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Abstract

The seminal distance oracles of Thorup and Zwick [STOC 2001, JACM 2005] provide optimal
stretch /space tradeoffs. However, their O(mn'/*) construction time is not optimal, and they
posed the question of whether a faster construction time is possible (especially for small k). In
this paper, we present the first improvement upon their construction algorithm in graphs that
are not super sparse, i.e., when m = Q(nlﬂ/’”s), for any € > 0. Moreover, our construction
improves upon the O(n?)-time construction of Baswana and Kavitha [FOCS 2006, SICOMP
2010], for every k > 2. By achieving the first subquadratic construction for 2 < k < 6, we
resolve the open problem posed by Wulff-Nilsen [SODA 2012] of whether such subquadratic-
time constructions exist.

Waulff-Nilsen [SODA 2012] targeted nearly linear construction times and presented algorithms
running in O(m +nttf (k)) time, which is near-linear whenever the graph density m exceeds
the threshold n'T/(*) We obtain improved bounds on f(k) for all k > 3, and thus expand the
regime of graph densities for which nearly linear construction times are achievable.

In addition, for unweighted graphs, we present several new algorithms for constructing (2k —
1, B8)-oracles that improve upon the results of Baswana, Gaur, Sen, and Upadhyay [ICALP 2008].

Our results are achieved through the development of several new algorithmic tools, which
may be of independent interest. One of our main technical contributions is a hierarchy of
parameterized distance oracles, which plays a central role in our fast construction algorithms.


https://arxiv.org/abs/2507.06721v2

1 Introduction

In their seminal workl'| on distance oracles, Thorup and Zwick [TZ05|] presented an algorithm that
constructs in O(kmnk) expecte time, for any integer k > 1, a (2k — 1)-stretch distance oracle
that uses O(lmH%) space and answers distance queries in O(k) time. Many different aspects of
distance oracles, including fast construction algorithms, have been studied since the introduction
of distance oracles [MNO06, [ENW16, [EP16| [ES23], [(CZ24, Wul12, BK10, KKR24, Le23, [ABKZ22|
ABF23, [GLNS02, [CCFK17, [Wulld.

Assuming the Erdés girth conjecture, the (2k —1)-stretch / O(kan%)—space tradeoff established
in [TZ05] is optimal. Chechik [Chel4) [Chel5] improved the O(k) query time to O(1). Therefore,
the main open problem regarding distance oracles that remains is improving its construction time.
In the words of Thorup and Zwick [TZ05]:

“It remains an interesting open problem, however, to reduce the preprocessing times of small
stretch oracles.”
Thorup and Zwick [TZ05)]

The O(mn%) construction algorithm of Thorup and Zwick [TZ05] is super-quadratic (in n)
whenever m = w(nQ_%). Baswana and Kavitha [BK10] addressed this problem and presented an

O(n?) construction-time algorithm, for every k > 2. In light of the quadratic time algorithm of
Baswana and Kavitha [BK10], Wulff-Nilsen [Wull2] considered the following problem.

Problem 1. For graphs with m = ©(n?~¢), for ¢ > 0, for which values of k > 2, does there exist
an O(n*%), for § > 0, time algorithm that constructs a (2k — 1)-stretch distance oracle with O(1)

query tim and (N)(an%) space?

Wulff-Nilsen [Wull2] presented an O(km + kn%+%+o(k72)) time construction algorithm, which
is truly subquadratic time for every k > 6. Therefore, this resolves for all k£ > 6. Similar
to Thorup and Zwick, Wulff-Nilsen suggested focusing on small stretch oracles and asked whether
subquadratic time algorithms exist for smaller values of k.

In this paper, we provide an almost complete answer to by presenting a truly

subadratic—time construction algorithm for every k& > 2, leaving only the case that & = 2

We achieve a running time of O(max(nlﬁ/k,ml_riln%)log logn), which for graphs

ope
1

with m = O(n?7¢), is truly subquadratic time of O(n2_5(1_m)). Moreover, this is the first

improvement over the O(mn'/¥) construction time of Thorup and Zwick [TZ05] in graphs with

nitt/kte <y < n?7F edges, for any £ > 0.

Theorem 1. Let G = (V, E) be a weighted undirected graph and k > 3 be an integer. There is

nl+2/k 1

an O(max( m 7k%1n%) loglogn) time algorithm that constructs a (2k —1)-stretch distance

oracle that uses O(nH%)—space and answers distance queries in O(kloglogn) time.

"Winner of the 20-year Test-of-Time award of STOC 2021.

2Later, Roditty, Thorup, and Zwick [RTZ05] derandomized the construction.

30 omits a polylogn factor

4We highlight that solving [Problem 1| for k¥ = 2 and achieving a 3-stretch distance oracle in truly subquadratic
time—even without imposing space constraints—would be a significant breakthrough. Such a result would improve
upon the long-standing O(n?)-time 3-stretch all-pairs shortest paths (APSP) algorithm of Cohen and Zwick [CZ01],
and would be a foundational advancement in the development of approximation algorithms for APSP.



After breaking the quadratic time barrier for every k > 2, we shift our focus to achieving
optima]ﬂ linear construction time, as formalized in the following problem.

Problem 2. For every k > 2, what is the smallest value f(k) for which a (2k — 1)—s~tretch distance
oracle with O(1) query time and space complexity O(n'*Y*) can be constructed in O(m + n'*7k)
time?

A running time of O(m 4 n'*/(*)) is nearly linear for graphs where m = Q(n'*/®)) and is
therefore optimal (up to logarithmic factors) for such graphs. In other words, asks: what
is the sparsest graph for which it is possible to construct a (2k — 1)-stretch distance oracle with
O(1) query time and O(nH%) space in almost linear time?

There are two approaches to attack One approach is to prove a lower bound on the

value of f(k). Jin and Xu [JX23|] proved that Q(mHTil_o(l)) time is required for constructing
a (2k — 1)-stretch distance oracle, for graphs in which m = ©(n), conditioned on the 3SUM
conjecture. Independently, and also conditioned on the 3SUM conjecture, Abboud, Bringmann,

and Fischer [ABF23| proved that Q(mHﬁ_O(l)) time is required. These two results rule out
linear-time construction for graphs with m = ©(n), which implies that f(k) > OH

In addition, Jin and Xu [JX23| proved that Q(m1+4k173) time is required for constructing a
1
(2k — 1)-stretch distance oracle, for graphs in which m = ©(n'"#-1), ruling out linear time

1
construction for graphs with m = ©(n'*#-1), and therefore showing that f(k) > ﬁ, for every
k>1.
Another approach to attack[Problem 2is to design a faster construction algorithm which improve
the upper bound on f(k). Wulff-Nilsen [Wull2] presented two construction algorithms. The first

algorithm with O(km—l—k:n%Jr%“'O(kﬁ)) running time was discussed above, and the second algorithm

26 -1 ~
has O(Vkm+ fen T VE TOK )) running time. Combining these two algorithms with the O(n?)-time
algorithm of Baswana and Kavitha [BK10] we get:

1 2<k<6
flk)y<{3i+2+0(™2) 6<k<96

26+ 0(k™) 96 <k

In this paper, we improve the construction time of the Wulff-Nilsen [Wull2] algorithms and
present two new construction algorithms, as presented in the following two theorems.

Theorem 2. Let G = (V, E) be a weighted undirected graph and let k > 3 be an integer. There is
3 3

an O((km + kn2T7=5)loglogn) time algorithm that constructs a (2k — 1)-stretch distance oracle

that uses O(nH%)—space and answers distance queries in O(kloglogn) time.

Theorem 3. Let G = (V, E) be a weighted undirected graph and k > 3 be an integer. There is

\/8k3 —32k+25—4k+5 22
an O((vVkm + kn't k(k=T) )loglogn) < O(vVEkmloglogn + fen! VR ) time algorithm that

constructs a (2k — 1)-stretch distance oracle that uses O(nH%)—space and answers distance queries
in O(kloglogn) time.

5Q(m) construction time is required due to a simple reduction to (s, t)-connectivity.
5 Abboud, Bringmann, Khoury, and Zamir [ABKZ22] previously proved that Q(m”ﬁf"(l)) construction time is
required, for a small constant c.



improves the O(km + kn%+%+0(’“72)) time of [Wull2] and improves the

26 _
O(Vkm + kn' " V& Otk 1)) time of [Wull2].

Combining these two algorithms, we significantly improve upon the current state of the art and
obtain the following upper bound on f(k):

1 k=23
FR)< Q5+ 4<k<16

2v/2

T 16 <k

In we summarize our new construction algorithms for weighted undirected graphs and
compare them to the previously known results. In [Table 2| and |Figure 2| we compare our new
results on the sparsest graphs for which a linear-time construction algorithm exists with the prior
work of [BK10L Wull2].

Our pursuit of faster construction algorithms leads us to develop several novel tools. Among
them are new parameterized distance oracles. Parameterized distance oracles were first introduced
by Roditty, Thorup, and Zwick [RTZ05]. Given a set S C V as a parameter, they presented an
O(m|S |%)-time construction algorithm that builds a (2k — 1)-stretch distance oracle with O(n|S |%)
space, supporting queries only for vertex pairs (s,v) € S x V.

One of our new tools is a parameterized distance oracle, which is a natural generalization of the
parameterized distance oracle of [RTZ05]. Our parameterized distance oracle is constructed in the
same running time, uses the same amount of space. The oracle supports queries for every (u,v) in
V x V, rather than in S x V' as [RTZ05], at the cost of adding 2min(h(u), h(v)) to the estimate,
where h(z) is the distance from z to S. Notice that if w € S, then h(u) = 0, and the stretch is
(2k — 1) as in [RTZ05].

The main technical contribution of this paper is a new algorithmic tool called hierarchical dis-
tance oracles, which is composed of a hierarchy of parameterized distance oracles. This construction
consists of loglogn such oracles, each built on a distinct subgraph of G and parameterized by a
different set S.

Using our new hierarchical distance oracle we obtain our O(max(n'*+?/ k,ml_ﬁn%))—time

algorithm for constructing a (2k — 1)-stretch distance oracle that uses O(nH%) space, mentioned
above. We remark that this improves upon the O(mnl/ ¥)-construction time of Thorup and Zwick [TZ05],
for graphs with m = Q(nl‘*'%ﬁ) edges.

In addition, we consider unweighted graphs. An estimation d(u,v) of d(u,v) is an (o, B)-
approximation if d(u,v) < cZ(u, v) < ad(u,v) + B. («, B)-approximations were extensively studied
in the context of graph spanners, emulators, and distance oracles. (For more details see for exam-
ple [EP04, [TZ06, BKMP10, [Chel3, BW21l Parid, [AB17, [ABP18, [AGHI12, [Agaldl [CZ24, BCC™T24,
KKR24, [AG13]).

Baswana, Gaur, Sen, and Upadhyay [BGSUOS| considered estimations with an additive error, to
obtain faster construction-time algorithms for distance oracles. They studied the following problem.

Problem 3. In unweighted undirected graphs, for every k > 2 and 8 > 0, what is the smallest
value f(k,B), for which a (2k — 1, B)-approzimation distance oracle with O(1) query time that uses
O(n“‘i) space can be constructed in O(m + n't1EB)Y time?

Baswana, Gaur, Sen and Upadhyay [BGSUOS| presented an algorithm for constructing (2k —
1,2)-approximation distance oracle that uses O(lmH%) space, for k > 3. The algorithm runs in



O(m + kn%+%+m) time. For k = 2, they presented an algorithm that runs in O(m + n?%/12)
time and constructs (3, 14)-approximation distance oracle that uses O(n!-®) space.

Combining these algorithms with the construction of Wulff-Nilsen [Wull2] we get that the
current state of the art for [Problem 3 is:

1 1 1 B
f(k,B) < 2t Rt ey 3Sk<96,05=2
T\ BE+OkT) 96<kB=0

In this paper, we improve the results of Baswana, Gaur, Sen, and Upadhyay [BGSUOS| and
present three new construction algorithms. The first construction algorithm runs in O(km +

3 1 1 ~
kn2tF1"7-5) and constructs a (2k — 1, 2)-approximation distance oracle, improving the O(m +

3 1 1
kn2 TR TEZE =) construction time of [BGSUQS], for every k > 2. The second algorithm runs in

- 3,1, 3.5k—45
O(km + k:n2+2’“+k(4k2*8k+3>) time and constructs a (2k — 1,2k — 2)-approximation distance oracle.
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The third algorithm runs in O(\/%m—l—lm1+ V&) time and constructs a (2k—1, 2k —1)-approximation
oracle. Combining these three algorithms, we significantly improve upon the current state of the
art and obtain the following values for f(k, 3):

11/12 k=208=14
1 1 1
f(k:ﬁ)< 5t 51— 756 3<k<13,6=2
’ — 1 1 3.5k—4.5 —
2z 13<k,fB=2k—1

In addition, we present an O(mn® +n'*T1/5%2) time algorithm for constructing a ((2k—1)(1+¢), 8)-
distance oracle, improving the stretch of the O(m + n'*t1/5%¢) time algorithm of [Wull2] that
constructs an O(k)-distance oracle.

In we summarize our new construction algorithms for unweighted undirected graphs
and compare them to the previously known results. In [Table 4] and [Figure 3| we compare the
previous results of [BGSUOQS] to our new results regarding the sparsest graphs for which there
exists a linear time construction algorithm.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we present some necessary
preliminaries. In we overview our main results and techniques. In we present
our new tools, and specifically in we present our new hierarchical distance oracle.
In we present our construction algorithms for weighted graphs, and in we
present our construction algorithms for unweighted graphs. For convenience, in we
include tables and graphs that summarize all the theorems.

2 Preliminaries

Let G = (V, E) be an undirected graph with n = |V| vertices and m = |E| edges. Throughout
the paper, we consider unweighted and weighted graphs with non-negative real edge weights. Let
u,v € V, we denote dg(u,v) as the distance between u and v in G. Let P(u,v) be the shortest
path between u and v. Let N(u) C V be the neighbors of u and let deg(u) = |N(u)| be the degree
of u.



Figure 1: Illustration of Gg, the distance is the Euclidean distance.

Let S C V. The distance d(u,S) between u and S is the distance between u and the closest
vertex to u from S, that is, d(u, S) = minges(d(u, s)). We denote d(u, S) with hg(u), and when S
is clear from the context, we write h(u). Let pg(u) = argmingeg(d(u, s)) (ties are broken in favor
of the vertex with a smaller identifier). Let Bs(u) = {v € V' | dg(u,v) < dg(u,S)}. Let Eg(v) be
the set of edges incident to v whose weight is at most hg(v), that is Fg(u) = {(u,v) € E | £(u,v) <
hs(u)}. Let Eg = J,cy Es(v) and Gg = (V, Eg). See for an illustration.

The following lemmas are standard results and are included here for completeness.

Lemma 1. Let G = (V,E) be a weighted undirected graph. Given a non-empty subset S C V,
ps(u) and hg(u) can be computed in O(m + nlogn) time for all vertices u € V.

Proof. Let G' = (VU {z},E U {(z,5,0) | s € S}). Running Dijkstra from z in G’ computes
de(z,u) = dg(S,u) = hg(u), and identifies pg(u), the second vertex in Pgr(x,u), for every u €
V. O

Lemma 2. Let G = (V, E) be a weighted undirected graph and let S C'V be a non-empty set, the
graph Gg can be computed in O(m + nlogn) time.

Proof. Using we obtain hg(u) for every u € V in O(m + nlogn) time. In O(m) time we
iterate every edge (u,v) and remove it if £(u,v) > max(hg(u), hs(v)). O

Baswana and Kavitha [BKI0] proved the following useful lemma on the graph Gg = (V, Eg).

Lemma 3 ([BK10]). Let G = (V, E) be a weighted undirected graph and let S C'V be a non-empty
set. For any two vertices u,v € V, if v € Bg(u) then dgg(u,v) = dg(u,v). If S is obtained by
picking each vertex independently with probability p, then Eg has expected size O(n/p).

When Throughout the paper, we occasionally distinguish between the case that P(u,v) € Gg
and the case that P(u,v) C Gg. Next, we prove a useful bound on hg(u) and hg(v) when P(u,v) €
Gs.

Lemma 4. Let G be a weighted undirected graph. If P(u,v) € Gg, then max(h(u), h(v)) < dg(u,v)

Proof. Since P(u,v) ¢ Gg there exists an edge (w,z) € P(u,v) such that (w,z) ¢ Gg. Wlog,
we assume that d(u,w) < d(u,z). By the definition of Gg, the fact that (w,z) ¢ Gg implies



that hg(w) < ¢(w, z). Since (w, z) € P(w,v), we have {(w, z) < d(w,v). Moreover, by the triangle
inequality for hg(u), we get that hg(u) < d(u,w)+ hg(w). By combining these inequalities, we get:

hs(u) < d(u,w)+hg(w) < du,w) +(w,z) < du,w) +dw,v) < d(u,v)

Where the equality follows from the fact that w € P(u,v), as required. Using symmetric arguments,
we can also get that h(v) < d(u,v). O

For a real value «, an a-stretch spanner of G is a subgraph H = (V, Ey) of G such that for
every u,v € V, dg(u,v) < dg(u,v) < a-dg(u,v). An (a,)-approximation spanner of G is a
subgraph such that for every u,v € V, dg(u,v) < dg(u,v) < a - dg(u,v) + . In the next lemma,
we describe the spanner construction that we use in our algorithms.

Lemma 5 ([BS07]). For any integer k, for a weighted graph G, a (2k — 1)-spanner with O(n1+%)
edges can be computed in O(km) time.

In the following lemma, we summarize the properties of the distance oracle construction algo-
rithm as presented in [TZ05].

Lemma 6 ([TZ05)). There is an O(k‘nH%)-space (2k — 1)-stretch distance oracle with O(k) query
time. The distance oracle is constructed in O(mn%) expected time.

In our construction algorithms, we refer to the distance oracle of Thorup and Zwick [TZ05],

presented in as ADO(G, k). We denote a query to ADO(G, k) by
ADO(G, k) .Query(u,v), where u and v are the queried vertices. We adopt this notation for queries
to all other distance oracles developed in this paper.

3 Overview

This section provides an overview of our construction algorithms and the key new tools we devel-
oped. To put our contribution in context, we begin by describing the framework underlying both
construction algorithms of Wulff-Nilsen [Wull2]. This framework consists of the following three
steps:

(Step 1) Sample a set S and create an oracle that upon a query on u,v € V produces cigs (u,v).

(Step 2) Compute a spanner H.

(Step 3) Create an oracle that upon a query on s, se € S produces CZH(Sl, S9).

The distance oracle query of this framework returns min(dgy (u, v), hs(u)+hs(v)+dg (p(u), p(v))).

. . . . 14+ 2640k 1) . .
Using this framework, Wulff-Nilsen obtained an O(vkm + kn' ' V& ) construction-time al-
gorithm as follows. In [(Step 1)| ADO(Gg, k) is constructed. In a (2K’ — 1)-spanner H
from is computed. In ADO(H, k") is constructed.

Next, we discuss the new main techniques that allow us to improve Notice that
there is a tradeoff between |S| and |Eg|. When |Eg| is small, becomes faster and |S]|
increases, resulting in a slower Given this tradeoff, the key to obtaining faster construction
algorithms lies in the following optimization problem:



Problem 4. For every 0 < z¢ < 1, what is the densest graph for which a (2k — 1)-stretch distance

oracle with O(1) query time can be constructed in O(nH‘”OJF%) time?

Thorup and Zwick’s [TZ05] construction algorithm, which is used by Wulff-Nilsen for |(Step 1)|
solves[Problem 4| for graphs with O(n!*%0) edges. We improve the construction algorithm of [TZ05],

k—1 1
=20~ =y )

for every xg > % and solve [Problem 4] for graphs with O(n edges.

To obtain this improvement, we develop a new hierarchy of parameterized distance oracles,
which we denote with hADO (see . The hierarchical distance oracle uses our new param-
eterized distance oracle, which we denote with ADOp (see .

To understand how hADO works, we first describe parametrized distance oracles. Let S C
V. Roditty, Thorup, and Zwick [RTZ05] presented an O(m|S \%)—time construction algorithm for
constructing a (2k — 1)-stretch distance oracle that uses O(n|S \%) space and supports queries for
vertex pairs (s,v) € S x V. Our new parameterized distance oracle, ADOp, is a generalization of
the parameterized distance oracle of [RTZ05|]. ADOp is constructed at the same time, uses the same
space and query time, and supports queries for vertex pairs (u,v) € V xV rather than (s,v) € SxV,
and returns an estimate satisfying:

ADOp(G, K, S).Query(u,v) < 2min(hg(u), hg(v)) + (2k — 1)d(u,v)

Notice that if u € S then hg(u) = 0 and ADOp(G, k, S) . Query(u,v) < (2k—1)d(u,v), as in [RTZ05].
(For more details, see [Section 4.2])

The goal of the hADO is to compute distance oracles on denser graphs. To this end, we use a
hierarchy of graphs that starts with sparse graphs and ends with denser graphs. Let u,v € V and
let Gg,, for some set Sy, be the first graph in the hierarchy. The main observation is that if we
already know that P(u,v) ¢ Gs, then, by [Lemma 4] we have hg,(u), hs,(v) < d(u,v).

This allows us to consider the denser graph G'g,, while maintaining the same stretch and running
time by computing ADOp(Gs,, k — 1,Sp). This solves the case in which P(u,v) C Gg,. If P(u,v)
Gg, by we have that hg, (u), hs, (v) < d(u,v) and we continue the process by computing
ADOp(Gg,, k —1,51). We continue this process for loglogn levels, until two consecutive steps yield
the same asymptotic density.

More formally, the hierarchical distance oracle hADO works as follows. Let Sy be a set of size
n!=%0 and construct ADO(Gg,, k). Let t = [loglogn]. For every 1 < i < t, construct ADOp(Glg,, k —
1,8;-1), (roughly speaking, we use k— 1 since the first level is the “S” set, this is required to get the
desired stretch guarantee), where S; is a random set of size n'~% and x; = xg— ﬁ + % The
query of hADO returns min(ADO(Gg,, k) . Query(u, v), minj<;<;(ADOp(Gs,, k — 1, Si—1) . Query(u, v))).

The construction time of hADO is O(nlﬂﬁ%). To see this notice that constructing ADOp(Gs,, k—

. l—z;_q )
1,S,-1) takes O(|Eg;| x ]Si_l\ﬁ) = O(kn'™* %1 ) time, and since 2; = ¢ — ﬁ + 7= we

get O(kn! 0~ FETHET ) Z Ol taot ),

For every w,v, where P(u,v) C Gg,, we have that hADO.Query(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v). To
see that, let j be the first index for which P(u,v) C Gg,. Since P(u,v) € Gg,_,, it follows
from that max(hs;_, (u), hs,_,(v)) < d(u,v), thus, since ADOp was constructed with
parameter k — 1 we get ADOp(G's;, k — 1,5;1).Query(u,v) < 2min(hg,_, (u), hs,_, (v)) + (2(k —
1) — 1d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v). (See for a complete proof.)

Ti—Ti—1

"Notice that Tit1 — Ti = 5

= ;41 > x;. Therefore [Siy1| < |Si| and |Es, | > |Es;]|.



Our new hierarchical distance oracle, hADO, obtains a truly subquadratic construction algo-
rithm for every k > 3, even without using the three-step framework presented above. Roughly

speaking, the construction algorithm works as follows. Let xg be the solution for the equation
= _ (log,, m)(k2—2k)—(k?—2k—1)
= .

R — = m. One can verify that o =

Bel, 1
We construct hADO(G, k, zo). In the hierarchy, we have that |Eg,| = ' TE2%07kE2) — . Since
|Es,| = m we can replace Gs, with G without affecting the construction time. Since P(u,v) C G

for every u,v € V, we obtain a (2k — 1)-stretch distance oracle. The construction time of this

~ ~ 1 2
distance oracle is O(n”x(’*%) = O(m' "=1n%1) (See . We remark that this is truly

subquadratic since for m = n?~¢ we get a running time of O(n (=)~ 1) e 1) = O(n%s(l*ﬁ)),
which is truly subquadratic for every k > 2.

Next, we overview our improvement in the regime of linear construction-time algorithms. To
improve the previous results, we use the framework described above and improve each step of the
three-step framework as follows: In we use hADO(G, k,z() as opposed to ADO(G, k) as
in [Wull2]. This enables us to estimate distances in Gg, instead of Gg. In|(Step 2) we compute a
(2K’ —1)-spanner H as in [Wull2]. However, we augment H with edges between u and p(u) of weight
h(u) for every u € V. This enables us to bound dg(p(u), p(v)) with h(u) + h(v) + (2k" — 1)d(u,v)
instead of (2k" — 1)(h(u) + h(v) + d(u,v)) as in [Wull2].

For(Step 3)] we develop an additional parameterized distance oracle, ADOps (see[Lemma 11]), that
is constructed in O(m|S \%) time, the same running time as ADOp, but uses O(|S|***) space which
is significantly less space than the O(n|S \%) space required by ADOp. The space reduction comes at
a cost of supporting queries only for vertex pairs in S x S. In|(Step 3) we use ADOp/(H, k — 1,.5;)
instead of ADO(H, k) as in [Wull2].

These improvements allows us to reduce the O f km + kn
of [Wull2] to O(VEm + kn” ) and the ﬁkm—i— knatE Ok )) construction time of [Wull2] to

O(km + k2 s 6). (See Sectlons 5.2l and

By applying our new techniques to unweighted graphs and allowing a small additive error, we
can further improve the construction time. In partlcular among our results for unweighted graphs,
we obtain a construction algorithm that in O(km + kn2+0 Ok~ )) time constructs a (2k — 1, 2)-

2\/ —
L+ +0(k )) construction time

approximation distance oracle, improving the O(km + fn3+itOk” )) of Baswana, Gaur, Sen, and
Upadhyay [BGSUOQS]|, for every k > 2.

We remark that all of our construction algorithms can be de-randomized using the methods
presented by Roditty, Thorup, and Zwick [RTZ05] at a logarithmic cost.

4 Tools

In this section, we develop our new techniques that we later use in our fast construction algorithms
presented in Sections 5] and [} We begin by proving several useful properties of the classical oracle
of Thorup and Zwick [TZ05] that are used by our parameterized distance oracles, presented right
afterwards. The main new technical contribution, our new hierarchical distance oracle, is presented
in the last part of this section, see



Algorithm 1: ADO.Query(u,v) - The query of the Thorup-Zwick[TZ05] distance oracle
1 for i € [k] do

2 if p;(u) € B;(v) then

3 L return h;(u) + d(p;(u),v)

4 (u,v) + (v,u)

4.1 Properties of the classical distance oracle of [TZ05]

In this section, we discuss the internals and some properties of the Thorup and Zwick distance
oracle [TZ05], which are then applied to our parameterized distance oracles.

Given an integer parameter k > 2, we can compute in O(n) time vertex sets Ay, ..., Ax_1, such
that |A;| = O(n'~/*), for every i € [1,k —1]. Let Ag =V and let Aj, = 0. Let p;(u) be the closest
vertex to u from the set A;, for every i € [0,k]. For every i € [0,k — 1], let the bunch B;(u) be
the set {v € A; | d(u,v) < d(u,piy1(u))}. Let B(u) = Ufz_ol B;(u). Let w € A; \ A;y1 and let
C(w) = {u | w € B;j(u)}.

Lemma 7 ([TZ05]). The size of B(u) is O(lm%), whp (with high p'robabilit and the cost of
computing B(u), for every u € V, is O(mn%) whyp.

Next, for completeness, we describe the query of [TZ05] (ADO.Query). Later, we generalize its
correctness proofs, and this generalization helps us to achieve the oracles of

The procedure ADO. Query gets as an input u,v € V, and using their bunches gives an estimation
d(u,v). Let hi(u) be ha,(u). Fori € [k], if p;(u) € Bi(v) return h;(u)+d(pi(u),v), otherwise swap u
and v and continue iterating the for-loop. A pseudo-code for ADO.Query is presented in[Algorithm I}
Let d(u,v) be min(ADO.Query(u, v), ADO.Query(v,u)). The following lemmas prove properties of
d(u,v), which generalizes the proof of [TZ05].

Lemma 8. d(u,v) < 2min(hg_1(u), hi—1(v)) + d(u,v)
Proof. Since Ay = ), we have that py_1(u) € Br_1(v). Thus, d(u,v) < hj_1(u) + d(pe_i(u),v) <

2hg—_1(u)+d(u,v), where the last inequality follows from the triangle inequality. Using symmetrical
arguments, we have that d(u,v) < 2hg_1(v) + d(u,v), as required. O

Lemma 9. For every integer 1 < i < k, one of the following holds.
e min(h;(u), hi(v)) < min(hj—1(u), hi—1(v)) + d(u,v)
e d(u,v) < 2min(hi_1(u), hi—1(v)) + d(u,v)

Proof. Wlog (without loss of generality), assume that h;—1(u) < hi—1(v). We divide the proof into
two cases. The case where p;_1(u) € B;_1(v), and the case where p;_1(u) ¢ B;_1(v). Consider the
case where p;_1(u) € B;_1(v). In this case, the value of d(p;—1(u),v) is saved in the distance oracle.
From the triangle inequality it follows that d(p;—1(u),v) < h;—1(u) + d(u,v). Therefore, we have
that d(u,v) < hi_1(u) 4+ d(pi—1(u),v) < 2hi_1(u) 4 d(u,v). Since h;_1(u) < h;j_1(v) we get that
d(u,v) < 2min(hi_1(u), hi—1(v)) + d(u,v), as required.

8We say that an event occurs with high probability (whp) if it occurs with probability at least 1 — % for some
constant ¢ > 0, where n is the size of the input (e.g., the number of vertices or edges in the graph).



Consider now the case that p;—1(u) ¢ B;—i(v). From the definition of B;_i(v) it follows
that h;(v) < d(v,pi—1(u)) < d(u,v) + hi—1(u). Since h;—1(u) < h;_1(v), we get that h;(v) <
min(h;—1(u), hi—1(v)) + d(u,v), and thus min(h;(u), h;(v)) < min(h;—1(u),hi—1(v)) + d(u,v), as
required. O

4.2 Parameterized distance oracles

A parameterized distance oracle is constructed with respect to a special input set S C V. Roditty
et al. [RTZ05] presented an algorithm that constructs such a (2k — 1)-distance oracle in O(m|S |%)
time. The distance oracle uses O(n|S |%) space and answers distance queries only for vertex pairs
(s,v) € S xV in O(k) time.

In this section, we present two new parameterized distance oracles used in our fast constructions.
In the first parameterized distance oracle, the query supports vertex pairs from V x V. In the second
parameterized distance oracle, the query supports vertex pairs only from S x §.

First, we generalize the parameterized distance oracle of [RTZ05], and extend the query to
support vertex pairs from V' x V', as follows. For every u,v € V the query returns an estimation
d(u,v) < 2min(hg(u), hs(v)) + (2k — 1)d(u,v). Notice that when u € S we have hg(u) = 0 thus
min(hg(u), hs(v)) = 0, and d(u, v) < (2k—1)d(u, v), as in the distance oracle of [RTZ05]. Formally:

Lemma 10. Let k > 1 and let S C V. There is an O(n\SA’ﬁ)-space distance oracle that given
two vertices u,v € V, returns in O(k) time an estimation d(u,v) such that d(u,v) < d(u,v) <
2min(hg(u), hs(v)) + (2k — 1)d(u,v). The distance oracle is constructed in O(m\S\%) time.

Proof. The main idea behind our parameterized distance oracle is to construct the standard Tho-
rup—Zwick hierarchy [TZ05], but to skip the computation related to the set A;(=5), that is, we do
not compute By(u) for every u € V. By omitting this step, we obtain a faster construction time,
at the cost of increasing the stretch by an additional term of 2min(hg(u), hs(v)). Formally, the
construction proceeds as follows.

Let Ag =V, Ay =S, Agy1 = 0. For every 2 < i < k the set A; C A;_1 is a random set such
that |A;| = |A;_1| - |S|7"/*. We let By(u) = {u} for every u € V. As presented in [RTZ05], we
compute C(u) for every u € S in O(m]S]%) time in order to save for every u € V and 1 <i < k
the sets Bj(u). From we have that > [B(u)| < O(n\S\%), thus, the distance oracle
uses O(n!S]%) space.

The query of the distance oracle returns min(ADO.Query(u,v), ADO.Query(v,u)). To prove its
correctness, we first prove by induction for every i € [1, k+1] that either d(u, v) < 2min(hg(u), hs(v))+
(2i — 3)d(u,v) or min(h;(u), hi(v)) <min(hs(u),hs(v)) + (i — 1) - d(u,v).

For ¢ = 1, since hi(-) = hg(:) we get that min(hy(u), hi(v)) = min(hs(u), hg(v)) and the claim
holds. Next, we assume the claim holds for ¢ — 1 and prove the claim for i. From the fact that the
claim holds for ¢ — 1, we get that either

~

d(u,v) < 2min(hg(u), hs(v)) + (2i — 5)d(u,v)

min(h;—1(u), hi—1(v)) < min(hg(u), hs(v)) + (i — 2) - d(u,v)

If d(u,v) < 2min(hg(u), hs(v)) + (2i —5)d(u, v) then d(u, v) < 2min(hg(u), hs(v)) + (2i — 3)d(u, v)

10



and the claim holds. Otherwise, we have that
min(h;—1(u), hi—1(v)) < min(hg(u), hg(v)) + (i — 2) - d(u,v)

From [Lemma. 9 it follows that either

d(u,v) < 2min(h;—1(u), hi—1(v)) + d(u,v) or min(h;(u), h;(v)) < d(u,v) + min(h;—1(u), hi—1(v))
Since min(h;—1(u), hi—1(v)) < min(hg(u), hg(v)) + (i — 2) - d(u,v) we get that either
d(u,v) < 2min(hg(u), hs(v)) + (2i — 3) - d(u,v) or

min(h;(u), h;(v)) < min(hg(u), hs(v))+(i—2)-d(u,v)+d(u,v) = min(hg(u), hg(v))+(i—1)-d(u,v),

as required.

We complete the proof since for i = k + 1 we have that d(u,v) < 2min(hg(u), hs(v)) + (2k —
1) - d(u,v) since min(hgy1(w), hgy1(v)) < min(hg(u), hs(v)) + (i — 1)d(u,v) does not hold since
Ajy1 = 0 and therefore hgi1(v) = hgaq(u) = oo. O

Next, we present the second parameterized distance oracle that supports queries only between
vertices from S. Notice that this oracle uses much less space than the first oracle.

Lemma 11. Let k > 1 and let S C V. There is an O(\S!lj'%)—space distance oracle that given
two vertices u,v € S, returns in O(k) time an estimation d(u,v) such that d(u,v) < d(u,v) <
(2k — 1)d(u,v). The distance oracle is constructed in O(m]Sﬁ) time.

Proof. The construction and the query are the same as in the distance oracle from
However, instead of saving B;(u), for every v € V and 0 < i < k, we save B;(u) only for every
s € S. Thus, the space is O(|S |1+%). The correctness of the query follows from the fact that
ADO.Query(u,v) only uses the bunches of u and v. Thus, if s1, so € S then we have the information
needed in ADO.Query(si, s2). O

Since the distance oracle of and the distance oracle of differ only by
the supported vertex pairs, we refer to the oracle of as ADOp (G, k, S) and to the oracle

of as ADOp (G, k, S).

4.3 A new hierarchy of distance oracles

In this section, we present a new distance oracle composed of a hierarchy of ¢t = [loglogn| distance
oracles. The distance oracle computes a set S;. The query of the distance oracle guarantees a
(2k — 1)-stretch for distances in Gfg,.

The distance oracle is constructed as follows. We get as an input a graph and two parameters
k and xg, where k > 3 and % < zg < 1. First, we compute a random set Sy C V such that
|So| = n'=%0 and construct ADO(Gs,, k).

Next, for every 1 <i < t, we compute a random set S; C S;_1 such that |S;| = n'~%, where
Ti = To — (k 7+ 7=+, and construct ADOp(Gg,, k —1,5;_1).

Our distance oracle stores the distance oracle ADO(G g, , k) and the distance oracles ADOp (G, , k—
1,8i-1), for every 1 < i < t. The construction algorithm is presented in The query

11



Algorithm 2: hAD0.Construct(G, k, x¢)
Sp < Sample(V,n!=%0)
Construct and store ADO(Gg,, k)
t < [loglogn]
for i € [1,t] do
Ti ¢ 20 — pp=gy A
S; « Sample(S;_1,n!™%)
Construct and store ADOp(Gg;, k — 1,.5;-1)

N o ok W N =

return S;

0]

algorithm returns

min(ADO(Gs,, k) . Query(u, v), mi[r]l(ADOP(GSi, k—1,S5;_1).Query(u,v)))
ielt

In the next lemma, we analyze the running time of the construction algorithm.
Lemma 12. The distance oracle is constructed in O((m + kn1+$°+%) loglogn) time.

Proof. Using and the fact that |Sy| = n'™%0 we get that |Eg,| = O(n'T20). Thus,
constructing ADO(G's,, k) takes O(l{:nlﬂ’o*%) time.

For every i € [1,1], since |S;| = n!7%, it follows fromthat |Es | = O(n'*®) and con-
structing ADOp(GS k—1,8;_1) takes O(k|Eg,| - |S;_1|Y/* 1) = O(k;nl*ﬂ”l+ =) time. By defini-

L R et e |

tion x; = xo— k(k ") T 1/(k—1), thus, we get that the construction time is O(anzO FED R TR ) =

O(knl‘”o+ k) for every ¢ € [t|. In addition, computing Gg, takes O(m) time, for every i € [1,t].

I+zo+4

Since t = [loglogn| we get that the running time is O((m + kn %) loglogn), as required. [J

Next, we analyze the space used by the distance oracle.

Lemma 13. The distance oracle uses O(n“'%) space.

Proof. From we have that ADO(G'g,, k) uses O(n”%) space. From we have
1

that for every i € [1,t], ADOp(Gsg;, k — 1, S;—1) uses O(Zie[t] n|S;_1|*1) space. Since z; > xo > i,
we have that O(3 ;i n]Sz\ﬁ) = O(nl‘*'%), as required. O

We now turn to prove that the stretch of hADO for distances in Gg, is 2k — 1.
Lemma 14. If P(u,v) C Gs, then d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v)

Proof. We divide the proof into two cases. The case that P(u,v) C Gg, and the case that P(u,v) €
Gg,. Consider the case that P(u,v) C Gg, from the correctness of the query of ADO(Gg,, k) we
have that d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v), as required. Consider now the case that P(u,v) € Gg,.
From it follows that max(hg,(u), hs,(v)) < d(u,v).

Next, we show by induction that for every i € [1,t], either max(hs( ), hs,(v)) < d(u,v) or
that d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v) as required. Assume that max(hs, ,(u),hs, ,(v)) < d(u,v), we show

12



that either either max(hg,(u), h,(v)) < d(u,v) or that d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v). We divide the
proof into two cases. The case that P(u,v) C Gg, and the case that P(u,v) € Gg,. Consider
the case that P(u,v) C Gg,. From we have that ADOp(Gs,, k — 1,5;-1).Query(u,v) <
2min(hg, ,(u),hs,_,(v)) + (2(k — 1) — 1)d(u,v). From the induction assumption we know that
max(hs, , (1), hs, ,(v)) < d(u,v), thus we get that d(u,v) < 2min(hg, , (u), hs, ,(v))+ (2(k—1) —
1)d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u, v), as required. Consider now the case that P(u,v) € Gg,. From [Lemma 4]
it follows that max(hg,(u), hs,(v)) < d(u,v), as required. O

The size of S; is n!~*t. Therefore, to bound |S¢| we analyze the series x; = xg — k(k FE=T) + xi_1.

Claim 14.1. If x; = x¢ — (k 7+ Z= fori>1, then x; = %xo k:(k: = ;(kz 2’3 (ﬁ)ﬂ for
every 5 > 0.

Proof. We prove the claim by induction. For j = 0, we have that

k—1 1 1 \°1—20k k-1 1 1 zok
k—2““_mk—2)+<k—1> Fh—2) k-2 k-2 Rk-2) k(k-2)
k-1 1
:]{—2$0_k‘—2x02x0,

as required.
Next, we assume that the claim holds for j —1 and prove it for j. Thus, z;_1 = %xo — ﬁ +

()7t (;(kxok)) From the recursive definition of z; we have that x; = xo — k(k o+ 2=+, Thus,

k—1

we get that:
k— 1—xok P

p—wg— ——y EL +kf§w0 k(k— 2)+((k02)) (=)

I T k=1 " k=1 " k(k-1) k—1

_ Zo 1 (1 - xok‘) 1 j

=y Sl Rl s gy s

k—1 1+k—2 (1—mok) 1 o k-1 1 (1-zok) , 1

QT R e 3y ¥ s Wy Sl e Sl sy By L e DU

as required.
O

Next, we move to bound z; and |S¢| in the following property, by applying ¢ = [loglogn]| in
IClaim 14.1

k—1 1 -2 =20+ oy
Property 15. x; = ;=x0 — = O(@) and |Sy| = O(n~ #=2"0TEE-2))
Proof. By applying t = [loglogn] in |Claim 14.1| we get that
k-1 1 1—xzok , 1 ,_k—1 1 L—zok 1 oy
= — . > _ . oglogn
U= T =y TRy BT T h2 k=2 TR ho1)

_ k-1 1
k27 k(k—2)

k—1 1

—ou)mxuf%bW):k_wa-Mk_m

—O(1/logn),
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k=1, 1 k=1, 1
as required. Since |S;| = O(n'~%t), we get that |S;| = O(n+—2""" FG=2 JrO(I/logn)) = O(n+—2""kE-2)),
as required. O

In the next theorem, we summarize the properties of the hierarchical distance oracle presented
in this section.

Theorem 4. Let % < zp < 1 be a parameter, let k > 2 and let t = [loglogn]. Let Sy C V be

R @mo_i_;
a random set with O(nk=2"°"kkE-2))

vertices. There is an algorithm that constructs in O((m +
kn1+x°+%) loglogn)-time a distance oracle with O(nH%) space, such that for every u,v € V' such

that P(u,v) C Gs, it returns d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v) in O(kloglogn)-time.

follows from [Lemma 12| [Lemma 13| [Lemma 14], and [Lemma 15|
Throughout the paper, we refer to the hierarchical distance oracle of as hADO(G, k, x¢).

5 Faster constructions for weighted graphs

In this section, we present our main results, faster constructions for the classic (2k — 1)-stretch
distance oracle with O(nH%) space. In we present our simplest construction, a sub-
quadratic time construction algorithm for graphs with m = O(n?~¢) for every € > 0 and k > 3.

Next, in [Section 5.2] and [Section 5.3] we present two construction algorithms with a running
time of the form O(m + n'*/ () The first algorithm is faster for 4 < k < 15 and the second for
k > 16.

5.1 Truly subquadratic construction time for every k > 2

In this section, we present the first truly subquadratic construction time for every 2 < k < 6.
Specifically, we prove:

Reminder of[Theorem 1. Let G = (V, E) be a weighted undirected graph and k > 3 be an integer.

nl+2/k !l

There is an O(max( m 7ﬁn%) loglogn) time algorithm that constructs a (2k —1)-stretch

distance oracle that uses O(n1+%)—space and answers distance queries in O(kloglogn) time.

The distance oracle is constructed as follows. Let x¢ be a parameter to be determined later,
where % < zp < 1. We start by constructing hADO(G, k, zp) and obtain the set S;. We then
construct ADOp(G, k —1,S;). We return the two constructed distance oracles. The query algorithm
returns min(hADO(G, k, z¢) . Query(u, v), ADOp(G, k — 1,S;) . Query(u, v)).

Next, we analyze the construction time and the space usage of the distance oracle.

n1+2/k" 1

Lemma 16. The distance oracle is constructed in O(max( m _ﬁnk%) loglog n)-time and

uses O(nHi)—space.

Proof. From [Theorem 4|it follows that constructing hADO(G, k, x() takes O((m—l—onO“'%) loglogn)

k—1 1
time. From Property [Lemma 15| it follows that |S;| = O(nl_mm°+k(’€*2>). From |[Lemma 10| it
= A v
k=270 k(k—2)

follows that constructing ADOp (G, k — 1, S;) takes O(m|S;|/*#=1) = O(mn k=T ) time.

14



k—1 1
A TOE)

P 1 k2 9T k(R-2) o
Thus, the total construction time is O((m+n'*t®*%)loglog n+mn = ). To minimize
. Lot ] )
the construction time, we choose zg such that n't*%% = mn k=T . From ]’| we get that
2_ _ 1.2 .

for xp = 28nmk 2,52%”_ T)k FH2H1 the terms are equal. hADO requires that zo > %, thus we let
_ 1 log, mk?—2log, mk—k?+2k+1

To = maX(E, n k(kil) ).

k—1 1
e R =)

. . 1 : . ko2 DT R(R=2)
Increasing zo increases n't*0T% while decreasing mn k=1 , therefore we get that

k—1 1
log,, mk?—2log, mk—k2+2k+1 - 5=2%0t w2

1 1 . .
O(nHmaX(’@’ F(E=T) )+k) > O(mn k-1 ), and thus the construction time
is:

1,@1 +%
1 E—2"0 " k(k—2) 1
O((m + n'T®0F %) loglogn + mn FT ) = O(n**t™*% loglogn)
1 log, mk?—2log, mk—k>42k4+1\ 1
= O(nHmaX(k’ k(E=T) i loglogn)

2 2
1 1 log,, mk®—2log,, mk—k“42k+1
= O(max(n'2/* p' &t k(E=1) ) loglogn)

—k242k+1

k2 —2k 1
(n+2/k, plogn Mgy Tt TR )loglogn)

= O(max

2 2
) 1— 1 g G2k +(h—1) k>4 2k+1
= O(max(n'*2/k p/%8n ml=5=3)+ F(E=T) ) log log n)

= O(max(n' %/ mlfﬁnk%) loglogn),

as required.
From and the fact that zo > 7 it follows that hADO(G, k, z¢) uses O(nH%) space.

l—z
From it follows that ADOp(G,k — 1,.5;) uses O(n|St]ﬁ) = O(nHﬁ) space. Since
11—z
x> 9 > , we have that O(n** kflt) = O(nH%), as required. O

Next, we prove that the stretch is 2k — 1.

Lemma 17. d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u, v)

Proof. We divide the proof into two cases. The case that P(u,v) C Gg, and the case that
P(u,v) € Gg,. Consider the case that P(u,v) C Gg,. From we have that d(u,v) <
hADO(Gg,, k, o) . Query(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v), as required.

Consider now the case that P(u,v) € Gg,. From[Lemma 4]it follows that max(hg, (u), hg,(v))

d(u,v). From it follows that ADOp(G,k — 1,S;).Query(u,v) < 2min(hg,(u), hs,(v))
(2(k — 1) — 1)d(u,v). Since max(hg,(u), hs,(v)) < d(u,v) we have that

+ IA

d(u,v) < ADOp(G,k — 1,5;).Query(u,v) < 2d(u,v) + (2(k — 1) — 1)d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v),

as required. O

[Theorem 1l follows from [Lemma 16| and [Lemma 17}

https://www.wolframalpha.com /input?i=1%2Bx%2B1%2Fk+%3D+2%2B %281-%28k-1%29x%2F %28k-
2%29%2B1%2F %28k %28k-2%29%29%29%2F %28k-1%29, = := o, a := log,, (m), k := k
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Algorithm 3: ConstructADO(G, k)
1 Construct hADO(G, k, )

2 H «+ Spanner(G, k') [Lemma 5|

3 H < HU{(u,ps,(u), hs,(u)) |[u€V}
4 dH — {81,82 : dH(u,v) ’ 81,82 € St}

52 Ekm+ kn%%—ﬁ construction time

In this section, we present a faster construction algorithm for & > 4, which improves upon the
results of [Wull2]. We prove:

Reminder ofw Let G (V,E) be a weighted undirected graph and let k > 3 be an
3
integer. There is an O((km+ k‘n2 e =6 ) loglogn) time algorithm that constructs a (2k — 1)-stretch

distance oracle that uses O(n' )—space and answers distance queries in O(kloglogn) time.

First, we describe the construction of the distance oracle. Similarly to the construction of
let % < x9 < 1 be a parameter to be determined later. We start by constructing
hADO(G, k, zp), and save the returned set S;.

Let k' = k — 2. Using we create a (2k' — 1)-stretch spanner H. For every u € V| we
add the edge (u,pg,(u)) to H with weight hg,(u). For every si,s2 € S; we compute and store the
value of dg(s1,s2). The construction algorithm is presented in

Given u, v € V, the query algorithm returns min(hADO(G, k, zo) . Query(u, v), hs, (u)+dm (ps, (u), ps, (v))+
hs,(v)). Next, in the following two lemmas, we analyze the construction time and the space usage
of the distance oracle.

1 k=1 1
Lemma 18. The distance oracle is constructed in O(k’m—i—(m%—knlﬂ:ﬁ%) log log R S A ) )-
time.

Proof. From constructing hADO(G, k, z) takes O((m+n1+’”0+%) loglog n) time. From

constructing H takes O(k'm) time. Computing dg(s1, s2) for every s1, s2 € Sy takes O(|E(H)|-|St|)-

k-1 1
From Property |15/ we have that |St\ = (nl_k 270 k- 2>) and since |E( )| = O(nH%) we get
that O(|E(H)| - |Si]) = O(n"t ¥ k=20t i) — o(n®* W~ 52" 562 ) time. Thus, the total
1 k
runtime is O(k'm + (m + k‘n1+z°+ﬁ) loglogn +n° ¥~ = ) ), as required. O

Lemma 19. Ifzo >1/2— ¢ + k(k 7y then the distance oracle uses O(kn'* )—space.

Proof. From saving hADU(G,k,x(ﬁtakes O(lml‘*'%) space. Saving d(s,s2) for every

k-1 1
s1,82 € St takes O(\St|2). From Property (15| we know that |S;| = O(nkmxﬁk(k*)). Since
zo>1/2—++ k(k 7y it follows that 1Sy < O(n'~ 1/2+ﬁ). Since | S| < O(n1_1/2+%k) we have that
O(|S]?) < O(n*~ 1/2+2k)) = O(nHk), as required. O

Next, we show that the stretch of the distance oracle is 2k — 1.

Lemma 20. d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u, v)
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Proof. Let P(u,v) be the shortest path between u and v. We divide the proof into two cases.
Consider the case that P(u,v) C Gg,. From we know that hADO.Query(u,v) < (2k —
1)d(u,v), as required. Consider now the case that P(u,v) € Gg,. From it follows
that max(hg,(u), hs,(v)) < d(u,v). From the triangle inequality, it follows that dg(p(u),p(v)) <
h(u)+dg(u,v)+h(v). Since H is a (2k' — 1)-spanner we get that dg(u,v) < (2k' —1)d(u,v). Thus,
di(p(u),p(v)) < h(u) + h(v) + (2K’ — 1)d(u, v). Since h(u) < d(u,v) and h(v) < d(u,v) we get that
di(p(u),p(v)) < h(u) + h(v) + (2K — 1)d(u,v) < (2K + 1)d(u,v).

Since d(u,v) < h(u) + dg(p(u), p(v)) + h(v), we get that d(u,v) < (2k" + 3)d(u,v). Since
k' = k — 2 we get that cZ(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v), as required. O

Next, we move to choose the value of g that minimizes the construction time of our distance ora-

TS S U
cle. From|Lemma 18 we know that the construction time is O(k'm—l—/m”xﬁ% T = ) ).

To minimize the running time we want to have that 1 4+ ¢ + % =2+ % — %zo + @ From

, we get that for xg = k]:(glfﬁgf’, the terms are equal. We get a construction time of

1 _k=lpo4 1 1, k2—2k43
O(k'm + (m + kn”x“%) loglogn + n”t# =20 ) = O((km + fen! TR T RER) ) loglogn)
= O((km + kn1+%+(1/2+$’“k‘3))) log log n)
= O((km + kn%Jr‘l'%G) loglogn),

as required. follows from [Lemma 18| [Lemma 19| and [Lemma 20|

v
5.3 Vkm + nH% construction time

In this section, we present a faster construction algorithm for & > 16, which improves upon the
results of [Wull2]. We prove:

Reminder of Let G = (V,E) be a weighted undirected graph and k > 3 be an

V/8k3 —32k4+25—4k+5 22
integer. There is an O((\/Em—i—/{n1Jr k(k—1) )loglogn) < O(VEmlog logn—l—/~m1Jr VE ) time

algorithm that constructs a (2k — 1)-stretch distance oracle that uses O(nH%)—space and answers
distance queries in O(kloglogn) time.

First, we describe the construction of the distance oracle. Similarly to the construction in
let % < xp < 1 be a parameter to be determined later. We start by constructing
hADO(G, k,zg), and save the returned set S;. Let k' and k” be two integer parameters to be
determined later. Using we create a (2k’ — 1)-stretch spanner H, which we augment
with an edge (u,ps,(u)) of weight hg,(u), for every u € V. We construct ADOp/(H, k", S¢). The
construction algorithm is presented in

Given u,v € V, the query algorithm returns:

min(hADO(G, k, x0) . Query(u, v), hs, (u) + ADOp/ (H, k", S;) . Query(ps, (u), ps, (v)) + hs, (v))

https: //www.wolframalpha.com /input?i=y%3D%5Cfrac%7Bk-1%7D%7Bk-2%7Dx-
%5Cfrac%7B1%7D% 7Bk %28k-2%29% 7D %2C+1%2Bx%2B1%2Fk %3D2%2B1%2F %28k-2%29-y, where =z = o
and y = x;
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Algorithm 4: ConstructADO(G, k)
1 Construct hADO(G, k, )

2 H «+ Spanner(G, k') [Lemma 5|
8 H < HU{(u,ps,(u), hs,(u) [u eV}
4 Construct ADOp/(H, k", St)

Next, in the following two lemmas, we analyze the construction time and the space usage of the
distance oracle.
1*%%*%

Lemma 21. The distance oracle is constructed in O(kz’m + Kt t &7 + anxOJr%)—

time.

Proof. From we know that constructing hADO(G, k, zq) takes O(m + n1+’”0+%) time.

From [Lemma 5] constructing H takes O(k’m) time. From constructing ADOp(H, k", St)
h-1 1

takes O(K"|E(H)| - ]St]ﬁ) From Property [15| we have that |S;| = O(n' ™ 527" %@-2). Thus, con-

1
1= F=gw0t g =)

1 k-1 1
structing ADOpr takes O(k”|E(H)]'|St\ﬁ) = O(k"n”ﬁ-n(W)(l_mer(k—?)) = O(k:”npr%+ K7 )
time. O

Lemma 22. If (1— %xo + ﬁ)(l +77) < 1+ ¢ then the distance oracle uses O(kn”%) space.

Proof. From it follows that hADO(G, k, z¢) uses O(an%) space and from

it follows that ADOp/(H, k", S;) uses O(\S’tlHﬁ) space. From Property |15| we know that |S;| =
k-1 1 k-1 1 1
O(nl_mgcﬁk(’f—?)). Thus, ADOp/(H, k", S;) uses O(n(l_mer’f(’f—?))(HW)) space. Since (1 —
k=lwo + = 2))(1 + 27) < 1+ + we get that saving ADOp/(H, k", S;) takes O(nl‘*'%), as required.
0

Next, we show that the stretch of the distance oracle is 2k — 1.
Lemma 23. If 2+ (2k" — 1)(2k' + 1) < 2k — 1 then d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v)

Proof. Let P(u,v) be the shortest path between w and v. We divide the proof into two cases.
Consider the case that P(u,v) C Gg,. From we know that hADO.Query(u,v) < (2k —
1)d(u,v), as required.

Consider now the case that P(u,v) € Gg,. From[Lemma 4]it follows that max(hg, (u), hs,(v)
d(u,v). From[Lemma 11|we know that ADOp(H, k", S;) . Query(p(u), p(v)) < (2k"—1)dp (p(u), p(v)).
From the triangle inequality, and since H is a (2k’ — 1)-spanner it follows that dg(p(u), p(v)
h(u)+(2k'—1)d(u,v)+h(v) < (2K'+1)d(u,v). Where the last inequality holds since max(h(u), h(v)) <
d(u,v).

Since d(u v) < h(u) + ADOp/(H, k", S;).Query(p(u), p(v)) + h(v) and max(h(u), h(v)) < d(u,v)
we get that d(u,v) < (24 (2K — )(Qk’ 1))d(u,v). Since 2 + (2" — 1)(2K' + 1) < 2k — 1 we get
that d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v), as required. O

)
)

VIA\/I/\

Next, we move to choose the value of the parameters g, k', k” that minimizes the running time
of our algorithm while maintaining the correctness of the query.
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p_k=lg 1
. . X 1 k=270 (k—2)
From |[Lemma 21| we have that the construction time is O(k'm + E'nttet 7

lm”’”o*%). In addition, for the correctness, requires that 2 + (2k” — 1)(2k' + 1) <

k—1 T
= R A TCE)

1
2k — 1. To minimize the term n'Tw™ K77 regarding k' and k” we want to have that
g g
1kl 1
% = w Thus, to find the optimal values for g, ', k" we need to solve the following
equations:
1—E=lpor 1
° 1+%+w:1+$0+%
e 24+ (2K —1)(2K +1) =2k -1
o L — 1_%$0+k(k1—2)
k/ - k//
11 / _ BE3—32k125+4k—5 11 _ \/Sk>—32k+25—4k+3 _ VBE3—32k+25—5k+6
From we get that for k 1h=1)  k 1(h—2) and xg = Fh—1)

the equations are satisﬁedE Thus, we get a construction time of:

~ 11—z 1 ~ V/8k3 —32k+25 —5k+6 |
O(K'm + K'n'" v+ 4+ knt%+%) = O(VEkm + kn'" k(k—1)

O(Vkm + kn*+ 8’“3‘2?z’§ff§"“‘“5)

1+i_,+2\f 2v2

w15 k25+4\f;€35+k4 +O(k™ 45)

O(Vkm + kn

~ V2
O(Vkm + kn' T

)7

Where the last inequality follows from the fact that —2 2 4 i‘l@ + kQ i}/; + 4fk3 =+ k%+0(k—4.5) <0

23
for every k > 1. Thus, we get a construction time of O(v/km + kn1+ vk ), as required. [Theorem 3
follows from [Lemma 21| [Lemma 22| and [Lemma 23|

6 Faster constructions for unweighted graphs

In this section, we consider unweighted undirected graphs. In the following two lemmas, we present
some preliminaries needed for our new algorithm. Later, in each subsection, we present a new fast
construction for distance oracle for unweighted graphs.

We start by improving for the case of unweighted graphs.

Lemma 24. If P(u,v) € Gg, then h(u) + h(v) < dg(u,v) + 1

Proof. Since P(u,v) € Gg, there is an edge (x,y) C P(u,v) such that (z,y) ¢ Gg. Since (x,y) ¢
Gs, it follows that h(z) < 1 and h(y) < 1. From the triangle inequality, we have that h(u) <
d(u,z) + h(z) < d(u,x) + 1, and that h(v) < d(y,v) + 1. Summing these inequalities, we get that

"https: //www.wolframalpha.com /input?i=y%3D%5Cfrac%7Bk-1%7D%7Bk-2%7Dx-
%5Ctrac%7B1%7D % 7Bk %28k-2%29%7D %2C+1%2Bx%2B1%2Fk%3D1%2B1%2F2%2B %281-
v%29%2Fw%2C+2%2B%282w-1%29%2822%2B1%29+%3D+2k-1%2C+1%2Fz%3D %281-y %29%2F w, where
y=x,r=x0, 2=k, w=k"k=k

2Since k' and k" are integers, we need to consider the rounding up of these values; this does not change the
asymptotical runtime guarantee.
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h(u) + h(v) < d(u,z) + 1+ d(v,y) + 1. From the definition of P(u,v) it follows that d(u,v) =
d(u,z) + 1+ d(y,v). Thus, h(u) + h(v) < d(u,z) + 1 +d(v,y) + 1 = d(u,v) + 1, as required. [

The following spanner for unweighted graphs replaces the spanner from in most of
our constructions for unweighted graphs.

Lemma 25 ([BKMP10]). For any integer k, for an unweighted graph G, a (k,k — 1)-spanner with
O(n“‘é) edges can be computed in O(m) time.

6.1 (2k — 1,2)-approximation in km + kn2t#1 %= construction time

In this section, we improve the result of at the price of allowing an additive error of 2,
we prove:

Theorem 5. Let G = (V, E) be an unweighted undirected graph and k > 3 be an integer. There
3 1 1

is an O(km + kn2 %=1 %=5) time algorithm that constructs a (2k — 1,2)-approzimation distance

oracle that uses O(nH%)—space and answers distance queries in O(k) time.

First, we describe the construction of the distance oracle. The construction is identical to the
construction of Except we use a different value of k' (k — 1 instead of k — 2). Let
% < zp < 1 be a parameter to be determined later. We start by constructing hADO(G, k, o), and
save the returned set S;.

Let k' = k — 1. Using we create a (2k" — 1)-stretch spanner H. For every u € V, we
add the edge (u,ps,(u)) to H with weight hg,(u). For every si,s2 € S¢, we compute and store the
value of dg(s1,$2). The construction algorithm is presented in

Given u, v € V, the query algorithm returns min(hADO(G, k, zo) . Query(u, v), hs, (u)+dm (ps, (u), ps, (v))+
hs,(v)). Since the construction is identical to [Section 5.2} [Lemma 18 and [Lemma 19| proves the
space and running time of the distance oracle. In the following lemma, we prove the approximation
of the distance oracle.

Lemma 26. d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v) + 2

Proof. We divide the proof into two cases. Consider the case that P(u,v) C Gg,. From
we have that hADO.Query(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v), as required.

Consider now the case that P(u,v) € Gg,, from we know that h(u) + h(v) <
d(u,v) + 1. From the the triangle inequality we get that dg(p(u),p(v)) < h(u) + dg(u,v) +
h(v). Since H is a (2k’ — 1)-stretch spanner we know that dy(u,v) < (2K’ — 1)d(u,v), and thus
di(p(u),p(v)) < h(u) + (2K' — 1)dg(u,v) + h(v) < (2K — 1)d(u,v) + d(u,v) + 1. Where the last
inequality holds since h(u) + h(v) < d(u,v) + 1. In the query algorithm, we have that d(u,v) <
h(u) + h(v) + dg(p(u),p(v)) < d(u,v) + 1+ (2K — 1)d(u,v) + d(u,v) + 1 < (2" + 1)d(u,v) + 2.
Since k' = k — 1, we get that d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v) + 2, as required. O

Next, we move to choose the value of g that minimizes the construction time of our distance ora-

. . . 12 1+ _;'_l 2+%_b$0+;
cle. From|Lemma 18 we know that the construction time is O(k'm~+kn "7k 4n " & k=270 k(E=2) ),
To minimize the running time we want to have that 1+ ¢ + % =2+ % — %mg + @ From
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we get that for xg = % the terms are equal. We get a construction time of

k—1 1 k3 —3k24+4k—3 | 1
O(k'm + kn!to0tt 4 p> W k20 kG ) = O(km + kn' + #@2-5kr3) )

k3 —3k2+4k—3+(2k2 —5k+3)
k(2k2 —5k+3) )

1+

(km + kn

3k—5

0]

3
O(km + kn2t20—1zr=3))
0]

(km + kn%Jrﬁ*ﬁ),

as required.
follows from [Lemma 18| [Lemma 19] and [Lemma 26]

6.2 (2k — 1,2k — 2)-approximation in ~ km + kn2+r construction time

In this section, we further improve the construction time for small values of k at the cost of
increasing the additive error from 2 to 2k — 2, we prove:

Theorem 6. Let G = (V, E) be an unweighted undirected graph and k > 3 be an integer. There is an
3, 1 1
O((km+kn2+2’“*3 22k-3%) log logn) time algorithm that constructs a (2k—1, 2k—2)-approzimation

distance oracle that uses O(nH%)—space and answers distance queries in O(k) time.

The construction is the same as the one of but instead of using the (2k — 1)-stretch
spanner of we use the (k, k — 1)-approximation spanner of This substitution
allows us to have k' = 2k — 3 (instead of k¥’ — 1 as in the previous section), Let % <29 <1bea
parameter to be determined later. We start by constructing hADO(G, k, z¢), and save the returned
set S;.

Let k' = 2k — 3. Using we create a (k’, k" — 1)-stretch spanner H. For every u € V,
we add the edge (u,pg,(u)) to H with weight hg, (u). For every si,s2 € S; we compute and store
the value of dg(s1,s2). The construction algorithm is presented in

Given u,v € V, the query algorithm returns min(hADO(G, k, zo) . Query(u, v), hg, (u)+d i (ps, (u), ps, (v))+
hs, (v).

Since the construction is identical to (and the spanner of is computed in
O(m) time), [Lemma 18 and [Lemma 19| proves the space and running time of the distance oracle.
Next, in the following lemma we prove the approximation of the distance oracle.

Lemma 27. d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v) + 2k — 2

Proof. We divide the proof into two cases. Consider the case that P(u,v) C Gg,. From
we have that hADO.Query(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v), as required.

Consider now the case that P(u,v) € Gg,, from we know that h(u) + h(v) <
d(u,v) + 1. From the the triangle inequality we get that dg(p(u),p(v)) < h(u) + dg(u,v) + h(v).
Since H is a (k', k' — 1)-approximation spanner we know that dy(u,v) < K'd(u,v) + k' — 1, and
thus dg(p(u),p(v)) < h(u) + K'd(u,v) + k' — 1+ h(v) < K'd(u,v) + k' — 14 d(u,v) + 1. Where the
last inequality holds since h(u) + h(v) < d(u,v) + 1.

Bhttps: //www.wolframalpha.com /input?i=y%3D%5Cfrac%7Bk-1%7D%7Bk-2%7Dx-
%5Cfrac%7B1%7D% 7Bk %28k-2%29%TD %2C+1%2Bx%2B1%2Fk %3D2%2B1%2F %28k-1%29-y where = = o
and y = x;
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In the query algorithm, we have that d(u,v) < h(u) + h(v) + dg(p(u), p(v)) < d(u, v) +1+
Ed(u,v) + k" — 1+ d(u,v) +1 < (K + 2)d(u,v) + k" + 1. Since k¥’ = 2k — 3, we get that d(u,v) <
(2k — 1)d(u,v) + 2k — 2, as required. O

Next, we move to choose the value of g that minimizes the construction time of our distance ora-

1 k=lpoy 1
cle. From|Lemma 18 we know that the construction time is O(k’m—l—kn”xo‘*‘% N A ) ).

To minimize the running time we want to have that 1 4+ x¢ + % =2+ % — %xg + @ From

we get that for xg = %—j&lﬁH the terms are equal. We get a construction time of

1 A k=l . 1 253 -8k2+13k-9 | 1
O(K'm + kn+eots 4 p2 v 52" 55 = O(km + kn' T k92 )
+2k3—8k2+13k—9+(4k2—6k+9)
= O(k‘m + kn k(2k—3)2 )

2k2 —4k41

= O(km +kn' " e97)

3, 1 1
= O(km + kn? " 2k=3 20@k-3)%)

as required. follows from [Lemma 18| [Lemma 19| and [Lemma 27|

6.3 (2k — 1,2k — 1)-approximation in m + nH% - construction time

In this section, we show that the construction time of can be improved in the unweighted
case by adding an additive error. We prove:

Theorem 7. Let G = (V, E) be an unweighted undirected graph and let k > 16 be an integer. There

14 kV/16k3 —15k2 32k +32 - 3k> +dk 142
is an O(Vkm+kn k(2k2—k—2) ) < O(Wkm-+n "VE) time algorithm that constructs a

(2k~— 1,2k —1)-approximation distance oracle that uses O~(n1+%)—space and answers distance queries
in O(k) time.

The construction is the same as in but instead of using the spanner of
we use the spanner of which results in a different constraint on k¥’ and £” and thus an

improved result at the cost of an additive error.

let % < zg < 1 be a parameter to be determined later. We start by constructing hADO(G, k, o),
and save the returned set S;. Let &’ and k” be two integer parameters to be determined later.
Using we create a (k', k' — 1)-stretch spanner H, which we augment with an edge
(u,ps, (u)) of weight hg,(u), for every u € V. We construct ADOp/(H, k", S;). The construction
algorithm is presented in

Given u,v € V, the query algorithm returns:

min(hADO(G, k, x0) . Query(u,v), hs, (u) + ADOp/ (H, k", S;) . Query(ps, (u), ps, (v)) + hs, (v))

Since the construction is identical to [Section 5.3| (and the spanner of is computed in

O(m) time), [Lemma 21| and [Lemma 22| proves the space and running time of the distance oracle.
The following lemma proves the approximation ratio of the distance oracle.

Mhttps: //www.wolframalpha.com /input?i=y%3D%5Cfrac%7Bk-1%7D%7Bk-2%7Dx-
%5Cfrac%7B1%7D% 7Bk %28k-2%29%TD%2C+1%2Bx%2B1%2Fk %3D2%2B1%2F %282k-3%29-y, where x = x¢ and
Y=t
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Lemma 28. If 1+ (2K —1)(K 4+ 1) < 2k — 1 then d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u, v) 4 2k — 1

Proof. From the query algorithm we know that d(u, v) < h(u)+AD0 (p(w), p(v))+h(v). From|Lemma 24
it follows that h(u) + h(v) < d(u,v) + 1. From the triangle inequality, and the fact that H is a
(k', k' — 1)-approximation spanner it follows that dg(p(u),p(v)) < h(u) + (K)d(u,v) + k' — 1 +
h(v) < (K + 1)d(u,v) + k. Since ADOps is a (2k” — 1)-approximation distance oracle, it fol-
lows that ADOp/(p(u),p(v)) < (2" — 1)dgy(p(u),p(v)) < (2K" — 1)((K' + 1)d(u,v) + k’). Thus,
d(u,v) < h(u) +h(v) + 2K — D) (K 4+ 1)d(u, v) + k) < d(u,v) + 1+ (2" — 1) (K + 1)d(u,v) + ¥').
Thus if 14 (2k” — 1)(K +1) < 2k — 1 then d(u,v) < (2k — 1)d(u,v) + 2k — 1, as required. O

Next, we move to choose the value of the parameters g, k', k” that minimizes the running time
of our algorithm while maintaining the correctness of the query.

gkl 1
: S 14 ko2 T0TRR=2)
From [Lemma 21| we have that the construction time is O(k'm + k’'n'tw™ K7

kn1+$°+%). In addition, for the correctness, requires that 1 + (2K — 1)(K' + 1) <

1—%xo+m ) , y
k77 regarding k' and k" we want to have that

2k — 1. To minimize the term n1+%+

1—k=lypoy 1
% = w Thus, to find the optimal values for xq, k', k" we need to solve the following
equations:

k-1 1
I— =20t =g

o ltp+ Tt =ltmtg
o 1+ (2K —1)(K+1)=2k—-1

k—1 1
o L _ - 1= %ot =g
k/ - k//

15 i \/16k3—15k2—32k+32—5k+4 1. _ /16k3—15k2—32k+324+3k—4
From I , we get that for k" = 1h=2) , k= )

the equations are satisﬁed Thus, we get a construction time of:

and xg =

kV16k3 —15k2—32k+32—5k2+5k+2
E(2k2—k—2)

14k 16k3 —15k2 —32k+32—5k2+5k+2

1
k(2k2—k—2) +%

O(K'm + K'n v+ 7" 4 kn'to0+%) = O(Vkm + kn

1+ kV/16k3 —15k2 —32k+32—3k2 +4k

= O(Vkm + kn k(2kZ=k=2) )
= O(Em + kPR

2 _ 3 1 5 193 7 —3.5
@O(\/Em+ k;nH_W_ﬁ—’-16k\/E+172_102411@245_8?4_0(’g ))

= O(VEm + kn'* %)

https://www.wolframalpha.com /input?i=y%3D%5Cfrac%7Bk-1%7D%7Bk-2%7Dx-
%5Ctrac%7B1%7D % 7Bk %28k-2%29%7D %2C+1%2Bx%2B1%2Fk%3D1%2B1%2F2%2B %281-
y%29%2Fw%2C+1%2B%282w-1%29%282%2B1%29+%3D+2k-1%2C+1%2Fz%3D %281-y %29%2F w, where
y=xn,r=x0, 2=k, w=k"k=k

16Since k' and k" are integers, we need to consider the rounding up of these values; this does not change the
asymptotical runtime guarantee.
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https://www.wolframalpha.com/input?i=y%3D%5Cfrac%7Bk-1%7D%7Bk-2%7Dx-%5Cfrac%7B1%7D%7Bk%28k-2%29%7D%2C+1%2Bx%2B1%2Fk%3D1%2B1%2Fz%2B%281-y%29%2Fw%2C+1%2B%282w-1%29%28z%2B1%29+%3D+2k-1%2C+1%2Fz%3D%281-y%29%2Fw

Where the last inequality follows from the fact that — 5 + 16]:\@ + 5 — ooz — s TO(R™3%) <0

2
for every k > 4. Thus, we get a construction time of O(\/Em + anW), as required. [Theorem 7|
follows from [Lemma 21|, [Lemma 22| and [Lemma 28|

6.4 ((2k—1)(1+¢), (2k — 1)5)-approximation in mn® + n'*#** construction time

In this section, we present a construction of a simple ((2k — 1)(1 + ), (2k — 1)3) distance oracle
using O(kn“'%) space. We prove:

Theorem 8. There is an O(knl'*%)-space ((2k—1)(1+4¢), (2k—1)B)-approzimation distance oracle
with O(k) query time. The distance oracle is constructed in O(mn® + n'te/k) time.

Proof. First, we construct H, a (1+ ¢, 3)-approximation spanner of [TZ06] in O(mn®) time. Next,
we construct the ADO(H, k), which uses O(nH%) space, in O(|E(H)]| - n%) = O(nH%*E) time.
Overall we get a construction time of O(mnf + n'*1/*+¢) and O(nH%) space, as required. The

query algorithm returns ADO(H, k) . Query(u,v), and since H is a (1 + €, )-approximation spanner
we get that ADO(H, k) .Query(u,v) < (2k—1)dg(u,v) < (2k—1)(1+¢)+ (2k—1)3, as required. [
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A Comparison with previous results

A.1 Comparison for weighted graphs

Construction time ‘ Reference ‘ Comments
O(kmn'/*) [TZ05]
O(max(n”z/k,ml_ﬁn%) loglogn) | Theorem [1| | n*1/F < m < n?
O(n?) [BK10]
O(km + kn2titOG7) Wull2] k>6
O(km + k‘n%Jrﬁ) Theorem |2 k
- 375 -
O(VEm + kn'HE TOE) [Wull2] > 96
~ 2v2
O(Vkm + n' TV ) Theorem (3 k> 16

Table 1: (2k — 1)-stretch distance oracle constructions for weighted graphs with O(kn'T1/¥) space.
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Figure 2: Comparison between Theorem f(k) =1/2+ 2% and [Wull2]: f(k) = 1/2+34+0(1/k?)

|

|k J2[3[ 4] 5 [ 6 [ 7 | 8 | 9 [ 10 |
[BK10, Wull2] L+ (B) 21 nZ ] n2 2 1833 [ 1821 | 18125 | 1722 | 1717
Theorem n | | 18 | LTI | 1667 | 11636 | 1615 nl6 | 1588

Table 2: The sparsest graphs for which a linear time construction algorithm exists for (2k — 1)-
stretch distance oracles with O(n't1/¥)-space in weighted graphs.
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A.2 Comparison for unweighted graphs

’ Construction time ‘ Approximation ‘ Reference ‘ Comments
O(km + kn? Tkt i) (2k —1)8 42 [BGSUOS]
O(km + kn? 71~ m0) (2k — 1)5 + 2 Theoremls| | k& >3
O(km + kn%JriJr%) (2k —1)0 + 2k — 2 Theorem (6 k>3
O(/Tm + kn"t V& TRy (2k —1)5 [Wuli2] k> 96
O(Vkm + k:nHL\/\/k?) (2k—1)6 Theorem (3 k> 16
O(Vkm + an%) (2k—1)0+2k—1 Theorem |7] kE>13
O(km + nl+1/k+e) O(k) -0 [Wul12]
O(fmn® + kn!t1/k+e) (2k —1)(1+¢)5 + (2k — 1)3 | Theorem 8| | 8= f(e)

Table 3: Distance oracle constructions for dense unweighted graphs with O(k;an/ k) space. § =
d(u,v).
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Figure 3: Comparison between Theorem flk) = %4—%—1—0(%2), Theorem@ f(k) = %+i+0(ki2)
and [BGSUOS]: f(k) =3+ 1 +O(5%)

| | * [ 3 [ 4 [ 5 [ 6 [ 7 [ 8 | 9 | 10|
[BGSU08J (k) nl917 | 1792 1 1725 [ ,1.683 [ ,1.655 [ ,1.634 | ,,1.618 | ,,1.606
Theorem n n1-833 n1.733 n1.679 n1.644 nl621 n1.604 nl992 | 1.582

Table 4: The sparsest graphs for which a linear time construction algorithm exists for (2k — 1, 2)-
stretch distance oracles with O(n't1/¥)-space in unweighted graphs.
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