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Abstract

A t-ruling set of a graplG = (V, E) is a vertex-subsef C V that is independent and satisfies the
property that every vertex € V' is at a distance of at mosfrom some vertex irb. A maximal independent
set (MIS) is a 1-ruling set. The problem of computing an MIS on a netwsrl fundamental problem in
distributed algorithms and the fastest algorithm for thigippem is theO (log n)-round algorithm due to Luby
(SICOMP 1986) and Alon et al. (J. Algorithms 1986) from mdrarn 25 years ago. Since then the problem
has resisted all efforts to yield to a sub-logarithmic aidpon. There has been recent progress on this problem,
most importantly arO(log A - v/log n)-round algorithm on graphs with vertices and maximum degree
due to Barenboim et al. (Barenboim, Elkin, Pettie, and SiclargApril 2012, arxiv 1202.1983; to appear
FOCS 2012). The time complexity of this algorithm is subddthmic for A = 20(Vlogn),

We approach the MIS problem from a different angle and aékif)-ruling sets can be computed much
more efficiently than an MIS? As an answer to this questionshv how to compute a 2-ruling set of an
vertex graph irO((log n)3/4) rounds. We also show that the above result can be improvespémial classes
of graphs. For instance, on high girth graphs (girth 6 or mdrees, and graphs of bounded arboricity, we
show how to compute 3-ruling setsdrp(O(+/Toglogn)) roundsO((log log n)? -1og log log n) rounds, and
O((loglogn)?) rounds, respectively.

Our main technique involves randomized sparsificationrdyzitlly reduces the graph degree while ensur-
ing that every deleted vertex is close to some vertex thaai@sn This technique may have further applica-
tions in other contexts, e.g., in designing sub-logarithdistributed approximation algorithms. Our results
raise intriguing questions about how quickly an MIS (or liny sets) can be computed, given that 2-ruling
sets can be computed in sub-logarithmic rounds.

1 Introduction

Symmetry breaking is a fundamental theme in distributedpating and a classic example of symmetry break-
ing arises in the computation ofraaximal independent set (MIS) of a given graph. About 25 years ago Alon et
al. [1] and Luby [12] independently devised randomized athms for the MIS problem, running i®(log n)
communication rounds. Since then, all attempts to devisalgorithm for MIS that runs irsub-logarithmic
rounds (for general graphs) have failed. Recently, Kuhrl.4i@] proved that there exisi-vertex graphs for
which any distributed algorithm, even randomized, thate®khe MIS problem requirgd(y/log n) communi-
cation rounds. Closing this gap between €hgog n) upper bound and th@(,/log n) lower bound is one of the
fundamental challenges in distributed computing.

There has been some exciting recent progress in closingdpisBarenboim et al.[5] present an algorithm
that runs inO(log A\/log n) rounds onn-vertex graphs with maximum degre®. This is sub-logarithmic
for A e 20(ven)  This result uses techniques developed in a paper by Kdthepal. [8] for deriving an

O(y/logn)-round algorithm for computing a®(A)-coloring of an-vertex graph with maximum degrek.
Barenboim et al.[[5] also present an algorithm for compuingMIS on trees irO(y/log nlog log n) rounds.

*Part of this work was done while the first author was visiting University of lowa as an Indo-US Science and Technologyiifio
Research Fellow. The work of the second author is suppantpdri by National Science Foundation grant CCF 0915543.

finternational Institute of Information Technology, Hydbed, India 500 03Rkishore@iiit.ac.in

fDepartment of Computer Science, The University of lowa,d@ity, IA 52242-1419, USAsriram-pemmaraju@uiowa.edu


http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.3099v1

This is a small improvement over an algorithm from PODC 2G&rlcbmputing an MIS on trees due to Lenzen
and Wattenhofer [11] that runs @(/Tog n - log log n) rounds. Barenboim et al. extend their result on MIS on
trees to graphs with girth at least 6 and to graphs with bodiadieoricity.

A problem closely related to MIS, that also involves symméteaking at its core, is the problem of comput-
ing t-ruling sets. A¢-ruling set of a graphG = (V, E) is an independent subsgtof vertices with the property
that every vertew € V is at a distance of at mostfrom some vertex in5. Thus an MIS is a 1-ruling sgt
In this paper we investigate the distributed complexityhaf problem of computing-ruling sets fort = O(1)
with the aim of determining whether an(1)-ruling set can be computed more efficiently than an MIS. For
general graphs and for various graph subclasses we show ithatdeed possible to computeruling sets, for
small constant, in time that is much smaller than the best running time foormesponding MIS algorithm. In
our first result, we present an algorithm that computes di@grset inO((log 7)%/*) rounds on general graphs.
Thus we have a sub-logarithmic algorithm for a seeminglyanfrelaxation” of the MIS problem. We improve
on this result substantially for trees, graphs of girth astes, and graphs of bounded arboricity. For all these
subclasses, we present algorithms for computing 3-rulitg)whose runtime (in rounds) is exponentially faster
than the fastest corresponding MIS algorithms. For exaniptetrees our algorithm computes a 3-ruling set
in O((loglogn)? - loglog log n) communication rounds, whereas the fastest algorithm f@& bh trees takes
O(y/log nloglog n) rounds [5].

Our work raises intriguing questions on the possibility aster MIS algorithms and on the separation be-
tween the distributed complexity @(1)-ruling sets and MIS. For example, could we design algorsttior
MIS that first compute a 2- or 3-ruling set and then quicklyvarhthat subset to a 1-ruling set? Is it possible
that there are MIS algorithms for trees and related graphblasbes that run i® (poly(log logn)) rounds? Al-
ternately, could the MIS problem be strictly harder thangh@blem of computing &-ruling set for some small
constant?

Our results should also be viewed in the context of result&fgjier and Vicari[[7]. These authors showed
how to compute inD(loglogn) rounds a vertex-subsét of a givenn-vertex graphG = (V, E) such that
(i) every vertex is at mosP(loglogn) hops from some vertex ifi" and (ii) the subgraph induced Ky has
maximum degre®(log”® n). One can use the Barenboim et@|log A+/Togn)-round MIS algorithm orG|[T]
and sparsifyl” into anO(log log n)-ruling set in an additionaD (y/log - log log n) rounds. Thus, by combining
the Gfeller-Vicari algorithm with the Barenboim et al. atijom one can compute ai(log log n)-ruling set in
general graphs i®(y/log n - log log n) rounds. Our result can be viewed as extending the GfelleaV/result
by usingt = O(1) instead oft = O(loglogn). Also worth noting is the fact that Gfeller and Vicari useithe
O(log log n)-ruling set computation as an intermediate step to comgwtimMIS ongrowth-bounded graphs.
While the techniques that work for growth-bounded graphsatavork for general graphs or for the other graph
subclasses we consider, this suggests the possibilityttfigeo an MIS via &-ruling set for smalk.

Our technigue involves a rapid sparsification of the graphendnsuring that nodes that are removed from
further consideration are close (within one or two hops)dme remaining node. Using this technique we
show how to reduce the degrees of graphs rapidly and afticisufly reducing the degrees, we can apply MIS
algorithms due to Barenboim et &l) [5] that take advantagieiow maximum degree. For example, given a

graphG = (V, E) and a parametet, 0 < € < 1, our sparsification procedure can rurﬂr( (fg’gf)e) rounds and

partitionV into subsets// andW such that with high probability (i7[1/] has maximum degre@(2(°¢™)°) and
(ii) every vertex inl¥ has a neighbor id/. At this stage, we can apply the MIS algorithm of Barenboiral gi5]
that runs inO(log A - /Iog ) rounds orG[M]. SinceA(G[M]) = O(2(°8™)), this step take®((log n)/2*¢)

rounds, leading to a 2-ruling set algorithm that runﬂr(% + (log n)1/2+€) rounds. Pickinge = 1/4

yields theO((log n)?/*) rounds 2-ruling set algorithm mentioned above. We use daimspid sparsification
approach to derive faster ruling set algorithms for differgraph subclasses. We believe that the sparsification
technique may be of independent interest in itself, esphediadesigning distributed approximation algorithms

In the definition of Gfeller and Vicari]7], a-ruling set need not be independent, and what we calhding set, they call an
independent ¢-ruling set.



that run in sub-logarithmic rounds.

1.1 Model

We consider distributed systems that can be modeled by & gfap (V, E) with the vertices representing the
computational entities and the edges representing conuation links between pairs of computational entities.
We use the standard synchronous, message passing modairofinication in which each node, in each round,
can send a possibly distinct message along each incideat édigof our algorithms are structured as a series of
“sparsification” steps interleaved with calls to subroesinmplementing MIS algorithms on low degree graphs,
due to Barenboim et al. [5]. During the sparsification steagh node only needs to inform its neighbors of its
membership in some set and therefore each node only needsddlse same single bit to all of its neighbors.
Therefore, communication during the sparsification steps e viewed as occuring in in a fairly restrictive
communication model in which each node is only allowed tedlly) broadcast a single bit to all neighbors.
However, some of the MIS algorithms in Barenboim et al. [5] m the LOCAL model, which allows each
node to send a message of arbitrary size to each neighboclinreand. Thus, due to their dependency on the
MIS algorithms of Barenboim et al.|[5], the algorithms ingtlpiaper also require the use of th&@C. AL model.

1.2 Definitions and Notation

Given a graplG = (V, E'), we denote byV (v) the neighborhood aof and bydeg(v) the quantity| N (v)|. Let
dists (u, v) refer to the shortest distance between any two vertisdv in G. For a subset of verticds’ C V,
let G[V'] be the subgraph induced by the subgét

Our calculations make use of Chernoff bounds for tail inditjaa on the sum of independent random vari-
ables. In particular, leX := >~ ; X, with E[X;] = p for eachl < i < n. The upper tail version of Chernoff
bounds that we utilize isPr[X > E[X] - (1 + ¢€)] < exp(—E[X]e?/3) for any0 < e < 1.

In our work, we derive a 3-ruling set algorithm for graphshwbbunded arboricity. Let thdensity of a graph
G=(V,E),|V| > 2,betheratig|E|/(]V|—1)]. Let the density of a single-vertex graph be 1. Bhsoricity
of a graphG = (V, E), denotedu(G), can be defined as(G) := max{density(G’) | G’ is a subgraph of+}.
By the celebrated Nash-Williams decomposition theoren), thé arboricity of a graph is exactly equal to the
minimum number of forests that its edge set can be decomposedFor examples, trees have arboricity one.
The family of graphs with arboricity(G) = O(1) includes all planar graphs, graphs with treewidth bounded
by a constant, graphs with genus bounded by a constant, arfdrtiily of graphs that exclude a fixed minor.
A property of graphs with arboricity(G) that has been found useful in distributed computing [2, 3s 4hat
the edges of such graphs can be oriented so that each nodenhasta(G) incident edges oriented away from
it. However, finding such an orientation tak@slog n) time [2] and since we are interested in sub-logarithmic
algorithms, we cannot rely on the availability of such areotation.

1.3 Our Results

Here we summarize the results in this paper.

1. Analgorithm, that with high probability, computes a 2img set on general graphs([h((llggf)e + (log n)1/2+€)
rounds for any0 < e < 1. Substitutinge = 1/4 into this running time expression simplifies it to

O((logn)®/%).

2. An algorithm, that with high probability, computes a 3i1g set on graphs of girth at least 6drp(O(+/log log n))
rounds.

3. An algorithm, that with high probability, computes a 3img set inO((log log n)? log log log n) rounds
on trees.



4. An algorithm, that with high probability, computes a 3img set on graphs of bounded arboricity in
O((loglog n)3) rounds.

Note that all our results run significantly faster than cgpending algorithms for MIS. In fact, for trees and
graphs of bounded arboricity, our results improve the apwading results exponentially. This is illustrated
further in TabléL.

Graph Class MIS [5] O(loglogn)-ruling 3-ruling set

sets [7] [This Paper]
General O(log A - /Tog n) O(v/logn -loglogn) | O((logn)3/%)
Trees O(y/logn) O((loglogn)?)
Girth> 6 O(log Aloglogn + exp(O(y/loglogn))) exp(O(y/loglogn))
Bounded | O(log A(log A + [ E2E0)) O((loglogn)3)
arboricity
(a =0(1))

Table 1: Comparison of the best known runtimes of distrithakgyorithms for MIS,0(log log n)-ruling sets,
and 3-ruling sets. It should be noted that the algorithm famegal graphs described in this paper computes a
2-ruling set. Also, we use the notation f(n)) as a short form foO( f(n) - polylog(f(n))).

1.4 Related Work

The work most closely related to ours, which includes themegvork of Barenboim et al.[5] and the work of
Gfeller and Vicari([7], has already been reviewed earlighia section.

Other work on the MIS problem that is worth mentioning is tlegant MIS algorithm of Métivier et al._[1.3].
In this algorithm, each vertex picks a real uniformly at ramdfrom the interval0, 1] and joins the MIS if
its chosen value is a local maxima. This can be viewed as antaof Luby’s algorithm[[12] and like Luby’s
algorithm, runs irO (log n) rounds. Due to its simplicity, this MIS algorithm is used arpby the MIS algorithm
on trees by Lenzen and Wattenhofer|[11] and also by Barenbbah [5].

The MIS problem on the class of growth-bounded graphs hectgt! fair bit of attentiori [9,/ 7, 15]. Growth-
bounded graphs have the property that theeighborhood of any vertex has at mosO(r¢) independent
vertices in it, for some constant> 0. In other words, the rate of the growth of independent sgislignomial
in the radius of the “ball” around a vertex. Schneider andt@vditofer [15] showed that there is a deterministic
MIS algorithm on growth-bounded graphs that run€iflog* n) rounds. Growth-bounded graphs have been
used to model wireless networks because the number of indepevertices in any spatial region is usually
bounded by the area or volume of that region. In contrast@wtp-bounded graphs, the graph subclasses we
consider in this paper tend to have arbitrarily many indejpan vertices in any neighborhood.

Fast algorithms foO(1)-ruling sets may have applications in distributed appration algorithms. For
example, in a recent paper by Berns etlal. [6] a 2-ruling sebimputed as a way of obtaining((1)-factor
approximation to the metric facility location problem. Quiork raises questions about the existence of sub-
logarithmic round algorithms for problems such as minimuomahating set, vertex cover, etc., at least for
special graph classes.

1.5 Organization of the Paper

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sedtlon 2 slomwsesult for general graphs. Sectldn 3 shows
our results for graphs of girth at least 6, and for trees. i8e®& extends the results of Sectibh 3 to graphs
of arboricity bounded by a poly-logarithmic value. The papeds with some concluding remarks and open
problems in Sectionl5.



2 2-Ruling Sets in General Graphs

In this section we describe AlgorithmURING SET-GG, that runs in sub-logarithmic rounds and computes a 2-
ruling set in general graphs. The reader is encouraged &uttdhe pseudocode of this algorithm while reading
the following text. Letf be the quantit2(°2™)° for some parametdr < ¢ < 1. Leti* be the smallest positive

integer such thaf” ™' > A. Thusi* = [log; A] — 1. Itis also useful to note that = O (%). The
algorithm proceeds istages and there aré* stages, indexed by= 1,2,...,4*. In Stagei, all “high degree”

vertices, i.e., vertices with degrees greater tﬁarare processed. Roughly speaking, in each stage we peel off
from the “high degree” vertex set, a subgraph with degreasbed above by)(f - logn). Following this we
also peel off all neighbors of this subgraph. More precisel\stage: each “high degree” vertex joins a skf;
with probability% (Line 6). Later we will show (in Lemmia2.1) that with high padility any vertex that
is in V at the start of Stagehas degree at mogt/f~!. (This is trivially true fori = 1.) Therefore, it is easy
to see that any vertex in the graph inducedMdyhas expected degree at maxif - logn). In fact, this is true
with high probability, as shown in Lemnia 2.2. This degreertballows the efficient computation of an MIS
on the subgraph induced ;. Following the identification of the sét/;, all neighbors of\/; that are outside
M; are placed in a sé; (Line 9). Both setsV/; andWV; are then deleted from the vertex $ét The setdV;
play a critical role in our algorithm. For one, given the pabbity W of joining M;, we can show that with
high probability every “high degree” vertex ends up eitlredd; or in W;. This ensures that all “high degree”
vertices are deleted froi in each Stage. Also, the setd¥; act as “buffers” between th&/;’s ensuring that
there are no edges betwe#f) and M, for ¢ # /. As a result the graph induced hy)/; also has low degree,
i.e.,O(f -logn). Therefore, we can compute an MIS on the graph induced;By; in “one shot” rather than
deal with each of the graphs induced ki, M5, ... one by one.

Given the way in which “high degree” vertices disappear frgimat the end of ali* stages, the grap&y
induced by vertices that still remain In would have shrunk to the point where the maximum degree oftaxe
in G is O(f). The algorithm ends by computing an MIS on the graph induget kv (U; ;). As mentioned
before, theM;’s do not interact with each other or witi and therefore the degree of the graph induced by
(U; M;) UV is O(f -log n). We use the MIS algorithm due of Barenboim et/al. [5] that riur@glog A-+/Togn)
rounds for this purpose. Singe = O(f - logn) and f = 2(°8™)°  this step runs i) ((log n)2+) rounds. In
the algorithm described below, we denoteMiys-LOWDEG the subroutine that implements the Barenboim et
al. algorithm. We usé{ to denote a static copy of the input graph

Algorithm RULINGSET-GG(G = (V, E))
1. f«2leen) g G
2. fori<«1,2,...,7"do
[* Stagei */
M; « 0; W; < 0;
for eachv € V inparallel do
if degq(v) > % then
M; + M; U {v} with probability #1872~
for eachv € V in parallel do
if ve N(Ml) \Mz then
Wi — Wi U {1)}
10. V%V\(MZUWZ)
end-for(7)
11. [+ MIS-LOWDEG(H[(U;M;) U V])
return I,

©Ce~NO Ok ®w



Lemma 2.1 Attheend of Sage i, 1 < i < ¢*, with probability at least 1 — % all vertices ill in V' have degree
at most fé

Proof. Consider a “high degree” vertex i.e., a vertex with degree more thayy f, at the start of Stage
Then,

RN
Prlv is added ta\f; U W;] > 1—<1—%>
> 1_6—6-10gn:1_i6
n

Therefore, using the union bound, we see that with prolglatileastl — ni all vertices inV that have degree
more thanA /f* at the start of Stagewill join M; U W; in Stagei. 0

Lemma 2.2 Consider a Sage i, 1 < ¢ < ¢*. Wth probability at least 1 — % the subgraph induced by M; (i.e.,
H[M;]) has maximum degree 12log n - f.

Proof. We condition on the event that all vertices that ar&’iat the beginning of Stagehave degree at most
%. Fori = 1, this event happens with probability 1 and for 1, Lemmd2.1l implies that this event happens
with probability at least — 1/n°. Consider a vertex € V that is added td/;. Letdeg,, (v) denote the degree
of vertexv in H[M;]. Then,

A 6logn- f?
Eldegyy,(v)] < 1A Glogn - f.
Here we use the fact thalieg; (v) < % for all v € V at the start of Stagé Since vertices joinV/; in-

dependently, using Chernoff bounds we conclude Ehédleg,, (v) > 12logn - f] < 1/n?. Therefore, with
probability at least — 1/n the maximum degree df [)/;] is at mostl2log n - f. We now drop the conditioning
on the event that all vertices that arelinat the beginning of Stagehave degree at mo%%1 and use Lemma
[2.1 and the union bound to obtain the lemma. 0

Theorem 2.3 Algorithm RULING SET-G G computes a 2-ruling set of theinput graph G in O( (llsggf)e +(log n)'/2+€)
rounds.

Proof. It is easy to see that every stage of the algorithm run@(ih) communication rounds. Since there are

i* stages and sinc& = O ((fgéf)e), the running time of the stages all together)’s{d(‘jéﬁ). From Lemma
[2.1 we see that the vertex détremaining after alf* stages induces a graph with maximum degfedth high
probability. From Lemmg2]2 we see that the maximum degreseyfy H [ ;] is bounded above b@( f -logn)
with high probability. Furthermore, since there is no iat#ion between any pair df/;'s and also betweeir
and thelM;’s, the maximum degree of the graph induced byM; ) UV is alsoO( f -log n). Therefore, with high
probability, the MIS computation at the end of the algorittakesO((log 7)'/%*<) rounds using[[5, Theorem
4.3]. Together these observations yield the claimed rgnhtime.

To see thaf is a 2-ruling set, first observe that every vertegnds up inM; U W; for somel < i < ¢* or
remains inV until the end. Ifv ends up iniW;, it is at most 2 hops from a vertex inthat belongs to the MIS of
H|[M;]. Otherwisep is 1 hop away from a vertex ih 0

Usinge = 1/4 in the above theorem results in Corollary]2.4. A further miation on the choice of for
graphs with degree ia*(V1°27) is shown in Corollary 2]5.

Corollary 2.4 Algorithm RULINGSET-GG computes a 2-ruling set of the input graph G in O((logn)®/%)
rounds.



Corollary 2.5 (i) For agraph G with A = 20(V1ogn) ' Algorithm RULING SET-GG computes a 2-ruling set of
the input graph G in O((log n)/?*¢) rounds for any ¢ > 0. (i) For agraph G with A = 2«(vlegn) - Algorithm
RULING SET-GG computes a 2-ruling set of the input graph G in O((log n)'/*y/Iog A) rounds.

Proof. We get (i) by simply plugging\ = 2°0(V1°2") into the running time expression from Theorém] 2.3.
(ii) In this case, we know thdbg A = w(y/logn) andlog A < logn. Consider the two expressiora%ggTA)s

and (log n)1/2+e in the running time expression from Theoreml2.3.€At 0 the first term is larger and as we
increase, the first term falls and the second term increases. By thedim 1/4 the second term is larger. We
find a minimum value by equating the two terms and solving:farhis yields an “optimal” value of

_ loglogA 1

= 2loglogn 4

and plugging this into the running time expression yields iinning time bound o®((log n)/* - \/log A)
rounds. O

3 3-Ruling Sets for High Girth Graphs and Trees

Our goal in this section is to devise &n1)-ruling set algorithm for high girth graphs and trees thahisch
faster than the 2-ruling set algorithm for general grapbmfthe previous section. In AlgorithmURING SET-
GG we allow the graph induced byf; to have degree as high X f - log n) wheref = 2(°2™)° Computing
an MIS on a graph with degree as high as this is too time comspfor our purposes. We could try to reduce
f, but this will result in a corresponding increase in the nantdf stages. Therefore, we need to use additional
ideas to help simultaneously keep the maximum degree ofrdqghgH [U; M;] small and also the number of
stages small.

Let G = (V, E) be a graph withn vertices, maximum degreg, and girth at least 6. L&t be the smallest
positive integer such thas/2” < 6 - log . Itis easy to check that = O(loglog A).

Let M; and M> be disjoints subsets df such that the maximum vertex degree@n)M;] and in G[Ma)]
is bounded byO(logn). We useMIS-TWOSTAGE(G, M, M>) to denote a call to the following algorithm for
computing an MIS orz[M; U Ms).

1. Compute an MIS; on G[M;] using the algorithm of Barenboim et al. ([5], Theorem 7.2).
2. Compute an MIS; on G[M; \ N(I;)] using the algorithm of Barenboim et al.{([5], Theorem 7.2).
3. returnly U I5.

This algorithm runs inexp(O(y/loglogn)) rounds since the maximum degree @jM;]| and in G[Ms] is
bounded byD(log n) and therefore by Theorem 7/2 [5] each of the MIS computatieqairesexp(O(y/log log n))
rounds. IfG were a tree, then we could use Theorem 7.3 in Barenboim eBhlwhich tells us that we can
compute an MIS on a tree with maximum degt@gog n) in O(loglogn - log log log n) rounds. From this we
see that a call tBlIS-TWOSTAGE(G, M1, Ms) runs inO(loglog n - log log log n) rounds wherg is a tree.

In our previous algorithm, Algorithm ®.INGSET-GG, we used degree rang@%, Al (f%, %], etc. Here
we use even larger degree ranged?!/2, A], (A4, Al/2], etc. The algorithm proceeds in stages and in Stage
i all vertices with degrees in the ranga'/2', A1/2'""'] are processed. To understand the algorithm and why it
works consider what happens in Stage 1. (It may be helpfuinswlt the pseudocode of AlgorithmuRING SET-

HG while reading the following.) In Line 6 we allow “high dexg” vertices (i.e., those with degree more than
VA) to join a setM; with a probability“"%. This probability is small enough that it ensures that theeeked
maximum degree of the subgraph inducedMy is O(logn). In fact, this also holds with high probability,
as shown in Lemm@a_3.3. However, as can be seen easily, tretetsiof “high degree” vertices that have no

7



Low Degree High Degree

Figure 1: Figure showing one iteration of AlgorithnruRNG SET-HG. The figure shows the seld;, M, and
Ww.

neighbor inM;. We use two ideas to remedy this situation. The first idea @lltov “low degree” vertices
(i.e., those with degree at mogiA) also to join a sefi/,, with the somewhat higher probability 8*&’% (Line

7). This probability is low enough to ensure that the gragluged by)M, hasO(log n) maximum degree, but

it is also high enough to ensure that if a “high degree” node Ibts of “low degree” neighbors, it will see
some neighbor inVf,, with high probability. This still leaves untouched “higlegtee” vertices with lots of
“high degree” neighbors. To deal with these vertices, weoremot just the neighborhood af;, but also the
2-neighborhood of\/;. The fact that7 has a high girth ensures that a “high degree” vertex that rzayrthigh
degree” neighbors has lots of vertices in its 2-neighbatho®his allows us to show that such “high degree”
vertices are also removed with high probability. The abageiments are formalized in Lemrma3.1. We repeat
this procedure for smaller degree ranges until the degréeeairaph that remains is poly-logarithmic. Figure
shows one iteration of the algorithm. Pseudocode of owritiign appears as Algorithm RINGSET-HG
below.

Algorithm RULINGSET-HG(G = (V, E))

1. I+
2. fori=1,2,---,i*do
[* Stagei */
3. My« 0; My < 0; W <
4, for v € Vinparalld do
5. if deg(v) > AY? then
6. M, « M, U {v} with probability fﬂ;;%ﬂ
else ifdeg(v) < AY/?' then
7. My « M, U {v} with probability %225
8. I + I UMIS-TWOSTAGE(G, My, M>)
9. forve V' \ (My U M) inparallel do
10. if dist(v, My U M3) < 2 then
11. W+ W U{v}
12. Ve V\ (M UM, UW)
end-for(7)
13. I+ TUMIS(G)
return I;

In the following, we analyze Algorithm RLINGSET-HG. We show in LemmA_3]1 that all nodes of degree
at leastA/2' can be processed in tlign iteration. This is followed by Lemnia 3.3 that argues thatdegree of
G[M; U Ms] is O(log n), and finally Theorern 314 that shows our result for graph dhgit least 6 and trees.



Lemma 3.1 For 1 < i < 4*, with probability at least 1 — 1/n2, all vertices till in V have degree at most A/’
at the end of iteration <.

Proof. Consider a vertex € V at the start of iteration that has degree greater thar/ 2" Vertexv can have
one of two types:

Type | : vis of Type | if at least half ob’s neighbors have degree greater tiiai2'.
Type Il : vis of Type Il if fewer than half olv’s neighbors have degree greater tiani2".

If v is of Type I, then there are at least2 - A1/2" . A1/2' = A2 /2 vertices inv's 2-neighborhood. Here we
use the fact thatr has girth at least 6. Now note that any vertei v's 2-neighborhood is added @7 U My

with probability at Ieast%. Therefore, the probability that no vertexirs 2-neighborhood is added to

My U M, is at most(1 — %)‘Nﬂ“)', whereN,(v) denotes the 2-neighborhood of vertexHere we use the

fact that vertices are added id; U M, independently. Using the lower boun¥y(v)| > AY27" /2, we see
that

AL/2i71

. 6-logn 2
> 1_6—3-10gn:1_i
= 3

If v is of Type Il, then more than half afs neighbors have degree less than or equallté?i. Each such “low
degree” neighbor is added fd, with probability 6 log n./ A/, Therefore,

1/2¢

_ 6-logn\ =
Pr[v is added taV/; U Moy U W] > 1—(1_‘A1/§i )

> 1 _6—3-10gn —-1— ig
n
In either casey is added tal/; U M, U W with probability at leastl — 1/n3. Therefore, by the union bound
every node of degree greater thAW?' is added ta\/; U M, U W with probability at least — 1/n?. Therefore,
at the end of iteration, with probability at least — 1/n?, there are no vertices i with degree more than
A%, O

Corollary 3.2 With probability at least 1 —1/n?, after all i* iterations of the for-loop in Algorithm RULING SET-
HG, the graph G has maximum degree at most 6 log n.

Lemma 3.3 Consider an arbitrary iteration 1 < ¢ < ¢* and let H = G[M; U Ms]. Wth probability at least
1 — 2/n, the maximum degree of a vertex in H[M;], j = 1,2 isat most 12 - log n.

Proof. We condition on the event that all vertices that ar&’iat the beginning of an iterationhave degree at
mostAl/2™" Fori = 1, this event happens with probability 1 and for 1, Lemmd 3.1 implies that this event
happens with probability at least— 1/n2. Consider a vertex € V that is added td/;. Let deg,,, (v) denote
the degree of vertex in G[M;]. Then,

6-logn

i—1
Eldegyy, (v)] < AV N

=6 -logn.
Here we use the fact thdtg(v) < A2 forall v € V' at the start of iteration. Similarly, for a vertex € V
that is added td/,, letdeg),, (v) denote the degree of vertexn G[M,]. Then,

6-logn
Al/2¢

Eldegyy, (v)] < AV =6-logn.



Here we use the fact thatis added toMs only if deg(v) < A/%'. Since vertices joinV/; independently,
using Chernoff bounds we conclude tHat[deg,,, (v) > 12 -logn] < 1/n? Similarly, we conclude that
Pr[deg,,(v) > 12 -logn] < 1/n%. Therefore, with probability at leadt — 1/n the maximum degree of
G[M; U Ms] is at mostl2log n. We now drop the conditioning on the event that all vertidesd fre inV" at

the beginning of iteration have degree at mogt'/2" " and use Lemm@a3.1 and the union bound to obtain the
lemma. O

Theorem 3.4 Algorithm RULING SET-HG computes a 3-ruling set of G. If G is a graph with girth at least
6 then RULINGSET-HG terminates in exp(O(y/loglogn)) rounds with high probability. If G is a tree then
RULING SET-HG terminates in O((log log n)? - log log log n) rounds with high probability.

Proof. Consider avertex € V that is added td/, U M>UW in some iterationi. Since the algorithm computes
an MIS onG[M; U Ms] and since every vertex iii/ is at most 2 hops (via edges @) from some vertex in
My U Mo, it follows thatv is at distance at most 3 from a vertex placed iim iterationi. A vertex that is not
added ta\/; U Ms U W ends up in the graph whose MIS is computed (in Line 13) anceietbre at most 1 hop
away from a vertex id. Thus every vertex iV’ is at most 3 hops away from some vertexin

The total running time of the algorithm i times the worst case running time the call to thes sub-
routine in Line 8 plus the running time of the call to th&s subroutine in Line 13. This implies that in the
case of graphs of girth at least 6, AlgorithmruRNG SET-HG runs inexp(O(y/Ioglogn)) - O(loglog A) =
exp(O(y/loglogn)) rounds. In the case of trees, AlgorithnruRNG SET-HG runs inO(log log A - log log n -
log loglog n) = O((loglog n)? - log log log n) rounds. O

4 Graphs with Bounded Arboricity

In the previous section, we used the fact that the absendwdfey/cles induces enough independence so that in
each iteration, with high probability the “high degree” esdoin the sef\/; U M, U . This has allowed us to
process nodes of degrees in the rangé’2, A2 '] in iterationi. In this section, we show that a 3-ruling set
can be computed even in the presence of short cycles prothigegraph has an arboricity bounded lby* n

for a constank. The algorithm we use for this case is essentially similah&b of Algorithm RULINGSET-HG

from Sectior B. Recall from Sectigh 3 thatrefers to the smallest positive integer such tha? < 6 - log 7.
We make the following changes to AlgorithnuURNG SET-HG to adapt it to graphs of arboricity= a(G).

e Initerationi, for 1 < i < ¢*, a nodev that has a degree at least/?' joins the setM; with probability

Zf};gff. (See Line 6 of Algorithm RLING SET-HG.)

e Initerationi, for 1 < i < ¢*, a nodev with degree less thaa'/2" joins M; with probability 62};{5". (See
Line 7 of Algorithm RULINGSET-HG).

In the following, we show lemmas equivalent to Lemmal[3.1f813a graph witha € O(logk n) for a
constant.

Lemma 4.1 Consider any iteration  for 1 < i < ¢*. With probability at least 1 — # all nodes still in V' have
degree at most A/2" at the end of iteration i.

Proof. Fori = 0, we see that each vertex has degree at mosith probability 1. Hence, the lemma holds for
1 = 0. Let us assume inductively that the lemma holds through theifi- 1 iterations and let us consider the
ith iteration. _

Consider a node still in V at the start of iteration that has degree at lea&t/?". We distinguish between
two cases. Recall that for a vertexN»(v) refers to the 2-neighborhood of
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e v has at least half its neighbors each with degree at 184X . In this case, we notice thathas at least
A2 /94 nodes at a distance of 2 from Otherwise, the graph induced by the 8é&tv) U Ny (v) has
an arboricity greater tham which is a contradiction. Each of the vertices N (v) joins M7 U M, with
probability at Ieasti‘j}%. Therefore,

6-alogn A1/2i71 2
1— (1 Sesn) /2a

1— eﬁlogn/Z -1 1/n3

PI"(U € My U M, UW)

>
>

e v has at most half its neighbors each with degree at IA44t . In this case, each such neighborwof
joins My with probability CX%‘/’;%". Therefore, we can compute the probability that M, U My U W as
follows.

6-alogn A1/2i 2a
1—(1—Soema’™/

1_6610gn2:1_1/n3

Prlve MyUMyUW) >
>

In either case we see thajoins M; U M U W with a probability of1/n3. Using the union bound, as in
the proof of Lemma&3]1, vertices still iri have degree at mogt'/2" with probability at most — # O

Lemmal3.8 also holds with the change that the grafii/;] for j = 1,2 as defined in Lemma_3.3 has a
degree at most2 - alogn. Sincea € O(log" n), the above degree is i@ (log" ™! n), with high probability.
Therefore, the following theorem holds.

Theorem 4.2 Algorithm RULING SET-HG computes a 3-ruling set of a graph G of arboricity a € O(log" n),
for a constant k&, in O(y/Togn - (log log n)2 + log®* nloglog n) rounds. Further, if a = O(1), then Algorithm
RULING SET-HG computes a 3-ruling set in O((log log n)?) rounds.

Proof. An MIS on G[M; U My] is a 3-ruling set for vertices that joib/; U M, U W in theith iteration of the
algorithm as shown in the proof of Theorém]3.4. In the resheffiroof, we only concentrate on the runtime of
Algorithm RULINGSET-HG on graphs of arboricity.

The graphH [M;] for j = 1,2 as defined in Lemmia 3.3 has an arboricityzaind poly-logarithmic degree.
Hence, an MIS off [)/;] can be computed i(/Iog n loglogn + log®/* n) rounds using([5, Theorem 6.4].
Since there aré(log log A) iterations, the overall running time @3(y/Iog n - (log log n)? + log®* nlog log n).

For smalla, we can compute an MIS aff[M;], j = 1,2 in time O(log A(H[M;]) - (log A(H[M;]) +
—eeloan_)) rounds according t6 [5, Theorem 6.4]. Using this result wAttH [A;]) = O(logn) for j = 1,2,

logloglogn
yields the theorem. O

5 Conclusions

Our work is the first positive evidence th@X(1)-ruling sets can be constructed much more quickly than an
MIS and in sub-logarithmic rounds even on general graphs. aformmopen question that our work raises is
the possibility of quickly extending a®(1)-ruling set to an MIS. Another direction worth exploring et
application of our sparsification technique to design aagatithmic time distributed approximation algorithms.
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