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Abstract

In the Steiner point removal (SPR) problem, we are given a weighted graph G = (V, FE) and
a set of terminals K C V of size k. The objective is to find a minor M of G with only the
terminals as its vertex set, such that the distance between the terminals will be preserved up
to a small multiplicative distortion. Kamma, Krauthgamer and Nguyen [KKN15] used a ball-
growing algorithm with exponential distributions to show that the distortion is at most O(log” k).
Cheung [Chel7] improved the analysis of the same algorithm, bounding the distortion by O(log? k).
We improve the analysis of this ball-growing algorithm even further, bounding the distortion by
O(logk).



1 Introduction

In graph compression problems the input is usually a massive graph. The objective is to compress the
graph into a smaller graph, while preserving certain properties of the original graph such as distances
or cut values. Compression allows us to obtain faster algorithms, while reducing the storage space.
In the era of massive data, the benefits are obvious. Examples of such structures are graph spanners
[PS89], distance oracles [TZ05], cut sparsifiers [BK96], spectral sparsifiers [BSS12], vertex sparsifiers
[Mo0i09] and more.

In this paper we study the Steiner point removal (SPR) problem. Here we are given an undirected
graph G = (V, E) with positive weight function w : E — R, and a subset of terminals K C V of
size k. The goal is to construct a new graph M = (K, E’) with positive weight function w’, with the
terminals as its vertex set, such that: (1) M is a graph minor of G, and (2) the distance between
every pair of terminals ¢, ¢’ is distorted by at most a multiplicative factor of a, formally

vi.t' e K, dg(t,t') <dy(t,t') < a-dg(tt) .

Property (1) expresses preservation of the topological structure of the original graph. For example if
G was planar, so will M be. Whereas property (2) expresses preservation of the geometric structure
of the original graph, that is, distances between terminals. The question is: what is the minimal «
(which may depend on k) such that every graph with a terminal set of size k will have a solution to
the SPR problem with distortion a.

The first one to study a problem of this flavor was Gupta [Gup01], who showed that given a weighted
tree T' with a subset of terminals K, there is a tree 7' with K as its vertex set, that preserves all
the distances between terminals up to a multiplicative factor of 8. Chan, Xia, Konjevod, and Richa
[CXKRO6], observed that the tree 7" of Gupta is in fact a minor of the original tree 7. They showed
that 8 is the best possible distortion, and formulated the problem for general graphs. This lower
bound of 8 is achieved on the complete unweighted binary tree, and is the best known lower bound
for the general SPR problem.

Basu and Gupta [BGO8] showed that on outerplanar graphs, the SPR problem can be solved with
distortion O(1).

Kamma, Krauthgamer and Nguyen were the first to bound the distortion for general graphs. They
suggested a natural ball growing algorithm. Their first analysis provide O(log6 k) distortion (con-
ference version [KKN14]), which they later improved to O(log® k) (journal version [KKN15]). Very
recently, Cheung [Chel7] improved the analysis of the same algorithm further, providing an O(log? k)
upper bound on the distortion.

The main contribution of this paper is an even further improvement upon the analysis of the same
algorithm, providing an O(log k) upper bound for the SPR problem on general graphs. Closing the
gap between the lower bound of 8 to the upper bound of O(log k) remains an intriguing open question.

1.1 Related Work

Englert et. al. [EGKT14] showed that every graph G, admits a distribution D over terminal minors

with expected distortion O(logk). Formally, for all ¢;,t; € K, it holds that 1 < %W <
O (log k). Thus, Theorem 1 can be seen as improvement upon [EGK ™ 14], where we replace distribution
with a single minor. Englert et. al. showed better results for 5-decomposable graphs, in particular

showing that graphs excluding a fixed minor, admitting a distribution with O(1) expected distortion.



Krauthgamer, Nguyen and Zondiner [KNZ14] showed that if we allowing the minor M to contain

at most (5)2 Steiner vertices in addition to the terminals, then distortion 1 can be achieved. They
further showed that for graphs with constant treewidth, O(k?) Steiner points will suffice for distortion
1. Cheung, Gramoz and Henzinger [CGH16] showed that allowing O(k‘2+%) Steiner vertices, one can
achieve distortion 2t — 1 (in particular distortion O(logk) with O(k?) Steiners). For planar graphs,
Cheung et. al. achieved 1 + e distortion with O((%)Q) Steiner points.

There is a long line of work focusing on preserving the cut/flow structure among the terminals, by a
graph minor. See [Moi09, LM10, CLLM10, MM10, EGK*14, Chul2, KR13, AGK14, GHP17, KR17].

Finally, there were works studying metric embeddings and metric data structures concerning with
preserving distances among terminals, or from terminals to other vertices, out of the context of
minors. See [CE05, RTZ05, GNR10, KV13, EFN15a, EFN15b, BEN16].

1.2 Technical Ideas

We use the ball growing algorithm presented in [KKN15] (also used by [Chel7]), with adjusted pa-
rameters. The algorithm work in rounds. In each round, by turn, each terminal ¢; increases the
radius R; of its ball-cluster V; in attempt to add more vertices to its cluster V;. Once a vertex joins
some cluster, it will remain there. In round /¢, the radii are (independently) sampled according to
exponential distribution with mean D - rf, where r = 1 + % and D = r — 1. In each consecutive
round, the mean of the distribution is multiplied by r. This extremely slow growth rate allows us to
control (w.h.p) the round in which each vertex will be covered (that is, join some cluster). Specifically,
for vertex v whose closest terminal is at distance D(v), w.h.p. v is covered somewhere between round
log, (2(D(v))) to round log, (O(D(v)). In particular, v will be covered by terminal ¢ at distance at
most O(D(v)) from v. Furthermore, every vertex v’ that is covered simultaneously with v will be also
at distance at most O(D(v)) from t.

In the end of the algorithm, when all the vertices are covered, we contract each cluster into a single
vertex to get a minor graph M on the terminals. The weight in M of the edge {t;,¢;} (if exist) is
simply set to dg(t;,t;). In order to bound the distance in the minor graph between two terminals ¢, ¢/,
we partition the shortest path P, » from ¢ to ¢’ into a set of intervals Q. The length |Q)| of each interval
Q € Q will be @(?ﬁ%)), where D(Q) is the distance from @ to its closest terminal. In particular, @
will have the property that if some vertex v € @) is covered by ¢ at round ¢, then with probability at
least 0.8, all of @ is covered by ¢ (at round /).

We can show that the expected number of terminals covering the vertices of @) is constant. In fact,
Cheung [Chel7] argued that w.h.p every interval @) is covered by at most O(log k) different terminals.
This is the reason he pays additional log k factor on the distortion. We will use a subtler argument
in order to spare this log & factor.

We will analyze the covering of all the intervals simultaneously. Consider round ¢, where terminal t;
grows its cluster. Note that ¢; might cover vertices from different intervals. Let Qg be the interval
containing the closest vertex to ¢;, among the vertices of P, ;» that were covered by ¢; at round ¢. The
vertices covered by t; at round ¢ will create a detour Df , which will be charged upon Q?. The sum
of the lengths of all the detours created during the algorithm can be used to bound dps(t,t'). The
length of each Df equals O(logk) - Q?.

In each step at most one interval will be charged. All the covered vertices not in Qﬁ will be covered
free of charge. We define a cost function f which is defined by a linear combinations of all the charges
upon all the intervals. Essentially f is proportional to the length of all the created detours, and
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Figure 1: The leftmost side of the figure contains a weighted graph G = (V| E), with weights specified in red,
and four terminals {t1,ta,t3,t4}. The dashed black curves represent a terminal partition of the vertex set V into

the subsets V1, Vo, V3, Vy. The right side of the figure represent the minor M induced by the terminal partition.
du(tits) 12 _ g

The distortion is realized between t1 and t3, and is do(hts) — 4

thus can be used to bound djs(t,t'). The next step is to use a concentration bounds to show that
while some intervals might be charged for large number of detours, on average the cost function will
not exceed the expectation by much. However, as the charges upon different intervals are strongly
dependent, this requires a subtle argument.

2 Preliminaries

Appendix B contains a summary of all the definitions and notations we use. The reader is encouraged
to refer to this index while reading.

We consider undirected graphs G = (V, E') with positive edge weights w : E — R>q. Let dg denote the
shortest path metric in G. Let Bg(v,7) = {u € V | dg(v,u) < r} be the ball around v in G with radius
r. For a subset of vertices A C V, let G[A] denote the induced graph on A. Fix K = {t1,...,t3} CV
to be a set of terminals. For a vertex v, D(v) = minex dg(v,t) is the distance from v to the closest
terminal.

A graph H is a minor of a graph G if we can obtain H from G by edge deletions/contractions, and

vertex deletions. A partition {Vi,...,V;} of V is called a terminal partition (w.r.t K) if for every
1 <i<k,t; € V;, and the induced graph G[V;] is connected. See Figure 1 for illustration. The induced
minor by terminal partition {Vi,...,Vi}, is a minor M, where each set V; is contracted into a single

vertex called (abusing notation) ;. Note that there is an edge in M from t; to t; iff there are vertices
v; € V; and v; € Vj such that {v;,v;} € E. We determine the weight of the edge {t;,¢;} € E(M) to be
dg(ti, tj). Note that by the triangle inequality, for every pair of (not necessarily neighboring) terminals

ti,t;, it holds that das(t;,t;) > dg(ti,tj). The distortion of the induced minor is max; ZZ((:’:J))
190g

2.1 Exponential Distribution

Exp(\) denotes the exponential distribution with mean A and density function f(x) = %efﬁ for x > 0.
X ~ Exp()A) denotes the the random variable X distributed according to Exp(A). By a + ¢ - Exp()\)



we denote a distribution where we sample X ~ Exp(\), and return a + ¢ - X. A useful property of
exponential distribution is memoryless: let X ~ Exp()), for every a,b >0, Pr[X > a+b| X > a] =
Pr[X > b]. In other words, given that X > a, it holds that X ~ a + Exp()\). Another useful property
of exponential distribution is closeness under scaling, that is ¢ - Exp()) is equal to Exp(cA). We will
use the following concentration bounds, the proof of which appears in Appendix A

Lemma 1. Suppose Xi,...,Xy’s are independent random variables, where each X; is distributed
according to Exp(X;). Let X =3 . X; and Ay = max; \;. Set p=E[X] =), \;.

For a > 2y, Pr(X >a] <exp (—2;M (a—2u)> .
Foragg, Pr[Xﬁa]Sexp(—)\L(S—a)) .
3 Algorithm
We will assume that min, D(v) = 1, as we can scale all the weights by a constant (and rescale

appropriately the output). In addition, we will assume that the number of terminals & is larger than
a big enough constant, as otherwise the algorithm of [KKN15] is asymptotically optimal.

Before executing our algorithm, we will make some preprocessing to the input graph G. Our first
step will be to use the algorithm of Krauthgamer, Nguyen and Zondiner [KNZ14] to obtain a minor
of the input graph such that all terminal distances are preserved exactly, while the minor contains

2
at most 2 - (g) < % steiner vertices. Let P,y be an arbitrary shortest path from ¢ to t’. Our next
preprocessing step will be to ensure that every edge e on P, has weight at most {4 - dg(t, t'), where

Cy = ﬁ. This can be achieved by subdividing larger edges by adding additional vertices of degree

two in the middle of large edges. This modification will require at most % vertices per path, an thus

a total of I“QCITHI“ < %4 additional vertices. Thus, after this modification, the graph will contain at most
k* vertices. As we added only Steiner vertices of degree 2, every induced minor by terminal partition
of the new graph, will be a minor of the original graph as well. From now on, we will abuse notation

and let G be the resulting graph (after both modifications) as if it were the original one.

After we finish with the preprocessing, we are ready to execute Algorithm 1, which is the same as
the algorithm used by [KKN15] (and [Chel7]), with adjusted parameters. Each terminal ¢;, will be
associated with a radius R; and cluster V; C V. During the algorithm we will iteratively grow clusters
Vi,..., Vi around the terminals. Once some vertex v joins some cluster Vj;, it will stay there. When all
the vertices are clustered, the algorithm terminates. Initially the cluster V; contains only the terminal
tj, while R; equals 0. The algorithm will have rounds, where each round consist of &k steps. In step j
of round ¢, we sample a number qf according to distribution Exp(D - ) (note that the mean of the
distribution grows by a factor of r in each round). The radius R; grows by qf . We consider the graph
induced by the unclustered vertices V| union V;. Every unclustered vertex of distance at most R;
from t; in G[V| UV}] joins Vj.

Theorem 1. With probability 1 — O (%), in the minor graph M returned by Algorithm 1, it holds that
for every two terminals t,t', dp(t,t") < O (logk) - da(t,t').



Algorithm 1 M = Steiner-point-removal(G = (V. E),w, K = {t1,...,tx})
1: Set r < 14 d/Ink, where § = 1/20.

2: Set D+ .

3: For each j € [k], set V; <« {t;}, and set R; « 0.
4: Set Vi« V\ (U;?:lvj').

5: Set £ <« 0.
6
7
8
9

. while (ué;m) £V do
for j from 1 to k£ do

Choose independently at random qf distributed according to Exp(D - rf).

Set Rj + R;+ qf.
10: Set V; <« Bgv,uv;(tj, Bj). - // This is the same as V; < V; U Bgy, uv;)(t), ;).
1 Set Vi o« V\ (u;?:lvj).
12 end for
13 0+ (+1
14: end while
15: return the terminal-centered minor M of GG induced by Vi,..., V.

4 Covering properties

We say that vertex v is covered if v € U;V;. If v joins V; at round £, we say that v was covered by t;
at round £. In this section we upper and lower bound the round in which each vertex is covered. This
will imply that every vertex v is covered by a terminal ¢ at distance at most O(D(v)). Furthermore,
we will show that if vertices v and v" were covered by terminal ¢ at the same round, then dg(v,t) and
dg (v, t) are asymptotically equal.

We denote by £°VP (CUB for covering upper bound) the event that every vertex v was already covered
after the [log, (4D(v))| round.

Lemma 2. Pr[£°V%] >1— 1.

Proof. Fix some vertex v. We will show that the probability that v remains uncovered after the
m = |log, (4D(v))] round is bounded by k~5. Since there are at most k* vertices, the lemma will
follow by the union bound. Let t, be the closest terminal to v, and denote by P, the shortest path
from t, to v in G (which has length D(v)). Denote by wu, the currently covered vertex farthest away
from ¢, on P,, by t, the terminal covering u., and by R;, the radius currently associated with t,. Set

d* = dG(tU,U*) + (Rt* - dG[W*](U*7t*)) .

dy is the effective covered part of P,. Note that there might be no vertex at distance exactly R;, from
t. to cover. However, if we could add additional vertex at distance d, from t,, it would be currently
covered by t.. See Figure 2 for illustration.
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Figure 2: At the end of the £ — 1, the farthest covered vertex on P, was ut~', who was covered by t{=1. d‘~!
is the length of the effective covered part of P,, which is farther away from u=" by Rye-1 — dG[V#fl](uiil, ti1)

along P,. At round ¢, either t~1 increase Rye-1 (and therefore d.) according to Exp(D-r*), or some new vertex
u’ is covered by terminal t;; and then d, increase additionally according to distribution Exp(D - rt).

Consider round ¢, we argue that the increase of d, during round ¢ is lower bounded by random variable
distributed according to Exp(D-r*). Let u{~! be u, by the end of the £ — 1 round, t{~! be the terminal
covering u!~1, and d’~! be the value of d, by the end of the £ — 1 round. Let j be such that tj = 1
If by the j’s step of the £’s round, u{~! is still the farthest vertex covered on P, (that is u. = u’™!),

then d, is growing by qf (exactly as R;) which is distributed according to Exp(D - ). Otherwise, let
v be the first vertex on P, further than u{~' to be covered by terminal tj. It holds that

dep,ov) (71 0') < dpovy (80T + da(ul )
= dg(to,ul") + Ry — d7 " +dg(ul ') = do(to,u') + Ry —d71
Therefore dg(t,,u') > d‘~1, as otherwise dG[VLuvj}(tffl, u') < Rti—l, contradiction to the fact that u’
was not already covered by tf‘l. By the memoryless property of exponential distribution, given that
tjr covered v/, R and therefore d, will increase additively according to distribution Exp(D - ). Note
that d. never decreases. We conclude that until d, reaches D(v), the growth of d, in round ¢ is lower
bounded by a random variable distributed according to Exp(D - 7).

Let X, X1, ..., X, be independent random variables, where X, ~ Exp(D-r¢), and X = Y reo X¢. The
probability that v is not covered after m rounds is lower bounded by the probability that X < D(v).
The mean of X is

m m ,rm+1_1 7"m+1
M:]E[X]:ZE[XZ]:D-ZT(Z:D-TTZT’”“—IZ 5
=0 =0

The maximal mean of X; is Ayy = D - ™. Note also that r ! > rlog-(4P(®) = 4D(v), thus D(v) <
WTI. By Lemma 1 we conclude

Pr[X < D(v)] <exp (—)\L (% - D(”)))

- B 1 ,r.m—l-l B Tm—l—l _ _M B k_5
=P\ T m \ T 4 FP\Tys) T




Set cop = % (CE for covered early). We denote by £°F the event that for some vertex v and terminal
t, t covered v before the |log, (cer - dg(v,t))| round.

Lemma 3. Pr[£°] < k3.

Proof. We denote by &} the event that the vertex v was covered by the terminal ¢ before the
[log, (cce - da(v,t))] round. Note that E® = U, E5F. We will show that Pr[£5F] < k7%, and
the lemma will follow by union bound.

Fix some vertex v and terminal £. Denote by Rf the value of R; after the £’th round. &yt might occur
only if R} is at least dg(t,v) for m = [log, (ccg - d(t,v))]. The growth of R; at round ¢ is according
to Exp(D - r*), where all the rounds are independent. Hence R ~ 3" Exp(D - 7). It holds that

E[R™M =%y D- rt=D. % < ™+l By Lemma 1, we conclude

55 (lt.0) =2 EIRT))

1 1
< = = .m_9. m+1
_exp< 9. D.pm <CCE r r ))

1 1
= exp (_nk < — 2r>> <exp(—8lnk)=k78.

Pr [E5F] < Pr[Ry" > da(t,v)] < exp (—

O]

Corollary 1. Assuming EUF and E°F, for every two vertices v,v’ who both were covered by terminal
t at round £, it holds that dg(t,v") = O(D(v)).

Proof. As we assumed E°V®, v necessarily was covered until round |log, (4D(v))], that is £ < |log, (4D(v))].
From the other hand, £°E implies ¢ > |log, (ccr - dg(v',t))]. We conclude that log, (ccp - dg(v',t)) <
log, (4D(v)), and therefore dg(t,v") < % -D(v) =12 D(v). O

5 Clustering Analysis

In this section we describe in detail the probabilistic process of growing clusters, and define a charging
scheme that will be used to bound the distortion.

Consider two terminals ¢ and ¢'. Let P,y = {t = vy, ...,vr, = t'} be the shortest path from ¢ to ¢’ in G.
We can assume that there are no terminals in P, other than ¢,¢'. This is because if we will prove that
for every pair of terminals ¢,¢ such that P,y N K = {¢,t'} it holds that ds(¢,¢") < O(logk) - d(t,t'),
the triangle inequality will imply this property for all pairs of terminals.

Set P = {vi,...,vr—1} to be the path P,y without its boundaries ¢,#. For a sub interval @ =
{va,...,vp} C P, the internal length is L(Q) = dg(ve,v), and the external length is LT (Q) =
dg(Va—1,V641). Set ¢y = SF = % (“int” for interval). We partition the vertices in P into sub
intervals Q, with the property that each ) € Q will contain a vertex ug € @ such that L(Q) <

%D(uQ) < LT(Q): Such a partition could be constructed as follows. Sweep along the interval

P in a greedy manner, after partitioning the prefix vy,...,vp_1, to construct the next @, we set
ug = vy, and simply pick the minimal index s such that LT ({vp,...,vp4s}) > %D(vh). By the
minimality of s, L({va,...,vnis}) < LT({vp, .., vpas—1}) < %D(vh) (in the case s = 0, trivially

LH{w}) =0 < %D(vh)). Note that such s always could be found, as LT ({vp,...,vp_1}) =
dg(vn-1,t") > dg(vn,t') > D(vp).



In the beginning of Algorithm 1, all the vertices of P are active. Consider round ¢ in the algorithm
when terminal ¢; grows a ball to increase V;. Specifically, it picks qf and sets R; < R; + qf and

Vi + BG[VLUVj]@ijj) Suppose that at least one active vertex joins Vj. Let aﬁ € P,y (resp., b?)
be the active vertex joining to V; with minimal (resp., maximal) index (w.r.t P,4). All the vertices
{aﬁ, e ,bﬁ} C Py with indices between af to bf become inactive. We call this set {aﬁ, .. .,bg} a
detour Df from a? to bﬁ. See Figure 3 for illustration.

Within each interval @), each maximal sub-interval of active vertices is called a slice. We denote by
S(Q) the current number of slices in Q. In the beginning of the algorithm, for every sub interval @,
S(Q) = 1, while at the end of the algorithm S(Q) = 0.

For an active vertex v, let g, be the minimal choice of qf , that will force v to join Vj. Let vf be the
active vertex with minimal Gyt (braking ties arbitrarily). Let Q? € @ be the interval containing vf .
Similarly, let Sf be the slice containing v]e. We charge Q? for the detour Df. We denote by Xg the
number of detours the interval @) is currently charged for. For every detour Dﬁ: which is contained in
Df (that is aﬁ < afl/ < bﬁll < bﬁ w.r.t. the order induced by P,y ), we erase the detour and its charge.
That is, for every Q' # Q?, X might only decrease, while XQﬁ might increase by at most 1 (and
can also decrease as a result of deleted detours). We denote by XQ the size of X¢ by the end of
Algorithm 1. Figure 3 illustrates a single step.

Next, we analyze the change in the number of slices when t; grows its cluster at round /¢. If qf < Qo
then no active vertex joins V; and therefore X and S(Q) stay unchanged, for all Q € Q. Otherwise,
qf > Qyt, & NEW detour will appear, and be charged upon Qﬁ. All the slices S which are contained in
D§ are deleted. Every slice S that intersects Df but not contained in it will be replaced by one or two
new slices. If Df ns ¢ {Df, S}, then S is replaced by a single new sub-slice S’. The only possibility
for a slice to be replaced by two sub-slices is if Df C S, and Df does not contain the extreme vertices
in S (see Figure 3, scenario (A)). This can happen only at Sf. We conclude that for every Q' # Qf,
S(Q') might only decrease, while S (Q?) might increase by at most 1.

Let qst be the minimal choice of qf , that will force all vertices in Sf to become inactive. If qf > ase;

then S (Qﬁ) will decrease by at least one (Figure 3, scenario (B)). We call such occasion a success.
Otherwise, if qf < gg¢ then § (Qﬁ) might increase by at most one. We call such occasion a failure
J

(Figure 3, scenario (A)).

Claim 1. Assuming ¢ > log, (CCE-dg(vf,tj)) and qf > q,¢, the failure probability is bounded by
J
p=0.2.

Proof. Recall that there is a vertex uge € Q§ such that L(Q?) < Ci““‘sD(uQL{). In particular, by the
J J

Ink
triangle inequality D(vf) > D(uge) — de (qu,vf) > ((}f‘; - 1) L(Qg) > 2101_1 ’:5 . L(Q?). It holds that
J J 11 1n’
¢ 0 Vi Ink 1 0
int

As S(Q?) C Qf., and all the vertices in S(Q?) are active, for every u € S(Q;), dG[VLuVj](va u) < L(Qf)
(we used here that P,y is a shortest path). Therefore, if qf > Qe+ L(Q?), all the vertices in S will be
J
covered by t;, and in particular become inactive. We conclude that gqr < g,¢ + L(Q?) . Recall that
J J
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Figure 3: The figure illustrates round £ in Algorithm 1, when t; increases V;. We present two scenarios for
different choices of qf. The black line is part of P, the shortest path fromt tot'. The blue intervals Q; represent
the subsets in Q. The red sub-intervals S; are slices, mazimal subsets of active vertices. Where S, 53 C Qo
and Sy, S5 C Q3. The yellow areas represent detours D1 and Do, where Q2 (resp., Q3) is charged for Dy (resp.,
Ds). Note that vertices in that areas are inactive.

t; increases gradually qf, the first vertex to be covered is vf. In scenario (A), the growth of qf quickly terminates
and sets a’ = uy, bf = ug. While in scenario (B), the growth of qf continues longer, setting af = us, bﬁ = uy.
Points already inactive are colored in blue. Points which currently covered by t;, are colored in red. The green
points, are points which still un-covered, but nevertheless become inactive. Points which remain active after the
increase in V;, are colored in black.

In scenario (A) all the vertices that become inactive, Df,
of slices in Q3 is increased by 1, and no other changes occur. In scenario (B) Df contains all the vertices in
So, 53,54, 55, and part of the vertices in S1,Sg. The number of slices in Q2 and Qs become 0, while the number
of slices in Q1 and Q4 remain unchanged. Qs is charged for ’Df, while its charge for Dy erased. Additionally,

the charge of Q2 for Dy is erased. That is, Q2 will remain uncharged till the end of the algorithm (f(Qz =0).

included in Sy. Q3 is charged for Df. The number



qf is distributed according to Exp(D - r¢). Using the memoryless property, we get:

—lq e—qu{)/(D'Te)
Pr [qf<qs§ \q§2qvg] =Pr [q§<q5§—qv§] =1-e¢ (SJ ;

< (qS]lf _qvf) /(D-rf) SL(Qg)/(D-Tz) <-—p.

ot~

6 Bounding the Number of Failures

Set ¢ = |Q|. We define a cost function f : RY — Ry, in the following way f(x1,2,...,2,) =
> @i+ LT(Q;). Note that the cost function f is linear and monotonically increasing coordinate-wise.
In Section 7 we show that the distance between ¢ to ¢’ in the minor graph M can be bounded (roughly)
by the total “length” of all the detours that the intervals were charged for by the end of Algorithm 1.

Moreover, w.h.p. the “length” of detour Df can be bounded by L*(Qﬁ). Thus f (XQN . 7XQ¢) is

an asymptotic bound on dj;(t,t"). This section is devoted to proving the following lemma.

Lemma 4. Pr [f (XQI, . ’XQw) > 43 - dg(t,t’)] <2-k73.

Using Claim 1, one can show that for every Q € Q, IE[XQ] = O(1), and moreover, w.h.p. Xg =
O(log k). However, we use a concentration bound on all {Xg,,..., Xq,} simultaneously in order to
prove a stronger upper bound.

6.1 Bounding by independent variables

In our journey to bound f (X'Ql, . ,XQ¢>, the first step is replacing <XQ1, .. 7XQ¢) with inde-
pendent variables. Consider the following process: we start with ¢ bores Bg,,..., Bg,, where the
box Bg resembles the interval @Q € Q. The boxes will contain independent coins. Each coin has
probability p to get 0 (failure), and 1 — p to get 1 (success). Coins can be active and inactive. In
the beginning, there is a single active coin in each box Bg. We toss the active coins in the boxes in
some arbitrary order. When tossing a coin from box B, the tossed coin becomes inactive. If we get
0 we add two additional active coins to the box Bg. The process terminates when no active coins
remain. For a box Bg, denote by Zg the number of active coins, by Yy the number of inactive coins
and by EN/Q the number of inactive coins at the end of the process. Let X“® be an indicator for the
event £F (recall that £°F is the event that some vertex v was covered by some terminal ¢, before the

|log, (cck - dg(v,t))| round).

Claim 2. For every oo € Ry,

Pr [f (XQI,...,XQW) Za} < Pr [f(fol,...,?Qv) LT f (KLY Za}

Proof. We will treat X°® dynamically, such that X°® = 0 at the beginning of Algorithm 1, and
becomes 1 when some vertex v is covered by terminal ¢t and round ¢ < |log, (ccr - dg(v,t))]. The proof
is done by coupling the two process of Algorithm 1 and the coin tosses. We execute Algorithm 1,
which implicitly induces slices and detour charges. Simultaneously, we will use Algorithm 1 to toss
coins. We will maintain the invariant that, as long as X“® = 0, (ZQu Yo+, ZQWYQv) is bigger
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than (S(Ql),XQl, . ,S(Qcp),XQw) coordinate-wise. In the beginning both of them are equal (to
(1,0,1,0,...,1,0)). Consider round ¢, step j, when t; grows its cluster. If qf < ¢q,¢ then nothing
J
happens, and the invariant holds. Else, qf > Gyt If ¢ < [logr Ceg - dg(vf,tj)J, then X“® turn
into 1, we unwind the coupling and continue each of the processes independently. Otherwise, £ >
log, (CCE : dg(vf,tj)). We will make a coin toss from the B¢ box. Let p’ be the probability that
J
qf < gge (and thus S(Qf) might grow), recall that p’ < p (Claim 1). If indeed qf < qg¢, then the
J J

coin set to be 0. Otherwise, if qf > qge,

J

that the probability of 0 is exactly p. If the number of slices S(QZ) is increased by 1, then the
number of active coins ZQz increases by 1 as well. The number of detours XQZ charged upon QE

might increase by at most 1 while the number of inactive coins YQe is necessarlly increases by 1. For

every Q' # Qj S(Q’) and X might only decrease, while Zp o and Yp o Stay unchanged. Therefore
(ZQI,YQ17 oy ZQy YQW) is at least (S(Ql),XQ17 L S(Qy), XQw) coordinate-wise after the changes
made at round /¢ step j as well.

At the end of the algorithm (when no slices are left), we might still have some active coins. In this
case we will simply toss coins until no active coins remain. Note that by doing so (YQl, . 7YQ¢) can

only grow. The marginal distribution on (?Ql, ey fo w) is exactly identical to the original one.

We conclude: in the case XY“® = 0, at the end of the Algorithm 1, the two process remain coupled
and hence (Yle ey YQW) greater or equal than (XQl? .. ,X’Q¢> coordinate-wise. From this point on,

(YQl, e ’YQw) can only grow. The claim follows as f is monotone. In the case where X°® = 1, the

claim follows as Xg is smaller than k* for every @ (as the number of vertices and therefore detours is
bounded by &*). O

6.2 Replacing Coins with Exponential Random Variables

Our next step is to replace each Yy with exponential random variable. This is done in order to use
concentration bounds. Consider some box Bg. Equivalent way to describe the probabilistic process
in B is the following. Take a single coin with failure probability p, toss this coin until the number of
successes exceeds the number of failures. The total number of tosses is exactly }7@. Note that fo is
necessarily odd. Next we bound the probability that Yz > 2m+ 1, for m > 1. This is obviously upper
bounded by the probability that in a series of 2m tosses we had at least m failures (as otherwise the
process would have stopped earlier, in fact this true even for 2m — 1 tosses). Let Z; be an indicator for
a failure in the i’th toss. Z = 3.7 Z;. Note that E[Z] = 2m - p. A bound on Z follows by Chernoff
inequality.

Fact 1 (Chernoff inequality). Let Xi,..., X, be i.i.d indicator variables each with probability p. Set
X =Y, X; and p =E[X]| =np. Then for every § < 2e — 1, Pr[X > (1+ )] < exp(—pud?/4).

Pr }73>2m—|—1]<Pr[Z>m]:Pr[
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We conclude that the distribution of Yz is dominated by 1 + Exp(10) (as for W ~ Exp(10),
Pril+W >2m+1] = exp(—"2)). Let Wi,Ws,...,W, be iid. variables distributed according
to Exp(10), since all the boxes are independent and f is linear and monotone coordinate-wise, we
conclude:

Claim 3. For every a € Ry, Pr [f (?Bl,...,YB(p) za} <Pr[f(1,....,0)+ f(Wi,...,W,) > af.

Proof. Set fi(s1(z1,...,Ts—1,Ts41,...,7p) = Eie[go]\{s} x; - LT(Q;). When integrating over the ap-
propriate measure space, it holds that

Pr[f(fﬁ,...,ffw) }—/r[f\{l}(Yg,.. ):5].Pr[}71.L+(Q1)Za—B]dﬂ

. a—f

< Pr Y,...,Y): ]-Pr[l—i—WZ ]d

:Pr[ <1+W1,Y2,...,Y¢) Za]

SPI‘[ <1+W1,1—|-W2,Y3, ,%)Za}

< LSPrif(L4+ Wi, 1+ W) > af

= [f( 1)+f(WlaaW(,D)2a]

O
6.3 Concentration
Set A = dg(t,t'). It holds that
A<Y LHQ) <24,
QeQ

as every edge in P,  is counted at least once, and at most twice in this sum. In particular f (1,...,1) <
2A. Recall that every edge in P,y is of weight at most {4 - dg(t,t'). In particular, for every Q € Q,
LY (Q) < L(Q)+ 12rfw A. For every vertex v on P, it holds that D(v) < min{dg(v,t),dg(v,t")} < %

Therefore for every Q € O,

2¢y < Cint0 2¢ Cint

e A gy Plue)+ A

LT(Q) < L(Q) + ﬁ o

Let Wo ~ L1(Q) - Exp(10). In particular, W ~ Exp(10- L*(Q)). Set W = >ogeo Wq. Then
J(Wy,...,W,) is distributed exactly as . The maximal mean among the WQ sis Ay = maxgeg 10-
LT Q) <10- Cmté - A. The mean of W is pu = ZQEQ 10 - LT(Q) < 20A. Set ceon = 3¢y, = ﬁ (con
for concentratlon) Using Lemma 1, we conclude

Pr(f (Wi,...,W,) > (Ceon + 2)20A] = Pr [VV > (coon + 2)204
1
S eXp <— ((Ccon + 2)20A — 2#))
2
1 1n k Ccon
< —_—— = dcing — 3
< exp < 5 1060 QOCCOHA> k- k™

12



Using Claim 2, Claim 3 and Lemma 3, we conclude

Pr |:f (XQ17 N ’XQw) > (QOCCOH + 42)A] < Pr [f (YQ“ - ’Y/Q«p> + XCF. f (k‘4, o ]{34) > (QOCcon + 42)A
< Pr [ f (YQN . ,?Qw) > (20ceon + 42)A] +Pr[€°7]
<Pr(f(1+Wi,....,14+W,) > (20ccon + 42)A] 4 Pr [E°F]
<Pr(f (Wi,...,Wy) > (Ceon + 2)20A] 4 Pr [E7F]
<k +Ek =2k

Note that 20ceon < 1, thus Lemma 4 follows.

7 Bounding the Distortion

Denote by £®& the event that for some pair of terminals ¢,#', f (X'Ql, . ’XQv> > 43 -dg(t,t') . By
Lemma 4 and union bound, Pr[£™] < (g) kT3 < kL

Lemma 5. Assuming ECE,E°VP and EB,for every pair of terminals t,t',

dur(t,t') < Olog k) - da (1, V).

Proof. Fix some t,t'. For every round ¢ and step j, the detour Dﬁ was charged upon the interval

Qﬁ. In addition to the vertex fuf, Qﬁ contains also a vertex uge such that D(qu_) < lntké L+(Q§).
J J

By the triangle inequality, D(v 6) < D(uQe) + L(Qé-) = O(lnk) - L+(Q£-) Using Corollary 1 the

distances dg(af, tj) and dg(b§ i), between the terminal te to the boundaries ag, bg of Dg are bounded

by O (D(vf)) — O(Ink) - L*(Q").

By the end of the Algorithm 1, all the vertices in P = vy ...vy_1 are divided into consecutive detours

D1,...,D.. Detour D; was constructed at round ¢; by terminal ¢;, and is from aﬁz to bﬁz. In particular

D; was denoted Df: during the analysis. See Figure 4 for illustration.

. 41 'L+1 Z
Foreveryi < z,asb; € Vi, , a o € Vi, - and {b] s

4 L, 14 P
an edge from tj, to tj,,,. Set tj, =+t ,t; ., =, b0 =1t a " =t and LT(Q})) = L+(Qj =0
Note that {t;,, tjl} and {t;,,t;.,,} are also edges in M 2 We conclude

bir } is an edge in GG, the minor graph M contains

(2N 2] i
t t <ZdG .717 JH—I <Z|:dG .717 ] +d (bj7 jii)—i_d (]ii’t.71+l):|
z

<Zd )+ 0 k) - [LH@Q) + LHQ)]

Ji+1
=0
L—1 ~
< Z da(vi,vig1) + O (Ink) - Z 2Xq - L+(Q)
i=0 QeQ

= do(t,t) + O (k) f (Xqu..... Xq,)
= O (Ink)-dg(t,t') .

!We abuse notation here and use the same XQl’ e 7XQ¢ for all terminals.
2We assume here that each terminal has an edge to itself of length 0.
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tj) tis
_nh D, — D'
Dl = D]l 3 J3 D5 — DZS
0 J5
0 e 0o /. 2 . 0 | 25t
biy @ b, aj; biy  as bis/ i bjs s Bis | i
Lo 0 W tjy =t
DQ = D]Q
Dy =D
4 Ja
°
by = ljy
Figure 4: The vertices P = vy ...vr_1 divided into consecutive detours Di,...,Ds. tjo,ti,tis,tis, tias tis

is a walk in the terminal centered minor M of G (which induced by Vi,...,Vi). Note that this walk might
not be a (shortest) path in M. The weight of the edge {t; ,t;,} in M equals dg(t;,,t;,), which bounded by
da (tj1 » Uyt ) + dG(UbZJ Ul ) +dg (Uu@ s i, )

J1 J2 J2

J1

O

By Lemma 2, Lemma 3, and Lemma 4, Pr [ﬁ/\ECUBAEfBig} > 1 -
(Pr[ECF] + Pr [EUB] + Pr[E™e]) > 1 — 1 — & — 2 > 1 — 2. Hence Lemma 5 implies Theo-
rem 1.
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A  Proof of Lemma 1

Lemma 1. Suppose Xi,...,X, s are independent random wvariables, where each X; is distributed
according to Exp(X\;). Let X =3 . X; and Ay = max; \;. Set p=E[X] =", \;.

1
For a > 2pu, PriX >a] <exp|— (@ —2p) | .
22 m
1
For a < %, Pr[X <a] <exp <_)\M (g—a)) .

Proof. Set t = . For each X;, the moment generating function w.r.t ¢ equals E [exptX;] = —.
22 s 1—t\;

Using the inequality == < 1+ 2z < exp(2z) (for 0 < = < ) we have E [exptX;] < exp (2tA;).
Therefore,

Pr[X > a] = Prlexp (tX) > exp (ta)]
< E[exp (tX)] / exp(ta)
= exp(—ta) - ILE [exp t X;]
< exp(—ta) - I; exp (2t\;)
= exp(—ta + 2tp)

~ exp (—QjM (a—2u)> ,

where in the first inequality we use Markov inequality, and in the second equality we use the fact that
{X;}, are independent.

For the second inequality, set ¢ = i It holds that E [exp(—tX;)] = ﬁ

H% <1-5< e"2 (for 0 < 2 < 1) we have E [e_tXi] < e 2, Therefore,

Using the inequality

Pr[X < a] = Prlexp (—tX) > exp (—ta)]
< E [exp (—tX)] / exp(—ta)
= exp(ta) - ILE [exp (—tX;)]

t
< exp(ta) - II; exp (—2)\,-)

t
= exp(ta — 5#)

~ exp (_QM (g_a)) |
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B Index

Preliminaries

da

Bg(v,r) : ball around v in dg with radius 7.

G[A] : graph induced by A.

K ={t,..

D(v) = minter dg(v,t).

Terminal partition : partition {V4,...,Vi}of V, s.t. for
every i, t; € V; and V; is connected.

: shortest path metric in G.

., tk} ¢ set of terminals.

Induced minor : given terminal partition {V1,...,Vi},
the induced minor obtained by contracting each V;
into the super vertex t;. The weight of the edge
{ti,t;} (if exist) set to be dg(ti,t;).

dag (tist;)

Distortion of induced minor: max; ; 5% .
c(tisty)

Exp(\) : exponential distribution with mean A.
Assumptions
e Minimal distance between two terminals equals 1.
e [ is larger then big enough constant.
e There are at most k* vertices in G.
e Every edge on P, ;s has weight at most £%-dg(t,t').
e There are no terminals other then ¢,¢ on P, ;.
Constants
0 = 2—10: governs the ratio 7.
r =1+ ﬁ: is the ratio in which the mean of the expo-
nential distribution grows in each round.
D = ﬁ: initial mean of the exponential distribution in
round 0.
Cw = Ci’4—‘t5 = 3;55: governs the maximum (relative) weight
of an edge on P, ;.
CCE = % The constant in EF.
Cint = C?—OE = %: governs the size of interval in the parti-
tion Q of P.
¢ =|Q|: number of intervals in the partition Q.

p = 0.2: upper bound on the failure probability.

Events

ECYB . denotes that every vertex was already covered af-

ter the [log,. (4D(v))] round.

ECE . denotes that some vertex v was covered by some
terminal ¢, before the |log,.(cck - da(v,t))| round.
E™ie . denotes that for some pair of terminals ¢,¢/,

f (XQU' .. ’XQw) > 43 - dg(t,t/).

Notations
Vj
R;

: cluster of ¢;.
: radius of the cluster of ¢;.

qf : growth of R; in the ¢ round.
Vi
P,y ={t=no,..

set of unclustered (uncovered) vertices.

.,vr, = t'}: shortest path from ¢ to t'.
P ={v1,...,vL-1}: P,y without its boundaries.
L({va,va+1,-.-,0}) = da(va,vs): internal length.

LT ({va,Vat1,---,0}) = dg(va—1,vVp41): external length.

Q : partition of P into intervals Q.

ug : vertex in @ € Q with the property L(Q) <
Cintd
logtk D(U’Q) S L+(Q)

al : index of the leftmost active vertex covered by t; at
round £.

b§ : index of the rightmost active vertex covered by ¢; at
round /.

D = {Uaf 1Val 15+ -5 Vgt }: detour created by terminal ¢;
at round /.

Slice maximal sub-interval (of some Q) of active vertices.

q» minimal choice of qf, such that t; will cover vertex v.
¢

vj @ vertex with the minimal ¢, (among active vertices).

Qﬁ : interval containing Uf.

Sf : slice containing vf.

ast minimal choice of qf that forces t; to cover all of Sf.

flz1,32,...,2,) =, @ - LT(Qi): cost function.

Bg : a coin box which resembles the interval Q.

Counters

S(Q) : (current) number of slices in interval Q.

Xo : number of detours the interval @ is (currently)
charged for.

XQ : number of detours the interval @ is charged for by
the end of Algorithm 1.

Zgq : number of active coins in Bg. Each coin is active
when added to the box.

Yo : number of inactive coins in Bg. A coin become inac-
tive after tossing.

Yo : number of inactive coins in Bg by the end of the

process.
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