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Abstract. We address the problem of testing whether a given dynamighgistemporally con-
nected,i.e. a temporal path (also calledjaurney) exists between all pairs of vertices. We con-
sider a discrete version of the problem, where the topolsggiven as an evolving grapf =
{G1,Gs,...,Gi} whose set of vertices is invariant and the set of (directedgs varies over time.
Two cases are studied, depending on whether a single edgeumlimnited number of edges can be
crossed in a sam@; (strict journeys/snon-strict journeys).

In the case oftrict journeys, a number of existing algorithms designed for ngaeeral problems
can be adapted. We adapt one of them to the above formuldtidre groblem and characterize its
running time complexity. The parameters of interest aréehgth of the graph sequenke= |G|, the
maximuminstantdensityy, = maxz(|E;|), and thecumulateddensityr = | U E;|. Our algorithm
has a time complexity o (kun), wheren is the number of nodes. This complexity is compared
to that of the other solutions: one is always more costly fkeemind that is solves a more general
problem), the other one is more or less costly depending®imthrplay between instant density and
cumulated density. The lengthof the sequence also plays a role. We characterize the kegsaf

k, n andm for which either algorithm should be used. Our solution isvent for sparse mobility
scenario (e.g. robots or UAVs exploring an area) where thebsu of neighbors at a given time is
low, though many nodes can be seen over the whole execution.

In the case ofion-strictjourneys, for which no algorithm is known, we show that someerocessing
of the input graph allows us to re-use the same algorithm bediore. By chance, these operations
happens to cost aga®(kun) time, which implies that the second problem is not more diffithan
the first.

Both algorithms gradually build the transitive closure tifcs journeys (2,) or non-strict journeys
(G*) as the edges are examined; thesestrmamingalgorithms. They stop their execution whenever
temporal connectivity is satisfied (or after the whole grapk been examined). A by-product of the
execution is to makg;, andG* available for further connectivity queries (in a temporatsion),
these queries being then reduced to simple adjacency neststatic graph.

1 Introduction

Connected and mobile devices such as mobile phones, &setiars, or robots form
highly dynamic networks in which connectivity between nedeolves rapidly and con-
tinuously. Furthermore, the topology of such a network avargtime is generally not
connected, and even extremely sparse in the case of exptoaatsurveillance scenar-
ios [49], or when passive mobility is considered with husiananimals/[[10,12]. How-
ever, even in these extreme cases, a form of connectivdgsover time and space, by
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means of delay tolerant communications, where messagestaneed until an opportu-
nity of transmission appears (mechanisms of tygtere-carry-forward). This type of
connectivity is referred to aemporal connectivity

In this paper, the problem that we study is to automaticalsy tvhether a given dy-
namic graph is temporally connected or not. In other wordsywant to decide if there
is a temporal pathjgurney) between every pair of nodes in the network. A key con-
cept is that oftransitive closureof journeys, introduced in [2]. This is a static directed
graph (even if the dynamic graph is not itself directed) vehedges represent the poten-
tial journeys. From this structure, the membership of amgigdgnamic graph to several
classes of graphs can be decided [5], and in particular teltdss of temporally con-
nected graphs (complete transitive closure). We addressdmputation of transitive
closure in the case of strict journeyg?() or non-strict journeysq*) given a dynamic
graphg = {G;, G, ..., G}

In the case of strict journeys, several algorithms can bptaddo computg?,. Sev-
eral algorithms are given in|[3], each computing optimakjeys according to a given
criterion (foremost, shortest, fastest). Any of these algms can be adapted to compute

* by using the appropriate parameters. Precisely, theseithigs compute the jour-
neys taking into account the duration of edges crossingr{taf) and the duration of each
graphG; (timed evolving graphs [8]). If we assign to eaGh a unit duration that also
corresponds to the duration of edges crossing, then, foremgource node, the result
is the set of strict journeys. This algorithm has to be exatuttimes, once from each
vertex, in order to compute the transitive closure of theneys. The most efficient of
the three algorithms (foremost journeys) has an executiog of O (m log k + nlogn),
hence a total time oD (n(mlogk + nlogn)).

An algorithm computing a generalization of the transitil@sare of journeys was
proposed in[[13]. This generalization, calldgnamic reachability graphcorresponds
to a transitive closure of journeys parametrized by a sigdate, a maximal duration of
the journeys, and a traversal time for edges. It applies t@adyc graphs represented as
TVGs [7] (time-varying graph namely a quintuple§ = (V, E, T, p, () whereT is the
temporal domainR ™" in the case of [13]) ang and( are functions that determine the
presence and the latency of a given edge at a given instapgatively. This algorithm
can be used to computg, as follows: First create a TVG whose edges presence dates
(function p) are all multiples of some unit value that also correspodthé latency
given by function( (here, a constant). Finally, the constraint on journeystiom is set
to +00; the departure date is set@pthengG?, is obtained by executing the algorithm
from [13] on the created TVG. Informally, the strategy oftthlgorithm is to compose
reachability graphs incrementally over increasing peyiotitime, namely each graph
covering2’ time steps is obtained by composition of two graphs coveringtime steps
(for i from 1 to log k). The complexity of this algorithm i€ (k log k mnlogn). The
authors do not exclude the possibility to get rid of the ingillog n factor, potentially



linked to an implementation choice (see Section 4.3 of [IBther way, the complexity
of that solution dominates that of our solution.

We propose a decicated approach for computing the traesitbsure (strict at first)
of an untimed directed evolving grapgh= {(V, E;)} which has a better time complexity
than the adaptation of [13] in all cases, and than the adaptaf [3] for a range of
dynamic graphs, in particular those whose density is lowgttizne, though arbitrarily
dense over time. The algorithm consists of a temporal atdaptaf the Bellman-Ford
principle used in static graphs to compute distances betwedes. This principle was
also adapted in_[11] to compute time lags between entitisedan a contact history
(e.g. asequence of dated emails). Our adaptation is qraiglst and its time complexity
is O(kun) with the considered data structure (a mere sequence offsedges), where
k = |G| is the length of the sequence (also called number of stejls) anmaz(|E;|)
is the maximal number of edges that exist at any given stes. [kt parameter is to
be contrasted witim = | U E;|, the total number of edges that exist over time. As
discussed above, the distinction is relevant in a numbecefarios based on mobile
communicating entities. Furthermore, this type of graghsgcally corresponds to those
in which the question of the temporal connectivity occuirsse it is nota priori granted.
In the case of non-strict journeys, for which we do not know existing algorithm, we
show that the same solution can be directly adapted with dhgestime complexity:
O(kun). This variant is based on a double transitive closurgtasictransitive closure
applied to eacltr; independently, and a temporal one (as in the case of stuoigys)
applied to the sequence of those static closures.

Both algorithms gradually build the transitive closure las €dges are examined;
these ar@nlinealgorithms. They stop their execution as soon as the terhponaec-
tivity is satisfied (or after the whole dynamic graph has bexamined). A by-product
of the execution is to maké;, andG* available for further connectivity queries (in a
temporal version), these queries being then reduced tdeiagipacency tests in a static
graph.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The key cascapd main notations
are introduced in Sectidd 2. Sectioh 3 presents our solttia@ompute the transitive
closure of strict journeys, which is then adapted to the cdisgon-strict journeys in
Sectiori 4. Time complexity is analyzed throughout the paferprovide in Sectionl5 a
more detailed comparison that indicates the valuds pfandm for which our solution
performs better than the adaptation from [3].

2 Modd and notations

Let G be an untimed directed evolving gragly; = (V, E;)}. There is anon-strict
journey fromw to v in G if and only if there exists a sequence of edgeses, ..., e,
connectingu to v such that for allj € 1..p—1,¢; € E;, = 3’ > i,e;j4q1 € Ey. If
the inequality:’ > i is strict, the journey is callestrict journey i.e. at most one edge



can be crossed in a single stefas opposed to an unlimited number for non-strict jour-
neys). The existence of a non-strict (resp. strict) jourfinesn v to v, when the context

is implicit, is notedu ~~ v (resp.u N v). The distinction between a strict journey and
a non-strict journey was introduced in [5] to report on nseeg or sufficient conditions
on the dynamics of the graph, regarding distributed algor# based on pairwise inter-
actions. It should not be mistaken with the notion of diredhdirect journey([6], which
corresponds to the very fact of allowing pauses in betweesamutive hops.

The non-strict transitive closure of the dynamic gr&pis thestaticdirected graph
G* = (V, E*) such that(u,v) € E* & u ~» v. We define, in the same way, the strict
transitive closure o§ by the static directed graght, = (V, E%,) where(u,v) € Ef, <

u <5 v. It should be noted that the transitive closure grapg of directed whatever the
nature (directed or not) of the edgeginThis is due to the temporal dimension that, by
nature, implies an orientation.

Given a dynamic graply, we notek = |G| the number of time steps ig, i.e.
the number of static graphs containeddnWe distinguish two parameters to report
on the number of edges in the graph: the maximal number ofsetlge exist at each
single step, i.ex = max(|E;|), and the total number of edges that exist over time, i.e.
m = | U E;|. Of course, whatever the considered graph, we have ;. Moreover,
as already discussed, it is not rare that a practical saemerifiesy = o(n), or even
= 60(1), whilem = O(nlogn) orm = O(n?).

3 Computation of thetransitive closurefor strict journeys

We propose below an algorithm for computing the strict titaresclosureG, in the
general case that is directed. The principle of the algorithm is to build, stepstep,

the list of all the predecessors of each vertgixe., the sefu : 4 v}. Each step of the
algorithm works on a static graph 6f Let P (v, t) be the set of known predecessors of
v by the end of the first steps of the algorithm (i.e. after taking into accoulge sets:
Ei, ..., Ey). The core of stepis to addP(u,i — 1) to P(v, 7) for each edgéu,v) € E;.

In practice, only two variable®(v) andP*(v) are maintained on each nodeP " (v)
contains the new predecessorsvdicomputed during the current step). At the end of
the current ste@* (v) is merged tdP(v), the set of all predecessors«fThe detailed
operations are given in Algorithim 1.

3.1 Timecomplexity

This section provides an analysis of the time complexityhefalgorithm. In this analy-
sis, we consider the use sétdata structures, for which the union has at worst a linear
cost in the number of items of the two considered sets. Weaalsome that the size of a
set can be known in constant time, which is the case with nfdbsiecexisting libraries



Input : A dynamic graptg given as(V, {E;})
Output: A set of edgesZ* such thag?, = (V, E*)

// Initialization
1 foreachvin V do

2 Pv) « {v}; // Each node is its own predecessor
3 Pt (v) « 0;
4 foreach E; in {E;} do
5 UpdateV < 0 ; // List of nodes whose predecessors will be updated
// List predecessors induced by the edges in FE;
6 foreach (u,v) in E; do
7 P () + Pt (v) UP(u);
8 UpdateV < UpdateV U {v}
// Add found predecessors to known predecessors
9 foreach v in UpdateV do
10 Pv) + Pw) UPT(v);
1 PH(v) < 0;
// Test whether transitive closure is complete; if so, terminates
12 isComplete < true;
13 foreach v in V do
14 if |P(v)| < |V|then
15 isComplete < false;
16 break;
17 if isComplete then
// The algorithm terminates returning a complete graph (edges)
18 return V x V \ {loops}
// Build transitive closure based on predecessors
19 E* <0
20 foreach vinV do
21 foreach u in P(v) \ {v} do
22 | E* <+ E*U(u,v)
23 return E*

Algorithm 1: Computation of the strict transitive closuyg

that implements this kind of data structure (this value pemaintained as the set is
modified).

Lemmal. Forallv € V, |P(v)| < kp, i.e., a node cannot have more than prede-
cessors.

Proof (by contradiction)If there is a node such thatP(v) \ v| > kpu, then, by defi-
nition, there exists more thatu verticesu different fromv such thaw ~~ v. Each of
these vertices is thus the origin of at least one edge, whigans that more thakyu
distinct edges existed. O

Theorem 1. Algorithm 1 that calculates the strict transitive closufeaographg has a
time complexity irO(kun).

Proof. The initialization loop is linear im. The main loop iterates as many times as
the number of steps i@, i.e. k times. The main loop has three sub-loops, each being



dominated byO(|E;| - n) = O(un). Finally, the construction of the transitive closure,
if it is not complete before the end, consists of a loop tr@atefich node, iterates over
its predecessors. Since the number of predecessor of a god cannot exceekl:
(Lemmd1), this latter loop is also dominated®@yk ). O

4 Computation of thetransitive closurefor non-strict journeys

In this section, we focus on the calculation@f, i.e. the transitive closure of the jour-
neys for which an unlimited number of edges can be crosseddcit gtep (non-strict
journey). A simple observation allows us to reuse AlgoritBmlimost directly. Indeed,
the relaxation of the constraint that the journeys aretstriplies that at each stepif a
path (in the classic acceptance of the word) exists frotm v, thenw can joinv at the
same step. The algorithm therefore consists in pre-comgedt each step, the transitive
closure (in the classic static meaning of this term) of thgesgresent ifr;, resulting in

a graphG?, each edge of which corresponds to a pat&jnThen Algorithn 1, applied
to the dynamic grapkG;}, produces directly the non-strict transitive closdre

4.1 Time Complexity

The time complexity of this algorithm essentially dependdtee cost of the calculation
of the static transitive closur@’; of the graphg~;. This can be done by a depth first
search (DFS) or by a breadth first search (BFS) run from eadbxe G;. Each of
these runs having an execution costifi£;|) = O(u) and thus, the extra cost of this
operation remains withi® (kun) time.

5 Comparison

This section compares the complexity of the proposed dlyarwith the adaptation of
that from [3] (based on foremost journeys), which has a nigtime ofO(n(mlogk +
nlogn)), wherem # p is the total number of edges existing over time, |ile.FE;|.

The question is therefore to compare this complexit@téun), or after simplifica-
tion by n, to compare)(ku) to O(mlogk + nlogn). These complexities belong to a
four-dimensional space., m, k andn; it is therefore not easy to compare them. We pro-
pose to study them asymptotically:in by varying the values gf, m andk. Precisely,
we vary the order ofi andm (instant densitys.cumulated density) for several ratios of
possibles values df andn (i.e. the length of the sequengein function ofn). Tablel1
contains 60 results, including a dozen that show the triangit efficiency between both
solutions (the others can be extrapolated without calicrdty considering the relative
impact of factorsk andlog £ in both formulas). To make the verification of these re-
sults simpler, we provide in the right column an intermesgl@tpression, obtained after
replacingu andm in both expression® (k) andO(m log k + nlogn).



= 00)|m = 60|k = 6logn)|k = O(/m)|k = O(m) |k = 6(1?) Intermediate calculation
o) +oe()
logn n n/a ~ + klogn £nlogk +nlogn
Vvn n n/a — + ky/n+nlogk + nlogn
n n ~ + kn +nlogk+nlogn
logn nlogn n/a — + klogn £ (nlogn)logk
Vn nlogn n/a + ky/n £ (nlogn)logk
n nlogn — + + kn £ (nlogn)logk
nlogn | nlogn + k+tlogk
logn n° n/a = klogn &+ n’log k
Vn n? n/a + kyvn+n?logk
n n? n/a — + kn+n%logk
nlogn n? n/a ~ + k(nlogn) £ n’logk
ny/n n? n/a — + k(ny/n) £ n?logk
n? n? + kn? £ n?logk
Table 1. Running time comparison between the proposed algorithnitenddaptation of the algorithm froml [3[he

symbols— (resp+, =) indicate the ranges of values for which our solution haswadbasymptotic complexity (resp.
higher, of the same order). Empty cells at the right of a + frdeft of a n/a) are filled with + (resp. n/a).

In summary, the table confirms that the proposed solutioories more relevant
as the difference between instant density and cumulatesitgencreases, which is not
surprising. It is also not surprising, given the presencteffactork versuslog &, that
our solution is less efficient when the number of time stepeeiases. The table reveals
some ranges of realistic values where the proposed solbgbaves better than the
other, for instance when the valuesofn, andk are respectivelyO(n), ©(n?), O(n));

or (O(logn), £2(nlogn), O(n)); or (O(v/n)), £2(n), O(v/n)).
Finally, the fact that the algorithm terminates as soon agpteal connectivity is
satisfied allows us to put in perspective the impact of patanie

References

1. Matthieu Barjon, Arnaud Casteigts, Serge Chaumetteet@alohnen, and Yessin M. Neggaz. Un algorithme de
test pour la connexité temporelle dans les graphes dynasidgifaible densité. th6e Rencontres Francophones
sur les Aspects Algorithmiques de Télécommunications QNIEL), 2014.

2. Sandeep Bhadra and Afonso Ferreira. Complexity of cdedezomponents in evolving graphs and the com-
putation of multicast trees in dynamic networks. Sacond international conference on Ad-Hoc, Mobile, and
Wireless Networks (ADHOCNOW)NCS 2865, pages 259-270. Springer, 2003.

3. Binh-Minh Bui-Xuan, Afonso Ferreira, and Aubin Jarry. r@puting shortest, fastest, and foremost journeys in
dynamic networksInternational Journal of Foundations of Computer Scieric$(02):267—-285, 2003.

4. Wolfram Burgard, Mark Moors, Dieter Fox, Reid Simmonsgd &ebastian Thrun. Collaborative multi-robot
exploration. InlEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automati@R@A), pages 476-481. IEEE,
2000.

5. Arnaud Casteigts, Serge Chaumette, and Afonso Ferf@iraracterizing topological assumptions of distributed
algorithms in dynamic networks. Proceedings of the 16th International Colloquium on Stuvat Information
and Communication Complexity (SIROCCfages 126—-140, Piran, Slovenia, 2009. Springer. (Updatesibn
onlarXiv:1102.5529%.

6. Arnaud Casteigts, Paola Flocchini, Emmanuel Godardhli8antoro, and Masafumi Yamashita. Expressivity
of time-varying graphs. Ii9th International Symposium on Fundamentals of Compnafiheory (FCT)
Liverpool, United Kingdom, 2013.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1102.5529

10.

11.

12.

13.

. Arnaud Casteigts, Paola Flocchini, Walter Quattrodigcand Nicola Santoro. Time-varying graphs and dy-

namic networksInternational Journal of Parallel, Emergent and Distrileat System®7(5):387—-408, 2012.
Afonso Ferreira. On models and algorithms for dynamicroomication networks: The case for evolving graphs.
In Proc. of 4e rencontres francophones sur les Aspects Algoigues des Télécommunications (ALGOTEL)
2002.

P. Flocchini, B. Mans, and N. Santoro. On the exploratibtimse-varying networks. Theoretical Computer
Science469:53-68, 2013.

David Jea, Arun Somasundara, and Mani Srivastava. pleiltontrolled mobile elements (data mules) for
data collection in sensor networks. First IEEE international conference on Distributed Comipgtin Sensor
Systems(DCOSS’2005)ages 244-257. Springer, 2005.

Gueorgi Kossinets, Jon Kleinberg, and Duncan Watts sTraeture of information pathways in a social commu-
nication network. InProceedings of the 14th ACM SIGKDD international confeeenn Knowledge discovery
and data miningpages 435-443. ACM, 2008.

Rahul C Shah, Sumit Roy, Sushant Jain, and Waylon Beurigtita mules: Modeling and analysis of a three-tier
architecture for sparse sensor networkd.Hoc Networks1(2):215-233, 2003.

John Whitbeck, Marcelo Dias de Amorim, Vania Conan, agahd_oup Guillaume. Temporal reachability
graphs. Irthe 18th annual international conference on Mobile commiind networking (MOBICOMpages
377-388. ACM, 2012.



	Testing Temporal Connectivity in Sparse Dynamic Graphs

