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Abstract

Jain’s iterative rounding theorem is a well-known result in the area of approximation algorithms and,
more broadly, in combinatorial optimization. The theorem asserts that LP relaxations of several problems in
network design and combinatorial optimization have the following key property: for every basic solution x
there exists a variable xe that has value at least a constant (e.g., xe ≥ 1

2
).

We construct an example showing that this property fails to hold for the Cover Small Cuts problem. In
this problem, we are given an undirected, capacitated graph G = (V,E), u and a threshold value λ, as well
as a set of links L with end-nodes in V and a non-negative cost for each link ℓ ∈ L; the goal is to find a
minimum-cost set of links such that each non-trivial cut of capacity less than λ is covered by a link.

This indicates that the polyhedron of feasible solutions to the LP (for Cover Small Cuts) differs in an es-
sential way from the polyhedrons associated with several problems in combinatorial optimization. Moreover,
our example shows that a direct application of Jain’s iterative rounding algorithm does not give an O(1) ap-
proximation algorithm for Cover Small Cuts. We mention that Bansal et al. [3] present an O(1) approximation
algorithm for Cover Small Cuts based on the primal-dual method of Williamson et al. [10].

1 Introduction

Jain’s iterative rounding theorem [5] is a well-known result in the area of approximation algorithms and, more
broadly, in combinatorial optimization [6]. The theorem asserts that LP relaxations of several problems in
network design and combinatorial optimization have the following key property: for every basic solution x there
exists a variable xe that has value at least a constant (e.g., xe ≥

1
2).

We construct an example showing that this property fails to hold for the Cover Small Cuts problem.

1.1 The Cover Small Cuts problem

We follow the notation from [2, Section 1.3]. In an instance of the Cover Small Cuts problem, we are given
an undirected capacitated graph G = (V,E) with edge-capacities u ∈ QE

≥0, a set of links L ⊆
(
V
2

)
with costs

c ∈ QL
≥0, and a threshold λ ∈ Q≥0. A subset F ⊆ L of links is said to cover a node-set S if there exists a

link e ∈ F with exactly one end-node in S. The objective is to find a minimum-cost F ⊆ L that covers each
non-empty S ( V with u(δE(S)) < λ.

Let C = {∅ 6= S ( V : u(δE(S)) < λ}. Then we have the following covering LP relaxation of the problem.
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min
∑

f∈L

cfxf (LP:Cover Small Cuts)

subject to:
∑

f∈L∩δ(S)

xf ≥ 1 ∀ S ∈ C

0 ≤ xf ≤ 1 ∀ f ∈ L.

The first O(1) approximation algorithm was presented by Bansal et al. [3], and the approximation ratio was
improved from 16 to 10 by Nutov, [8, 7], then from 10 to 6 by Bansal, [1], and later by Nutov, [9].

Proposition 1. Given an instance of Cover Small Cuts, the WGMV primal-dual algorithm, [10], finds a feasible
solution of cost ≤ 6LPopt in polynomial time, where LPopt denotes the optimal value of (LP:Cover Small Cuts).

1.2 The f-connectivity problem and Jain’s iterative rounding algorithm

In the context of approximation algorithms, several connectivity augmentation problems can be formulated in
a general framework called f -connectivity. In this problem, we are given an undirected graph G = (V,E) on
n nodes with nonnegative costs c ∈ QE

≥0 on the edges and a requirement function f : 2V → Z≥0 on subsets of
nodes. The algorithmic goal is to find an edge-set J ⊆ E with minimum cost c(J) :=

∑
e∈J ce such that for all

cuts δ(S), S ⊆ V , we have |δ(S) ∩ J | ≥ f(S). A function f is called weakly supermodular if f(V ) = 0, and
for all A,B ⊆ V , either f(A) + f(B) ≤ f(A− B) + f(B − A), or f(A) + f(B) ≤ f(A ∩ B) + f(A ∪ B). The
following is an LP relaxation for the f -connectivity problem.

min
∑

e∈E

cexe (LP: f-connectivity)

subject to:
∑

e∈E∩δ(S)

xe ≥ f(S) ∀ S ⊂ V

0 ≤ xe ≤ 1 ∀ e ∈ E.

Assuming that the function f is weakly supermodular, integral, and has a positive value for some S ⊂ V ,
Jain [5] presented a 2-approximation algorithm for the f -connectivity problem, based on the following key
result.

Theorem 2 (Jain [5, Theorem 3.1]). Assume that the function f is weakly supermodular, integral, non-negative
and non-zero. Then, in any basic solution x to the LP relaxation, for at least one edge, e, xe is at least 1/2.

1.3 Our results

Our main result is the following.

Theorem 3. Let k ≥ 4 be an even integer. There is an instance of the Cover Small Cuts problem G =
(V,E), L, u such that the LP relaxation (LP: Cover Small Cuts) has a basic solution x∗ such that every positive
variable of x∗ has value 1/k.

In section 2, we describe the capacitated graph G = (V,E), u and the relevant family of small cuts. In
section 3, we describe the links graph (V,L) and the basic solution x∗. In section 4, we show that the basis
matrix of x∗ has full rank.

Our theorem indicates that the polyhedron of feasible solutions to (LP:Cover Small Cuts) differs in an essen-
tial way from the polyhedrons associated with several problems in combinatorial optimization. Moreover, our
example shows that a direct application of Jain’s iterative rounding algorithm does not give an O(1) approxima-
tion algorithm for Cover Small Cuts. We mention that Bansal et al. [3] were the first to present an O(1) approx-
imation algorithm for Cover Small Cuts. They showed that the primal-dual method of Williamson et al. [10]
achieves an approximation ratio of 16 for Cover Small Cuts.
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2 The Capacitated Graph

Let k ≥ 4 be an even integer. The capacitated graph G = (V,E), u has n = 2 +
(
k
2

)
nodes, and m =

(n − 1) + (k − 1) =
(
k
2

)
+ k edges. The edge capacities are chosen from the set {1, 2, 3} and λ (the threshold

value for small cuts) is chosen to be 5.
We denote the nodes of G by v1, v2, . . . , vn, as well as by the indices 1, 2, . . . , n. For notational convenience,

let s = v1 and let t = vn.
The family of small cuts consists of two sub-families. One sub-family corresponds to the node-sets N1 =

{v1}, N2 = {v1, v2}, . . . , Nn−1 = {v1, v2, . . . , vn−1}. In other words, for each of the sets Ni = {v1, v2, . . . , vi}, i =
1, . . . , n− 1, δE(Ni) is a small cut. We call the sets Ni (i = 1, . . . , n− 1) the nested sets. The other sub-family
corresponds to the (k − 1) node-sets Q1 = {v2, v3, . . . , v1+ k

2
}, Q2 = {v2+ k

2
, v3+ k

2
, . . . , v1+2· k

2
}, . . . , Q(k−1) =

{v2+(k−2)· k
2
, v3+(k−2)· k

2
, . . . , v1+(k−1)· k

2
}. Note that these sets form a partition of V (G)−{s, t} into (k− 1) sets,

each of cardinality k/2. In other words, for each of the (k − 1) “intervals” Qj (j = 1, . . . , k − 1) formed by
picking the node with index 2 + (j − 1) · k

2 and the next (k2 − 1) consecutively indexed nodes, δE(Qj) is a small
cut. We call the sets Qj (j = 1, . . . , k − 1) the Q-sets; moreover, by the first node of Qj we mean the node of
lowest index in Qj (i.e., node 2 + (j − 1) · k

2 ), and by the last node of Qj we mean the node of highest index in

Qj (i.e., node 1 + (j) · k2 ). For notational convenience, let Q0 = {s} = {v1} and let Qk = {t} = {vn}; moreover,
let s = v1 be the last node of Q0 and let t = vn be the first node of Qk. (In the proofs below, if we examine the
case that a specified node v is the last node of its Q-set, then v = s = v1 is possible, whereas, if we examine
the case that a specified node v is the first node of its Q-set, then v = s = v1 is not possible. Similarly, if we
examine the case that a specified node v is the first node (respectively, last node) of its Q-set, then v = t = vn
is possible (respectively, is not possible).)

For a nested set Ni (i = 1, . . . , n− 1) and a Q-set Qj (j = 1, . . . , k − 1), observe that s = v1 ∈ Ni −Qj and
t = vn 6∈ Ni ∪Qj; moreover, if Ni ∩Qj is non-empty, then either Qj crosses Ni (i.e., both Qj −Ni and Qj ∩Ni

are non-empty) or Qj ( Ni.
There are two types of edges in G. There are n − 1 edges that form the s, t-path v1, v2, . . . , vn; we use

E1 to denote the edge set of this path. The first edge and the last edge of this path have capacity 2, thus,
uv1v2 = 2 = uvn−1vn . Consider any other edge vivi+1 (i = 2, . . . , n − 2) of this path. If both vi and vi+1 are
in the same Q-set then vivi+1 has capacity 3, otherwise, vivi+1 has capacity one. Moreover, there are (k − 1)
other edges (that are not in the s, t-path), and each of these edges has capacity one; we use E2 to denote this
set of (k − 1) edges. The nodes incident to the j-th edge of E2 (j = 1, . . . , k − 1) have indices 1 + (j − 1) · k

2

and 2 + j · k
2 . Thus, E2 has an edge between s = v1 and the first node of Q2, an edge between the last node of

Qk−2 and t = vn, and, for each j = 1, . . . , k − 3, E2 has an edge between the last node of Qj and the first node
of Qj+2.

The following figure illustrates the construction of the capacitated graph for k = 4; the graph has
(
k
2

)
+2 = 8

nodes and
(
k
2

)
+ k = 10 edges.

N1

v1

N2

v2

N3

v3

N4

v4

N5

v5

N6

v6

N7

v7

Q1 Q2 Q3

v8
2 3 1 3 1 3 2

1 1 1

Figure 1: The capacitated graph for k = 4. The small cuts are given by the nested sets N1, . . . , N7 (inidicated
by dashed lines) and the sets Q1, Q2, Q3 (indicated by ovals).

We defer the proofs of the next two results to the appendix; our proofs are straightforward and use case
analysis.
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Proposition 4. Each of the nested cuts δ(Ni), i = 1, . . . , n − 1 and each of the Q-cuts δ(Qj), j = 1, . . . , k − 1
has capacity less than λ = 5.

Proposition 5. Every non-trivial cut δ(S), ∅ ( S ( V , of G that is neither a nested cut nor a Q-cut has
capacity ≥ λ = 5.

3 The Links Graph

Let (V,L) denote the graph of the links; thus L is the set of links, and we denote the links by the symbol ℓ,
e.g., ℓi, ℓ

′, etc. The number of links is m = n+ k− 2 =
(
k
2

)
+ k. The links are partitioned into k internally node

disjoint s, t-paths that we denote by P1, . . . , Pk−1, Pk. The s, t-path Pk has one link st = v1vn. Each of the
s, t-paths P1, . . . , Pk−1 has k/2 internal nodes and has 1+ k

2 links. Moreover, the sequence of node indices of each
of these s, t-paths is an increasing sequence; that is, the node sequence has the form v1, vi2 , vi3 , . . . , vi( k2 +1)

, vn,

where 1 < i2 < i3 < · · · < i(k
2
+1) < n. Each of the nodes v2, . . . , vn−1 is in one of the s, t-paths P1, . . . , Pk−1;

thus, each of these nodes is incident to two links.
Recall that we have (k − 1) Q-sets, each with k/2 nodes, and (k − 1) s, t-paths P1, . . . , Pk−1 each with k/2

internal nodes. Each of the s, t-paths Pi (i = 1, . . . , k − 1) is constructed such that it is incident to precisely
one node of k/2 (of the (k − 1)) Q-sets, and it is disjoint from the the other (k − 1 − k

2 ) Q-sets. The s, t-path
Pi (i = 1, . . . , k − 1) is incident to the Q-set with index i and the next (k/2) − 1 consecutively indexed Q-sets
(with “wrap around”); thus, for i = 1, . . . , k − 1 and j = 1, . . . , k − 1, the s, t-path Pi and the set Qj have a
node in common iff

j ≥ i and j ≤ min(i+
k

2
− 1, k − 1), or

j < i and 1 ≤ j ≤ i−
k

2
.

If an s, t-path Pi and a set Qj have a node in common, then any one node of Qj could be assigned to Pi; in
other words, our construction does not specify the internal nodes of Pi, it only specifies the Q-sets that intersect
Pi.

Let APQ denote the (k − 1)× (k − 1) zero-one matrix that has a row for each s, t-path Pi (i = 1, . . . , k − 1)
and a column for each set Qj (i = 1, . . . , k − 1) such that the entry APQ

i,j is one iff Pi and Qj have a node

in common. Then, by construction, APQ is a circulant matrix with entries of zero or one such that each row
has k/2 consecutive ones (with “wrap around”) and the remaining (k − 1 − k

2 ) entries of the row are zero.
Observe that the number of ones in each row, k/2, and the size of the matrix, k − 1, are relatively prime (i.e.,
gcd(k2 , k − 1) = 1). For an illustration, see the example at the end of section 4.

Lemma 6. The matrix APQ has rank (k − 1). Moreover, det(APQ) = k/2.

One can prove this lemma directly, by applying row operations (and applying the matrix determinant lemma
to a square matrix with diagonal entries 2 and all other entries one). Alternatively, the lemma follows directly
from a result of Hariprasad [4, Theorem 2.1].

Figure 2 illustrates the construction of the links graph for k = 4. The graph has
(
k
2

)
+ 2 = 8 nodes and(

k
2

)
+ k = 10 links. The links partition into k = 4 (internally node disjoint) s, t-paths P1, . . . , P4; the links of

P1, . . . , P4 are indicated by distinct colours.
We construct a basic feasible solution x∗ by assigning the value 1/k to each link, thus, x∗ℓ = 1/k,∀ℓ ∈ L.

Informally speaking, we are assigning a value 1/k to each of the s, t-paths P1, . . . , Pk. It is easy to verify that
each of the small cuts, namely, δ(Ni) (i = 1, . . . , n− 1) and δ(Qj) (j = 1, . . . , k− 1), is “tightly covered” by x∗.
First, consider a cut δ(Ni) (i = 1, . . . , n− 1), and observe that each of the s, t-paths P1, . . . , Pk has exactly one
of its links in δ(Ni), hence, x

∗(δ(Ni)) = (k) 1
k
= 1. Next, consider a cut δ(Qj) (j = 1, . . . , k − 1), and observe

that k/2 of the s, t-paths P1, . . . , Pk have exactly one internal node in Qj, hence, each of these s, t-paths has
exactly two links in δ(Qj), therefore, x

∗(δ(Qj)) = 2(k2 )(
1
k
) = 1.
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v4
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ℓ1
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Figure 2: The links graph for k = 4. The links partition into s, t-paths P1, . . . , P4, and the links of each of
these s, t-paths is indicated by a distinct colour. Thus, the links of P1 are ℓ1, ℓ5, ℓ7, the links of P2 are ℓ2, ℓ8, ℓ9,
the links of P3 are ℓ3, ℓ6, ℓ10, and P4 has the link ℓ4. The small cuts are given by the nested sets N1, . . . , N7

(inidicated by dashed lines) and the sets Q1, Q2, Q3 (indicated by ovals).

The basis matrix A of x∗ has one row for each small cut and one column for each link; the entry of A
corresponding to a small cut δ(S) and a link ℓ is one if ℓ ∈ δ(S), otherwise, the entry is zero. Thus, A is an
m×m matrix with entries of zero or one; recall that m = n+k−2 =

(
k
2

)
+k. In the next section, we show that

matrix A has full rank, and that will prove our claim that x∗ is a basic feasible solution of the LP relaxation of
Cover Small Cuts.

4 The rank of the incidence matrix of small cuts and links

Let A denote the zero-one incidence matrix of the small cuts and the links; A is an m × m matrix, where
m = n + k − 2 =

(
k
2

)
+ k. The matrix A has rows corresponding to the cuts of the Q-sets followed by rows

corresponding to the cuts of the nested sets; the columns of A correspond to the links. In this section, the main
goal is to show that det(A) is non-zero; equivalently, A has full rank. We start by fixing a convenient indexing
for the rows and columns of A. The rows 1, . . . , (k − 1) of A correspond to the cuts of Q1, . . . , Q(k−1), and the
rows k, (k + 1), . . . ,m of A correspond to the cuts of N1, . . . , N(n−1). The links ℓ ∈ L are indexed as follows:
The link of the s, t-path Pi (i = 1, . . . , k) incident to node s = v1 is denoted ℓi; thus, each of ℓ1, . . . , ℓk is in δ(s),
and there is a bijection between these links and the s, t-path P1, . . . , Pk. Note that each of the remaining links
is incident to one of the nodes v2, . . . , vn−1, and, for each i = 2, . . . , (n − 1), the unique link that is incident to
node vi and is in the cut δ(Ni) is assigned the index (k + i− 1). The columns 1, . . . ,m of A correspond to the
links ℓ1, . . . , ℓm.

Let us view the matrix A as a 2×2 block matrix

(
A11 A12

A21 A22

)
where A11 is the (k−1)×(k−1) sub-matrix of

A whose rows correspond to the cuts of Q1, . . . , Q(k−1) and whose columns correspond to the links ℓ1, . . . , ℓ(k−1),
and A22 is the (m− k+ 1)× (m− k + 1) sub-matrix of A whose rows correspond to the cuts of N1, . . . , N(n−1)

and whose columns correspond to the links ℓk, ℓ(k+1), . . . , ℓm.

Claim 7. The sub-matrix A22 is lower-triangular and all entries on the diagonal are one; thus, det(A22) = 1.

Proof. The link ℓk (with end nodes s and t) is in each of the cuts δ(Ni), i = 1, . . . , (n − 1). For each of the
links ℓ(k+i−1) where i = 2, . . . , (n − 1), note that the link is in the cut δ(Ni) and it is in none of the cuts
δ(N1), . . . , δ(N(i−1)).

Our plan is to apply row operations to the first (k − 1) rows of A in order to transform the submatrix(
A11 A12

)
to a submatrix of the form

(
(APQ)⊤ 0(k−1)×(m−k+1)

)
, where (APQ)⊤ denotes the transpose of

the matrix APQ and 0(k−1)×(m−k+1) denotes a (k − 1)× (m− k + 1) matrix of zeros. Therefore, using row

operations, we will rewrite the matrix A as the 2×2 block matrix

(
(APQ)⊤ 0(k−1)×(m−k+1)

A21 A22

)
; then, by applying

Lemma 6 as well as a result on the determinant of 2×2 block matrices, we have det(A) = det(APQ) det(A22) =
det(APQ) 6= 0.
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See the example at the end of this section for an illustration.
Let us introduce some notation to describe and analyse our row operations. For any set of links L′ let

χL′

denote the zero-one row incidence vector of L′; thus, for any link ℓ, χL′

ℓ = 1 iff ℓ ∈ L′. Note that rows

1, . . . , (k−1) of A correspond to χδ(Q1), . . . , χδ(Q(k−1)). For any link ℓ, let φ(ℓ) denote the index i of the s, t-path
Pi that contains ℓ. For each of the links ℓi, i = 1, . . . , (k − 1), note that φ(ℓi) = i, since we have a bijection
between these links and the s, t-paths P1, . . . , P(k−1). For any set of links L′, let φ(L′) denote the set of indices
of the s, t-paths P1, . . . , P(k−1) that contain at least one of the links of L′; thus, φ(L′) ⊆ {1, . . . , k}, and index i
is in φ(L′) iff the s, t-path Pi contains one of the links of L′. For example, if L′ is a subset of {ℓ1, . . . , ℓ(k−1)},
then φ(L′) = {i : ℓi ∈ L′}.

Consider any row j, j = 1, . . . , (k−1) of the matrix A; this row-vector is the same as χδ(Qj). Let g denote the
largest index i such that the nested set Ni is disjoint from Qj, and let h denote the smallest index i such that the
nested set Ni contains Qj . (By our construction, the k/2 nodes of Qj are in the interval [(g+1), (g+2), . . . , h].)

Claim 8.
(
χδ(Qj) − χδ(Nh) + χδ(Ng)

)
= 2χL′

, where L′ is the set of k/2 links in δ(Qj) ∩ δ(Ng).

Proof. By construction, every link has its two end nodes in two different Q-sets. Hence, every link ℓ ∈ δ(Qj)
that has its lower-index node in Qj is in δ(Nh); similarly, every link ℓ ∈ δ(Qj) that has its higher-index node in
Qj is in δ(Ng). Moreover, δ(Ng) − δ(Qj) = δ(Nh) − δ(Qj) is the set of links that have their lower-index node
in Ng and their higher-index node in V −Nh. The equation in the claim follows from these statements.

In the above claim, note that L′ is contained in the cut of a Q-set, hence, the link ℓk = st cannot be in L′.
Our plan is to (separately) apply the row operations described in the above claim to each of the rows

j = 1, . . . , (k − 1) of A. The next lemma explains how to apply row operations to χL′

, where L′ is any

set of k/2 links contained in some nested cut δ(Ni) and ℓk 6∈ L′, to transform χL′

to the vector χL̂, where
L̂ = {ℓi : i ∈ φ(L′)}. Informally speaking, we can apply row operations to “map” any row vector χL′

, where
L′ ⊂ δ(Ni) − {ℓk} and |L′| = k/2, to the row incidence vector (padded with zeros on the right) of the k/2
s, t-paths among P1, . . . , P(k−1) that contain (at least) one of the links of L′. Thus, by applying the above

claim and the next lemma, we “map” each row of the submatrix
(
A11 A12

)
to a distinct row of the submatrix(

(APQ)⊤ 0(k−1)×(m−k+1)

)
.

Lemma 9. Let i = 1, . . . , n− 1, and let L′ ⊂ δ(Ni)−{ℓk} be any set of k/2 links. By applying row operations,

one can transform the vector χL′

to the vector χL̂, where L̂ = {ℓi : i ∈ φ(L′)}.

Proof. By induction on the index of the nested set whose cut contains L′.
Let h be the smallest index such that the nested cut δ(Nh) contains L

′. If h = 1, then we have L̂ = L′ and
the lemma is proved.

Now, suppose h ≥ 2; thus, L′ contains a link ℓj with j > k. Observe that L′ contains the link ℓ(h+k−1) which
is incident to node vh and is in the cut δ(Nh); informally speaking, the presence of ℓ(h+k−1) in L′ certifies that

L′ is contained in δ(Nh) and L′ is not a subset of δ(Nj) for any j < h. Let L denote the set of links δ(Nh)−L′;
L is a “complementary set” of k/2 links w.r.t. δ(Nh) and L′. For every link ℓj ∈ L, observe that j < (h+ k− 1)
(since ℓj ∈ δ(Nh) and ℓ(h+k−1) 6∈ L).

Let g be the smallest index such that the nested cut δ(Ng) contains L. Again, observe that L contains the
link ℓ(g+k−1) which is incident to node vg and is in the cut δ(Ng). Clearly, g < h and δ(Ng) 6= δ(Nh), since
ℓ(h+k−1) ∈ δ(Nh) and ℓ(h+k−1) 6∈ δ(Ng).

Claim 10. There exists a set of k/2 links of δ(Ng)− {ℓk}, call it L
′′, such that

(i) χL′′

= χL′

− χδ(Nh) + χδ(Ng), and
(ii) φ(L′′) = φ(L′).

Proof. Observe that L = δ(Nh) − L′, and that L is contained in δ(Ng); also, note that ℓk is in L. Let
L′′ = δ(Ng)−L; observe that L′′ is a set of k/2 links and ℓk 6∈ L′′. Hence, we have χδ(Ng)−χδ(Nh) = χL′′

−χL′

.
This proves part (i) of the claim.

Moreover, note that each of the nested cuts contains exactly one link from each of the s, t-paths P1, . . . , Pk;
that is, for each i = 1, . . . , n − 1, φ(δ(Ni)) = {1, . . . , k}. Hence, φ(L′) = φ(δ(Nh) − L) = {1, . . . , k} − φ(L) =
φ(δ(Ng)− L) = φ(L′′). This proves part (ii) of the claim.
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In the induction step (of the proof of the lemma), we apply the above claim to replace the set L′ by the set
L′′; note that L′′ has the properties of L′ (listed in the lemma statement) and φ(L′′) = φ(L′). Moreover, L′′ is
contained in the cut of a nested set of smaller index than the index of any nested set whose cut contains L′.

Thus, the lemma follows by induction.

Example with k = 4

In this subsection, we fix k = 4, and we illustrate our row operations, in particular, the row operations of
Claims 8,10, on the links graph shown in Figure 2. The links partition into s, t-paths P1, . . . , P4, and the links
of P1 are ℓ1, ℓ5, ℓ7, the links of P2 are ℓ2, ℓ8, ℓ9, the links of P3 are ℓ3, ℓ6, ℓ10, and P4 has the link ℓ4.

The incidence matrix APQ of the s, t-paths P1, P2, P3 and the Q-sets is given below.

Q1 Q2 Q3( )1 1 0 P1

0 1 1 P2

1 0 1 P3

The incidence matrix A of the small cuts and the links is given below. Note that the submatrix A22 (of the
nested cuts and the links ℓ4, . . . , ℓ10) is lower-triangular with diagonal entries of one.

ℓ1 ℓ2 ℓ3 ℓ4 ℓ5 ℓ6 ℓ7 ℓ8 ℓ9 ℓ10





1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 Q1

0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 Q2

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 Q3

1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 N1

0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 N2

0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 N3

0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 N4

0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 N5

0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 N6

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 N7

We describe the row operations for δ(Q1), δ(Q2), δ(Q3), i.e., rows 1,2,3 of A; in particular, we describe the
row operations of Claims 8,10.

Q1: χδ(Q1) = χ{ℓ1,ℓ3,ℓ5,ℓ6}. In Claim 8, for j = 1, we have h = 3, g = 1.
(
χδ(Q1)−χδ(N3)+χδ(N1)

)
= 2χ{ℓ1,ℓ3}.

Note that φ(δ(Q1)) = {1, 3}.

Q2: χδ(Q2) = χ{ℓ2,ℓ5,ℓ7,ℓ8}. In Claim 8, for j = 2, we have h = 5, g = 3.
(
χδ(Q2)−χδ(N5)+χδ(N3)

)
= 2χ{ℓ2,ℓ5}.

Next, Claim 10 is applied with L′ = {ℓ2, ℓ5}, and we have h = 2, g = 1. χ{ℓ2,ℓ5}−χδ(N2)+χδ(N1) = χ{ℓ1,ℓ2}.

Note that φ(δ(Q2)) = {1, 2}.

Q3: χδ(Q3) = χ{ℓ6,ℓ8,ℓ9,ℓ10}. In Claim 8, for j = 3, we have h = 7, g = 5.
(
χδ(Q3)−χδ(N7)+χδ(N5)

)
= 2χ{ℓ6,ℓ8}.

Next, Claim 10 is applied with L′ = {ℓ6, ℓ8}, and we have h = 5, g = 4. χ{ℓ6,ℓ8}−χδ(N5)+χδ(N4) = χ{ℓ2,ℓ6}.

Next, Claim 10 is applied with L′ = {ℓ2, ℓ6}, and we have h = 3, g = 2. χ{ℓ2,ℓ6}−χδ(N3)+χδ(N2) = χ{ℓ2,ℓ3}.

Note that φ(δ(Q3)) = {2, 3}.
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Appendix A Deferred Proofs

In this appendix, we present some deferred proofs.

Proposition 4. Each of the nested cuts δ(Ni), i = 1, . . . , n − 1 and each of the Q-cuts δ(Qj), j = 1, . . . , k − 1
has capacity less than λ = 5.

Proof. We examine a few cases.

Nested cut δ(Ni) such that Ni does not cross any Q-set:

Then, either 2 ≤ i ≤ n− 2 and there is a largest index j = 1, . . . , k − 2 such that Qj is contained in Ni,
or else i ∈ {1, (n− 1)}.

If i = 1, then δ(Ni) has two edges, namely, (i) the E1-edge v1v2 of capacity 2, and (ii) the E2-edge (of
capacity one) between s = v1 and the first node of Q2; clearly, δ(N1) has capacity 3 < λ = 5. Similarly,
if i = (n − 1), then δ(Ni) has two edges and has capacity 3 < λ = 5.

Otherwise, δ(Ni) has three edges, namely, (i) the E1-edge vivi+1 of capacity one, (ii) the E2-edge (of
capacity one) between the last node of Qj−1 and the first node of Qj+1, and (iii) the E2-edge (of capacity
one) between the last node of Qj and the first node of Qj+2, Thus, the cut δ(Ni) has capacity 3 < λ = 5.

Nested cut δ(Ni) such that Ni crosses a Q-set:

Suppose that Ni crosses Qj, where j = 1, . . . , k−1. Clearly, the first node of Qj is in Ni and the last node
of Qj is not in Ni. Note that δ(Ni) has two edges, namely, the E1-edge vivi+1 of capacity 3, and the
E2-edge (of capacity one) between the last node of Qj−1 and the first node of Qj+1. Thus, the cut δ(Ni)
has capacity 4 < λ = 5.

Q-cut δ(Qj):

First, supose that j = 2, . . . , (k−2). Observe that δ(Qj) consists of the following four unit-capacity edges.
There are two edges of E1 in the cut, namely, the edge between the last node of Qj−1 and the first node
of Qj, and the edge between the last node of Qj and the first node of Qj+1 Moreover, there are two edges
of E2 in the cut; namely, the edge between the last node of Qj−2 and the first node of Qj, and the edge
between the last node of Qj and the first node of Qj+2.

The cuts δ(Q1) and δ(Qk−1) have capacity four since each of these cuts has only one edge of E2 (since
no E2-edge is incident to the first node of Q1 or to the last node of Qk−1), and has two edges of E1, one
edge of capacity 2 (i.e., sv2 ∈ δ(Q1) and vn−1t ∈ δ(Qk−1)) and the other edge of capacity one.

Proposition 5. Every non-trivial cut δ(S), ∅ ( S ( V , of G that is neither a nested cut nor a Q-cut has
capacity ≥ λ = 5.

Proof. We denote the nodes v1, . . . , vn by their indices 1, . . . , n for this proof. W.l.o.g., assume that S is a set
of nodes such that 1 ∈ S (thus, S contains v1), S 6= Ni, i = 1, . . . , n − 1, and S 6= (V − Qj), j = 1, . . . , k − 1.
Let ℓ1 = 1 and let r1 denote the smallest index such that r1 ∈ S and (r1 + 1) 6∈ S; note that r1 is well defined,
since S 6= V ; possibly, r1 = ℓ1. Thus, [ℓ1, . . . , r1] is a maximal interval contained in S. Clearly, S 6= [ℓ1, . . . , r1],
otherwise, we would have S = Nr1 (contradicting our assumption that S is not a nested set). Thus, r1 ≤ (n−2).
Let ℓ2 be the smallest index > r1 that is in S; thus, ℓ2 = mini{i ∈ S, i ∈ [(r1 + 1), . . . , n]}. Moreover, let r2
be the smallest index ≥ ℓ2 such that either r2 = n or else (r2 + 1) 6∈ S; thus, r2 = n if [ℓ2, . . . , n] ⊂ S, and
r2 = min{i ∈ S, i + 1 6∈ S, i ∈ [ℓ2, . . . , n]} if [ℓ2, . . . , n] 6⊂ S. Then, [ℓ2, . . . , r2] is another maximal interval
contained in S. Clearly, both the E1-edges vr1v(r1+1) and v(ℓ2−1)vℓ2 are in δ(S).

For any node i (i = 1, . . . , n), we use q(i) to denote the index of the (unique) Q-set that contains i; thus,
q(i) = ⌈(i − 1)/k

2⌉.
We examine a few cases and show that δ(S) has capacity ≥ λ = 5 in each case.
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Node r1 is not the last node of its Q-set, Qq(r1), and node ℓ2 is not the first node of its Q-set,
Qq(ℓ2):

Note that r1 6= s = 1 and ℓ2 6= t = n.

Then the E1-edge vr1v(r1+1) has capacity 3, and the E1-edge v(ℓ2−1)vℓ2 has capacity 3, hence, δ(S) has
capacity ≥ 6 > λ = 5.

Node r1 is not the last node of its Q-set, Qq(r1), and node ℓ2 is the first node of its Q-set, Qq(ℓ2):

Note that r1 6= s = 1, and, possibly, ℓ2 = t = n.

Thus, r1 ≥ 2. Then the E1-edge vr1v(r1+1) has capacity 3.

Suppose ℓ2 = t = n. Then the E1-edge v(ℓ2−1)vℓ2 has capacity two. Thus, δ(S) has capacity ≥ 5 = λ = 5.

Now, suppose ℓ2 6= t = n. Then the E1-edge v(ℓ2−1)vℓ2 has capacity one. Note that q(r1) ≥ 1 and
2 ≤ q(ℓ2) ≤ (k − 1). We have two subcases, depending on q(ℓ2)− q(r1).

q(ℓ2) = q(r1) + 1: Then we have two further subcases.
(i) First, suppose that r2 = n; thus, [ℓ2, . . . , n] is a maximal interval contained in S. Then the last
node of Qq(r1) is not in S and the first node of Q(q(r1)+2) is in S. Then the E2-edge between the last
node of Qq(r1) and the first node Q(q(r1)+2) is in δ(S). Thus, the cut δ(S) has capacity ≥ 5 = λ = 5.
(ii) Now, suppose that r2 < n. Then the E1-edge vr2v(r2+1) is in δ(S), and it has capacity one or
more. Thus, the cut δ(S) has capacity ≥ 5 = λ = 5.

q(ℓ2) ≥ q(r1) + 2: Then the last node of Q(q(r1)−1) is in S and the first node of Q(q(r1)+1) is not in S.
Then the E2-edge between the last node of Q(q(r1)−1) and the first node Q(q(r1)+1) is in δ(S). Thus,
the cut δ(S) has capacity ≥ 5 = λ = 5.

Node r1 is the last node of its Q-set, Qq(r1), and node ℓ2 is not the first node of its Q-set, Qq(ℓ2):

Possibly, r1 = s = 1, and recall that r1 ≤ (n− 2). Note that ℓ2 6= t = n.

First, suppose r1 = 1. Then the E1-edge vr1v(r1+1) has capacity two, and the E1-edge v(ℓ2−1)vℓ2 has
capacity 3. Hence, δ(S) has capacity ≥ 5 = λ = 5.

Now, suppose r1 ≥ 2. Then, 1 ≤ q(r1) ≤ (k − 2). Then the E1-edge vr1v(r1+1) has capacity one, and the
E1-edge v(ℓ2−1)vℓ2 has capacity 3. Clearly, δ(S) has both these edges, as well as the E2-edge between the
last node of Qq(r1)−1 and the node (r1+1) (first node of Qq(r1)+1). Hence, δ(S) has capacity ≥ 5 = λ = 5.

Node r1 is the last node of its Q-set, Qq(r1), and node ℓ2 is the first node of its Q-set, Qq(ℓ2):
Possibly, r1 = s = 1, and recall that r1 ≤ (n− 2). Possibly, ℓ2 = t = n.

Note that q(r1) ≥ 0 and 2 ≤ q(ℓ2) ≤ (k).

The E1-edge v(ℓ2−1)vℓ2 has capacity one or two.

If r1 = s, then the E1-edge vr1v(r1+1) has capacity two, otherwise, this edge has capacity one.

If r1 6= s, then q(r1) ≥ 1; moreover, (r1+1) 6∈ S and (r1+1) is the first node of its Q-set, Qq(r1+1); hence,
the E2-edge between the last node of Q(q(r1)−1) and (r1 + 1) is in δ(S).

At this point in the analysis, it is clear that δ(S) has capacity at least 3.

We have two subcases, depending on q(ℓ2)− q(r1).

q(ℓ2) ≥ q(r1) + 3: Then the interval [(r1 + 1), . . . , (ℓ2 − 1)] (which is a subset of V − S) contains two or
more Q-sets. We will show that the second and the last-but-one of the Q-sets each contribute an
E2-edge to δ(S).

Since r1 is the last node of its Q-set, r1 ∈ S, and the first node of Q(q(r1)+2) is not in S, the E2-edge
between these two nodes is in δ(S).

Similarly, since ℓ2 is the first node of its Q-set, ℓ2 ∈ S, and the last node of Q(q(ℓ2)−2) is not in S,
the E2-edge between these two nodes is in δ(S).

Thus, δ(S) has capacity ≥ 5 = λ = 5.
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q(ℓ2) ≤ q(r1) + 2: In this case, q(ℓ2) = q(r1)+2, since the first node of Q(q(r1)+1), which is (r1+1), is not
in S, and ℓ2 (which is the first node of its Q-set) is in S.

Observe that r2 6= n; that is, r2 ≤ (n − 1) and the node (r2 + 1) is not in S. Otherwise, we would
have S = V −Q(q(r1)+1), contradicting our assumption that S is not the complement of a Q-set.

First, suppose r2 = (n − 1). Then δ(S) has the edge v(n−1)vn of capacity two. Hence, overall, δ(S)
has capacity ≥ 5 = λ = 5.

Now, suppose r2 ≤ (n− 2). If the E1-edge vr2v(r2+1) has capacity 3, then, overall, δ(S) has capacity
≥ 6 = λ = 5. Otherwise, the E1-edge vr2v(r2+1) has capacity one. Observe that the node r2 is the
last node of its Q-set; moreover, the node (r2+1) is the first node of its Q-set and q(r2+1) ≤ (k−1).
If the interval [(r2 + 1), (r2 +2), . . . , n] has one or more nodes of S, then δ(S) has one more E1-edge
(besides vr2v(r2+1)) of capacity one or more, hence, overall, δ(S) has capacity ≥ 5 = λ = 5. Finally,
suppose that the interval [(r2 + 1), (r2 + 2), . . . , n] has no nodes of S. Then, the node r2 is in S and
the first node of Q(q(r2)+2) is not in S, hence, the E2 edge between these two nodes is in δ(S). Thus,
overall, δ(S) has capacity ≥ 5 = λ = 5.
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