 𝜁 ⫅ 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2, there exists 𝐷 ′1 and𝐺 ′2, which are canonical databases
of 𝛿1 and 𝛾2, respectively, s.t.

𝐷 ′1 ⊕ 𝐺 ′2 hom−−→ 𝑍
hom−−→ 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐺2 .

Restrict this homomorphism to 𝐺 ′2: we obtain
𝐺 ′2

hom−−→ 𝑍
hom−−→ 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐺2 .

Now note that, because of the previous paragraph, the homomorphism 𝑍
hom−−→ 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐺2 must map

𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝑍 ) to 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝐷1)—because of the ▽𝑥 -self-loop. Since 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐺2 is a disjoint union, it follows
that image of this homomorphism is actually included in 𝐷1, and so obtain a homomorphism

𝐺 ′2
hom−−→ 𝑍

hom−−→ 𝐷1.

Now of course ▽𝑥 -self-loop will occur in the image of any homomorphism 𝑍
hom−−→ 𝐷1. However, in

the composition 𝐺 ′2
hom−−→ 𝑍

hom−−→ 𝐷1, since 𝐺 ′2 does not use any letter of the form ▽𝑥 , 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝛾1), we
conclude we actually get a homomorphism

𝐺 ′2
hom−−→ 𝐺1,

which concludes the proof that 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2. □

Claims E.9 and E.10 imply that 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 iff 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2 is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most ∥𝛿1∥var
variables, which concludes the reduction under the assumption that Q satisfies (VM)loop.

To conclude, note that if Q satisfies either (VM)out or (VM)in then exactly the same proof works,
except that the definition of 𝛿1 should be changed: variables will be marked using outgoing and
incoming edges, respectively. Lastly, since 𝛿1 ∈ Q, then we have as a by-product of our proof that
𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2 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 𝛿 must be in
Q. □

E.4 Minimization is Harder than Containment
Fact E.11. If 𝜉 is a non-degenerate expansion of 𝛾 and 𝛾 is fully contracted, then ∥𝜉 ∥seg = ∥𝛾 ∥at.

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 𝐷1 ∈ Exp (𝛿1), every 𝐷 ′1 ∈ Exp (𝛿1), and 𝑓 : 𝐷 ′1
hom−−→

𝐷1 we have (i) 𝐷 ′1 is non-degenerate, (ii) 𝑓 is strong onto, and (iii) 𝑓 (𝑥) = 𝑥 for every
𝑥 ∈ vars(𝛿1),

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. X Minimization in the class of CRPQs. Let 𝛾1 ⫅? 𝛾2 be an instance of the containment
problem for Boolean queries of Q. We apply the Q-canonization oracle to obtain a pair ⟨𝛿1, 𝛿2⟩ as
in the axioms (Cnz)∗. We then map the instance 𝛾1 ⫅? 𝛾2 to ⟨𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2, ∥𝛿1∥at⟩.

The reduction works in logarithmic space with a Q-canonization oracle, and clearly 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛿2 ∈ Q
since both 𝛿1 and 𝛿2 are in Q and Q is closed under disjoint conjunction. We need to show that
𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 iff 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛾2 is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most ∥𝛿1∥at atoms.

Claim E.12. If 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2, then 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛿2 ≡ 𝛿1 and so 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛿2 is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most
∥𝛿1∥at atoms.

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

Claim E.13. If 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛿2 is equivalent to a CRPQ with at most ∥𝛿1∥at atoms, then 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2.

We write 𝜁 as 𝜁+ ∧⃝ 𝜁− where 𝜁+ is the disjoint conjunction of all connected components of 𝜁
containing an atom whose language contains a word containing a ‘M’-letter, and 𝜁− is the disjoint
conjunction of all other components. We want to show that 𝜁− is actually empty.

Let 𝐷1 be a canonical database of 𝛿1 as in (Cnz)str-onto. Then pick any canonical database 𝐺2
of 𝛾2. By (Cnz)containment, there exists 𝐷2 ⊨★ 𝛿2 s.t. 𝐷2

hom−−→ 𝐺2. Then 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐷2 ⊨★ 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛿2, so from
𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛿2 ≡ 𝜁 it follows that there exists 𝑍+ ⊨★ 𝜁+, 𝑍− ⊨★ 𝜁− , 𝐷 ′1 ⊨★ 𝛿1 and 𝐷 ′2 ⊨★ 𝛿2 such that we
have homomorphisms

𝐷 ′1 ⊕ 𝐷 ′2
𝑓−→ 𝑍+ ⊕ 𝑍−

𝑔−→ 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐷2
ℎ−→ 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐺2 .

By (Cnz)marking, every connected component of 𝐷 ′1 must contain at least one edge labelled by a
letter ofM, and so the homomorphism 𝑓↾𝐷 ′1 : 𝐷 ′1

hom−−→ 𝑍+ ⊕ 𝑍− is actually a homomorphism from
𝐷 ′1 to 𝑍+. Note then that (ℎ ◦ 𝑔)↾𝑍+ maps 𝑍+ onto 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐺2 but since 𝐺2 contains no letterM, the
image of this homomorphism is included in 𝐷1. Overall, we have homomorphisms

𝐷 ′1
𝑖−→ 𝑍+

𝑗−→ 𝐷1 .

By (Cnz)str-onto, 𝑗 ◦ 𝑖 be strong onto and for every 𝑥 ∈ vars(𝛿1), 𝑗 (𝑖 (𝑥)) = 𝑥 .
We claim that for each 𝑥 external in 𝐷 ′1, then 𝑖 (𝑥) is external. First, since 𝑥 ∈ vars(𝛿1) is external,

then 𝑥 ∈ vars(𝛿1) and so 𝑗 (𝑖 (𝑥)) = 𝑥 . Then 𝑗 ◦ 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 ′1] be the image of 𝐷 ′1 by 𝑖 , we get that the natural
embedding 𝑖 [𝐷 ′1] hom−−→ 𝑍+ satisfies the assumption of Corollary B.4 and so ∥𝑖 [𝐷 ′1] ∥seg ⩽ ∥𝑍+∥seg.
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Now observe that 𝑖 : 𝐷 ′1 → 𝑖 [𝐷 ′1] is injective on vars(𝛿1) because 𝑗 (𝑖 (𝑥)) for any 𝑥 ∈ vars(𝛿1).
Moreover, by (Cnz)non-red, 𝑖 cannot identity an atom with another path of atoms and so 𝐷 ′1 is
actually isomorphic to 𝑖 [𝐷 ′1], from which we get ∥𝑖 [𝐷 ′1] ∥seg = ∥𝛿1∥at and so ∥𝑍+∥seg ⩾ ∥𝛿1∥at. By
Proposition 3.6 ∥𝜁+∥at ⩾ ∥𝑍+∥seg, and so 𝜁+ has at least ∥𝛿1∥at atoms, but since we assumed that 𝜁
has at most ∥𝛿1∥at atoms, it follows that 𝜁− is trivial and 𝜁 ≡ 𝜁+.

We are now ready to prove that 𝛿1 ⫅ 𝛿2. Let 𝐷1 ⊨★ 𝛿1. Pick any 𝐺2 ⊨★ 𝛾2. By (Cnz)containment,
there exists 𝐷2 ⊨★ 𝛿2 s.t. 𝐷2

hom−−→ 𝐺2. Then since 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛿2 ≡ 𝜁+, there exists 𝑍+ ⊨★ 𝜁+, 𝐷 ′1 ⊨★ 𝛿1 and
𝐷 ′2 ⊨

★ 𝛿2 s.t.
𝐷 ′1 ⊕ 𝐷 ′2 hom−−→ 𝑍+

hom−−→ 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐷2
hom−−→ 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐺2 .

Because ofM, the homomorphism 𝑍+
hom−−→ 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐺2 must in fact be a homomorphism 𝑍+

hom−−→ 𝐷1,
and so by composition we obtain a homomorphism 𝐷 ′1 ⊕ 𝐷 ′2 hom−−→ 𝐷1, which can be restricted to 𝐷 ′2,
yielding 𝐷 ′2

hom−−→ 𝐷1. Hence, 𝛿1 ⫅ 𝛿2, and so by (Cnz)monotonic, 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2.
Putting Claims 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.
X Minimization in the class of UCRPQs. If we allow 𝜁 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 𝜁1 ∨ 𝜁2 ∨ · · · ∨ 𝜁𝑘
where each 𝜁𝑖 has at most ∥𝛿1∥at atoms. We say that a disjunct 𝜁𝑖 is relevant when it has at least
one canonical database 𝑍𝑖 appearing in a pattern of the form

𝐷 ′1 ⊕ 𝐷 ′2 hom−−→ 𝑍𝑖
hom−−→ 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐷2

hom−−→ 𝐷1 ⊕ 𝐺2.

for some 𝐷1, 𝐷
′
1 ⊨

★ 𝛿1, 𝐷2, 𝐷
′
2 ⊨

★ 𝛿2 and 𝐺2 ⊨★ 𝛾2. Using (SCnz)str-onto on 𝐷1, the same proof as in
the case of CRPQs apply. We can then conclude that w.l.o.g. 𝜁𝑖 ≡ (𝜁𝑖 )+ for all relevant disjunct. The
proof of 𝛿1 ⫅ 𝛿2—and hence 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2—then goes through as before, which concludes the proof.

X If 𝜁 is restricted to be in Q. Then Claim E.13 still holds. To adapt Claim E.12, it suffices to
remark that 𝛿1 ∈ Q. □

Lemma 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.

Proof. Given a pair ⟨𝛾1, 𝛾2⟩ of Boolean queries we assume w.l.o.g. that 𝛾1 is fully contracted
using Fact 3.2—which works in non-deterministic logarithmic space—, and we reduce it to the pair
⟨𝛿1, 𝛿2⟩, where 𝛿1 is defined as

𝛿1 () =̂
∧

𝛼=𝑥
𝐿−→ 𝑦∈𝛾1

𝑥
⊲𝛼𝐿⊳𝛼−−−−→𝑦

where ⊲𝛼 and ⊳𝛼 are fresh letters for each atom 𝛼 of 𝛾1, and

𝛿2 () =̂
∧

𝑥
𝐿−→ 𝑦∈𝛾2

𝑥
𝜑−1
−M [𝐿]−−−−−→𝑦,

where 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑘 are all the atoms of 𝛾1,M =̂ {⊲𝛼1 , ⊳𝛼1 , . . . , ⊲𝛼𝑘 , ⊳𝛼𝑘 } and 𝜑−M : (A ∪M)∗ → A∗ is
the monoid morphism that maps letters of A to themselves and letters ofM to the empty word.

In other words, 𝛿1 is similar to 𝛾1 except that it must read the special symbol ⊲𝛼 before satisfying
atom 𝛼 ∈ 𝛾1, and read symbol ⊳𝛼 after. On other hand, 𝛿2 is obtained from 𝛾2 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 ⊲𝛼 and ⊳𝛼 , then it belongs to 𝐿.

We now need to prove that properties (Cnz)∗ and (SCnz)str-onto hold.

Claim E.15. If 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 then 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛿2 ≡ 𝛿1.
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Showing that 𝛿1 ∧⃝ 𝛿2 ≡ 𝛿1 amounts to showing 𝛿1 ⫅ 𝛿2. Let 𝐷1 be a canonical database of 𝛿1.
Consider the canonical database of 𝛾1 obtained by removing every edge of the form 𝑥

⊲𝛼−−→𝑦 or
𝑥

⊳𝛼−−→𝑦, and merging variables 𝑥 and 𝑦. Since 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2, there exists a canonical database 𝐺2 of 𝛾2
and a homomorphism 𝑓 : 𝐺2 → 𝐺1. We then define a canonical database 𝐷2 of 𝛿2 together with a
homomorphism 𝑔 : 𝐷2 → 𝐷1 as follows: given an atom refinement

𝑥0
𝑏1−→𝑥1

𝑏2−→ · · · 𝑏𝑛−−→𝑥𝑛 in 𝐺2.

we look at its image
𝑓 (𝑥0) 𝑏1−→ 𝑓 (𝑥1) 𝑏2−→ · · · 𝑏𝑛−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑛) in 𝐺1 .

Now some 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖 )’s might be variables of𝛾1 and hence this might not a path in𝐺1. We let 𝑖1 < . . . < 𝑖𝑘
denote the indices 𝑖 s.t. 𝑥𝑖 ∈ 𝑉 (𝛾1), so that we can split the path in𝐺1 into multiples atom refinements
of atoms of 𝛾1:

𝑓 (𝑥0) 𝑏1−→ 𝑓 (𝑥1) 𝑏2−→ · · · 𝑏𝑖1−−→︸                             ︷︷                             ︸
end of an atom refinement of 𝛼0

𝑓 (𝑥𝑖1 ) 𝑏𝑖1+1−−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖1+1) 𝑏𝑖1+2−−−→ · · · 𝑏𝑖2−−→︸                              ︷︷                              ︸
atom refinement of 𝛼1

𝑓 (𝑥𝑖2 ) 𝑏𝑖2+1−−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖2+1) 𝑏𝑖2+2−−−→ · · ·

· · · 𝑏𝑖𝑘−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖𝑘 ) 𝑏𝑖𝑘 +1−−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖𝑘+1) 𝑏𝑖𝑘 +2−−−→ · · · 𝑏𝑛−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑛)︸                                       ︷︷                                       ︸
beginning of an atom refinement of 𝛼𝑘

in 𝐺1. For 𝑖 ∈ ⟦1, 𝑘⟧, we let 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖 𝑗 )𝑟 (resp. 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖 𝑗 )𝑙 ) denote the unique variable of 𝐷1 s.t. there is an
edge from 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖 𝑗 ) to 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖 𝑗 )𝑟 labelled by ⊲𝛼𝑖 (resp. from 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖 𝑗 )𝑙 to 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖 𝑗 ) labelled by ⊳𝛼𝑖−1 ), we obtain
a path

𝑓 (𝑥0) 𝑏1−→ 𝑓 (𝑥1) 𝑏2−→ · · · 𝑏𝑖1−−→︸                             ︷︷                             ︸
end of an atom refinement of 𝛼0

𝑓 (𝑥𝑖1 )𝑙 ⊳𝛼0−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖1 ) ⊲𝛼1−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖1 )𝑟

𝑏𝑖1+1−−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖1+1) 𝑏𝑖1+2−−−→ · · · 𝑏𝑖2−−→︸                              ︷︷                              ︸
atom refinement of 𝛼1

𝑓 (𝑥𝑖2 )𝑙 ⊳𝛼1−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖2 ) ⊲𝛼1−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖2 )𝑟 𝑏𝑖2+1−−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖2+1) 𝑏𝑖2+2−−−→ · · ·

· · · 𝑏𝑖𝑘−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖𝑘 )𝑙 ⊳𝛼𝑘−1−−−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖𝑘 ) ⊲𝛼𝑘−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖𝑘 )𝑟 𝑏𝑖𝑘 +1−−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖𝑘+1) 𝑏𝑖𝑘 +2−−−→ · · · 𝑏𝑛−−→ 𝑓 (𝑥𝑛)︸                                       ︷︷                                       ︸
beginning of an atom refinement of 𝛼𝑘

in 𝐷1. Hence, we build 𝐷2 by replacing each atom refinement 𝑥0
𝑏1−→𝑥1

𝑏2−→ · · · 𝑏𝑛−−→𝑥𝑛 in 𝐺2 by

𝑥0
𝑏1−→𝑥1

𝑏2−→ · · · 𝑏𝑖1−−→𝑥𝑙𝑖1
⊳𝛼0−−→𝑥𝑖1

⊲𝛼1−−→𝑥 ′𝑖1
𝑏𝑖1+1−−−→𝑥𝑖1+1

𝑏𝑖1+2−−−→ · · · 𝑏𝑖2−−→𝑥𝑙𝑖2
⊳𝛼1−−→𝑥𝑖2

⊲𝛼2−−→𝑥 ′𝑖2
𝑏𝑖2+1−−−→𝑥𝑖2+1

𝑏𝑖2+2−−−→ · · · 𝑏𝑖𝑘−−→𝑥𝑙𝑖𝑘
⊳𝛼𝑘−1−−−−→𝑥𝑖𝑘

⊲𝛼𝑘−−→𝑥 ′𝑖𝑘
𝑏𝑖𝑘 +1−−−→𝑥𝑖𝑘+1

𝑏𝑖𝑘 +2−−−→ · · · 𝑏𝑛−−→𝑥𝑛,

where 𝑥𝑙𝑖1 , 𝑥
𝑟
𝑖1
, . . . , 𝑥𝑙𝑖𝑘 , 𝑥

𝑟
𝑖𝑘

are new fresh variables. By construction, 𝐷2 comes equipped with a
homomorphism 𝑔 : 𝐷2 → 𝐷1 which sends 𝑥𝑖 to 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖 ), 𝑥𝑙𝑖 𝑗 to 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖 𝑗 )𝑙 and 𝑥𝑟𝑖 𝑗 to 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖 𝑗 )𝑟 . Since 𝐷2
is—by construction—a canonical database of 𝛿2, this concludes the proof that 𝛿1 ⫅ 𝛿2.

Claim E.16. If 𝛿1 ⫅ 𝛿2 then 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2.

The construction is dual to Claim E.15 and left to the reader. Both claims yield (Cnz)monotonic.
We now show that (SCnz)str-onto holds: pick a canonical database 𝐷1 ⊨★ 𝛿1. For any 𝐷 ′1 ⊨★ 𝛿1,

if 𝐷 ′1
hom−−→ 𝐷1, then because of the letters in M, it follows that for each atom 𝛼𝑖 of 𝛾1, the atom

refinement of 𝛼𝑖 in 𝐷 ′1 must be sent bijectively on the atom refinement of 𝛼𝑖 in 𝐷1, and so they are
equal. It follows that the homomorphism 𝐷 ′1 → 𝐷1 must actually be the identity, and hence 𝐷1 is
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maximal. The same argument applied to 𝐷 ′1 =̂ 𝐷1 shows that the only homomorphism from 𝐷1
itself is the identity, and so in particular 𝐷 ′1 is a core. Lastly, because of the letters ofM, no atom of
𝛿1 contains the empty word, and so in particular 𝐷1 must be non-degenerate. Hence, (SCnz)str-onto
holds.

Since 𝛾1 is fully contracted, so is 𝛿1, which proves (Cnz)contracted. For any language 𝐿, we have
𝐿 ⊆ 𝜑−1

−M [𝐿], and so we have (Cnz)containment. Finally, (Cnz)non-red and (Cnz)marking trivially hold.
Together with that fact that ⟨𝛾1, 𝛾2⟩ ↦→ ⟨𝛿1, 𝛿2⟩ 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 𝜑−1

−M [𝐿] can be obtained from an
NFA for 𝐿 by adding on every state a self-loop labelled by every possible letter ofM and hence,
this algorithm can be implemented in logarithmic space. □

Note however that if 𝐿 is a simple regular expression, then 𝜑−1
−M [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 𝛾 , we say that an atom 𝑥
𝐿−→𝑦 is locally redundant if there exists a path of

atoms 𝑧0
𝐿1−→ 𝑧1

𝐿2−→ · · · 𝐿𝑛−−→ 𝑧𝑛 in which 𝑥 𝐿−→𝑦 does not occur, and with 𝑧0 = 𝑥 and 𝑧𝑛 = 𝑥 where
𝐿1𝐿2 · · · 𝐿𝑛 ⊆ 𝐿.

Proof of Lemma E.17. Fix a pair ⟨𝛾1, 𝛾2⟩ of CRPQs. From 𝛾1, 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 𝛾 ′1. By construction, it is equivalent to 𝛾1.16 Moreover, 𝛾 ′1 can be computed in
polynomial time. We then refine in 𝛾 ′1 each atom so that each atom is either labelled by 𝑎 or 𝑎+ for
some 𝑎 ∈ A.

We then define ⟨𝛿1, 𝛿2⟩, where 𝛿2 =̂ 𝛾2 and

𝛿1 =
( ∧
𝑥
𝐿−→ 𝑦∈𝛾 ′1

𝑥
𝐿−→𝑦

)
∧
( ∧
𝑥∈𝑉 (𝛾 ′1 )

𝑥
▽𝑥−−→𝑥

)
,

and we letM =̂ {▽𝑥 | 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝛾 ′1)}.
Next, we show that (Cnz)monotonic holds: if 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 then 𝛿1 ⫅ 𝛾 ′1 ≡ 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2 = 𝛿2, and dually if

𝛿1 ⫅ 𝛿2 then let𝐺1 ⊨★ 𝛾 ′1, and let 𝐷1 be the associated canonical database. Since 𝛿1 ⫅ 𝛿2, there exists
𝐷2 ⊨★ 𝛿2 s.t. 𝐷2

hom−−→ 𝐷1 but since 𝐷2 contains no letter fromM, we actually get a homomorphism
𝐷2

hom−−→ 𝐺1, and so 𝛾 ′1 ⫅ 𝛿2 i.e. 𝛾1 ⫅ 𝛾2.
For (SCnz)str-onto, by definition of simple regular expressions, no language labelling an atom of

𝛿1 contains the empty word, and hence every canonical database of 𝛿1 is non-degenerate. Then, let
𝑓 : 𝐷 ′1 → 𝐷1 be a homomorphism between canonical databases of 𝛿1. Because of the letters ofM, 𝑓
must send 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝛿1) ⊆ 𝑉 (𝐷1) onto 𝑥 ∈ 𝑉 (𝐷 ′1). We then claim that 𝑓 is strong onto. Let 𝛼 =̂ 𝑥

𝐿−→𝑦
be an atom of 𝛿1. We consider its atom refinement in 𝐷1, and we want to show that it is included in
the image of the atom refinement of 𝛼 in 𝐷 ′1:
• if 𝐿 = {▽𝑥 }, this is trivial;
• if 𝐿 = {𝑎} for some letter 𝑎, then since 𝛼 is not locally redundant in 𝛾 ′1, there are no other
𝑎-edge from 𝑥 to 𝑦 in 𝐷1 (or 𝐷 ′1), and so the unique 𝑎-edge from 𝑥 to 𝑦 in 𝐷 ′1 must be sent
on the unique 𝑎-edge from 𝑥 to 𝑦 in 𝐷1;

16Note however that in general 𝛾 ′1 cannot be obtained by only keeping all atoms of 𝛾1 which are not locally redundant: for
instance, if 𝛾1 ( ) = 𝑥 𝐿−→ 𝑦 ∧ 𝑥 𝐿−→ 𝑦, then all atoms are locally redundant. Instead, we need to remove such atoms one after
the other.
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(b) Its encoding Enc(𝑂) as a CRPQ.

Fig. 4. Encoding a tree pa"ern into a CRPQ.

consisting in a concatenation of at most 𝑃 (↑ω↑at · ↑C↑at) sublanguages of ω. Hence, there cannot
be more than 2𝑂 ( ↑ω↑at · ↑ C↑at ) distinct atoms between two variables, and App↫𝑂 ( ↑𝑃 ↑at ·𝑄ω · ↑ C↑at )C𝐿 (ω) ↓
App↫𝑂 ( ↑ω↑at ·𝑄ω ↑ C↑at )C↔

𝐿
(ω) for 𝑄↔

𝑅
being the !nite subclass of C𝑅 having graphs with no more than

2𝑂 ( ↑ω ↑at · ↑ C↑at ) parallel edges. Hence, there is a double-exponential number of exponential queries
to test for equivalence with ω, 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. ↬

G 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 ↗ {→}, and whose edges are partition into simple edges and transitive edges.

We encode a tree pattern 𝑂 into a CRPQ over A ↗ {↭}, denoted by Enc(𝑂), obtained as follows:
• we start from the underlying tree of the tree pattern, and replace simple edges by an atom
• ↭↘≃•, and transitive edges by an atom • ↭+↘↘≃•;

• for any node 𝑅 with a node label 𝐿 ⇐ A, we add an atom 𝑅
𝐿↘≃𝑅 ;

• for any node with a wildcard label →, we do not add any atom.
See Figure 4 for an example. Note that this encoding is injective.

P!"#"$%&%"’ G.1. Given two tree patterns 𝑂1, 𝑂2 over A, the following are equivalent:
• 𝑂1 ⊜ 𝑂2 as tree patterns—in the sense of [6, De!nition 2.2], and
• Enc(𝑂1) ⊜ Enc(𝑂2) as CRPQs.

P!""( $)*&+,. This follows from the characterization of containment for tree patterns using
“canonical tree models”—see [6, §4.2]16—and the characterization of containment for CRPQs via
canonical databases (a.k.a. expansions)—see Proposition 2.1. ↬

16Note however that the authors assume the set of labels to be in!nite, and label ‘→’-nodes by 𝑆-nodes where 𝑆 is a new
label: this assumption can be removed by allowed unlabelled nodes in the model.
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to test for equivalence with ω, 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. ↬
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We encode a tree pattern 𝑂 into a CRPQ over A ↗ {↭}, denoted by Enc(𝑂), obtained as follows:
• we start from the underlying tree of the tree pattern, and replace simple edges by an atom
• ↭↘≃•, and transitive edges by an atom • ↭+↘↘≃•;

• for any node 𝑅 with a node label 𝐿 ⇐ A, we add an atom 𝑅
𝐿↘≃𝑅 ;

• for any node with a wildcard label →, we do not add any atom.
See Figure 4 for an example. Note that this encoding is injective.

P!"#"$%&%"’ G.1. Given two tree patterns 𝑂1, 𝑂2 over A, the following are equivalent:
• 𝑂1 ⊜ 𝑂2 as tree patterns—in the sense of [6, De!nition 2.2], and
• Enc(𝑂1) ⊜ Enc(𝑂2) as CRPQs.

P!""( $)*&+,. This follows from the characterization of containment for tree patterns using
“canonical tree models”—see [6, §4.2]16—and the characterization of containment for CRPQs via
canonical databases (a.k.a. expansions)—see Proposition 2.1. ↬

16Note however that the authors assume the set of labels to be in!nite, and label ‘→’-nodes by 𝑆-nodes where 𝑆 is a new
label: this assumption can be removed by allowed unlabelled nodes in the model.
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(b) Its encoding Enc(𝜏) as a CRPQ.

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

• if 𝐿 = 𝑎+ for some letter 𝑎, then the atom refinement of 𝛼 in 𝐷 ′1, say 𝑥 𝑎𝑘−−→𝑦 (𝑘 ⩾ 1) is sent
via 𝑓 on a path from 𝑥 to 𝑦 in 𝐷1. If the atom refinement of 𝛼 in 𝐷1 is included in this
path, we are done; otherwise, when lifting this path to 𝛿1, we would obtain a path of atoms
𝑥

𝐿1−→ · · · 𝐿𝑛−−→𝑦 s.t. 𝑎𝑘 ∈ 𝐿1 · · · 𝐿𝑛 . By definition of simple regular expressions, all 𝐿𝑖 ’s must
be either 𝑎 or 𝑎+, and hence in all cases 𝐿1 · · · 𝐿𝑛 ⊆ 𝑎+, contradicting that 𝛼 is not locally
redundant in 𝛾 ′1.

Thus, we have (SCnz)str-onto.
Similarly, (Cnz)non-red holds because all atoms of 𝛾 ′1 are labelled by 𝑎 or 𝑎+ and we removed

locally redundant atoms. Thanks to the self-loops, 𝛿1 is fully contracted and so (Cnz)contracted holds.
Moreover, (Cnz)containment holds trivially since 𝛾2 = 𝛿2, and so does (Cnz)marking by definition of
𝛿1. □

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,17

(3) Π
𝑝
2 -hard when restricted to CRPQs over simple regular expressions.

All hardness results are under polynomial-time reductions.

Proof. 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 Π

𝑝
2 -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 ⊔ {∗}, and whose edges are partition into simple edges and transitive edges.

We encode a tree pattern 𝜏 into a CRPQ over A ⊔ {▽}, denoted by Enc(𝜏), obtained as follows:
• we start from the underlying tree of the tree pattern, and replace simple edges by an atom
• ▽−→ •, and transitive edges by an atom • ▽+−−→ •;
• for any node 𝑥 with a node label 𝑎 ∈ A, we add an atom 𝑥

𝑎−→𝑥 ;
• for any node with a wildcard label ∗, we do not add any atom.

17By 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.

Proposition F.1. Given two tree patterns 𝜏1, 𝜏2 over A, the following are equivalent:
• 𝜏1 ⫅ 𝜏2 as tree patterns—in the sense of [6, Definition 2.2], and
• Enc(𝜏1) ⫅ Enc(𝜏2) as CRPQs.

Proof sketch. This follows from the characterization of containment for tree patterns using
“canonical tree models”—see [6, §4.2]18—and the characterization of containment for CRPQs via
canonical databases (a.k.a. expansions)—see Proposition 2.1. □

18Note however that the authors assume the set of labels to be infinite, and label ‘∗’-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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