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1 Introduction

Dynamic graph algorithms are designed to maintain sometiuradities on the network in the settings
where the network changes over time. This paper considerpribblem of maintaining (approximate)
shortest paths in the dynamic setting, where edges are telated and added to the graph.

Dynamic distance oracles:

A dynamic distance oracl(bDO) is a data structure that is capable of efficiently pssgey an adver-
sarial sequence of delete, insert and distance query apesatA deleteoperation deletes a single edge
from the graph. Arinsertoperation adds a single edge to the graphqu&ryoperation receives a pair of
nodes and returns a distance estimation. We say that a dym@égoirithm isdecrementalf it handles only
deletion operationgncrementalif it handles only insertion operations, ahdly dynamicif it handles both.

A dynamicapproximate distance oracleasstretchf if the returned distance estimation for every pair of
nodes is at least the actual distance between them and akrioss their actual distance. gingle-source
dynamic distance oracle (SSDDO) has a fixed sourard all distance queries must involve the source
One can obtain a dynamic distance oracle by simply congtguet dynamic single-source distance oracle
for every possible source.

Even for single-source decremental dynamic distanceesaek do not know of any non-trivial bounds
on worst-case operation costs. So it is natural to consiak@rtized costs as the next best measure. The
amortized cosbf a dynamic distance oracle is the average cost of a sequénaeoperations taken over
all possible adversarial sequences and all possible grajpths: vertices andn edges. Note that simply
running Dijkstra’s algorithm on queries (and trivially wgithg the graph data structure on delete and insert
operations) gives é(m) amortized cost DDO for exact distances. Wherst case query timis the bound
on the cost of any query. This bound is important when one @gpggnificantly more query operations
relative to delete and insert operation.

The dynamic distance oracle problem (with its various vimes) has received a lot of attention in the
last three decades. We survey some of the main results:

Exact Single-Source DDOsEven and Shiloach, in 1981, presented a decremental SSDDMdarected,
unweighted graphs witld(m) amortized cost an@(1) query time with stretch 1 (exact distances). A
similar scheme was independently found by Dirlitzl [18]. kakéng [34] generalized this result to directed
graphs. The naive implementation of the dynamic distanaelerof [34] requires in the worst caégn?)
memory. King and Thorug [37] showed a technique that allawglémenting a dynamic distance oracle
using the algorithm of [34] with only) (n?°) (O(n?v/nb) memory, wheré is the maximal edge weight).

Roditty and Zwick[[52] showed that incremental and decreme®SDDO for unweighted graphs are at
least as hard as several basic problems such as Boolear mattiplication and the problem of finding all
edges in a given graph that are part of a triangle.

Exact DDOs: The problem of exact DDO was extensively studied. Ausietlal. [3] presented an incre-
mental DDO for weighted directed graphs with amortized €8> log n/m) andO(1) query time. Hen-
zinger and King showed a decremental DDO for weighted ditegraphs with amortized coS{n?/t +n)
andO(t) query time.

Later, King [34] presented a fully dynamic DDO for unweigthtgraphs with amortized co@(ﬁ%)
andO(1) query time. Demetrescu and ltaliano [16] presented a fultyathic DDO for directed weighted
graph with amortized cos(f)(n2~5\/§), whereS is the possible number of different weight values in the
graph.

Demetrescu and Italiand [l15], in a major breakthrough a@eles fully dynamic exact DDO for directed
general graphs with non negative edge weights, with anmftmsté(n2). Thorup [46] later extended



the result to negative edge weights and slightly improvedujhdate time. Thoru;[Bl?] also considered the
worst case update time and presented fully dynamic DDO wiitsti\case update tlrr(é( 2.75), Baswana
et al. [4] devised a decremental DDO for unweighted diregieghhs and amortized co@l(n3/m).
Approximate DDOs, incremental-only and decremental-only The dynamic distance oracle problem
was also studied when approximated distances are allowed. b&fyin with the incremental-only and
decramental-only results. Baswaegal. [4] presented a decremental DDO for unweighted graphs with
amortized cosD(n?//m), O(1) query time and1 + ¢) stretch. Later, Basware al.[5] presented several
decremental algorithms for undirected graphs. They ptedestretch 3 decremental DDO with amortized
costO(n'9/9), stretch 5 decremental DDO with amortized cO$i'*/13), and stretch 7 decremental DDO
with amortized cosO(n2*/27). Roditty and Zwick [50] 51] presented extremely efficierstaice oracles
for the only incremental and for the only decremental caBash has amortized coSk(n), (1 + €) stretch
andO(1) query time. In a recent breakthrough Bernstein [8] obtasiedlar bounds for directed weighted
graphs. Roditty and Zwick [50, 51] also presented a secowdedeental algorithm with amortized cost
O(n), (2k — 1) stretch and k) query time that uses a space @fm + n'T'/¥) (rather than a space of

O(mn)). Bernstein and Roditty [10] later presented a decreméidD for unweighted undirected graphs
with (2k — 1+ ¢) stretch,0(k) query time and amortized caSt(n?+!/++0(1)/Viogn /) |n the same paper
Roditty and Bernstein also presented a very efficient deengsh SSSP for unweighted undirected graphs
with amortized cosO(n?+0(1/v1ogn) /i) (1 + ¢) stretch and constant query time.
Fully dynamic approximate DDOs: For the fully dynamic approximate DDO problem the followirey
sults were achieved. King [34] presented a fully dynamic Dith amortized cosO( 2), O(1) query
time and(1 + ) stretch. Roditty and Zwick [S0, 51] presented a fully dyna@DO for any fixede, § > 0
and everyt < m!/29, with expected amortized cost 6f(mn/t) and worst case query time 61( ) and
(1 + ¢) stretch. Note that as< m'/>~9, the best amortized cost that can be achieved using thisithigo
is Q(m!'/?+0n) > Q(m).

Later, Bernstein [7] presented fully dynamic DDO with{log log log n) query time,2 + ¢ stretch and

O(mnOM)/logn) amortized cost.

1.1 Our contributions

We construct a decremental approximate DDO that obtaieschtiof 1 + ¢ multiplicative and 2 additive.
Note that this is at mos2 + ¢ multiplicative since we can answer exactly on edges. Oureteental
approxmate DDO has onI@( 5/ 2) total codl. Previously the best results for decremental approximate
DDO with O(n"/2) total cost obtained stretch+ e [10].

Theorem 1.1 One can maintain a decremental dynamic distance oracleizef®(n°/?) with (1 + ¢, 2)
stretch, constant query time, and total costi”/?).

Additional related work: A related notion of dynamic distance oracle is that of distaoracles supporting
a fixed number of failures. A distance oracle supporting glsiedge failure with exact distanceé(nz)
size andO(logn) query time was presented in [17]. This was later generatizhandle a single edge
or vertex failures([17] and then to dual failures [[19]. Apgrnate dynamic distance oracles supporting
multiple edge failures was presented[inl[12].

A more relaxed version of the dynamic distance oracle isahtite dynamic connectivity oracle. In this
problem it is required to answer connectivity queries mnathan distance queries. It is not hard to see that
any result on dynamic distance oracle with any stretch aaticaily implies dynamic connectivity oracle

YO(f(n)) = f(n)n®H/V™ be a crude way to suppress poly-log atfdf )/ vI°s™ factors.
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with the same bounds. The problem of dynamic connectivigcler was extensively studied. Dynamic
connectivity oracle with poly-log amortized update timergvéirst introduced by Henzinger and Kirig [28]
(seel[30 31, 43, 40] for further improvements and lower loisyin

The problem of constructing dynamic connectivity probleithwvorst case update time was also con-
sidered. Frederickson [26] introduced dynamic conndgtiviacle withO(,/m) update time. The sparsifi-
cation technique of Eppstein et. al. [22] 23] improved théaip time taO(/n).

Patrascu and Thorup_[41] considered the connectivityplera in a restricted model where all edge
deletions occur in one bunch and after the deletions, distguoeries arrived. They presented a data structure
of sizeO(m) such that given a sét of of f edge failures and two nodesind¢, can decide it andt remain
connected in timé(f).

Duan and Pettié [20] later considered the same problem ftex&ilures and presented a data structure
of sizeO(f1=%/emnl/e=1/(clog2))  O( f2¢+4) update time, and(f) query time, where: is some integer
and f is the number of vertex failures occurred.

In a recent breakthrough, Kapran al. [39] showed a construction for fully dynamic distance ogacl
with poly-log worst case update and query time.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Existing Decremental SSSP algorithms

Our algorithm uses the decremental SSSP algorithm of Kidd & an ingredient and modify it. The
properties of King’s algortihm are summarized in the foliogvtheorem.

Theorem 2.1 [34] Given a directed graph with positive integer edge wésgha source nodeand a distance
d, one can decrementally maintains a shortest path #efeom s up to distanced in total time O(md).
Moreover, given a node, one can extract i) (1) timedist(v, s) in casev € T or determine that ¢ T.

King’s algorithm starts by constructing a shortest patle fferooted ats. Each time an edgér, y) is
deleted, where: is in the same connected componens&s 7'\ e, an attempt is made to find a substitute
edge toy that does not increase the distance fromo 3. If such edge is found then the recovery phase is
over. Note that in this case the distances froto y and to all nodes iny’s subtree are unchanged. In case
no such edge found, the best edge is chosen, i.e., the edgmitmecty on the shortest path possible. The
process is continued recursively ong@h children. The crucial property of this algorithm is thie¢kplores
the edges of a nodeonly when the distance fromto v increases. This gives a total running time{find)
as the distance fromto a nodev may increase at mosttimes before exceeding

Our algorithm also uses as an ingredient the efficient cocistn of Bernstein and Roditty [10] for
maintaining a(1 + ¢) decremental SSSP. The input of the algorithm is an undilegteveighted graph
and a source node. The algorithm decrementally maintains(h+ ¢) shortest path tre& from s in
total time O(n2). More specifically, Roditty and Bernstein showed the folloyv They showed how to

maintain a(l + ¢/2,n vieen ) emulatorH in time O(m). Let( = nves» and = (2/¢)(. They show
that if dist(z,y) > g thendist(z,y, H) < (1 + e)dist(z,y). In addition, they show how to maintain a
treeT'(s), where the distancedist(s, z, 7'(s)) = dist(s, z, H) for everyz € V. In order to get rid of the
additive term for short distances they handle short distaseparately. Latist®” (s, z) be the estimated
distance returned by Roditty and Bernstein’s decremer8&F5algorithm. Lefd be the emulator in the
construction of Bernstein and Roditty [10]. We summarize ghoperties we need from Bernstein and
Roditty’s construction in the following theorem.



Theorem 2.2 [10] For a given graphG and a nodes, one can maintain a decremeni@dl + ¢) emulatorH
and a shortest path tré€ = T'(s) from s in O(n?) total time with the following properties:

V6/e
(1) The graphH is a (1 + €/2,nvee= ) emulator, namely, for every two nodesand y, dist(z,y) <
/e
dist(z,y, H) < (1 + ¢/2)dist(x, y) + nvisn).
(2) Ifdist(x, y) > pthendist(x,y, H) < (1+4e¢)dist(z,y). (this follows directly fron{1) by straightforward
calculations).
(3) For everyzr € V: dist(s,z,T(s)) = dist(s,z, H)

For our construction we also need the following additiorralyerty from the emulator.

Lemma 2.3 Consider two nodes, y and z, if dist(x, y) > 83/ andz is at distance at mogt from some
node onP(zx,y) thendist(z, z, H) + dist(y, z, H) < (1 + €)dist(z, y).

3 Decremental withO(n"/?) total update time

In this section we present a new decremental all-pairs e$iopaths algorithm Witl@(n5/ 2) total update
time, with a multiplicative stretch of + ¢ and additive stretch of 2. In fact the stretch is the maximum
between a multiplicativd + ¢ and additive stretch 2, namely, Ié(x,y) be the reported distance, then
dist(z,y) < d(z,y) < dist(x, y)+max{edist(z, y), 2}. For simplicity, we present a scheme that guarantees
the following d(z,y) < O(1 + €)(dist(z, y) + 2) and with query timeD(loglog n). We later explain the
slight modifications to improve the guaranteedi@:, y) < dist(z, y) + max{edist(z,),2} and how to
reduce the query time to constant.

We say that a node ikeavyif it's degree is larger tham'/2 or light otherwise. LetP(s,t) be a
shortest path frons to ¢t. Let heavy_dist(s,t) be the minimal distance betweenand ¢ that goes
through some heavy node, namehgavy dist(s,t) = min{dist(s,z) + dist(z,t) | x is heavy}.

Let 1ight_dist(s,t) be the length of the shortest path betweeand ¢, where all nodes on that path
are light. Letdist,(z,y) be the length of the shortest path framto y that goes throughy, namely,
dist,(x,y) = dist(z,v) + dist(v,y). Letdistg(x,y) be the minimal distancdist, (x,y) for somev € Q.
Let dist??(x, ) be the distancdist??(v, x) + dist?f (v, y).

Previous decremental algorithms used dynamic SSSP as&dliegt by including all nodes in the tree
through the entire execution of the algorithm (or all nodpsaisome distance). We maintain decremental
SSSP that includes only some of the nodes, and nodes may éd tathe tree at some later stage of the
algorithm. In fact, some nodes may be added and removed frertrée many times during the algorithm.
Roughly speaking, we would like to add to the tfBév) only nodes whose shortest path«taloes not
contain any heavy nodes. This raises several difficultiede khat just ignoring heavy nodes is not enough.
There may be a shortest path franto v that contains a heavy node, but also a different longer path £
to v that does not go through any heavy node. If we are not carg&uimay add the nodeto the treel’(v)
on a path that is not the shortest. As the graph changes atmanmtehere might be no more heavy nodes
on P(z,v) anymore. At this point we may want that the distaxcst(x, v, 7'(v)) will be optimal or close
to optimal. This may result in shortening the distance froto v in 7'(v), which may be problematic as
usually decremental SSSP algorithms rely on the fact tis#éigces can only increase and thus it is possible
it bound the number of times the distances change. Therefergeed to be careful and addo 7'(v) only
if the shortest patl®(x, v) does not contain any heavy nodes. Moreover, note th&(asv) changes over
time, it might changes between having heavy nodes to nohgaviany times. So the algorithm may need
to add and remove from the tree many times.



Loosely speaking, the algorithm maintains heavy distabyesampling a sef) of O(n1/2) nodes and
maintaining(1 + ¢) shortest paths distances from all nodejin This is done using the construction of
Roditty and Bernsteini [10]. In order to estimatist (x, y) the algorithm stores the distanadaistfR(m, Y)
for ¢ € @ in a heap and updates the heap each tisg;z (1, ¢) ordistgr(y, ¢) changes by &l + ¢) factor.

In order to handle light distances the algorithm picks setsf O(n/Qi) nodes and maintain a shortest paths
treesT(s) from each node € S; up to distance?, where the goal is to include only nodessuch that
their shortest pattP(s,z) does not include heavy nodes. In order for the algorithm terdene if the
path P(s,z) contains heavy nodes, the algorithm uses the approximaseshdes fodisty (s, z). Some
difficulties arise from the fact that we don't have the exastahcesdistq (s, «) but rather approximated
ones. In order to be able to maintain the shortest path treesdverys € S; with small update time, we
need to make sure that we do not decrease distances. The amalysis of King’s algorithm [34] relies
on the crucial property that distances between every twe@si@dn be increased at maestimes before
exceeding the distancg In our case since we only have approximated distancedisos(s, =), we cannot
be sure if a pattP(s, z) contains a heavy node or not. We thus need to be more striceidgcision to add
a node tdl'(s). We need to maintain the property thayit P(s,x) was not added t@'(s) thenz will not
be added td’(s) as well. In order to do that we exploit the fact that the disestistzr(z, ¢) represents
distances from an emulatéf. Thus, ify € P(s,z) was not added t@'(s) since there is a good alternative
path P; that goes through an heavy node then siAcalso contains a good alternative pathfrom y to z,
we get that by concatenating these paths there is a goodalter path fromz to s that goes througld).
However some additional problems arise from the fact fihas not really al + ¢ emulator but rather has
an additive stretch. The emulatéf has al + ¢ multiplicative stretch only for distances larger thanOur
solution to bypass this problem is to store exact distanwas £ to small ball around it and then check if
there is a good alternative path that consists of a short @edlc and then a path froid .

In addition, for nodes: € V ands € S; for somel < i < logn as will explained later on it is not
enough to update the distanaﬁstfR(m, s) for ¢ € @ in the heap each timéistzr(z, q) or distzr(y, q)
changes by &1 + ¢) factor. We will rather have a more refined heaps for nadesV ands € S; that will
be updated each timﬁstfR(ac, s) increases. In order to do this efficiently these refine heagatain only
distances up t@‘.

Consider the tre@’ rooted at some node Letv be a node such that¢ 7. Letd(v, s, B(T, 1)) be the
minimal distancelist(s, z, T') + 1 such thate is a neighbor ob in G.

The algorithm:

We now describe the different components in our data streictu

The first componentis a subsef) of the vertices obtained by sampling every node indepehdesith
probability c1n n/n'/2, for some constant

Claim 3.1 The expected size of the ggis O(n!/?).

The second componenis a collection of subsetS; of the nodes for every < i < log n, obtained as

follows. The setS; is obtained by sampling every node independently with dudiba min{celgi”, 1}.

Claim 3.2 For everyl < i < log n, the expected size of the ggtis min 01:2’}",71}.

Note that the number of considered graphs during the entineing of the algorithm isn (as there are
m deletions from the graph). The following lemma shows thahwigh probability for every considered
graph some useful properties occur.



Lemma 3.3 With probability 1 — 3/n°~3, for every considered grapt’ during the entire running of the
algorithm, the following happens:

(1) for every heavy node, I'(v) N Q # (), wherel'(v) is the set of neighbours of

(2) for every vertex and every index such thatl < i < logn and such that there exists a nodsuch that
dist(v, z,G) > €2%: S; N B(v,€2%, G) # 0.

(3) for every vertex such that B(v, 8)| > n'/?: QN B(v, 3,G) # 0.

For the rest of the proof we assume that Lenimé 3.3 holds feeadions of the graph.

The third component, hereafter referred to aBxactq, relies on componenf) and is as follows.
For every node in; € Q, maintain an exact decremental shortest path tree up tandis8/ /e using
King’s algorithm [34]. UsingEzactg for everyv € V andq € @, one can determine in constant time if
dist(v, q) < 83/e and if so extractist(v, q).

Claim 3.4 Maintaining Ezactq takesO(n'/? - m) < O(n°/?) total time.

Proof: By Claim[3.1 the expected size ¢fis O(nl/z). For every node € Q maintaining the shortest path
tree up to distancgs /e takesO(5m) total time. The claim follows. 1

The forth component, hereafter referred to aBR, relies on componen) and is as follows. For
every node; € Q, maintain a(1 + ¢)-approximate decremental SSSP using the algorithm of Boalitd
Bernstein[[10]. Recall that the total update time for maimtay Roditty and Bernstein [10] data structure is
O(n?), we thus have the following.

Claim 3.5 Maintaining BR, takesO(n%/?) total update time.

The fifth component, hereafter referred to @' relies on component@ and Exactg. The goal of this
component is to maintaidistg (=, y) exactly for short distances.
The component is done as follows. For every nadegg € V do the following. Ifdistg(z,y) < 83/¢

then the distancdisty(z, y) is maintained exactly. This is done by maintaining a Hdappg,)y) containing

all vaIuesHeap(l) q] = dist,(x,y) such thadist,(z,y) < 83/e. The algorithm updates the heap each
(z,y) q q

time dist(x, ¢) or dist(y, ¢) increases. Leinin(HeapE;)y)) be the minimal value irh-leapg,)y) or infinity in

caseHeapEi)y) is null.
Claim 3.6 Maintaining ' takesO(n"/?) total update time.

The sixth component hereafter referred to a@'*<, relies on component§ and BR,. The goal of
this component is to allow approximating the distandiss (x, y) for everyz,y € V. The main idea is to
keep all distancelist}’”*(x, y) in a heap. Ideally, each time one dit”"(¢, z) anddist”"(¢,y) changes,
the heap should be updated. However, this may take too lodig#&& (¢, =) anddist?# (¢, y) may change
many times and moreover these distances may also decrelss.intead we update the heap each time
one ofdist??(q, x) or dist?(q, y) increases by a factor ¢ + ¢). We then show that this is enough to get
a good estimation odistg(z,y).

The component is done as follows. For every pair of nadesdy keep all distancegdist}”(z,y) |

¢ € Q} in a minimum heap-leap&ze)), where the key ig and the value iglist?" (z,y). Let Heap&tf)) [q]

14e) (1+¢)

be the value of the key in the heap—leapgm Y Let min(Heap(x 2) ) be the minimum value in the heap.

6



For every two nodes € V andq € @ store a distancd,,s(z, ¢) initially is set todist(x, ¢). Each
time the distancelist?”(q, 2) increases the algorithm checkslist?? (¢, z) > djas (2, ) (1 + €), if so the

algorithm updates the valuHeapEH))[ ] for every nodey and setd, . (x, q) = dist?E(q, z).

The next lemma shows that for every nodeg, min((1 + €) min(HeapE +))) min(HeapEi)y))) is a
good approximation on the heavy distance froito 3.

Lemma 3.7 For every nodes:,y € V, dist(z,y) < d(z,y) < (1 + €)?>(heavy_ dist(z,y) + 2), where

dN(ac, y) = min((1 +¢) min(Heap&xze))) min(HeapEi?y))).

Claim 3.8 Maintaining %'+ takesO(n"/?) total update time.

The seventh componenthereafter referred to d*!* relies on component9 and BR). The goal of
this component is similar to the goal of the previous compométh some subtle changes. Approximating
the heavy distances is useful for two main uses. The firstsuse the distance queries. The second use is for
deciding if a node» should be added to some tr€és) for s € S; for 1 < i < log n. Forthe latter use it is not
enough to update the heap each tigt®? (s, ¢) is increased or whedist??(¢, z) is increased by & + ¢
factor. We rather need that the heap to contain the corrésesafdist}’”(s, z), as otherwise there could

be a case where the valuedi$t/;"(s, y) is more updated than the valdist/;"(s, ) for somey € P(s, z).

Thus the value in the heapin(HeapE?y'i)) = dist5"(s,y) but mm(HeapEH;)) < distg"(s,x) and we

might decide to add to 7'(s) but noty.
The component is done as follows.

For every noder € V, index1 < i < logn andy € S;. Keep all distancegdist; " (z,y) | ¢ €
,1+¢) (%,1+¢€)

Q, dlstBR T,y 1+¢€)2'} in a minimum heap—leap . Heap, ’ is similar toHeap(HE) with the
Y) (=) ()

slight difference that we updatéeap&x 1;“)[ ] when eltherdIStBR(q, z) is increased or whedist? (¢, 1)

is increased, rather than waiting until it increases by tofaaf (1 + ¢). Notice that the distanagdist?%(z, y)

may also decrease, in that case the algorithm does not ulﬁda;é* 19 \When the distancdist?? (z, )

exceedg1 + ¢)2¢, removez from the heap—leap (* 1;“) permanently.

Claim 3.9 Maintaining H* !¢ takesO(n’/?) total update time.

The eighth component hereatfter referred to & /NG — S — L (stands for King for small distances
for light balls) relies orQ, Exactg andH .

The goal of this component is to overcome the fact that thelaion/ has an additive stretch. Recall
that we would like to make sure that if a nogec P(s, z) is not added td’(s) then alsor is not added
to T'(s). If H was indeed g1 + ¢) emulator then note that list(s,y, H) < (1 + ¢)dist(s,y) then
alsodist(s,z, H) < (1 + €)dist(s,z). To see this note thatist(z,y, H) < (1 + ¢)dist(z,y), therefore
dist(s, z, H) < dist(s,y, H) + dist(y, z, H) < (1 4 e)dist(s, x).

But H is not a(1 + €¢) emulator and it could be that andy are very close to one another (less than
B) and thusH does not contain &l + ¢)-shortest path between them. Therefore it could happen that
dist(s,y, H) < (1 + e)dist(s,y) butdist(s,y, H) > (1 + e)dist(s,y). To overcome this issue, we do the
following.

First if the distancalist(z, Q) < /3 then we can show thalist, (s, z) can be well estimated bj* and
H 1+ for everys € V. Otherwise, if the distanceist(z, Q) > 3 then we maintain exact distances fram



to all nodes at distancé from it. Asdist(z,Q) > S the ball B(x, ) contains only light nodes and thus
maintainingB(z, ) and their distances to can be done efficiently.

Then in order to decide if should be added t6(s) we check all distancedist(z, w) + distg(w, s, H)
for all w € B(x, ). Note that now ifr andy are close (at distance less thaphtheny € B(z, ) and
we have the exact distance between them and thus we don’taeely on A that does not return a good
approximation for close nodes.

Formally, the component is done as follows. For every nodé dist(z, Q) > [ then maintain decre-
mental shortest path tree fromup to depthg using King’s algorithm([34]. LetB(z,3) be all nodes at
distance at most from x.

Note that it could be that in the beginning of the algorittiist (=, Q) < g but at some poindist(z, Q) >
B. At the point thatdist(x, Q) > £, the algorithm constructs the decremental shortest paghftomz up
to depthg.

Claim 3.10 Maintaining KING — S — L takesO(n?) total update time.

The ninth and main component hereafter referred to @& I NG — L (stands for King for light dis-
tances) relies on all previous eighth components as is dofalaws.
Consider a tred rooted ats. The following is a key definition:

Definition 1 (is not light for (s,7")) We say that is not light for (s, T") if one of the following holds:

(1) d(v,s,B(T,1)) < 8B/e andd(v,s,B(T,1)) > distg(v,s) — 2 (recall thatd(v, s, B(T,1)) is the
minimal distancelist(s, z, ') + 1 such that is a neighbor oy in G.); or

(2) d(v, s, B(T,1)) > 8f/e, dist(v,Q) > B andd(v,T) > dist(v, w) + Heap{, ] /(1 +¢) andw ¢ T
for somew € B(s, 5); or

() d(v,s,B(T,1)) > 88/e andd(v, s, B(T,1)) > min(HeapEZ’;;rE))/(l + €).

For every nodes € S;, maintainT'(s) decremnetally according to the decremental algorithm oigKi
[34], with the following change. When an edgés removed from the tre@'(s) do the following. Update
the treeT'(s) according to King’s algorithm with the following change. da# that by King’s algorithm
operates as follows. Each time an edgey) is deleted, where is in the same connected componentas
in T\ e, an attempt is made to find a substitute edge tbat does not increase the distance fromo y.

If such edge is found then the recovery phase is over. In caseich edge found, the best edge is chosen,
i.e., the edge that connegton the shortest path possible. The process is continuedsreely on ally's
children.

Instead we do the following. First find the best eddghat connecy on the shortest path possible. If the
path ofy does not increase then the recovery phase is over. Othechisek ify is not light in(s, 7'(s)) and
if y is not light in (s, T'(s)) then do not add to 7'(s) and continue recursively ogis children. If it is not
the case thag is not light in (s, T'(s)) then addy to T'(s) usinge and continue recursively ogis children.

In addition, each time the distannﬁn(Heapg’;;rE)) increases we checkfis not light for (s, 7'(s)), if not

then addy to 7'(s) with the best edge possible.

The next lemma is crucial to our analysis and its proof isegsitbtle. Ideally, we would like that
T'(s) would contain all nodes such that their shortest path fromto v does not go through an heavy
node. However, since we don’t have exact distances we ma@ldadd some of these nodesTos), in case

(i“) is already a close enough estimationdist(v, s). The next lemma shows thatifis added to

(v;5)

T(s) then the distance fromto s in T is a shortest path.

Heap



By the next lemma we get that if a node is added (@) then it's path inT(s) is the shortest. This
property is important as otherwise we might need to decréesdistance fromu to s in 7'(s) in the future.

Lemma 3.11 If a nodeu belongs tdl'(s) for somes € S; thendist(u, s, T'(s)) = dist(u, s).
The next lemma shows that maintainifg/ NG — L takesO(n>/?) total update time.
Claim 3.12 Maintaining K ING — L takesO(n?/?) total update time.

Finally, the tenth component hereafter referred to a3ivots is done as follows. The algorithm main-
tains for every node and index: a close nodey;(v) € S;. This can be achieved by storing in a heap
Heap;(v) all distanceslist(v, s, T'(s)) for every nodes such thats € S; andv € T'(s).

Claim 3.13 Maintaining p;(v) for everyv € V and1 < i < log n takesO(n°/?) total update time.

Proof: Finally, maintaining for every node and index: the nodep;(v) € S; can be done by storing in a
heapHeap, (v) all distancedlist(v, s,7'(s)) for every nodes such thats € S; andv € T'(s) for s € S;. It
is not hard to verify that this can also be don&in?) total time. I

The query algorithm: The query algorithm given pair of nodesndt is done as follows. Find the minimal
indexi such that & T'(pi(s)). Returnmin{dist(s, p;(s), T (p:(s)))+dist(t, pi(s), T(pi(s))), min(Heap(.), ), (1+

¢) min(Heap(. 1))}
The query algorithm can be implementediflog log n) time by invoking a binary search on the indices

iforl <i<logn.
Lemma 3.14 Consider nodes € V ands € S, for somel < i <logn. If u ¢ T(s) then
. . (,14€) . (1) 2/
mln{mln(Heap(u 9 )s mm(Heap(u 8))} < (14 ¢)*(dist(u, s) + 2).

Proof: Consider nodes ands € S; for somel < i < logn such that, ¢ T'(s). LetT = T'(s). Note thatu
was not added t@' since eithem is not light for (s, 7") or some other node iR (u, s) is not light for (s, T').
Let y be the first node o (u, s) that is not light for(s, 7). We need to consider the different cases why
is not light for (s, T').

First we claim thati(y, s, B(T, 1)) = dist(s,y). To see this, ley, be the node before on the path
P(s,u). Note thatu € T. By Lemmd 3.1]l we haveist(s, yo,T) = dist(s, yo). Note also thadist(s, y) <
d(y,s, B(T,1)) < dist(s,y0,T) + 1 = dist(s, y). We get thati(y, s, B(T, 1)) = dist(s, y).

The first case is whetl(y, s, B(T',1)) < 85/ andd(y, s, B(T,1)) > distg(y, s) — 2. In this case we
havedistg (u, s) < dist(u,y) + distg(y, s) < dist(u,y) + dist(y, s) + 2 = dist(u, s) + 2. In this case we
getmin(HeapEI) ) <distg(u, s) < dist(u, s) + 2, as required.

u,s)

Consider the second case whel(g, s, B(T,1)) > 83/¢, dist(y,Q) > S andd(y,s,B(T,1)) >
dist(y, w) + min(Heap(""" ™) /(1 + ¢) andw ¢ T for somew € B(s, B).

(w,s)

min(Heap(," ")) < (1 + e)distg(u, s) < (1 + e)(dist(u, y) + disto(y, s)) < (1 + e)(dist(u, y) +

dist(y, w) + min(Heap(""" ™) < (1 + €)(dist(u, y) + (1 + €)dist(y, s)) < (1 + ¢)2dist(w, s).

(w,s)

Consider the third case whedéy, s, B(T,1)) > 83 /e andd(y, s, B(T,1)) > min(HeapEZ’S”))/(l +
€).



In this case we havenin(Heap(:"'7”) < (1+ e)disto(u, s) < (1 + €)(dist(u,y) + distg(y, 5)) <

(1+ )(dist(u, y) + min(Heap(" ")) < 1+ ¢)(dist(u, ) + (1 + e)dist(y, s)) < (1 + ) dist(u,s).
The next lemma shows that the distance returned by the gilgasithm is within the desired stretch.

A~

Lemma 3.15 The distancei(s, t) returned by the query algorithm satisfidist(s, ) < d(s,t) < (1 +
€)W (dist(s, t) + 2).

Proof: We first show thatlist(s, t) < d(s, t). In order to show this, we show thdist(s, t) < dist(s, p;(s), T(ps(s)))+
dist(t, p(s), T'(pi(s))) anddist(s, £) < (1-+¢) min(Heap(, ). Note thatlist(s, pi(s)) = dist(s, p;(s), T(pi(s)))
anddist(t, p;(s)) = dist(t, p;(s), T'(pi(s))). Hencedist(s,t) < dist(s, p;(s))-+dist(t, p;i(s)) = dist(s, pi(s), T(pi(s)))+
dist(t, pi(s), T(pi(s))). In addition, by Lemma&_3]7 we hawdist(s,t) < heavy.dist(s,t) < (1 +
¢) min(Heap(, ).

We are left with showing the second direction, namely, t) < (1 + €)¢(dist(s,t) + 2). Let P(s,t)
be the shortest path fromto ¢. Let j be the index such that < dist(s,t) < 2771, By Lemmd3.B(2)S;
contains a node in P(s,t) at distance at mos®’ from s.

If T'(z) does not contain then by Lemma3.14, we havteap;,(s, z) < (1 +¢)dist(s, z). We get that

min(HeangS)) < Heapj)(s,z) < (1+¢)?dist(s, z). Hence(1+¢) mln(HeapEH)E)) < (1+e€)3dist(s, 2).

So assume thdi(z) containss. It follows from the definition of the pivot thatist(s, p;(s), T'(p;(s))) <
€27.

Letv; = p;(s). If T'(v;) containst then we havelist(s, v;, T'(v;)) + dist(¢, vj, T'(v;)) = dist(s, vj) +
dist(t,v;) < €27 + €27 + dist(s, t) = (1 + 2¢)dist(s, t).

If T'(v;) does not contair then by Lemma 3.14, we hawgeap;, (t,v;) < (1 + €)2dist(t,v;). This
means thadlistq (¢, v;) < Heapy,(t,v;) < (1 + €)*dist(t, v;).

Let ¢ € @ be the node that obtairisleang(t,vj), namely, the node such thatHeap;(t,fuj) =
Heapy, (, v;)).

We get thatmn(HeapEHf))

<
(14€)(e27 + (14 ¢)2dist(t, v;)) <
dist(s,t))) < (1 + €)°dist(s, t)
|

Hea pEH)E)[ | < (1+€)(disty(s, 1)) < (1+e)(dist(s, v;)+disty(t, v;)) <
(14 €)(€27 + (14 €)% (€27 +-dist(s, ) < (14€) (€27 + (1 +¢€)?(e27 +

3.1 Reducing the Query Time toO(1)

We now explain how to reduce the query time¢1). To get an initial estimation, we use the decremental
algorithm of Bernstein and Roditty [10] with parameter= 2 (choosing any constant paramefer> 2

is sufficient for our needs). This algorithm has a total updahe of O(n/2) and can return a distance
estimation within a stretch 3. We can now use the rough esbmé#o find the minimal index such that

t € T(pi(s)). Itis not hard to verify that there are onfy(1) potential indices to check.
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A Missing proofs

Proof of LemmalZ.3: dist(x, 2, H) +dist(y, z, H) < (1+¢€/2)dist(x, z) + ( + (1 +¢/2)dist(y, z) + { =

(1 + e/2)(dist(x, z) + dist(y, z)) + 2¢ < (1 + €/2)(268 + dist(z,y)) + 2¢ < (1 + ¢/2)dist(z,y)) +

2C +28(1 +€¢/2) = (1 + ¢/2)dist(x,y) + €8 + 28(1 + €/2) = (1 + ¢/2)dist(z,y) + 28 + 2¢5 <

(1 +¢/2)dist(z,y) + 45 < (1 4 ¢/2)dist(x, y) + ¢/2dist(z,y) = (1 + €)dist(z,y). 1

Proof of Lemmal[3.3: Consider a fixed grapfy’. We show that each event (1)-(3) happens with probability
at leastl — 1/n°~!. The lemma then follows by union bound on all three event.

To see event (1): consider a nodethe probability thaf'(v) N Q = 0 is Pr[l'(v) NQ = 0] <
(1—clnn/nt/2)n"* < (1/e)™n = 1/nc. By Union Bound on all heavy nodes we get that with probabilit
1/n¢~! the Lemma holds.

To see event (2): consider a nodand index; such that there exists a nodsuch thadist(v, z, G') >
€2'. Note that there are at least’ nodes at distance at mas¥ from v, namely,B(v, €2', G') > €2".

The probability that none of the nodesfi{v, €2, G') was selected t8; is (1 — clnn/(€2%))?" < n=.
By Union Bound on all nodes we get that with probabilityn“~! the Lemma holds.

To see event (3): consider a nodsuch that B(v, 3)| > n'/2, the probability that) N B(v, 3, G") # 0
isPr[Q N B(v, 3,G") # 0] < (1 — clnn/nl/2)""* < (1/e)°nm = 1 /nc.

By Union Bound on all heavy nodes we get that with probability 3/n°~! properties(1) — (3) hold
for G'.

The random set® and.S; are independent of the graph, the failure probability néedwe multiply by
the number of considered graphs during the entire runnirigeolgorithm. Note that as there are< n?
deletions, and thus at most different versions of the graph. By the union bound on allsidered graphs
the lemma follows. [

Proof of Claim B:8: By Claim[3.] the expected size ¢fis O(n'/2). For every toe nodes,y € V and
nodeq € Q. The distanceslist(q, ) or dist(¢q,y) can be increased at mdst /e times before exceeding

8( /€. HenceHeapEi,)y) [¢] is updated at mosgD(5/¢) = O(1) time. Therefore for all nodeg € ) updating

Heapgi?y) takesO(n!/?) total time. Hence for all pairs,y € V updating?! takesO(n5/?) total time. i

Proof of Lemmal[3.7: Let P,y (z,y) be the the shortest path framto y that goes through some heavy
nodez. Recall that by Lemmga3.3(1) w.h.p. we have thah I'(z) # 0. Letz; € Q NT'(z). Note that
dist,, (z,y) < dist,(z,y) + 2 = heavy_dist(z,y) + 2 = dist(z, z) + dist(z,y) + 2.

(1+e) (1+5))

Let z; € @ be the node such thateap,, " , [20] = min(Heap(m )
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We claim thadist?/(z,y) < (1 + €)H eapg )) [25]. To see this, recall thaf eapgi,—;) (2] is updated

when eithedist??(z,, ) or dist?% (2, ) increases by a factor af+ e.

We get thatdist(z,y) < dist.,(z,y) < dist?F(z,y) < Heap(."[2](1 + ). In addition, note that

dist(x,y) < min(Heap(}) ). To see this recall that eithewin(Heap(,’ ) = disto(z,y) > dist(z, y) or
min(Heap{;) ) = oo. It follows thatdist(z, y) < d(x,y).

We left to show the other direction, namedl;z, y) < (1 + €)?(heavy_dist(z,y) + 2).

If distg(z,y) < 85/ethenrecall thatmn(HeapEx)’y))) = distg (2, y). Henced(z, y) < min(Heap&)y)) =
distg(z,y) = heavy_dist(z,y) + 2.

Otherwise,d(z,y) < Heapg”?[ S(1+€) < Heapg,;’ (1)1 4+ €) < (1+ e)(1 + e)dist., (z,y) <
(1 + €)?(heavy dist(z,y)+2). |
Proof of Lemmal[3.8: Consider nodes € V andq € Q. Note that the valu€,,s;(z, ¢) can change at most
logn times. Each time the valué,;(x, ¢) changes, all heaplea (He)) are updated. Updating a single

heap take®)(1) time. As there are such heapHeapEHe)) updating all heaps takée) time.

By Claim[3.1 the expected size €fis O(n'/?). We get that the total update time for updath=hgap8j;/6

forall y € V as a result of a change df,(z, ¢) for someg € Q is O(n%/?).

Therefore, the total time for maintaining all heafsa (He)) isOn°?). 1

Proof of Lemmal[3.9: Consider pair of nodes € V, y € S; for somel < i < logn. Maintaining
HeapEZ’;“) takesO(2'n!/?) total time. To see this, note theleap; (z, y) for someg € Q is updated every
time dist?f(¢, x) or dist?#(q, y) increases until one of them becomes larger tharT his could happen at

most2’ times. We get that maintainirigeap, , (179 takesO(2n1/2) total time. There aré(n/2') expected

Y)
number of nodes irb;. Thus malntalnlng aII heapls]ea (* 1;“) for some nodes: € V, y € S, takes

O(n-n/2" - 2'n!/?) = O(n®/?). There ardog n indicesi, therefore maintaining all he&rbeapg ;FE) takes

Omn°?). 1

Proof of Lemma[3.10: By Lemmd3.B(3) for every nodesuch that B(v, 5)| > n'/?, QN B(v, 5,G) # 0.
In other words, iflist(v, Q) > S then|B(v, 3)| < n'/2. Note also that the degree of the node®if, 5—1)
is O(n'/?) as|B(v, 8)| < n'/2. Thus maintaining the distances franto all nodes inB(v, 8) using King’s
algorithm [34] takesO(8n'/? - n'/?) = O(n?). Thus maintaining allB(v, 3) for all nodesv such that
dist(v, Q) > j takesO(n?) total time. |l

Proof of Lemmal[3.11: It is not hard to verify that the distances’if(s) are the distances in the induced
graph onV (T'(s)). Therefore, we need to show thavite 7'(S) thenP(v, s) C T'(s). Or in other words, if
there exists a node € P(v, s) such that: ¢ T'(s) thenv is not light for (s, T'(s)). Letz be the first node
on the pathP(v, s) such thate ¢ T'(s).

Namely, = is not light for (s,7'(s)). We need to consider the different cases whis not light for
(s,T(s)) and show that in each such casks not light for (s, 7'(s)) as well.

Case(1) is whendist(x, s) < 83/e anddist(z,s) > distg(z,s) — 2. Case(2) is whendist(z, s) >
8f/¢, dist(z, Q) > 83/e anddist(x, s) > dist(z,w) + min(HeapEfUl;)”))/(l +¢) andw ¢ T for some

w € B(z, 5). Case(3) is whendist(x, s) > 84/¢ anddist(z, s) > mm(HeapE* 1;“))/(1 +e€).

Let H be the emulator in the construction of Bernstein and Rodi@}. For a node; € Q, let H, be
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the graphH whenH eapgig) [¢] was last updated.

We now turn to the first case whedést(x, s) < 845/¢ anddist(x,s) > distg(z,s) — 2. We consider
two subcases, the first subcagel) is whendist(v,s) < 83/e and the second subcase?2) is when
dist(v,s) > 83/e. In both subcases we hadést(v, s) = dist(v, z) + dist(z, s) < distg(v,s) + 2. Let
q € @ be the node such thdist, (v, s) = distg(v, s).

In case(1.1) sincedist(v, s) < distg(v, s)+2 anddist(v, s) < 83/e thenwv is not light for (s, T") due to
check (1). In casé¢l.2), we havemin(HeapEZ:SrE)) < disty(v, s, Hy) < dist(v, z, H;) + dist(x, ¢, H;) +
dist(q, s, Hy) < (1 + ¢/2)dist(v,z) + ¢ + (1 + ¢/2)dist(x,q) + ¢ + (1 + ¢/2)dist(q,s) + ¢ < (1 +
e/2)dist(v, s) + (1 +¢/2)2 4+ 3¢ < (1 + €)dist(v, s). Sov does not pass che¢R).

Consider cas¢2) wheredist(z, s) > 88/e, dist(z, Q) > 3 anddist(x, s) > dist(x, w)+min(Heap(;;"”)/(1+
€) andw ¢ T for somew € B(x, ).

If v has a nodey in @ at distances from it then by Lemmd 2]3 we get thaﬁin(Heap(*’He)) <

(v,9)
Heapgz:i;“) lq] = dist,(v, s, Hy) < (1 + €)dist(v, s). We get thab does not pass test (3).

So assume thatist(v, Q) > j. Letq € Q be the node thdﬂeapgfv”l;)“) [q] = min(HeapEZ};)rE)). Note
thatdist(v,q) > 5. We havedist, (v, s, H;) < dist(v,w, Hy) + disty(w, s, H;) < (1 + €)(dist(v, z) +
dist(x, w)) + min(Heap(;' 1) < (1 + )dist(v, z) + (1 + e)dist(z, 5) = (1 + €)dist(v, s). It follows that
v does not pass tesd)

The last case is whetlist(x, s) > 83 /¢ anddist(z, s) > min(HeapEZ’;”))/(l + ¢€). If v has a node
in @ at distance5 from it then similar to the analysis in previous case we cawstnatv does not pass test
(3). So assume thalist(v, Q) > f.

If dist(v,z) < j8 then we get thatlist(v, z) + min(HeapEZ:S“))/(l + €) < dist(v, x) + dist(z, s) =
dist(v, s). Hence,v does not pass te&?).

Assumddist(v, x) > 3. Inthis casemin(Heap(*’He)) = dist(v, s, H) < dist(v, z, H)+dist(z, s, H) <

(14 e)dist(v, z) + (1 + e)dist(z,s) = (1 + e)diSt((i;,)s). It follows thatv does not pass teét). |
Proof of Lemmal[3.12: We claim that for a node € V, checking ifv is not light for (s, T'(s)) takes
O(n'/?) time in expectation.

First note that check (1) and (3) can be done in constant timaddition, note that it is heavy then
automatically it is not light fofs, T'(s")) for any treeT’(s") for somes’ € S for 1 < j < logn. To see this,
recall that by Lemm&3l3 if is heavy théliv) N Q # 0. Letq € T'(v) N Q. If d(v, s, B(T, 1)) < 83/e then
note thatdistg (v, s) < dist,(v, s) < dist(v, s) + 2 and thusv is not light for (s, 7') due to test (1).

If d(v,s, B(T,1)) > 83/ then straight forward calculations show tléb, s, B(T',1)) > dist(v, s) >
Heap;,) (v, s)/(1 + €). Thusv is not light for (s, T") due to test (3). It follows that in caseis heavy it does
not pass the property check @f, 7'(s)).

By Lemmal3.B(3) ifdist(v, Q) > B then|B(v, )| > n'/2. Thus checking ifd(v, s, B(T,1)) >
dist(v, w) + Heap*(w, s)/(1 + €) for somew € B(s, 3) takesO(n'/?) time.

We claim that for the tre@(s), the algorithm invoke® (2¢) the check ifv is not light for (s, T'(s)). To
see this, note that the checkvifs not light for (s, T'(s)) is invoked when either the distand&st(v, s, 7'(s))
increases or when the distance the distdteapy;, (s, v) increases. Since we maintain the distardiefv, s, 7'(s))
and Heapy, (s, v) up to depth2’(1 + ¢), we get that these may increase at mo$’) times. In addition,
the algorithm go over the edges@ht most2’ times since each time the algorithm go ovér edges then
the distancalist(v, s) increases. As mentioned befofB(s) contains only light nodes as all heavy nodes
are not light for(s, T'(s)). Hence maintaining’(s) takesO(nn'/22!) = O(n®/?2%). In expectation there
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areO(n/2") nodes inS;, thus maintaining all tree®(s) for all nodess € S; takesO(n*/?) time. There
arelog n indicesi, therefore maintaining all tre€§(s) for all nodes inS; for somel < j < logn takes
O(n°/?) total time. 11
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