arXiv:2304.10202v1 [math.CO] 20 Apr 2023

Bounds on Maximum Weight Directed Cut

Jiangdong Ai^∗ Stefanie Gerke^† Gregory Gutin^‡

Anders Yeo^§ Yacong Zhou^¶

Abstract

We obtain lower and upper bounds for the maximum weight of a directed cut in the classes of weighted digraphs and weighted acyclic digraphs as well as in some of their subclasses. We compare our results with those obtained for the maximum size of a directed cut in unweighted digraphs. In particular, we show that a lower bound obtained by Alon, Bollobás, Gyáfás, Lehel and Scott (J Graph Th 55(1) (2007)) for unweighted acyclic digraphs can be extended to weighted digraphs with the maximum length of a cycle being bounded by a constant and the weight of every arc being at least one. We state a number of open problems.

1 Introduction

Let D = (V (D), A(D), w_D ) be a weighted digraph with weight function w_D : A(D) → R_+ , where R_+ is the set of non-negative reals. For a subgraph H of D, w_D(H) denotes the sum of weights of arcs in H. (In what follows, we will omit subscripts identifying directed or undirected graphs if these graphs are clear from the context.) Let X and Y be a partition of V (D). Then the directed cut (or dicut for short) (X, Y ) of D is the bipartite subgraph of D induced by the arcs going from X to Y ; its weight is denoted by w(X, Y ). The aim of the Maximum Weight Directed Cut problem is to find a directed cut of

∗School of Mathematical Sciences and LPMC, Nankai University.

JiangdongAi95@gmail.com.

†Department of Mathematics. Royal Holloway University of London.

stefanie.gerke@rhul.ac.uk.

‡Department of Computer Science. Royal Holloway University of London.

g.gutin@rhul.ac.uk.

§Department of Mathematics and Computer Science, University of Southern Denmark.

andersyeo@gmail.com, and Department of Mathematics, University of Johannesburg.

¶Department of Computer Science. Royal Holloway University of London.

Yacong.Zhou.2021@live.rhul.ac.uk.

D of maximum weight. This weight will be denoted by mac(D). Analogously, the weight of a maximum cut in an undirected graph G will be denoted by mac(G).

Clearly, Maximum Weight Directed Cut is a generalization of Maximum Weight Cut for undirected graphs and thus NP-hard [15]. While there is a large number of papers on lower bounds for Maximum Cut (see e.g. [1, 4, 10, 16, 18]), where the weight of each edge is 1, as far as we know there are only two papers on lower bounds for Maximum Weight Cut: the wellknown paper [18] of Poljak and Turzík and the very recent paper [13] of Gutin and Yeo. While there are papers on Maximum Directed Cut, see e.g. Alon, Bollobás, Gyáfás, Lehel and Scott [2]; Lehel, Maffray and Preissman [17]; Xu and Yu [21]; and Chen, Gu and Li [9], as far as we know, our paper is the first on lower bounds for Maximum Weight Directed Cut.

For any v ∈ V (D), let w^+(v) be the sum of weights of arcs leaving v, w^−(v) the sum of weights of arcs entering v, and r(v) = w^+(v) − w^−(v). Note that ∑ v∈V (D) r(v) = 0. Let r^+(D) = ∑ r(x)>0 r(x) = ∑ x∈V (D) |r(x)|/2.

Note that for any cut (X, Y ), we have ∑ x∈X r(x) = w_D(X, Y ) − w_D(Y, X) ≤ mac(D). (1)

By choosing X to be the set of all vertices v with r(v) > 0, one immediately obtains that r^+(D) ≤ mac(D). (2)

In the rest of this section we first provide an overview of the paper and then additional terminology and notation.

Paper overview In Section 2, we prove basic extensions to (2) and use these bounds to show some relations between mac(D) and the weight of maximum cuts of the underlying graph of D. Then, we use random partitions to prove lower bounds for some classes of digraphs. For example, we obtain a tight lower bound on the maximum weight of a dicut for weighted digraphs with bounded maximum semidegrees, which generalizes a result of Alon, Bollobás, Gyáfás, Lehel and Scott [2]. We also show a useful analog of a result proved by Gutin and Yeo [13] for dicuts. Later in the paper, we will use the analog in the proof of our main result.

0.5 1.0 0.51.0θ

Figure 1: The function l(θ).

Let θ(D) = r^+(D)/w(D), and for all 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1, let l(θ) be

l(θ) = { (_1 4 +^{θ2}_{4(1−2θ)} ) if θ < 1/3;

θ if θ ≥ 1/3.

The function l(θ) is depicted in Fig. 1. We show that if θ(D) ≥ 1/3 then the bound mac(D) ≥ l(θ(D))w(D) (equivalent to (2)) is best possible as there are digraphs attaining this bound. For θ(D) < 1/3 we prove that mac(D) ≥ l(θ(D))w(D) and that for all ϵ > 0, there exists a digraph D with mac(D) < (1 + ϵ)l(θ(D))w(D).

In Section 3, we consider acyclic digraphs. Let h(m) be the maximum integer such that each acyclic digraph with m arcs has a dicut of size at least h(m). The main results of Alon, Bollobás, Gyáfás, Lehel and Scott in [2] are^1 h(m) = m/4 + O(m^{4/5}) and h(m) = m/4 + Ω(m^{3/5}). Here we consider similar functions for acyclic directed multigraphs and weighted acyclic digraphs. Let h_μ(m) be the maximum integer such that each acyclic directed multigraph with m arcs has a dicut of size at least h_μ(m). Let D_ω be the set of weighted digraphs in which every arc has weight at least 1 and let D_ω(w) be the subset of D_ω such that w = w(D) for each D ∈ D_ω(w). Then for each w ≥ 1, let h_ω(w) be the supremum of reals g such that every acyclic D ∈ D_ω(w) has a dicut of weight at least g. Note that every weighted acyclic digraph H can be transformed into a weighted acyclic digraph D_H ∈ D_ω(w^′) for some w^′ ≥ w(H) such that a maximum weight dicut in H with minimal number

1Note that [2] has a typo in Theorem 2 claiming that h(m) = m/4 + Ω(m^{2/3}) instead of h(m) = m/4 + Ω(m^{3/5}); see [3], where Theorem 2 is stated correctly [12].

of arcs is a maximum dicut in D_H and a maximum weight dicut in D_H is a maximum weight dicut in H. Indeed, this holds if D_H is obtained from H by deleting all arcs of weight zero and dividing all arc-weights by the minimum (positive) arc-weight, if the minimum arc-weight is smaller than 1.

Clearly, h_ω(m) ≤ h_μ(m) ≤ h(m) for each integer m ≥ 1. For any w ≥ 1, we will show that h_ω(w) = w/4+O(w^{3/4}) by proving h_μ(m) = m/4+O(m^{3/4}) and using monotonicity of h_ω(w). We will also prove that h_ω(w) = w/4 + Ω(w^{3/5}). Note that this lower bound does not hold for weighted digraphs D with the total weight w = w(D) < 1. Indeed, if w < 1 and 0 < α < 1, then w^α > w. Note that even though our upper bound for h_μ(m) is better than that of h(m), they are not comparable. In contrast, our lower bound extends that of [2] from acyclic digraphs to weighted acyclic digraphs. Our proof is different from that in [2] as we could not extend the proof of [2] to weighted digraphs. The asymptotic value of functions h, h_μ and h_ω remains an interesting open problem.

In Section 4, we study the best possible lower bound for weighted acyclic digraphs with bounded path length. Namely, for every integer ν ≥ 2, we study the largest possible coefficient c_ν > 0 such that for every weighted acyclic digraph D in which the longest path has ν vertices, we have mac(D) ≥ c_ν w(D). The exact value of c_ν is determined when ν ≤ 11 (see Appendix). However the main goal of this section is to give general bounds for c_ν , and we will show that c_ν = 1/4 + O(ν^{−1/2}) and c_ν = 1/4 + Ω(ν^{−2/3}). Determining an asymptotic value of c_ν remains an open problem.

In Section 5, we obtain the main result of this paper: the lower bound in Section 3 for acyclic D ∈ D_ω(w), i.e., h_ω(w) = w/4 + Ω(w^{3/5}) still holds asymptotically when the maximum length of a cycle is bounded by a constant. In fact, we prove a stronger result. Namely, we show that for any 0 < α < 1, if the lower bound mac(D) = w(D)/4 + Ω(w(D)^α) holds for all weighted acyclic digraphs D ∈ D_ω(w), then the same bound holds asymptotically even if we allow any circle of length at most a constant. In our proof, we use a theorem of Bondy [8] which states that the chromatic number of the underlying graph of a digraph D is at most the length of a longest cycle in D.

Additional Terminology and Notation A vertex v of a digraph D is a source (sink, respectively) if d^−(v) = 0 (d^+(v) = 0, respectively). All paths and cycles in digraphs are directed. The length of a cycle or path is the number of its arcs. A k-path (k-cycle, respectively) is a path (a cycle, respectively) of length k. The underlying graph of a weighted digraph D = (V (D), A(D), w_D ) is a weighted graph UG(D) with the same vertex set as D, where two vertices x and y of G are adjacent if there is an arc between x and y (UG(D) has no multiple arcs) and if xy ∈ A(D), but yx ∉ A(D) then w_G(xy) = w_D(xy) and if xy ∈ A(D) and yx ∈ A(D) then w_G(xy) = w_D(xy) + w_D(yx). A digraph D is connected if UG(D) is connected. A subgraph H of a digraph D is a connected component of D, if UG(H) is a connected component of UG(D). The order of a directed or undirected graph is the number of its vertices. Terminology and notation on digraphs not defined in this paper can be found in [5, 6].

2 Bounds for Arbitrary Weighted Digraphs

This section is partitioned into two subsections. In the first subsection, we prove a number of basic lower and upper bounds for mac(D) and in the second subsection, we study a lower bound for mac(D) using parameter θ(D) introduced in Section 1.

2.1 Basic Bounds Theorem 2.1. Let D = (V (D), A(D), w_D ) be a weighted digraph and let G = UG(D). (a) If the minimum weight of a dicut of D is k, then r^+(D) + k ≤ mac(D).

(b)^{mac(G)}_2 ≤ mac(D) ≤^{mac(G)+r+(D)}_2 .

(c)^{mac(G)/2+r+(D)}

2 ≤ mac(D) ≤^{mac(G)+r+(D)}_2 .

(d) Let the chromatic number of G be χ. If χ is even, then ( 1 4 + 1 4(χ − 1) ) w(D) ≤ mac(D);

and if χ is odd, then ( 1 4 + 1 4χ ) w(D) ≤ mac(D). Proof. For (a), let X contain all vertices, x, with r(x) ≥ 0. Then by (1) r^+(D) = w_D(X, Y ) − w_D(Y, X) ≤ w_D(X, Y ) − k ≤ mac(D) − k. For (b), we have by definition that for any cut (X, Y ) w_G(X, Y ) = w_D(X, Y ) + w_D(Y, X). In particular this equality is true for the maximum cut in G and hence in this case w_D(X, Y ) or w_D(Y, X) has to be at least mac(G)/2 which shows the lower bound. For the upper bound, adding this equality to (1), we get w_G(X, Y ) + ∑ x∈X r(x) = 2w_D(X, Y ).

As ∑ x∈X r(x) ≤ r^+(D) and w_G(X, Y ) ≤ mac(G), this implies that

2w_D(X, Y ) ≤ mac(G) + r^+(D)

for any cut and in particular when (X, Y ) is a cut of D of the maximum weight.

The lower bound of (c) follows by adding (2) and (b) together and dividing by two, while the upper bound is the same as in (b).

For (d) consider a partition of V (D) into χ independent sets V_1, . . . , V_χ. We construct an auxilary weighted undirected complete graph G^′ with χ vertices v_1, . . . , v_χ and for i < j the edge {v_i, v_j } has weight w^′(v_iv_j ) = w(V_i, V_j ) + w(V_j , V_i). Note that w^′(G^′) = w(D) and that every cut (X^′, Y^′) in G^′ corresponds to two cuts (X, Y ) and (Y, X) in D such that w^′(X^′, Y^′) = w(X, Y ) + w(Y, X). If χ = 2t is even then we partition V (G^′) randomly and uniformly into two parts X^′ and Y^′ of size t. For an edge e ∈ E(G^′), let the I(e) = w^′(e) if one endpoint of e is in X^′ and the other in Y^′, and I(e) = 0 otherwise. Then

E (w^′ (X^′, Y^′)) = E ∑ e∈E(G^′) I(e) = ∑ e∈E(G^′) E (I(e))

= ∑ e∈E(G^′) w^′(e) 2 (_{2t−2} t−1 ) (_{2t} t ) = t 2t − 1 w^′(G^′) = ( 1 2 + 1 2χ − 2 ) w(D).

If χ = 2t + 1 is odd then we partition V (G^′) randomly and uniformly into two parts X^′ and Y^′ of size t + 1 and t respectively. For an edge e ∈ E(G^′), let I(e) = w^′(e) if one endpoint of e is in X^′ and the other in Y^′, and I(e) = 0 otherwise. Then

E (w^′ (X^′, Y^′)) = ∑ e∈E(G^′) w^′(e) 2 (_{2t−1} t−1 ) (_{2t+1} t ) = t + 1 2t + 1 w^′(G^′) = ( 1 2 + 1 2χ ) w(D).

In either case there exists a cut (X^{′′}, Y^{′′}) in G^′ with w^′(X^{′′}, Y^{′′}) ≥ E(w(X^′ , Y^′)), and the result now follows since there exist corresponding cuts (X, Y ) and (Y, X) such that w^′(X^{′′}, Y^{′′}) = w(X, Y ) + w(Y, X).

Part (b) of Theorem 2.1 shows that if r^+(D) = 0, then mac(D) =^{mac(G)}_2 . Let D be any strong digraph (without arc weights) and let G be the underlying graph of D. We can assign arc weights to D such that r^+(D) = 0 as follows. Initially let all weights be zero. For every arc, uv ∈ A(D) let C_{uv} be a cycle containing uv and add one to the weight of all arcs in C_{uv}. After doing this for all arcs uv we note that all weights are positive and r^+(D) = 0. So for digraph

D with these weights, we have mac(D) =^{mac(G)}_2 . Note that mac(D) ≥^{mac(G)}_2 (by (b)). Thus, the best bounds for general digraphs or general strong digraphs we can get (if we do not restrict the arc weights in any way) are exactly the same bounds we get for the underlying graph of D divided by 2.

Part (d) of Theorem 2.1 immediately allows us to obtain lower bounds on some well studied graph classes. For example, for any integer k > 0, a graph G is said to be k-degenerate if the minimum degree of any induced subgraph of it is at most k. It is well known that if a graph is k-degenerate, then its chromatic number is at most k + 1. If D = (V, A, w) is a weighted digraph with maximum out-degree Δ^+(D) ≤ k or maximum in-degree Δ^−(D) ≤ k, then the underlying graph of D is 2k-degenerate. Indeed, assume Δ^+(D) ≤ k and let G be the underlying graph of D. Since Δ^+(D) ≤ k, for any induced subdigraph D^′ of D, there always exists a vertex v ∈ V (D^′) with in-degree at most k, which implies d_{G[V (D}′_{)]}(v) = d^+_{D′} (v) + d^−_{D′} (v) ≤ 2k. Hence, G is 2k-degenerate. The same argument works with Δ^+ and Δ^− exchanged. Thus we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. Let D = (V, A, w) be a weighted digraph with Δ^+(D) ≤ k or Δ^−(D) ≤ k. Then mac(D) ≥ (^1_4 +^1_{8k+4} )w(D).

Let T_k be the k-regular tournament and K_{2k+1} be the complete graph of order 2k + 1, where the weight of every arc of these two graphs is one. Note that r^+(T_k) = 0 and therefore mac(T_k) =^{mac(K2k+1)}_2 . Then we have

mac(T_k) = mac(K_{2k+1}) 2 = k(k + 1) 2 = k(2k + 1) k + 1 4k + 2 = k + 1 4k + 2 w(T_k). So, Proposition 2.2 is tight.

It is not hard to give a tight lower bound for the maximum dicut of digraphs, in which the order of the maximum path is ν, by using the following Gallai-Hasse-Roy-Vitaver Theorem [11, 14, 19, 20].

Theorem 2.3. [11, 14, 19, 20] Every digraph D contains a directed path with χ(D) vertices.

Theorem 2.4. If the number of vertices ν in the longest path in D is odd (even, respectively), then D has a dicut with weights at least (^1_4 +^1_{4ν} )w(D) ((^1_4 +^1_{4(ν−1)} )w(D), respectively).

Again, it is easy to check this bound is tight for regular tournament. Let B(D) denote the set of bipartite subdigraphs R of D such that for every connected component R_1 of R with bipartition (X_1, X_2), both X_1 and Y_1 induce independent sets in D.

Lemma 2.5. Let D = (V, A, w) be a weighted digraph. If R ∈ B(D), then mac(D) ≥^{w(D)}_4 +^{w(R)}_4 .

Proof. Let R_1, . . . , R_t be the connected components of R and (X_i, Y_i) be the bipartition of R_i, i ∈ [t]. We will create a random partition (X, Y ) of V (D) as follows. For each i ∈ [t], we let X_i belong to X and Y_i belong to Y with probability 1/2 and we let X_i belong to Y and Y_i belong to X with probability 1/2. Thus, X_i and Y_i will never belong to the same set in the partition (X, Y ). For any vertex that is not in V (R) we assign it to X with probability 1/2 and to Y with probability 1/2.

We note that every arc in A(R) belongs to the dicut (X, Y ) with probability 1/2 and every other arc in D belongs to the dicut (X, Y ) with probability at least 1/4. So, the average weight of the partition (X, Y ) is at least^{w(R)}_2 + w(D)−w(R) 4 =^{w(D)+w(R)}_4 , which proves the theorem.

Since any matching in D is clearly in B(D), the following result holds.

Corollary 2.6. Let D = (V, A, w) be a weighted digraph and let M be a matching in D. Then mac(D) ≥^{w(D)}_4 +^{w(M)}_4 .

2.2 Bounds for Given θ(D)

Recall that θ(D) = r^+(D)/w(D). We will give bounds on mac(D) in terms of θ(D) and w(D). Recall that

l(θ) = { (_1 4 +^{θ2}_{4(1−2θ)} ) if θ < 1/3; θ if θ ≥ 1/3. Let us discuss a motivation for studying lower bounds on mac(D) in terms of θ(D). If r^+(D)/w(D) = 0 then the problem is equivalent to the Maximum Weighted Cut problem for the underlying graph (see the remark after the proof of Theorem 2.1). Thus, the best possible bound that can be obtained is mac(D) ≥ w(D)/4. If r^+(D)/w(D) = 1 then the weighted maximum cut of D contains all arcs in D, so the problem is easy and mac(D) = w(D).

So, it seems natural to find best possible bounds in the case when 0 < r^+(D)/w(D) < 1. Multiplying all weights in D by a constant c increases r^+(D), w(D) and mac(D) by a factor of c. Thus, the interesting parameter is r^+(D)/w(D) as this does not change if we multiply all weights by a given constant. So we want to find the best possible bounds for mac(D) of the form mac(D) ≥ f(θ(D)) · w(D), for some function f.

Lemma 2.7. mac(D) ≥ l(θ(D)) · w(D).

Proof. Note that for θ(D) ≥ 1/3, the bound is simply (2). So for the remainder we assume θ < 1/3. Let D be any weighted digraph and let θ = θ(D). Let

R^+contain all vertices, x, in D with r(x) > 0 and let R^− = V (D) \ R^+. That is, for all y ∈ R^− we have r(y) ≤ 0.

Let p̄ =^θ_{2(1−2θ)} and place any vertex from R^+ into X with probability (1/2 + p̄) and any vertex in R^− into X with probability (1/2 − p̄). Let Y = V (D)\X. For an arc a = uv let I(a) = w(a) if u ∈ X and v ∈ Y , and I(a) = 0 otherwise. Then E(w(X, Y )) = E ∑ a∈A(D) I(a) = ∑ a∈A(D) E(I(a)) = ∑ u,v∈R^+ E(I(uv)) + ∑ u,v∈R^− E (I(uv)) + ∑ u∈R+ v∈R− E (I(uv)) + ∑ u∈R− v∈R+ E (I(uv))

= ∑ u,v∈R^+ w(uv) ( 1 4 − p̄^2 ) + ∑ u,v∈R^− w(uv) ( 1 4 − p̄^2 ) +

+ ∑ u∈R+ v∈R− w(uv) ( 1 2 + p̄ )_2 + ∑ u∈R− v∈R+ w(uv) ( 1 2 − p̄ )_2

= ( 1 4 − p̄^2 ) w(D) + (2p̄^2 + p̄)w(R^+, R^−) + (2p̄^2 − p̄)w(R^−, R^+) = ( 1 4 − p̄^2 ) w(D) + 2p̄^2(w(R^+, R^−) + w(R^−, R^+))+

+ p̄(w(R^+, R^−) − w(R^−, R^+)).

As w(R^+, R^−) − w(R^−, R^+) = r^+(D) and r^+(D) = θ · w(D),

E(w(X, Y )) ≥^{w(D)}_4 + p̄^2 ( −w(D) + 2θw(D) +^{θw(D)}_{p̄} ) =^{w(D)}_4 + (_θ 2(1−2θ)

)_2 w(D) ( −1 + 2θ +^{θ·2(1−2θ)}_θ ) =^{w(D)}_4 +^{θ2}_{4(1−2θ)2} w(D) (−1 + 2θ + 2(1 − 2θ)) =^{w(D)}_4 +^{θ2}_{4(1−2θ)} w(D).

This implies that there exists a cut of weight at least

(_1

4 +^{θ2}_{4(1−2θ)} ) · w(D), as desired.

The following lemma will help us to analyse the cut size of certain weighted digraphs.

Lemma 2.8. Let Q and k be positive reals and let g(x, y) = Qxy + x(k − x)/2 + y(k − y)/2. If 0 < Q ≤ 1/2 then the function g(x, y) is maximized over x, y ∈ [0, k] when x = y =^k_{2(1−Q)} and g(^k_{2(1−Q)} ,^k_{2(1−Q)} ) =^{k2}_{4(1−Q)} . If 1/2 < Q < 1 then the function g(x, y) is maximized over x, y ∈ [0, k] when x = y = k and g(k, k) = Qk^2.

Proof. We have_{∂g} ∂x = Qy +^k_2 − x, ∂g ∂y = Qx +^k_2 − y. Thus, the critical point is (^k_{2(1−Q)} ,^k_{2(1−Q)} ), and g(^k_{2(1−Q)} ,^k_{2(1−Q)} ) =^{k2}_{4(1−Q)} . Since g(x, y) is continuous and its first partial derivatives always exist, the optimal value either lies on the boundary or at a critical point. Therefore, we only need to compare the value at the critical point to those on the boundary. Since g(x, y) is a symmetric function, the cases below will be considered separately for x = k and x = 0. If x = k then observe that for Q > 1/2 the maximum of g(k, y) is attained at y = k and g(k, k) = Qk^2 and for Q ≤ 1/2 the maximum of g(k, y) is attained for y = k(Q+1/2) and g(k, k(Q+1/2)) = k^{2 Q2+Q+1/4}_2 . If x = 0 then the maximum of g(x, y) is attained at (0, k/2) and g(0, k/2) = k^2/8.

If Q ≤ 1/2, then we have^k_{2(1−Q)} ≤ k and^{k2}_{4(1−Q)} ≥ max{^{Q2+Q+1/4}_2 k^2,^{k2}_8 } which proves the first part. If Q > 1/2, the^k_{2(1−Q)} > k and therefore the results follows from Qk^2 ≥^{k2}_8 .

Theorem 2.9. Let θ satisfy 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1.

• If 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1/3, then for every ϵ > 0 there exists a digraph D, with θ(D) = θ, which satisfies

mac(D) < w(D) · (1 + ϵ)l(θ).

• If 1/3 < θ ≤ 1, then there exists a digraph D, with θ(D) = θ, which satisfies mac(D) = θ · w(D) (= l(θ) · w(D)).

Proof. If θ = 1 then mac(D) = w(D) = r^+(D) always holds, so assume that θ < 1. Let D_k be a digraph consisting of two vertex disjoint regular tournament, A_k and B_k, of order k and containing all arcs from A_k to B_k and no arcs from B_k to A_k. Define Q as follows. Q = θ(1 − 1/k) 1 − θ . Let the weight of every arc from A_k to B_k be Q and let the weight of each arc in A_k and in B_k be one.

Let (X, Y ) be a maximum cut in D_k and let x = |V (A_k) ∩ X| and y = |V (B_k) ∩ Y |. Then the following holds.

• mac(D_k) = Qxy +x(k −x)/2+y(k −y)/2, as the cut contains x(k −x)/2 arcs from A_k and y(k −y)/2 arcs from B_k (since d^+_T (x) = d^−_T (x) for every x ∈ V (T ), where T ∈ {A_k, B_k}, for every S ⊆ V (T ) the number of arcs leaving S is equal to the number of arcs entering S).

• r^+(D_k) = Qk^2, as r(a) = kQ for all a ∈ V (A_k) and r(b) = −kQ for all b ∈ V (B_k). • w(D_k) = 2 · (_k 2 ) + Qk^2 = k^2 − k + Qk^2.

• θ(D_k) = r^+(D_k)/w(D_k) = Qk^2/(k^2 − k + Qk^2) = Q/(1 + Q − 1/k). • θ(D_k) = θ, as we defined Q = θ(1 − 1/k)/(1 − θ) which is equivalent to θ(1 + Q − 1/k) = Q and therefore holds by the above statement.

Assume that 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1/3. Note that Q < 1/2 for any k. Choose k large enough such that 1 4(1 − Q^2) − 4(1 − Q)/k

≤ (1 + ϵ) 1 4(1 − Q^2) . Let θ = θ(D_k). Then by Lemma 2.8, our choice of k and the definition of Q, we have mac(D_k) ≤^{k2}_{4(1−Q)} = (k^2 − k + Qk^2) · (_{k2} 4(1−Q)(k^2−k+Qk^2) ) = w(D) (_1 4(1−Q)(1−1/k+Q) ) = w(D) (_1 4(1−Q^2)−4(1−Q)/k ) ≤ (1 + ϵ)w(D)

(_1 4 +^{θ2}_{4(1−2θ)} ) . If 1/3 < θ ≤ 1, then we choose k large enough that Q > 1/2. By Lemma 2.8 and our earlier observations mac(D_k) = Qk^2 = r^+(D_k) = θ · w(D_k).

Definition 2.10. For every θ ∈ [0, 1], let f(θ) be the supremum of all reals g such that mac(D) ≥ g · w(D) holds for all weighted digraphs D with θ = θ(D).

The next theorem follows from Lemma 2.7 and Theorem 2.9. Theorem 2.11. We have f(θ) = l(θ).

3 Bounds for Weighted Acyclic Digraphs

Recall that h_μ(m) is the maximum integer such that each acyclic directed multigraph with m arcs has a dicut of size at least h_μ(m). Let D_ω(w) be the set of weighted digraphs D of weight w = w(D) such that each arc of D has weight at least one. Then for each w ≥ 1, let h_ω(w) be the supremum of reals g such that every acyclic D ∈ D_ω(w) has a dicut of weight at least g. Clearly, h_ω(m) ≤ h_μ(m) for each integer m ≥ 1. In this section, we focus on giving bounds for h_ω(m). We first show in Theorem 3.1 that h_μ(m) =^m_4 + O(m^{3/4}) implying h_ω(w) =^w_4 + O(w^{3/4}). Then, in Theorem 3.3 we prove that h_ω(w) = w 4 + Ω(w^{3/5}).

Theorem 3.1. There exists a constant k_1, such that for every integer m ≥ 1 there exists an acyclic directed multigraph D^′_m with m arcs such that

mac(D^′_m) ≤ m 4 + k_1m^{3/4}.

Proof. We will first construct a directed multigraph D on n ≥ 4 vertices as follows. Let V (D) = {v_1, v_2, . . . , v_n} and let q = ⌊ √ n⌋. Let T_i denote the transitive tournament on q vertices {v_i, v_{i+1}, . . . , v_{i+q−1}} where all indices are taken modulo n and all arcs point forward in the ordering (v_i, v_{i+1}, . . . , v_{i+q−1}). Let A(D) = ∪^n_{i=1}A(T_i) and note that D is a regular directed multigraph. Furthermore, |A(D)| = n (_q 2 ) . Let (X, Y ) be an optimal cut in D. As (X, Y ) contains at most q^2/4 edges from the underlying graph of T_i for each i = 1, 2, . . . , n (as the underlying graph of T_i is a complete graph on q vertices), we note that (X, Y ) contains at most nq^2/4 edges from the underlying multigraph of D. As D is regular we note that mac(D) ≤ nq^2/8.

Let D_n be obtained from D by deleting all arcs v_j v_i with j > i. We note that we delete exactly s(q − s) arcs from T_{n+1−s} for each s = 1, 2, 3, . . . , q − 1. Therefore, |A(D_n)| = |A(D)| − q−1∑ s=1 (qs − s^2)

= nq(q − 1) 2 − q (_{q−1} ∑ s=1 s ) + (_{q−1} ∑ s=1 s^2 )

= nq^2 2 − nq 2 − q q(q − 1) 2 + (q − 1)q(2q − 1) 6 = nq^2 2 − nq 2 − 3q^3 − 3q^2 6 + 2q^3 − 3q^2 + q 6 = nq^2 2 − nq 2 − q^3 6 + q 6 .

Isolating the^{nq2}_2 -term and then dividing through by four implies that

mac(D_n) ≤ mac(D) ≤ nq^2 8 = |A(D_n)| 4 + nq 8 + q^3 24 − q 24 ≤ |A(D_n)| 4 + 3nq + q^3 24 . By the definition of q, we have n = αq^2 for some α ≥ 1, and thus

mac(D_n) ≤ |A(D_n)| 4 + q^3 ×

3α + 1 24 . Also note that

|A(D_n)|^{3/4} = ( nq^2 2 − nq 2 − q^3 6 + q 6 )_{3/4} = q^3 ( α 2 − α 2q − 1 6q + 1 6q^3 )_{3/4}

which implies that

mac(D_n) ≤ |A(D_n)| 4 + |A(D_n)|^{3/4} (_α 2 −^α_{2q} −^1_{6q} +^1_{6q3}

)_{3/4} ×

3α + 1 24 .

Since α = n/q^2, we have 1 ≤ n ⌊ √ n⌋^2 = α = ( √ n)^2 q^2 ≤ (q + 1)^2 q^2 = ( 1 + 1 q )_2 ≤ 2.25. Therefore, 3α + 1 24 ( α (_1

2 −^1_{2q} ) −^1_{6q} +^1_{6q3}

)_{3/4} ≤

7.75 24 (_1

2 −^1_{2q} −^1_{6q}

)_{3/4} ≤

7.75 24 (_1 2 −^1_4 −^1_{12}

)_{3/4} .

So, if we let k^′_1 =^{7.75} 24(^1_2 −^1_4 −^1_{12} )^{3/4}

, then

mac(D_n) ≤ |A(D_n)| 4 + k^′_1|A(D_n)|^{3/4}.

To complete the proof, we will show that the bound can be extended to every directed multigraph D^′_m with n vertices and m ≥ 1 arcs. For any integer n ≥ 2, define the function f(n) = nq^2 2 − nq 2 − q^3 6 + q 6 , where q = ⌊ √ n⌋. We first prove that f(n) is a monotonically increasing function. Let n ≥ 3. Suppose first that ⌊ √ n⌋ = ⌊ √ n − 1⌋ = q. Then f(n) − f(n − 1) = q(q − 1)/2 ≥ 0.

Now suppose that ⌊ √ n − 1⌋ = q − 1. Then f(n) − f(n − 1) = nq(q − 1) 2 − q^3 6 + q 6 − ( (n − 1)(q − 1)(q − 2) 2 − (q − 1)^3 6 + q − 1 6 )

= (q − 1)(n − 1) ≥ 0.

Since q/2 ≤ n − 1, we always have f(n) − f(n − 1) ≤ (q − 1)(n − 1). Let n be the smallest integer such that m ≤ |A(D_n)| = f(n), i.e., f(n − 1) < m ≤ f(n). Let m_n = |A(D_n)|. Let D^′_m be obtained from D_n by deleting any m_n − m arcs from D_n. Note that m_n − m = f(n) − m ≤ f(n) − f(n − 1) ≤ (q − 1)(n − 1) ≤ nq ≤ n^{3/2}. Furthermore, m > f(n − 1) ≥ (n − 1)⌊ √ n − 1⌋^2 2 − (n − 1)⌊ √ n − 1⌋ 2 − ⌊ √ n − 1⌋^3 6 + ⌊ √ n − 1⌋ 6 > (n − 1)( √ n − 1 − 1)^2 2 − (n − 1) √ n − 1 2 − √ n − 1^3 6 = n^2 2 − n 2 − 5(n − 1) √ n − 1 3 .

We will show that m >^{n2}_{144} if n ≥ 12. This follows from the above if we show that for all n ≥ 12,

n^2 2 − n 2 − 5(n − 1) √ n − 1 3 > n^2 144 . This is equivalent to

n^2 ( 1 − 1 72 ) > n + 10(n − 1) √ n − 1 3 . As n ≥ 12, we have (1 − 1/72) · √ n > 3.41, which implies

n^{3/2} · n^{1/2} ( 1 − 1 72 ) > 3.41 · n^{3/2} > n +

10(n − 1) √ n − 1 3 . So m >^{n2}_{144} if n ≥ 12. If n < 12 we have m ≥ 1 > n^2/144, so m >^{n2}_{144} always holds. This implies that m^{3/4} >^{n3/2}_{1443/4} and therefore 42m^{3/4} > 144^{3/4}m^{3/4} > n^{3/2}. Now,

mac(D^′_m) ≤ mac(D_n) ≤ |A(D_n)| 4 + k^′_1|A(D_n)|^{3/4} = m + (m_n − m) 4 + k^′_1(m + (m^′_n − m))^{3/4} < m + n^{3/2} 4 + k^′_1(m + n^{3/2})^{3/4} < m + 42m^{3/4} 4 + k^′_1(m + 42m^{3/4})^{3/4} < m 4 + 11m^{3/4} + k^′_1(43m)^{3/4} = m 4 + ( 11 + k^′_1 · 43^{3/4} ) m^{3/4}.

So the required bound holds for all m with k_1 = 11 + k^′_1 · 43^{3/4}.

By monotonicity of h_ω(w), Theorem 3.1 implies the following corollary.

Corollary 3.2. h_ω(w) =^w_4 + O(w^{3/4}).

Theorem 3.3. For all acyclic digraphs D ∈ D_ω(w), we have mac(D) ≥^{w(D)}_4 + w(D)^{0.6} 24 .

Proof. Let D be a weighted acyclic digraph in D_ω(w) and let P = p_1p_2 . . . p_l be a longest path in D. If l ≥ w(D)^{0.6} then consider the two matchings M_0 = {p_1p_2, p_3p_4, p_5p_6, . . .} and M_1 = {p_2p_3, p_4p_5, p_6p_7, . . .}. Note that w(M_0) + w(M_1) = w(P ) ≥ l − 1 ≥ w(D)^{0.6} − 1. By Corollary 2.6 we obtain that mac(D) ≥^{w(D)}_4 +^{w(M0)}_4 and mac(D) ≥^{w(D)}_4 +^{w(M1)}_4 , which implies the following when w(D) ≥ 2.

mac(D) ≥ w(D) 4 + w(M_0) + w(M_1) 8 ≥ w(D) 4 + w(D)^{0.6} − 1 8 ≥ w(D) 4 + w(D)^{0.6} 24 . And if w(D) < 2 then |A(D)| ≤ 1 and mac(D) = w(D) ≥^{w(D)}_4 +^{w(D)0.6}_{24} . So, we may assume that l < w(D)^{0.6}, which by Theorem 4.4 implies^2 the following:

mac(D) ≥ w(D) 4 + k_2 · w(D) l^{2/3} ≥ w(D) 4 + k_2 · w(D) (w(D)^{0.6})^{2/3} ≥ w(D) 4 + k_2 · w(D)^{0.6}.

Then we are done because k_2 >^1_{24} .

2Note that the proof of Theorem 4.4 does not use Theorem 3.3, i.e., there is no circular dependency between the two theorems.

Let α_0 be the supremum of α > 0 such that there exists a constant k > 0 so that for all digraphs in the class below the following holds: mac(D) ≥ w(D) 4 + kw(D)^α. We have the following:

What is known about α_0 Unweighted Weighted Directed Simple digraphs D ∈ D_ω(w) multigraphs digraphs Any digraph α_0 = 0.5 α_0 = 0.5 α_0 = 0.5 Acyclic digraph α_0 ∈ [0.6, 0.75] α_0 ∈ [0.6, 0.75] α_0 ∈ [0.6, 0.80]

Naturally, we have the following:

Open Problem 3.4. What are the exact values of α_0 in the above table?

4 Acyclic Digraphs with Bounded Path Length

In this section we study the following problem.

Open Problem 4.1. For each ν ≥ 1, determine the supremum c_ν of c ≥ 0, such that all weighted acyclic digraphs with maximum path order ν satisfy mac(D) ≥ c · w(D). Note that we do not impose constraints of the arc weights in the problem above. Note that c_ν is non-increasing. Indeed, for any digraph D with the longest path order ν and mac(D) = c · w(D), we can construct a digraph D^′ from D by adding a new vertex and a new arc with weight 0 to its longest path such that the longest path of D^′ has ν +1 vertices. Therefore, mac(D^′) = mac(D) = c · w(D) = c · w(D^′). This implies c_{ν+1} ≤ c_ν .

We can compute the exact values of c_ν when ν ≤ 11 (see Appendix). In this section, we focus on bounds for c_ν . Since the number of vertices in the longest path of D_n in Theorem 3.1 is n, we can easily obtain the following upper bound by considering D_ν .

Theorem 4.2. For ν ≥ 12, we have c_ν ≤^1_4 +^1_3^√_{ν−10} .

Proof. For each ν ≥ 12, let D_ν be defined as in Theorem 3.1. Recall that

mac(D_ν ) ≤^{|A(Dν )|}_4 +^{3ν⌊} √ ν⌋+⌊ √ ν⌋^3 24 = |A(D_ν )| ( 1 4 +^{3ν⌊} √ ν⌋+⌊ √ ν⌋^3 24 (_{ν⌊}√_{ν⌋2} 2 −^{ν⌊} √ ν⌋ 2 −^⌊ √ ν⌋3 6 +^⌊ √ ν⌋ 6 ) ) .

By using √ ν − 1 ≤ ⌊ √ ν⌋ ≤ √ ν, we have

mac(D_ν ) ≤ |A(D_ν )|

(_1 4 +^{ν3/2} 3ν( √ ν−1)^2−3ν^{3/2} −ν^{3/2}+ √ ν−1 ) ≤ |A(D_ν )| (_1 4 +^{ν3/2}

3ν^2−10ν^{3/2} ) = |A(D_ν )| (_1 4 +^1_3^√_{ν−10} ) . Therefore, c_ν ≤^1_4 +^1_3^√_{ν−10} , which completes the proof.

The main goal of this section is to prove a lower bound for c_ν . The main idea of how we obtain the lower bound for all ν is roughly the following: we first prove (in Theorem 4.3) that c_ν =^1_4 + Ω(ν^{−2/3}) for every ν ∈ N^∗, where N^∗ = {n^∗_i : i ∈ N, i ≥ 2} (the elements of N^∗ will be defined later). Thus, for any ν ≥ n^∗_2, we may assume n^∗_{k−1} ≤ ν < n^∗_k for some k. And we will show that the gap between these two numbers is not too large compared to ν (namely, n^∗_k − n^∗_{k−1} = O(ν^{2/3})). As c_ν is non-increasing, we conclude that c_ν ≥ c_n∗_k =^1_4 + Ω(n^∗_k^{−2/3}) =^1_4 + Ω((ν + O(ν^{2/3}))^{−2/3}) =^1_4 + Ω(ν^{−2/3}). For each integer k ≥ 2, let

n^∗_k = 2k + 2 ⌊ √_{k/2⌋} ∑ i=1 ( 2 ⌊ 2k − 2i^2 − i 2 ⌋ + i )

= 2k + 4k⌊ √ k/2⌋ − 2 ⌊ √ k/2 + 1 2 ⌋ − 4 ⌊ √_{k/2⌋} ∑ i=1 i^2

= 2k + 4k⌊ √ k/2⌋ − 2 ⌊ √ k/2 + 1 2 ⌋ − 2 3 ⌊ √ k/2⌋(⌊ √ k/2⌋ + 1)(2⌊ √ k/2⌋ + 1).

Theorem 4.3. For any integer k ≥ 7, we have c_n∗_k ≥^1_4 +^1_{8n∗k 2/3−4} .

Proof. For any positive integer k ≥ 7 and 0 ≤ q ≤ z = ⌊ √ k/2⌋, let f(q) = ⌊_{2k−2q2−q} 2 ⌋ . Let S_q be any set of size 2f(q) + q.

Claim A: Let (X, Y ) be a random partition of S_q, with |X| = f(q) + q and |Y | = f(q). For any distinct s_1, s_2 ∈ S_q, the probability that s_1 ∈ X and s_2 ∈ Y is at least^k_{4k−2} .

Proof of Claim A: The probability that s_1 ∈ X is^{f(q)+q}_{2f(q)+q} . And given that s_1 ∈ X, the probability that s_2 ∈ Y is^{f(q)}_{2f(q)+q−1} . So the probability that s_1 ∈ X and s_2 ∈ Y is the following:

P(s_1 ∈ X, s_2 ∈ Y ) = f(q) + q 2f(q) + q × f(q) 2f(q) + q − 1 . We first consider the case when q is even in which case f(q) = k−q^2 −^q_2 . In this case, P(s_1 ∈ X, s_2 ∈ Y ) ≥^k_{4k−2} is equivalent to the following inequality.

(k − q^2 + q/2)(k − q^2 − q/2) (2k − 2q^2)(2k − 2q^2 − 1) ≥ k 4k − 2 . This is equivalent to the following:

(4k − 2) [ (k − q^2)^2 − q^2 4 ] ≥ 4k(k − q^2) ( k − q^2 − 1 2 ) . Subtracting 4k(k − q^2)^2 from both sides gives us the following equivalent inequality. (−2) · [ (k − q^2)^2 − q^2 4 ] − kq^2 ≥ −2k(k − q^2). Thus,

0 ≥ 2k^2 − 4kq^2 + 2q^4 − q^2 2 + kq^2 − 2k(k − q^2).

We note that this is equivalent to 0 ≥ 2q^4 − kq^2 −^{q2}_2 . We recall that q ≤ ⌊ √ k/2⌋, which implies that kq^2 ≥ 2q^4, which in turn implies that 0 ≥ 2q^4 − kq^2 −^{q2}_2 holds. Therefore, P(s_1 ∈ X, s_2 ∈ Y ) ≥^k_{4k−2} also holds.

We now consider the case when q is odd, in which case f(q) = k−q^2−^q_2 −0.5. Let k^∗ = k − 1/2 and note that the following holds.

P(s_1 ∈ X, s_2 ∈ Y ) = f(q) + q 2f(q) + q × f(q) 2f(q) + q − 1 = (k − q^2 + q/2 − 0.5)(2k − q^2 − q/2 − 0.5) (2k − 2q^2 − 1)(2k − 2q^2 − 1 − 1) = (k^∗ − q^2 + q/2)(k^∗ − q^2 − q/2)

(2k^∗ − 2q^2)(2k^∗ − 2q^2 − 1) .

Using the same computations as above (but with k^∗ instead of k) we note that P(s_1 ∈ X, s_2 ∈ Y ) ≥^{k∗}_{4k∗−2} is equivalent with 0 ≥ 2q^4 − k^∗q^2 −^{q2}_2 . As kq^2 ≥ 2q^4 we have 2q^4 ≤ kq^2 = k^∗q^2 + q^2/2, which implies that 0 ≥ 2q^4 − k^∗q^2 −^{q2}_2 holds. Therefore the following holds.

P(s_1 ∈ X, s_2 ∈ Y ) ≥ k^∗ 4k^∗ − 2 = k − 1/2 4k − 4 ≥ k 4k − 2 . This completes the proof of Claim A. (□) Let n_q = 2f(q) + q and let D be any acyclic digraph whose longest path has order n^∗_k. Recall that n^∗_k is

n^∗_k = 2k + 2 ⌊ √_{k/2⌋} ∑ i=1 (2f(i) + i) = 2k + 2 ⌊ √_{k/2⌋} ∑ i=1 n_i. Claim B: n^∗_k ≥ k^{3/2}.

Proof of Claim B: Let z = ⌊ √ k/2⌋. As^5 √ 2 3 −3k^{−1/2}−^5 √ 2 6 k^{−1}−k^{−3/2} ≥ 1 for all k ≥ 7 the following holds.

n^∗_k = 2k + 2 z∑ i=1 (2f(i) + i)

= 2k + 2 z∑ i=1 ( 2 ⌊ 2k − 2i^2 − i 2 ⌋ + i )

= 2k − 2 ⌊ z + 1 2 ⌋ + 2 z∑ i=1 ( 2 ( 2k − 2i^2 − i 2 ) + i )

= 2k − 2 ⌊ z + 1 2 ⌋ + 4kz − 4 z∑ i=1 i^2

= 2k − 2 ⌊ z + 1 2 ⌋ + 4kz − 4 × 2z^3 + 3z^2 + z 6 = 2k − 2 ⌊ z + 1 2 ⌋ + 4kz − 4z^3 + 6z^2 + 2z 3 .

By using √ x − 1 ≤ ⌊ √ x⌋ ≤ √ x, we have n^∗_k ≥ 2k − 2 ( (k/2)^{1/2} + 1 2 ) + 4k((k/2)^{1/2} − 1) − √ 2k^{3/2} + 3k + √ 2k^{1/2} 3 ≥ 5 √ 2 3 k^{3/2} − 3k − ((k/2)^{1/2} + 1) − √ 2k^{1/2} 3 = 5 √ 2 3 k^{3/2} − 3k − 5 √ 2 6 k^{1/2} − 1

= k^{3/2} ( 5 √ 2 3 − 3k^{−1/2} − 5 √ 2 6 k^{−1} − k^{−3/2} )

≥ k^{3/2}.

This completes the proof of Claim B. (□) Let T_1 contain all sources in D and let T_2 contain all sources in D − T_1.

Continuing in this way we obtain the sets T_1, T_2, . . . , T_n∗_k . Contract each T_i into the vertex v_i and let D^′ denote the resulting digraph. Note that D^′ is acyclic and (v_1, v_2, . . . , v_n∗_k ) is an acyclic ordering of D^′ (i.e. if v_iv_j ∈ A(D^′) then i < j). The weight of an arc v_iv_j is just the sum of the weights of all arcs from T_i to T_j in D^′.

Let A_{−z} denote the first n_z vertices in the ordering. Thus, A_{−z} = {v_1, v_2, . . . , v_{nz} }. Let A_{−(z−1)} denote the following n_{z−1} vertices and we continue this process until A_{−1} is defined. Now let A_0 denote the following 2k vertices in the ordering. Let A_1 denote the following n_1 vertices and let A_2 denote the following n_2 vertices. Continue this process until A_z is defined and note that A_z defines the last n_z vertices in the acyclic ordering (i.e. A_z = {v_n∗_{k−nz+1}, v_n∗_{k−nz +2}, . . . , v_n∗_k }).

We now produce a ”random” solution as follows. Pick a partition (X_i, Y_i) of A_i at random such that |X_i| = f(|i|) + |i| and |Y_i| = f(|i|) for each −z ≤ i ≤ 0 and pick a partition (X_i, Y_i) of A_i at random such that |X_i| = f(i) and |Y_i| = f(i) + i for each 1 ≤ i ≤ z. Let X^∗ = ∪^z_{i=−z}X_i and Y^∗ = ∪^z_{i=−z}Y_i We will in Claim C show that every arc of D^′ has probability at least k/(4k − 2) of belonging to the dicut (X^∗, Y^∗). Claim C: E(w(X^∗ , Y^∗)) ≥ w(D^′) ×^k_{4k−2} .

Proof of Claim C: Let uv ∈ A(D^′) be an arbitrary arc. If uv ∈ A_i for some i then uv belongs to the dicut (X^∗, Y^∗) with probability at least^k_{4k−2} by Claim A. So assume that u ∈ A_s and v ∈ A_t where s < t.

Let w_i ∈ A_i be arbitrary and note that the probability that w_i ∈ X^∗ is the following.

P(w_i ∈ X^∗) = f(|i|)+|i| 2f(|i|)+|i| = 1 2 +^1 4f(|i|)/|i|+2 if i < 0, f(i) 2f(i)+i = 1 2 −^1_{4f(i)/i+2} if i ≥ 0.

When i ≥ 0, since f(i) is decreasing, f(i)/i is clearly decreasing and therefore P(w_i ∈ X^∗) is decreasing. When i < 0, f(|i|)/|i| = f(−i)/ − i is increasing which implies P(w_i ∈ X^∗) is also decreasing. These together with the fact that P(w_i ∈ X^∗) > 1/2 when i < 0 and P(w_i ∈ X^∗) ≤ 1/2 when i ≥ 0 imply that P(w_i ∈ X^∗) > P(w_j ∈ X^∗) if and only if i < j. Analogously, P(w_i ∈ Y^∗) < P(w_j ∈ Y^∗) if and only if i < j.

We now consider the following two cases, which exhaust all possibilities, as s < t. Case C.1. t > 0: Note that P(u ∈ X^∗) ≥ P(w_{t−1} ∈ X^∗), as s ≤ t − 1. Therefore the following holds (where we consider the case when v ∈ Y^∗ is given), where q_t is an arbitrary vertex in A_t \ v.

P(u ∈ X^∗ | v ∈ Y^∗) = P(u ∈ X^∗) ≥ P(w_{t−1} ∈ X^∗) = f(t − 1) 2f(t − 1) + (t − 1) .

As f(t − 1) ≥ f(t) we note that^{f(t−1)}_{2f(t−1)+(t−1)} ≥^{f(t)}_{2f(t)+(t−1)} , which implies the following (by the above). P(u ∈ X^∗ | v ∈ Y^∗) ≥ f(t) 2f(t) + (t − 1) = P(q_t ∈ X^∗ | v ∈ Y^∗). Therefore the probability of uv belonging to the partition (X^∗, Y^∗) is at least as great as the probability that q_tv belonging to the partition (X^∗, Y^∗). Therefore, as Claim A implies that P(q_tv ∈ (X^∗, Y^∗)) ≥^k_{4k−2} , we have completed Case C.1.

Case C.2. s < 0: This case can be proved analogously to Case C.1, by letting q_s ∈ A_s \ {u} be arbitrary and showing the following. P(v ∈ Y^∗ | u ∈ X^∗) ≥ P(q_s ∈ Y^∗ | u ∈ X^∗). And then using Claim A to show that P(uq_s ∈ (X^∗, Y^∗)) ≥^k_{4k−2} , which completes Case C.2. (□)

From Claim B we have n^∗_k ≥ k^{3/2}, which implies that k ≤ n^∗_k^{2/3}. By Claim C,

E(w(X^∗ , Y^∗)) ≥ w(D^′) × k 4k − 2 ≥ w(D) × n^∗_k^{2/3} 4n^∗_k^{2/3} − 2 , which completes the proof.

Theorem 4.4. Let k_2 =^1_{8×32/3} . Then for any ν ≥ 1, we have c_ν ≥^1_4 + k_2ν^{−2/3}.

Proof. Note that when ν < 36 we are done by the fact that^1_4 +^1_{4ν} >^1_4 +k_2ν^{−2/3} and Theorem 2.4. So we assume ν ≥ n^∗_7 = 36. Suppose without loss of generality that n^∗_{k−1} ≤ ν ≤ n^∗_k. Recall the definition of n^∗_k:

n^∗_k = 2k + 2 ⌊ √_{k/2⌋} ∑ i=1 ( 2 ⌊ 2k − 2i^2 − i 2 ⌋ + i )

= 2k + 4k⌊ √ k/2⌋ − 2 ⌊ √ k/2 + 1 2 ⌋ − 4 ⌊ √_{k/2⌋} ∑ i=1 i^2

For k ≥ 7, we have

n^∗_k − n^∗_{k−1} ≤ 2 + 4k(⌊ √ k/2⌋ − ⌊ √ (k − 1)/2⌋) + 4⌊ √ (k − 1)/2⌋ ≤ 2 + 4k + 2 √ 2(k − 1) ≤ 6k. The last inequalty follows from the fact that k ≥ 7. By Claim B in Theorem 4.3, ν ≥ n^∗_{k−1} ≥ (k − 1)^{3/2}, k ≤ ν^{2/3} + 1. Thus, n^∗_k − ν ≤ n^∗_k − n^∗_{k−1} and n^∗_k ≤ n^∗_k − n^∗_{k−1} + ν ≤ ν + 6ν^{2/3} + 6. Since c_ν is non-increasing, we have c_ν ≥ c_n∗_k ≥ 1 4 + 1 8n^∗_k^{2/3} − 4 ≥ 1 4 + 1 8(ν + 6 + 6ν^{2/3})^{2/3} − 4 ≥ 1 4 + 1 8 × 3^{2/3}ν^{2/3} = 1 4 + k_2ν^{−2/3},

where the last inequality follows from the fact that ν ≥ 36. This completes the proof.

We complete this section with the following:

Open Problem 4.5. It’d be interesting to identify the infimum α_U of α > 0 such that c_ν = 1/4 + O(ν^α) and the supremum α_L of α > 0 such that c_ν = 1/4 + Ω(ν^α). Is α_U = α_L ?

We already know from the upper bound and the lower bound that −2/3 ≤ α_L ≤ α_U ≤ −1/2. 5 Generalization of Theorem 3.3

In this section, we generalize the lower bound for weighted acyclic digraphs in Theorem 3.3 to weighted digraphs in D_ω(w) with the length of every circle bounded by a constant. Our proof will use the below theorem of Bondy. Let circ(D) denote the circumference of a digraph D i.e. the length of a longest cycle in D. The chromatic number χ(D) of a digraph D is the chromatic number of the underlying graph of D.

Theorem 5.1. [8] For all strong digraphs D we have χ(D) ≤ circ(D).

Theorem 5.2. Assume that there exist constants k > 0 and 0 < α < 1 such that mac(H) ≥^{wH (H)}_4 +kw_H (H)^α for all acyclic digraphs H = (V (H), A(H), w_H ) ∈ D_ω(w). Let D = (V (D), A(D), w) be an arbitrary digraph in D_ω(w) and let A_s consist of all arcs of D contained within strong components of D and let A_a = A(D) \ A_s. Then the following holds.

mac(D) ≥ w(D) 4 + k (4k + 1) · circ(D) + 1

× (w(D[A_a])^α + w(D[A_s])).

Proof. Let D, A_s and A_a be defined as in the statement of the theorem. Let S_1, S_2, . . . , S_r denote the strong components of D and let D_a denote the acyclic digraph obtained from D by contracting each S_i into the vertex u_i (note that S_i may have order one). Furthermore, if there are multiple arcs from some u_i to u_j then replace these by a single arc with weight equal to the sum of the weights of all the multiple arcs. Let w_a denote this new weight function in D_a. Note that w_a(D_a) = w(D[A_a]) and thus

mac(D) ≥ mac(D_a) ≥ w_a(D_a) 4 + k · w_a(D_a)^α (3) = w(D) − w(D[A_s]) 4 + k · w(D[A_a])^α. We now prove an alternative bound using Theorem 5.1. For each strong component S_i in D we know that χ(S_i) ≤ circ(D) by Theorem 5.1. Let l = circ(D) and let C^i_1, C^i_2, . . . , C^i_l be a partition of V (S_i) such that each C^i_j is an independent set in D (some C^i_j may be empty). Following a similar approach to that in the proof of Theorem 2.1 (d) we construct a cut (X, Y ), by splitting C^i_1, C^i_2, . . . , C^i_l into two sets uniformly at random over all splits that differ by at most one. One part will be part of X and the other part of Y . Note that each arc of S_i is an (X, Y )-arc with probability^1_4 ×^{l+1}_l if l is odd and^1_4 ×^l_{l−1} if l is even. Furthermore for all arcs in A_a it will be an (X, Y )-arc with probability 1/4 as for I ≠ I^′, C^I_j and C^{I′}_j′ are in X with probability 1/2 independently of each other. Therefore,

mac(D) ≥ w(D) 4 + ( l + 1 4l − 1 4 ) w(D[A_s]) = w(D) 4 + w(D[A_s]) 4l . (4)

Adding inequality (3) together with 4lk + l times inequality (4), gives

(4lk + l + 1)mac(D) ≥

(4lk + l + 1) · w(D) 4 + k · w(D[A_a])^α + k · w(D[A_s]).

This implies

mac(D) ≥ w(D) 4 + k (4k + 1) · l + 1

(w(D[A_a])^α + w(D[A_s])),

which completes the proof of the theorem.

Corollary 5.3. Assume that there exist constants k > 0 and 0 < α < 1 such that mac(H) ≥^{wH (H)}_4 + kw_H (H)^α for all acyclic digraphs H ∈ D_ω(w). Let D = (V (D), A(D), w) be an arbitrary digraph in D_ω(w) with circ(D) ≤ l for some fixed l. Then the following holds.

mac(D) ≥ w(D) 4 + k (4k + 1) · l + 1 × w(D)^α. Proof. Let A_s contain all arcs of D contained within strong components of D. The corollary holds as Theorem 5.2 implies the following (as w(D) ≥ 1 and 0 < α < 1).

mac(D) ≥^{w(D)}_4 +^k_{(4k+1)·circ(D)+1} × (w(D − A_s)^α + w(D[A_s])) ≥^{w(D)}_4 +^k_{(4k+1)·l+1} × (w(D)^α − w(D[A_s])^α + w(D[A_s])) ≥^{w(D)}_4 +^k_{(4k+1)·l+1} × w(D)^α,

which completes the proof.

By using the above result and Theorem 3.3, we have the following:

Theorem 5.4. For any integer l > 0. There exists a constant k(l) > 0 such that the following holds. For all arc-weighted digraphs D where each arc has weight at least one and circ(D) ≤ l we have mac(D) ≥^{w(D)}_4 + k(l) · w(D)^{0.6}.

References

[1] N. Alon, Bipartite subgraphs, Combinatorica 16 (1996), 301–311.

[2] N. Alon, B. Bollobás, A. Gyárfás, J. Lehel and A. Scott, Maximum directed cuts in acyclic digraphs. J Graph Theory 55(1) (2007), 1–13.

[3] N. Alon, B. Bollobás, A. Gyárfás, J. Lehel and A. Scott, Maximum directed cuts in acyclic digraphs. Corrected version in

http://www.math.tau.ac.il/~nogaa/PDFS/abgls4.pdf

[4] N. Alon, B. Bollobás, M. Krivelevich, and B. Sudakov, Maximum cuts and judicious partitions in graphs without short cycles, J Combin Theory Ser B 88 (2003) 329–346.

[5] J. Bang-Jensen and G. Gutin, Digraphs: Theory, Algorithms and Applications, 2nd Ed., Springer, London, 2009.

[6] J. Bang-Jensen and G. Gutin (eds.), Classes of Directed Graphs, Springer, London, 2018.

[7] C. Berge, C..R. Acad. Sci. Paris Ser. I Math. 247, (1958) 258–259 and Graphs and Hypergraphs (Chap. 8, Theorem 12), North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1973.

[8] J.A. Bondy, Diconnected orientations and a conjecture of Las Vergnas, J. Lond. Math Soc. 14 (1976) 277–282.

[9] G. Chen, M. Gu, N. Li, On maximum edge cuts of connected digraphs, J Graph Theory 76 (2014), no. 1, 1–19.

[10] C.S. Edwards, Some extremal properties of bipartite subgraphs, Canadian J Math. 25 (1973), 475–485.

[11] T. Gallai, On directed paths and circuits. 1968 Theory of Graphs (Proc. Colloq., Tihany, 1966) pp. 115–118, Academic Press, New York.

[12] G. Gutin, private communications with N. Alon, March 2023.

[13] G. Gutin and A. Yeo, Lower Bounds for Maximum Weighted Cut, arXiv:2104.05536, accepted for publication in SIAM J Disc. Math.

[14] M. Hasse, Zur algebraischen Begründung der Graphentheorie. I, Mathematische Nachrichten (in German), 28 (1965), 275–290.

[15] R.M. Karp, Reducibility among combinatorial problems, in Complexity of Computer Computations, pages 85 – 103. Springer, 1972.

[16] M. Laurent, Max-cut problem, in Annotated bibliographies in combinatorial optimization (M. Dell’Amico, F. Maffioli, and S. Martello, eds), John Wiley & Sons, Chichester, UK, 1997, pp. 241–259.

[17] J. Lehel, F. Maffray and M. Preissmann, Maximum directed cuts in digraphs with degree restriction, J Graph Theory 61(2) (2009), 140–156.

[18] S. Poljak and D. Turzik, A polynomial time heuristic for certain subgraph problems with guaranteed worst case bound, Discrete Math 58 (1986), 99–104.

[19] B. Roy, Nombre chromatique et plus longs chemins d’un graphe (in French), Rev. Francaise Informat. Recherche Opérationnelle 1(5) (1967), 129–132.

[20] L.M. Vitaver, Determination of minimal coloring of vertices of a graph by means of Boolean powers of the incidence matrix (in Russian), Doklady Akad Nauk SSSR 147 (1962), 758–759.

[21] B. Xu and X. Yu, Maximum directed cuts in graphs with degree constraints, Graphs Combin 28(4) (2012), 563–574.

Appendix

The following holds for small ν.

Theorem A c_2 = 1, c_3 = c_4 =^1_2 , c_5 = c_6 =^2_5 , c_7 =^3_8 and c_8 =^4_{11} .

Proof. Let D be an acyclic digraph whose longest path has order ν, where ν ∈ {2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8}. Let S_1 denote all sources in D. For all i = 2, 3, . . . , ν let D_i = D_{i−1} − S_{i−1} and let S_i be all sources in D_i.

Note that V (D) = S_1 ∪ · · · ∪ S_ν and every arc in D is a (S_i, S_j )-arc for some i < j. Let D^′ be obtained from D by contracting each S_i into a vertex s_i for all i = 1, . . . , ν. Let the weight of an arc s_is_j in D^′ be w(s_is_j) = w(S_i, S_j ) (i.e. the sum of the weights of all (S_i, S_j )-arcs).

Note that mac(D) ≥ mac(D^′) as any dicut (X^′, Y^′) in D^′ can be made into a dicut of the same weight in D by expanding each s_i to S_i. Let l_2 = 1, l_3 = l_4 =^1_2 , l_5 = l_6 =^2_5 , l_7 =^3_8 and l_8 =^4_{11} . Clearly c_2 = 1, as dicut ({s_1}, {s_2}) contains all arcs in D^′ (as A(D^′) = {s_1s_2}), and therefore mac(D^′) = w(D^′). In Figure 2 we see examples of acyclic digraphs, D_ν , with maximum path order ν, where mac(D_ν ) = l_ν · w(D_ν ) for ν = 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 so we only need to show that mac(D^′) ≥ l_ν · w(D^′) for all ν = 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 to complete the proof.

If ν = 3 then consider the dicuts C^3_1 = ({s_1, s_2}, {s_3}) and C^3_2 = ({s_1}, {s_2, s_3}). Each arc in A(D^′) belongs to at least one of the dicuts, so mac(D^′) ≥ w(D^′)/2.

If ν = 4 then consider the dicuts C^4_1 = ({s_1, s_2}, {s_3, s_4}) and C^4_2 = ({s_1, s_3}, {s_2, s_4}). As can be seen in the table below, every arc in A(D^′) belongs to at least one of the dicuts, so mac(D^′) ≥ w(D^′)/2.

Dicut C^4_i = (X, Y ) Contains the following arcs i X Y s_1s_2 s_2s_3 s_3s_4 s_1s_3 s_2s_4 s_1s_4 1 s_1, s_2 s_3, s_4 + + + + 2 s_1, s_3 s_2, s_4 + + +

If ν = 5 then consider the dicuts C^5_1 = ({s_1, s_2, s_3}, {s_4, s_5}),C^5_2 = ({s_1, s_2}, {s_3, s_4, s_5}), C^5_3 = ({s_1, s_3, s_4}, {s_2, s_5}), C^5_4 = ({s_1, s_3}, {s_2, s_4, s_5}) and C^5_5 = ({s_1, s_2, s_4}, {s_3, s_5}). As can be seen in the below table every arc in A(D^′) belongs to at least two of the five dicuts, so mac(D^′) ≥ 2w(D^′)/5.

Dicut C^5_i = (X, Y ) Contains the following arcs i X Y s1s2 s2s3 s3s4 s4s5 s1s3 s2s4 s3s5 s1s4 s2s5 s1s5 1 s_1, s_2, s_3 s_4, s_5 + + + + + + 2 s_1, s_2 s_3, s_4, s_5 + + + + + + 3 s_1, s_3, s_4 s_2, s_5 + + + + 4 s_1, s_3 s_2, s_4, s_5 + + + + + 5 s_1, s_2, s_4 s_3, s_5 + + + + +

If ν = 6 then consider the dicuts C^6_1 = ({s_1, s_2, s_5}, {s_3, s_4, s_6}), C^6_2 = ({s_1, s_3, s_4}, {s_2, s_5, s_6}), C^6_3 = ({s_1, s_2, s_3}, {s_4, s_5, s_6}), C^6_4 = ({s_1, s_3, s_5}, {s_2, s_4, s_6}) and C^6_5 = ({s_1, s_2, s_4}, {s_3, s_5, s_6}). As can be seen in the below table every arc in A(D^′) belongs to at least two of the five dicuts, so mac(D^′) ≥ 2w(D^′)/5.

Dicut C^6_i = (X, Y ) Contains the following arcs s1 s2 s3 s4 s5 s1 s2 s3 s4 s1 s2 s3 s1 s2 s1 i X Y s2 s3 s4 s5 s6 s3 s4 s5 s6 s4 s5 s6 s5 s6 s6 1 s_1, s_2, s_5 s_3, s_4, s_6 + + + + + + + 2 s_1, s_3, s_4 s_2, s_5, s_6 + + + + + + + 3 s_1, s_2, s_3 s_4, s_5, s_6 + + + + + + + + + 4 s_1, s_3, s_5 s_2, s_4, s_6 + + + + + + 5 s_1, s_2, s_4 s_3, s_5, s_6 + + + + + + + +

We now consider the case when ν = 7. Define the following dicuts.

Dicut C^7_i = (X, Y ) X contains vertices Â s_1 s_2 s_3 s_4 s_5 s_6 s_7 C^7_1 = ({s_1, s_2, s_3, s_5}, {s_4, s_6, s_7}) + + + + C^7_2 = ({s_1, s_2, s_3, s_6}, {s_4, s_5, s_7}) + + + + C^7_3 = ({s_1, s_2, s_4, s_5}, {s_3, s_6, s_7}) + + + + C^7_4 = ({s_1, s_2, s_4}, {s_3, s_5, s_6, s_7}) + + + C^7_5 = ({s_1, s_2, s_6}, {s_3, s_4, s_5, s_7}) + + + C^7_6 = ({s_1, s_3, s_4, s_6}, {s_2, s_5, s_7}) + + + + C^7_7 = ({s_1, s_3, s_4}, {s_2, s_5, s_6, s_7}) + + + C^7_8 = ({s_1, s_3, s_5}, {s_2, s_4, s_6, s_7}) + + +

Note that

∑_8 i=1 w(C^7_i ) ≥ 3w(D^′), so mac(D^′) ≥ 3w(D^′)/8.

We finally consider the case when ν = 8. Define the following dicuts.

Dicut C^8_i = (X, Y ) X contains vertices Â s_1 s_2 s_3 s_4 s_5 s_6 s_7 s_8 C^8_1 = ({s_1, s_2, s_3, s_5}, {s_4, s_6, s_7, s_8}) + + + + C^8_2 = ({s_1, s_2, s_3, s_6}, {s_4, s_5, s_7, s_8}) + + + + C^8_3 = ({s_1, s_2, s_3, s_7}, {s_4, s_5, s_6, s_8}) + + + + C^8_4 = ({s_1, s_2, s_4, s_5}, {s_3, s_6, s_7, s_8}) + + + + C^8_5 = ({s_1, s_2, s_4, s_6}, {s_3, s_5, s_7, s_8}) + + + + C^8_6 = ({s_1, s_2, s_4, s_7}, {s_3, s_5, s_6, s_8}) + + + + C^8_7 = ({s_1, s_2, s_5, s_6}, {s_3, s_4, s_7, s_8}) + + + + C^8_8 = ({s_1, s_3, s_4, s_5}, {s_2, s_6, s_7, s_8}) + + + + C^8_9 = ({s_1, s_3, s_4, s_6}, {s_2, s_5, s_7, s_8}) + + + + C^8_{10} = ({s_1, s_3, s_4, s_7}, {s_2, s_5, s_6, s_8}) + + + + C^8_{11} = ({s_1, s_3, s_5, s_7}, {s_2, s_4, s_6, s_8}) + + + +

Note that

∑_{11} i=1 w(C^8_i ) ≥ 4w(D^′), so mac(D^′) ≥ 4w(D^′)/11.

s_1s_2s_3 Â Â s_1s2s^3s^4s5s_6 Â Â

s_1s^2s^3s_4 Â Â s_1s2s^3s^4s^5s6s_7 Â Â

s_1s^2s3s^4s_5

Â Â s_1s_2s3s^4s^5s6s_7s_8

Â Â Figure 2: Digraphs giving upper bounds on c_ν for ν ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8}. The thick arcs have weight two and all other arcs have weight one.

Recall that c_2 = 1, c_3 = c_4 = 0.5, c_5 = c_6 = 0.4, c_7 = 0.375 and c_8 =^4_{11} ≈ 0.363636. Using a computer, we can also show that c_9 =^{13}_{37} ≈ 0.35135 and c_{10} =^9_{26} ≈ 0.34615 and c_{11} =^{31}_{92} ≈ 0.33696.