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Abstract

In this paper, we present two results on slime mold computations. The first one treats a
biologically-grounded model, originally proposed by biologists analyzing the behavior of the
slime mold Physarum polycephalum. This primitive organism was empirically shown by Naka-
gaki et al. to solve shortest path problems in wet-lab experiments (Nature’00). We show that
the proposed simple mathematical model actually generalizes to a much wider class of problems,
namely undirected linear programs with a non-negative cost vector.

For our second result, we consider the discretization of a biologically-inspired model. This
model is a directed variant of the biologically-grounded one and was never claimed to describe
the behavior of a biological system. Straszak and Vishnoi showed that it can e-approximately
solve flow problems (SODA’16) and even general linear programs with positive cost vector
(ITCS’16) within a finite number of steps. We give a refined convergence analysis that improves
the dependence on ¢ from polynomial to logarithmic and simultaneously allows to choose a step
size that is independent of €. Furthermore, we show that the dynamics can be initialized with
a more general set of (infeasible) starting points.

*This work has been funded by the Cluster of Excellence “Multimodal Computing and Interaction” within the
Excellence Initiative of the German Federal Government.
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Figure 1: The experiment in [NYTO00] (reprinted from there): (a) shows the maze uniformly covered
by Physarum; yellow color indicates presence of Physarum. Food (oatmeal) is provided at the
locations labeled AG. After a while the mold retracts to the shortest path connecting the food
sources as shown in (b) and (c). (d) shows the underlying abstract graph. The video [Phy] shows
the experiment.

1 Introduction

We present two results on slime mold computations, one on the biologically-grounded model and
one on the biologically-inspired model.

Physarum polycephalum is a slime mold that apparently is able to solve shortest path problems.
Nakagaki, Yamada, and T6th [NYT00] report about the following experiment; see Figure 1. They
built a maze, covered it by pieces of Physarum (the slime can be cut into pieces which will reunite if
brought into vicinity), and then fed the slime with oatmeal at two locations. After a few hours the
slime retracted to a path that follows the shortest path in the maze connecting the food sources.
The authors report that they repeated the experiment with different mazes; in all experiments,
Physarum retracted to the shortest path.

The paper [TKNO7] proposes a mathematical model for the behavior of the slime and argues
extensively that the model is adequate. Physarum is modeled as an electrical network with time
varying resistors. We have a simple undirected graph G = (N, FE) with distinguished nodes sy and
s1 modeling the food sources. Each edge e € E has a positive length ¢, and a positive capacity
xe(t); ce is fixed, but z(t) is a function of time. The resistance r.(t) of e is r.(t) = ce/xz¢(t). In the
electrical network defined by these resistances, a current of value 1 is forced from sy to s1. For an
(arbitrarily oriented) edge e = (u,v), let ¢.(t) be the resulting current over e. Then, the capacity
of e evolves according to the differential equation

i'e(t) = |Qe(t)| - me(t)’ (1)

where &, is the derivative of z, with respect to time. In equilibrium (¢, = 0 for all e), the flow
through any edge is equal to its capacity. In non-equilibrium, the capacity grows (shrinks) if the
absolute value of the flow is larger (smaller) than the capacity. In the sequel, we will mostly drop
the argument t as is customary in the treatment of dynamical systems.

We refer to the dynamics above as biologically-grounded as it was introduced by biologists to
model the behavior of a biological system. Miyaji and Ohnishi were the first to analyze convergence
for special graphs (parallel links and planar graphs with source and sink on the same face) in [MOO08].
In [BMV12] convergence was proven for all graphs. We state the result from [BMV12] for the special
case that the shortest path is unique.



Theorem 1.1 ([BMV12]). Suppose the undirected shortest path P* from sy to sy w.r.t. the cost
vector ¢ is unique. Then x(t) in (1) converges to P*. Namely, x.(t) — 1 for e € P* and z, — 0
fored P ast — oo.

In this paper, we extend this result to non-negative undirected linear programs
min{cTaj tAf =0, |f| = $}7 (2)

where A € R"™™, b € R", x € R™, and ¢ € RZ,. Absolute values are taken componentwise.
Observe that n denotes the number of rows of A, m denotes the number of columns, and ¢ is
required to be non-negative. We assume b # 0 as otherwise the problem has the trivial solution
x = 0. A vector f is feasible if Af =b. We assume that the system Af = b has a feasible solution
and that there is no non-zero f in the kernel of A with c.f. = 0 for all e. A vector f lies in the
kernel of A if Af = 0. The unique vector ¢ in (1) is now the minimum energy feasible solution

q(t) = argmin { Z Ce f2: Af =bA feo =0 whenever z, = 0}. (3)
! e:xe#0 Le (t)

In the network case, A is the signed incidence matrix of a graph, and (2) is a transshipment problem,
with flow sources and sinks encoded by the vector b. In that setting, ¢(¢) as defined by (3) coincides

with the electrical flow induced by resistors of value c./z(t).

Theorem 1.2. Let ¢ > 0 satisfy ¢’ |f| > 0 for every nonzero f in the kernel of A. Let x* be an
optimum solution of (2) and let X* be the set of optimum solutions. The following holds for the
dynamics (1) with q as in (3):
— The cost ch(t) converges to 'z ast goes to infinity.
— The vector z(t) converges to X*. For all e with c. > 0, x.(t) — |qe(t)| converges to zero as t
goes to infinity. If x* is unique, x(t) and q(t) converge to it as t goes to infinity.

We stress that the dynamics (1) is biologically-grounded. It was proposed to model a biological
system and not as an optimization method. Nevertheless, it can solve this non-trivial class of LPs.
Ito et al. [IJNT11] initiated the study of the dynamics

i(t) = q(t) — a(t). (4)

This dynamics is biologically-inspired — the similarity to (1) is the inspiration. It is not biologically-
grounded as it was never claimed to model the behavior of a biological system. Rather, it was
introduced as a biologically-inspired optimization method. The work in [[JNT11] shows convergence
of this directed dynamics (4) for the directed shortest path problem and [JZ12, SV16¢, Bonl6] show
convergence for general positive linear programs, i.e., linear programs with positive cost vector ¢ > 0
of the form

min{c’z : Az = b, x> 0}. (5)

The discrete versions of both dynamics define sequences ), t = 0,1,2, ... through
20D = (1 = h)2® + he® discrete directed dynamics (6)
2D = (1 = h)z® + h|g| discrete undirected dynamics, (7)

where h is the step size and ¢ is the minimum energy feasible solution as in (3). For the discrete
dynamics we can ask complexity questions. This is particularly relevant for the discrete directed



dynamics.! Straszak and Vishnoi [SV16¢] showed its convergence for positive LPs (5) and proved an
efficiency bound depending on D := max{|det(A’)| : A’ is square sub-matrix of A}. Let us denote

with opt the cost of an optimal solution to (5).

Theorem 1.3 ([SV16¢c]). Let ¢ > 0. Suppose the Physarum dynamics (6) is initialized with a
feasible point 0 > 0 of (5) such that M—* < :EZ(-O) < M for all i and Tz < M - opt, for some
M > 1. Then for any e > 0 and a step size h < ¢/(6||c|[1D?), after k = O((e7}||c|[yD)* - In M)
steps, %) is feasible solution with ¢"z*) < (1 + &)opt.

We strengthen their result in two directions. First, we show that the Physarum dynamics (6)
can be initialized with strongly dominating points X («), and not only feasible points. Informally,
x € X(«) for some o > 0 implies the existence of a feasible vector f such that 0 < f < ax,
see Subsection 2.4 for the precise definition. Second, we give a refined convergence analysis that
improves the dependence on € from polynomial to logarithmic and simultaneously allows to choose
a step size independent of e. Let W) := max{mD?||b||1, ||z(?||oc } and let f* be an optimal solution
to (5).

Theorem 1.4. Let ¢ > 0. Suppose a, 3 > 0, 1 < z(0 e X(a) and € € (0,1). For any h <

2 /2t - DA|cl?), t < 3h ' max{1,a?} and k ; 4h=1D3||c||1||b]]1 In(8mD3||b]|; ¥©) /eB), the
Physarum dynamics (6) initialized with 0 outputs a vector z%) > 0 such that ||+ — || <
g/D. The step size of the first t iterations is h - min{1,1/a?}, whereas the subsequent k iterations

allow a larger step size equal to h.

Theorem 1.4 subsumes the result in [SV16b, Theorem 1.2] for the transshipment problem and it
provides a tighter asymptotic convergence rate, since for flow problems A is a vertex-edge incidence
matrix satisfying D = 1 (in this case A is a totally unimodular matrix).

Organization of the paper: In Section 2, we treat preliminaries and derive important properties
of the minimum energy solution. In Section 3, we show that the continuous undirected dynamics
solves undirected non-negative linear programs. In Section 4, we give the improved convergence
bound for the discrete directed dynamics which solves positive linear programs. Sections 3 and 4
are inspired by [Bonl3, BMV12, SV16a, SV16b, SV16¢]. The general structure of the arguments is
similar, but many details differ and are significantly more involved. Due to space constraints, we
defer the proofs of several results to the appendix.

2 Preliminaries

Note that we may assume that A has full row-rank since any equation that is linearly dependent
on other equations can be deleted without changing the feasible set. We continue to use n and
m for the dimension of A. Thus A has rank n. We continue by fixing some terms and notation.
A basic feasible solution of Af = bis a vector f = (fp, fn), where fp = Aglb, where Ap is a
square n X n non-singular sub-matrix of A, and fy = 0 is the vector indexed by the coordinates

For the undirected shortest path problem, the convergence of the discrete undirected dynamics (7) was shown
in [BBD™13]. The convergence proof gives an upper bound on the step size and on the number of steps required
until an e-approximation of the optimum is obtained. In [SV16b], this was extended to the transshipment problem.
Finally, [SV16a] shows convergence of the discrete undirected dynamics (7) for the one-norm minimization problem
min{ |z|: : Az =0b}. This is the special case of (2) when ¢ = 1. Thus this paper is related to our first result. It
shows convergence of the discretized undirected dynamics (7), we show convergence of the continuous undirected
dynamics (1) for a more general cost vector.



not in B. A feasible solution f is kernel-free or non-circulatory if it is contained in the convex
hull of the basic feasible solutions.? For a given capacity vector z and a vector f € R™ with
supp(f) C supp(x), we use E(f) = 3.(ce/we)f? to denote the energy of f. The energy of f is
infinite, if supp(f) € supp(z). We use cost(f) = 3., ce |fe| = ¢T |f] to denote the cost of f. Note
that E(xz) = Y, cexe = cost(z); recall that > 0 and f. = 0 if z. = 0. We say that a vector f’
is sign-compatible with a vector f (of the same dimension) or f-sign-compatible if f. # 0 implies
fLfe > 0. In particular, supp(f’) C supp(f). We use the following two constants ¢max = ||¢/|co and

Cmin = M1Ne:c, >0 Ce-

2.1 Finite Basis Theorem

The following lemma is useful and probably known. Their proofs as well as many other proofs from
this section are omitted due to space constraints and can be found in Appendix A.

Lemma 2.1. Let f be a feasible solution to Af =b. Then f is the sum of a convex combination
of at most n basic feasible solutions plus a vector in the kernel of A. Moreover, all elements in this
representation are sign-compatible with f.

Note that the above lemma also yields that a feasible solution to the directed linear program,
i.e., a solution f with Af = b and f > 0 admits a decomposition into non-negative basic feasible
solutions and a non-negative vector in the kernel of A.

2.2 The Minimum Energy Solution

Lemma 2.2. If every nonzero vector in the kernel of A has positive cost, the minimum energy
feasible solution is kernel-free and unique.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that every nonzero vector in the kernel of A has positive cost. Let q be the
minimum energy feasible solution. Then |q.| < |b|1D for every e.

In [SV16¢], the bound |g.| < D?*m/|b|; was shown. We will now derive explicit formula for the
minimum energy solution q. We will express ¢ in terms of a vector p € R™, which we refer to as
the potential, by analogy with the network setting, in which p can be interpreted as the electric
potential of the nodes. The energy of the minimum energy solution is equal to bp. We also derive
a local Lipschitz condition for the mapping from x to ¢. Note that for ¢ > 0 most of these facts are
well-known.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that every nonzero vector in the kernel of A has positive cost. Let r, = c./x.
and let R denote the corresponding diagonal matriz. Let us split [m] into Z = {e : cc =0} and
P =FE\Z, similarly A into Ap and Az and q into qp and qz. Then the minimum energy feasible
solution satisfies

[Ap Az [Zj —=b and lRP 0] lgg] = [ﬁa p. (8)

2 For the undirected shortest path problem, we assume that we drop the equation corresponding to the sink. Then
b becomes the negative indicator vector corresponding to the source node. Note that n is one less than the number of
nodes of the graph. The basic feasible solutions are the simple undirected source-sink paths. A circulatory solution
contains a cycle on which there is flow.




Since Az has linearly independent columns, we may assume that the first |Z| rows of Az form
a square non-singular matriz. We can thus write A = [ﬁ}f ﬁ,ﬂ with invertible A%,. The above
P zZ

equation system (8) has a unique solution that satisfies

qz _ [A/Z]_l(b/ - A/PQP) and p/ _ _[A,Z]_T[A%]Tp” (9)
qp Rl_alA]:,;p p// MR—lMT(b// _ A%[A/Z]_lb/) )
where M = AY}, — A%(A",)~L A%, and p is split into p’ and p" analogously to Az.

We next observe that the equality F(q) = bT'p holds also in the case where the cost vector might
have vanishing entries.

Lemma 2.5. Let q be the minimum energy feasible solution and let f be any feasible solution.
Then E(q) = bT'p = fTATp.

In the following lemma, we show that the mapping = — ¢ is locally Lipschitz. Our analysis
builds upon Cramer’s rule and the Cauchy-Binet formula. We note that for the undirected shortest
path problem, the Cauchy-Binet formula yields the famous Kirchhoff’s spanning tree theorem,
which was used in [BMV12].

Lemma 2.6. Assume ¢ > 0, no non-zero vector in the kernel of A has cost zero, and that A, b, and
¢ are integral. Let o, > 0. Then for any e € [m| and any two vectors x and T in R™ with a1l <
z,& < B1, define M = 2m™(B/a)"c . D?|bl1. Then, it holds that | |ge(z)| — qe(Z)] | < M|z — %] oo

max

2.3 Existence of a Solution to the Undirected Physarum Dynamics

We use Gronwall’s Lemma to derive bounds on a function from a differential inequality.

Lemma 2.7 (Gronwall’s Lemma). 1. Let u(t) and (t) be functions satisfying u(t) < B(t)u(t).
Then u(t) < u(O)'exp(f(;5 B(s) ds). In particular, choosing 5(t) := —1 and u(t) := —v(t) yields
that v(t) > v(0) - exp(—t), if 0(t) > —v(t).

2. Let Y(t) be a function satisfying Y >a—Y for some constant a. Then Y (t) > a + (Y (0) —
a) exp(—t). Similarly, if Y <a—Y, then Y(t) < a+ (Y(0) — a) exp(—t).

Lemma 2.8. The solution to the undirected dynamics in (1) has domain [0,00). Moreover,

z(0)e™t < z(t) < max(|b)1D - 1,z(0)e~t — [b]1D - 1(1 —e™?)) for all t.

2.4 Generalizing the Max-Flow Min-Cut Theorem through LP Duality

The max-flow min-cut theorem plays an essential role in the analysis in [BMV12]. We use instead
linear programming duality that generalizes the max-flow min-cut argument to general LPs.

Lemma 2.9. Let x € RY,. The following linear programs are feasible and
max{a: Af = ab,|f| <z} = min{‘yTA’ z:bly=—1}. (10)

Moreover, there is a finite set D = {d',...,d%} of vectors d' € RY, that are independent of x
such that the minimum above is equal to C, = mingep d’ . In particular, there is a feasible f with

[fl <a/Cy.



Next, we give a similar result for the the directed case. Let o > 0, we define an a-weakly
dominating set by XV (a) := {x € R™ : 3 feasible f : 0 < f < ax}. Note that for every = > 0 there
exist a > 0 and a feasible vector f such that 0 < f < ax. Moreover, the set of feasible points is
a subset of X" (1). Thus, as « increases, we obtain a gradually looser relaxation of the notion of
feasible point.

Lemma 2.10. Let z > 0, x € R™ and o > 0. It follows that

min{0: Af =b,0 < f < az} = max{b’y — az’ max{0, ATy} : y € R"}.
Let D' be the finite set of vertices of P := {(y,z) € R"*™ : 2 > max{0, ATy}, |yl <1, b7y > 0}.
Then, x € XW(a) if and only if b'y < ax” max{0, ATy} for every (y,z) € D'.

Inspired by this lemma, we define an a-strongly dominating set by X () := {x € R>q : ay’ Az >
by for every (y, z) € D'}. By Lemma 2.10, X(a) € X" (a) and X () C X () for any 0 < o < f3.

3 Convergence Results for Undirected Linear Programs

In this section, we generalize [BMV12, SV16b] in two directions. First, we treat general undirected
LPs and not just the undirected shortest path problem, respectively, the transshipment problem.
Second, we substitute the condition ¢ > 0 with ¢ > 0 and every nonzero vector in the kernel of A
has positive cost.?

3.1 Convergence to Dominance and Resulting Simple Bounds

In the network setting, an important role is played by the set of edge capacity vectors that support
a feasible flow. In the LP setting, we generalize this notion to the set of dominating states, which
is defined as

Xiom = {x € R™ : I feasible f : |f| < z}.

An alternative characterization, using the set D from Lemma 2.9, is
Xy ={x € Rgno cdTz > 1forallde D}.

We prove that Xqom = X7 and that the set X7 is attracting in the sense that the distance between
x(t) and X goes to zero, as t increases.

Lemma 3.1. 1. It holds that Xgom = X1. Moreover, limy_,  dist(x(t), X1) = 0, where dist(z, X;)
is the Euclidean distance between x and X;.

2. If x(to) € X1, then x(t) € X1 for all t > to. Finally, z(t) € Xy == {z € RY, : d'z >
1/2 for all d € D} for all sufficiently large t, and if x € Xy /o then there is a feasible f with
ELS

The following lemma summarizes simple bounds on the values of resistors, potentials, and states
that eventually hold for large enough ¢.

3For the undirected shortest path problem, the latter condition states that the underlying undirected graph has
no zero-cost cycle.



Lemma 3.2. 1. For sufficiently large t, it holds that 7. > c./(2|b|1D), b'p < 8cmax |01 D and
‘Agp’ < 8Cmax |b]1D? for all e.

2. For all e, it holds that ©./x. > —1 and for all e € P, it holds that i./x. < 8Smax|p|, D2,

Cmin

3. There is a positive constant C' such that for all t > to, there is a feasible f (depending on t)
such that x.(t) > C for all edges e in the support of f.

3.2 The Equilibrium Points

We next characterize the equilibrium points F' = {x € R>g : |g| =2 }. Let us first elaborate on
the special case of the undirected shortest path problem. Here the equilibria are the flows of value
one from source to sink in a network formed by undirected source-sink paths of the same length.
This can be seen as follows. Consider any x > 0 and assume supp(x) is a network of undirected
source-sink paths of the same length. Call this network N. Assign to each node u, a potential p,
equal to the length of the shortest undirected path from the sink s; to u. These potentials are
well-defined as all paths from s; to u in N must have the same length. For an edge e = (u,v) in
N, we have g = x¢/ce(py — Dv) = Te/Ce - Ce = Xe, i.€., ¢ = x is the electrical flow with respect to
the resistances c./x.. Conversely, if x is an equilibrium point and the network is oriented such that
q > 0, we have x. = g = x./ce(py — pv) for all edges e = (u,v) € supp(x). Thus ¢, = p, — p, and
this is only possible if for every node u, all paths from u to the sink have the same length. Thus
supp(x) must be a network of undirected source-sink paths of the same length. We next generalize
this reasoning.

Theorem 3.3. If z = |q| is an equilibrium point and the columns of A are oriented such that q¢ > 0,
then all feasible solutions f with supp(f) C supp(z) satisfy ¢’ f = cTx. Conversely, if x = |q| for a
feasible q, A is oriented such that ¢ > 0, and all feasible solutions f with supp(f) C supp(z) satisfy
'f =cTx, then x is an equilibrium point.

Proof. If x is an equilibrium point, |¢.| = x. for every e. By changing the signs of some columns of
A, we may assume ¢ > 0, i.e., ¢ = x. Let p be the potential with respect to x. For every edge e of
positive cost in the support of x, we have ¢, = ”cc—:Agp and hence ¢, = AT'p. For the edges of zero
cost in the support of x, we also have ¢, = 0 = ATp due to the second block of equations on the
right hand side in (8). Let f be any feasible solution whose support is contained in the support of
. Then the first part follows by

Z cefe = Z feAZP = pr = E(Q) = E(x) = COSt(‘T)‘

e€supp(f) ecsupp(f)

For the second part, we misuse notation and use A to also denote the submatrix of the constraint
matrix indexed by the columns in the support of z. We may assume that the rows of A are
independent. Otherwise, we simply drop redundant constraints. We may assume g > 0; otherwise
we simply change the sign of some columns of A. Then z is feasible. Let A be a square non-
singular submatrix of A and let Ay consist of the remaining columns of A. The feasible solutions
f with supp(f) C supp(x) satisfy Apfp + Ay fn = b and hence fp = Agl(b — Anfn). Then

Lf=chfp+chfn =cpAg'b+ (& — A AN) fi.

Since, by assumption, ¢! f is constant for all feasible solutions whose support is contained
in the support of z, we must have cy = A%AE;TCB. Let p = AETCB. Then it follows that



T
ATp = [ﬁ?ﬁ JA5 e = [$8] and hence Rz = ATp. Thus the pair (z, p) satisfies the right hand side
N

of (8). Since z is feasible, it also satisfies the left hand side of (8). Therefore, x is the minimum
energy solution with respect to x. O

Corollary 3.4. Let g be a basic feasible solution. Then |g| is an equilibrium point.

Proof. Let g be a basic feasible solution. Orient A such that g > 0. Since g is basic, there isa B C
[m] such that g = (g5, g9n) = (A5'b,0). Consider any feasible solution f with supp(f) C supp(g)-
Then f = (fp,0) and hence b = Af = Apfp. Therefore, fp = gp and hence ¢ f = ¢’'g. Thus
x = |g| is an equilibrium point. O

This characterization of equilibria has an interesting consequence.
Lemma 3.5. The set L := {c'x:x € F} of costs of equilibria is finite.

Proof. If x is an equilibrium, x = |q|, where ¢ is the minimum energy solution with respect to
x. Orient A such that ¢ > 0. Then by Theorem 3.3, ¢! f = ¢z for all feasible solutions f with
supp(f) C supp(z). In particular, this holds true for all basic feasible solutions f. Thus L is a
subset of the set of costs of all basic feasible solutions, which is a finite set. O

We conclude this subsection by showing that the optimal solutions of the undirected linear
program (2) are equilibria.

Theorem 3.6. Let x be an optimal solution to (2). Then x is an equilbrium.

Proof. By definition, there is a feasible f with |f| = x. Let us reorient the columns of A such that
f > 0 and let us delete all columns e of A with f. = 0. Consider any feasible g with supp(g) C
supp(z). We claim that ¢’z = ¢’g. Assume otherwise and consider the point y = z + A(g — x).
If |\ is sufficiently small, y > 0. Furthermore, y is feasible and ¢’y = ¢’z 4+ Ac'g — cT'z). If
c’g # ¢z, x is not an optimal solution to (2). The claim now follows from Theorem 3.3. O

3.3 Convergence

In order to show convergence, we construct Lyapunov functions. The following functions play a
crucial role in our analysis. Let Cy = d’z for d € D, and recall that C, = mingep d’x be the
optimum. Moreover, we define by

T
h(t) == Zra |ge| % —FE <C£> and V= % for every d € D.

Theorem 3.7. (1) For every d € D, Cy>1—Cy. Thus, if Cy <1 then Cy > 0.
(2) If x(t) € Xy, then Lcost(xz(t)) < 0 with equality if and only if x = |q|.
(8) Let d € D be such that C, = d"x at time t. Then it holds that Vy < h(t).
(4) It holds that h(t) < 0 with equality if and only if |q| = &

We show now convergence against the set of equilibrium points. We need the following technical
Lemma from [BMV12].

Lemma 3.8 (Lemma 9 in [BMV12]). Let f(t) = maxgep fa(t), where each fq is continuous and
differentiable. If f(t) exists, then there is a d € D such that f(t) = fq(t) and f(t) = fa(t).



Theorem 3.9. All trajectories converge to the set F' of equilibrium points.

Proof. We distinguish cases according to whether the trajectory ever enters X7 or not. If the
trajectory enters Xp, say z(tg) € A, then %cost(:n) < 0 for all t > ¢y with equality only of
x = |g|. Thus the trajectory converges to the set of fixpoints. If the trajectory never enters X7,
consider V' = maxgep(Vy + 1 — Cy). We show that V exists for almost all . Moreover, if V(t)
exists, then V(t) < 0 with equality if and only if |g.| = x, for all e. It holds that V is Lipschitz-
continuous, as the maximum of a finite number of continuously differentiable functions. Since V' is
Lipschitz-continuous, the set of t’s where V(t) does not exist has zero Lebesgue measure (see for
example [CLSW98, Ch. 3]). If V(t) exists, we have V (t) = Vy(t) + Cy(t) for some d € D according
to Lemma 3.8. Then, it holds that V(¢) < h(t) — (1 — Cy) < 0. Thus z(t) converges to the set

{xERzoz VzO}:{:EGRZO: lgf =2/Cand C=1}={x€Rsp: |g|=x}. O

At this point, we know that all trajectories x(t) converge to F. Our next goal is to show that
cT'x(t) converges to the cost of an optimum solution of (2) and that |¢| — x converges to zero. We
are only able to show the latter for all edges of positive cost.

3.4 Details of the Convergence

In the argument to follow, we will encounter the following situation several times. We have a
non-negative function f(t) > 0 and we know that [J° f(¢)dt is finite. We want to conclude that
f(t) converges to zero for t — oco. This holds true if f is Lipschitz continuous. Note that the proof
of the following lemma is very similar to the proof in [BMV12, Lemma 11]. However, in our case
we apply the Local Lipschitz condition that we showed in Lemma 2.6.

Lemma 3.10. Let f(t) > 0 for all t. If [§° f(t)d(t) is finite and f(t) is Lipschitz-continuous, i.e.,
for every e > 0, there is a & > 0 such that |f(t') — f(t)| < e for allt' € [t,t+ 6], then f(t) converges
to zero as t goes to infinity. Thus, the functions t — 2T R|q| — 2T Rz = ¢ |q| — T2 and t — h(t)
are Lipschitz continuous.

Lemma 3.11. For all e of positive cost, it holds that |xe — |qe|| — 0 as t goes to infinity.

Note that the above does not say anything about the edges of cost zero. Recall that Apgp +
Azqz = b and that the columns of Ay are independent. Thus, gz is uniquely determined by ¢p.
For the undirected shortest path problem, the potential difference p’b between source and sink
converges to the length of a shortest source-sink path. If an edge of positive cost is used by some
shortest undirected path, then no shortest undirected path uses it with the opposite direction. We
prove the natural generalizations.

Let OPT be the set of optimal solutions to (2) and let E,,; = Uzcoprsupp(x) be the set of
columns used in some optimal solution. The columns of positive cost in E,,; can be consistently
oriented as the following Lemma shows.

Lemma 3.12. Let ] and x5 be optimal solutions to (2) and let f and g be feasible solutions with
|f| =} and |g| = x5. Then there is no e such that fege < 0 and c. > 0.

Proof. Assume otherwise. Then |ge — fe| = |ge| + |fe| > 0. Consider h = (gef — feg)/(ge — fe)-
Then Ah = (geAf — foAg)/(ge — fe) = b and h is feasible. Also, h, = Sfe=fede — 0 and for every
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edge ¢, it holds that |h.| = 9 for —Jeger| < |gelller [EL ellgerl g pence

|ge—fe)l - [ge|+|fel
cost(h) < cost(f) + cost(g) = %cost(a:“{) + Lces‘c(wé) = cost(x}),
|9e| + [ el |9e| + [ el
a contradiction to the optimality of z} and x3. O

By the preceding Lemma, we can orient A such that f. > 0 whenever |f| is an optimal solution
to (2) and ¢, > 0. We then call A positively oriented. The proof of the following lemma can be
found in the appendix.

Lemma 3.13. It holds that p'b converges to the cost of an optimum solution of (2). If A is
positively oriented, then liminf; .o ATp > 0 for all e.

Corollary 3.14. E(z) and cost(x) converge to ¢l x*, whereas x and |q| converge to OPT. If the
optimum solution is unique, x and |q| converge to it. Moreover, if e ¢ Eop, xe and |qe| converge to
zero.

Proof. The first part follows from E(z) = cost(x) = b’ p and the preceding Lemma. Thus z and ¢
converge to the set of equilibrium points that are optimum solutions to (2). Since every optimum
solution is an equilibrium point by Theorem 3.6, x and ¢ converge to OPT. For e &€ E,p, fo =0
for every f € F N OPT. Since x and |q| converge to F'N OPT, . and |g.| converge to zero for
every e € Fop. O

4 Improved Convergence Analysis of Discrete Directed Physarum
Dynamics

In this section, we give a proof sketch of Theorem 1.4. Due to space constraints, we defer all
intermediate proofs to Appendix C.

4.1 Convergence to Dominance

In [BBD"13, SV16b, SV16¢], the authors implicitly show that the discrete Physarum dynamics
(6) can be initialized with a point in X(«) for any a € (0,1]. We demonstrate that the dynamics
initialized with an arbitrary starting point in X'(«), for any « > 1, converges to a point in X'(140(1))
after at most O(aD||c||1) non-adaptive steps each of size h = ¢min/(2a/D||c||1). Moreover, similarly
to A} for the continuous undirected dynamics, see Section 3, we show that X'(1) is an attracting
set for the discrete directed Physarum dynamics (6).

Lemma 4.1. (Attracting Set) Let k,t € N. Suppose ¥ > 0 and ) € X(a®) are arbitrary.
Then for any k> 1 and h < min{1,1/a} - cpin/(2D||c|1), it holds that (%) € X (aHF), where
otk = [1 — (1 - h)*(1 —1/a®)]~L.

The above lemma motivates the following two-phase process. Phase one occurs only if o > 2,
it takes an z(?) € X(a) and it outputs an z(*) € X'(2). Then, phase two takes the point () and it
outputs a near optimal solution (%) of (5), as indicated in Theorem 1.4.

11



4.2 2" is Close to a Non-Negative and Kernel-Free Vector
In this subsection, we generalize [SV16b, Lemma 5.4].

Lemma 4.2. Suppose a matrix A € Z™*™ has full row rank and vector b € Z™. Let g be a feasible
solution to Ag = b and S C [n] be a subset of the variables such that Y ;cq|g9:| < 1/D. Then there
is a feasible solution f such that g;- f; > 0 for alli € [n], and f; =0 for alli € S. In particular, it
holds that ||g — fllco < 1/D.

Lemma 4.3. Let g e R™, pe R" and N ={e € E:q. <0 or pT' A.. < 0}. Suppose 3 .cn |ge| <
1/D. Then there is a feasible kernel-free vector f such that supp(f) C E\N and ||f — gllco < 1/D.

Building on Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3, we obtain the following generalization of [SV16b, Lemma 5.4].

Lemma 4.4. Suppose 'Y € X(2), h < cuin/(@D|c|1) and € € (0,1). Then, for any k >
h= 1 In(4e='mD3||b||; @) there is a feasible kernel-free vector f with ||z+%) — f|lo < /D.

4.3 z® is e-Close to an Optimal Solution

We will now establish an optimality criterion for a feasible kernel-free vector.

Lemma 4.5. Let f be a feasible kernel-free vector and ¢ € (0,1) a parameter. Suppose for every

non-optimal basic feasible solution g, there exists an index e € E such that g > 0 and f. <
ep/(2D*mbll1). Then ||f — f*lloc < /D for some optimal f*.

Let B be the set of all basic feasible solutions of (5) and O C B be the set of the optimal ones.
We define by ¢ = mingeg min cgupp(g) e and @ = mingep\o c'g — ¢! f*. Furthermore, we show
in Lemma C.9 that ¢ > 1/D and ® > 1/D?, for any linear program with integral A,b,c. Hence,
since Cramer’s rule yields that || f]|c < DJb||1, a natural choice for the parameters «, 5 > 0 in the
assumption 81 < z(0 € X(a), is 8 = ¢ and a = D?||b||;.

In the next lemma, we extend the analysis in [SV16b, Lemma 5.6] to general linear programs.

Lemma 4.6. Let o, 5 > 0 be parameters. Suppose g is a non-optimal basic feasible solution,
B1 <z € X(a), h < (®/20pt) - (cmin/D||cll1)?, t = (3/h) max{1,a?} and h®) = h-min{1, a2}
if0 <0<t orh®) =h when ¢ >t. Then, the Physarum dynamics (6) initialized with 2O step
size W) and number of iterations k > 4(h®) =1 gIn(W) /eB), guarantees the existence of an index

e € E such that g. > 0 and xSf*’“ <e.

4.4 Proof of Theorem 1.4

Let ¢ be an arbitrary non-optimal basic feasible solution. By Cramer’s rule we have ¢lg <
Dl|c[[1]|b]]1. Then, by Lemma 4.6 applied with &’ = ¢/ (8mD?||b||1), it follows that the Physarum
dynamics (6) for every k > 4D||c||1||b]l1/(h®) - In(8mD?||b||; ¥(©) /(e¢B) guarantees the existence of
an index e € F such that g. > 0 and

2T < e¢/(8D*ml|b|1). (11)
By Lemma 4.4 applied with &’ = e¢/ (8mD?||b||1) and h, we obtain that for any

2> n (22m2D?||plFe® /e9)
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there is a feasible kernel-free vector f such that ||z(**Y) — f||o < e6/8D?m)|b||;. Note that k > z
and hence we also have ||z+%) — f|| < e¢/8D?*m||b||;. Thus, by (11), it follows that

fe < al™ +e9/(8D*mlbll1) < ed/(4D*m|b1).

We have established that g. > 0 and f. < €¢/(4D?*m/||b||1). Then, by Lemma Lemma 4.5 it holds
that || f — f*]lcc < €/(2D). The statement follows by triangle inequality.
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A Omitted Proofs for Section 2

A.1 Finite Basis Theorem

Lemma 2.1 (from page 5). Let f be a feasible solution to Af =b. Then f is the sum of a convex
combination of at most n basic feasible solutions plus a vector in the kernel of A. Moreover, all
elements in this representation are sign-compatible with f.

Proof. We may assume f > 0. Otherwise, we flip the sign of the appropriate columns of A. Thus
the system Af =b, f > 0 is feasible and f is the sum of a convex combination of at most n basic
feasible solutions plus a vector in the kernel of A by the finite basis theorem [Sch86, Corollary
7.1b]. By definition, the elements in this representation are non-negative vectors and hence sign-
compatible with f. O

A.2 The Minimum Energy Solution

Lemma A.1l. If every nonzero vector in the kernel of A has positive cost, the minimum energy
feastible solution is kernel-free and unique.

Proof. Let ¢ be a minimum energy feasible solution. Since ¢ is feasible, it can be written as g, + ¢,
where ¢, is a convex combination of basic feasible solutions and ¢, lies in the kernel of A. Moreover,
all elements in this representation are sign-compatible with ¢ by Lemma 2.1. If g, # 0, the vector
q — ¢, is feasible and has smaller energy, a contradiction. Thus ¢, = 0.

We next prove uniqueness. Assume for the sake of a contradiction that there are two distinct
minimum energy feasible solutions ¢ and ¢@. We show that the solution (q(l) + q(z)) /2 uses less
energy than ¢ and ¢@. Since h — h? is a strictly convex function from R to R, the average of
the two solutions will be better than either solution if there is an edge e with r. > 0 and qgl) =+ q£2).
The difference z = ¢(V) — ¢ lies in the kernel of A and hence cost(z) = 3, ¢ |2¢| > 0. Thus there
is an e with ¢, > 0 and z. # 0. We have now shown the uniqueness. O

Lemma A.2. Assume that every nonzero vector in the kernel of A has positive cost. Let q be the
minimum energy feasible solution. Then |qe| < |b|1D for every e.

Proof. Since ¢ is a convex combination of basic feasible solutions, |g.| < max, |z.| where z ranges
over basic feasible solutions. Any basic feasible solution is of the form (zp,0), where z5 = A5'b and
Ap is a n X n non-singular submatrix of A. Thus every component of z is bounded by |b|;D. O

Lemma 2.4 (from page 5). Assume that every nonzero vector in the kernel of A has positive
cost. Let re = c./x. and let R denote the corresponding diagonal matriz. Let us split [m] into
Z={e:c.=0}and P=FE\ Z, similarly A into Ap and Az and q into qp and qz. Then the
minimum enerqy feasible solution satisfies

[4p A [ZIZ’ ] — b and lRP o] lgfz’ ] - [ja p. (8)
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Since Az has linearly independent columns, we may assume that the first |Z| rows of Az form

o AZ} with invertible A’,. The above

a square non-singular matriz. We can thus write A = | A Al
P zZ

equation system (8) has a unique solution that satisfies

A sl I V1 B v il 4 o
Rp' Abp | = [ MRMT O = A |

p

where M = AY}, — A%(A"))"L Al and p is split into p’ and p" analogously to Az.

Proof. Clearly Aq = b becomes

[Ap Az [‘JP] = b. (12)
az

Note that the matrix Az has independent columns as otherwise there would be a non-zero vector
in the kernel of A with zero cost. The KKT conditions state that ¢ must satisfy Rq = ATp for
some p.* We may absorb the factor 2 in p. The equation Rg = AT p becomes

Rp qp AL
- ) 13
"o i) - ) "
We show next that the linear system composed of equations (8) has a unique solution. Using the
Ap AZ} with invertible A, the first part of (8) becomes

Al AL
A, A b
)= ) "

where A, A’, and V' have |Z]| rows and A%, A7, and b” have n — |Z| rows. Note that M =
Al — A% (A%) "t Al as defined in the statement of the lemma denotes the Schur complement of the
block A’, of the matrix A. The top |Z]| rows of (14) give

qz = [A%]7 (V' — Apgp). (15)

Substituion of (15) into the bottom n — |Z]| rows of (14) yields

partition A = |

Mgp =b" — A(A,)~ M.
From the top |P| rows of (13) it holds that ¢p = Rp* A% - p. Thus
MRZ'AL - p=b" — AL[A] 0. (16)

Now considering the partition of p into p’ and p” where p’ has |Z| components gives that the last
n — |Z| rows of (13) yield 0 = ALp = (A)))Tp' + (A%)Tp"” and hence

=AY 7T [AZ] Y. (17)

“Note that 2R is the gradient of the energy E(f) with respect to f and that the —A”p is the gradient of p” (b—Af)
with respect to f.
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Substituting (17) into (16) yields
b~ AL(AL) Y = MRy ([AR]"Y + (A7)
= MRp" ([Ap]T — [Ap)T (4) T (ap)T) p"
= MR;'MTY". (18)

It remains to show that the matrix M R;lM T is non-singular. Since R;l is a positive diagonal
matrix, ker(MRp'MT) = ker(MM?™). Thus it suffices to show that the rows of matrix M are
linearly independent. Consider (14). Multiplying the first | Z| rows by (A4%,)~! and then subtracting

A", times the resulting rows from the last n—|Z| rows turns A into the matrix Q = | [A,Z}];A;D é} . By
assumption, A has independent rows. Moreover, the preceding operations guarantee that rank(A) =
rank(Q). Therefore, M has independent rows.

There is a shorter proof that the system (8) has a unique solution. However, the argument does
not give an explicit expression for the solution. In the case of a convex objective function and affine
constraints, the KKT conditions are sufficient for being a global minimum. Thus any solution to (8)

is a global optimum. We have already shown in Lemma 2.2 that the global minimum is unique. [

Lemma A.3. Let q be the minimum energy feasible solution and let f be any feasible solution.
Then E(q) = bTp = fTATp.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 2.4, we split ¢ into ¢gp and ¢z, R into Rp and Rz, and A into Ap
and Az. Then, it holds that

E(q) = ¢5Rpqp by the definition of F(q) and Rz =0
= pTqup by the upper block of equations in (13)
=p'(b— Azqz) by (12)
=blp by the lower block of equations in (13).
For any feasible solution f, we have fTATp = bTp. O

Lemma 2.6 (from page 6). Assume ¢ > 0, no non-zero vector in the kernel of A has cost zero,
and that A, b, and c are integral. Let o, > 0. Then for any e € [m] and any two vectors
x and ¥ in R™ with al < x,% < B1, define M = 2m™(B/a) ¢ D?|bl1. Then, it holds that
| lge()] = lge(@)] | < M|z — |oo-

Proof. First assume that ¢ > 0. Recall that Cramer’s rule yields
B 1

~ det(AR-1AT)
where M_; _; is obtained from AR™'AT by deleting the i-th row and the j-th column. For a subset
S of [m] and an index i € [n], let Ag be the n x |S| matrix consisting of the columns selected by
S and let A_; ¢ be the matrix obtained from Ag by deleting row . If D is a diagonal matrix of

size m, then (AD)gs = AgDg. The Cauchy-Binet theorem expresses the determinant of a product
of two matrices (not necessarily square) as a sum of determinants of square matrices. It yields

det(ARTAT) = Y (det((AR™/2)g))?
SClm; [S|=n

= > (ITwe/eo) - (et Ag)

SClm]; |S|=n e€S

(AR™TAT)! (=1)" det M_j _)ij,
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Similarly,

det(ART'AT) ;= > ([ @e/ce)- (det A_is-det A_js).
SClm]; |S|=n—1 e€S

Thus using p = (AR AT)~1b, we obtain

i = ZjE[n](_l)H—j ng[mh \Slzn—l(nees Tefce) - (det A_j g - det A_j 5)b; (19)
' ZSQ[m}; \S\:n(HeeS ze/ce) - (det Ag)? ’

and using ¢ = R~ ATp, this yields

X
ge = —Alp

Ce

_ Ze ZA ) Zje[n](_l)i+j+2n ng[m}; \S\:n—l(He’ES ‘TE’/CE’) - (det A—i7s ~det A—j7s)bj
ce 5 >2scim); Sj=nIleres er/cer) - (det Ag)?
- ZSg[m]; |S|=n—1 ((HEIESUE :EE’/Ce’) ’ Zze[n} (_1)i+n‘4i76 det A—i75 ’ Zje[n}(_l)j—‘rnbj det A—j’s)
ESQ[WJ% |S|=n(He’eS Ter/cer) - (det Ag)?
_ ng[m]; ‘S|=n—1(He’€SUe Z’e//Ce/) ’ det(AS‘Ae) ’ det(AS‘b) (20)
2 scim; |sj=nlleres Ter/cer) - (det As)? ’
where (Ag|A.), respectively (Ag|b), denotes the n X n matrix whose columns are selected from A
by S and whose last column is equal to A., respectively b. A more detailed derivation of (20) can
be found in the appendix.
We are now ready to estimate the derivative dqg./0x;. Assume first that e # i. By the above,

Qe = ﬁ—:gﬁ?ﬁzﬁ’, where F, G, H and I are given implicitly by (20). Then

9qe
al'i

ze FI/c; — GH/c;
ce (H+ Izi/c;)?

2- (,7) B D?[bly

(o) Cmax)" N

For e = i, we have ¢, = %, where G, H, and I are given implicitly by (20). Then

ou| | Gl ()" D2 bl
0xe|  |(H+Tze/ce)?| = (afcmax)”  —
Finally, consider x and Z with al <z, < 1. Let &, = (1,...,%¢, To41,.-.,ZTm). Then

lae(@)] = lae(@)]] < lge(@) = @e(@)] < Y ge(@e) = qe(@1)| < Mz — 75
0<dt<m

In the general case where ¢ > 0, we first derive an expression for p” similar to (19). Then the
equations for p’ in (9) yield p/, the equations for gp in (9) yield gp, and finally the equations for gz
in (9) yield ¢z. O

A.3 Existence of a Solution to the Undirected Physarum Dynamics

Lemma A.4 (Gronwall’s Lemma). 1. Let u(t) and (t) be functions satisfying u(t) < B(t)u(t).
Then u(t) < u(0)-exp(fy B(s) ds). In particular, choosing B(t) := —1 and u(t) := —v(t) yields
that v(t) > v(0) - exp(—t), if 0(t) > —v(t).
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2. Let Y (t) be a function satisfying Y >a—Y for some constant a. Then Y (t) > a+ (Y (0) —
a)exp(—t). Similarly, if Y <a—Y, then Y(t) < a+ (Y(0) — a) exp(—t).

Proof. The first part is a classical result, we only show the second part here. We have

d . .

EY(s)eS =Y(s)e*+Y(s)e = (Y(s)+Y(s))e® >a-e’,
and hence by integrating on both sides from 0 to ¢, we get Y (t)e! — Y (0) > a(e’ —1). and the bound
on Y (t) follows. O

Lemma A.5. The solution to the undirected dynamics in (1) has domain [0,00). Moreover,
z(0)e™! < z(t) < max(|o1D - 1,2(0)e™" — |b]1D - L(1 —e™Y)) for all t.

Proof. Consider any g > 0 and any tg > 0. We first show that there is a positive ¢’ (depending
on xp) such that a unique solution z(t) with z(tg) = x¢ exists for t € (to — &, tg + ¢'). By the
Picard-Lindelof Theorem, this holds true if the mapping = +— |g| — = is continuous and satisfies a
Lipschitz condition in a neighborhood of zy. Continuity clearly holds. Let ¢ = min;(xg);/2 and let
U={z: |x—20|eo <&} Then for every x,Z € U and every e

| 1ge(@)] = lae(@)] | < Mz — 2|1,

where M is as in Lemma 2.6. Local existence implies the existence of a solution which cannot
be extended. Since ¢ is bounded (Lemma 2.3), x is bounded at all finite times, and hence the
solution exists for all . The lower bound z(t) > z(0)e~* > 0 holds by Grénwall’s Lemma. Since
lge] < [0]1D, & = |q| — z < |b[1D1 — z. Thus, by the second part of Lemma 2.7, we have
z(t) < [b]1D1 + max(0,z(0) — |b]1D - 1)e . O

A.4 Generalizing the Max-Flow Min-Cut Theorem through LP Duality

Lemma 2.9 (from page 6). Let x € RZ,. The following linear programs are feasible and
max{a: Af =ab,|f| <z} = min{’yTA’ z:bly=—1}). (21)

Moreover, there is a finite set D = {d',...,d%} of vectors d' € RY, that are independent of x
such that the minimum above is equal to C, = mingep d' . In particular, there is a feasible f with

[fl <a/Cy.

Proof. Tt holds that «, f = 0 is a feasible solution for the maximization problem. Since b # 0, there
exists y with b7y = —1 and thus both problems are feasible. The dual of max{a : Af —ab =0, f <
x,—f < x has unconstrained variables y € R™ and non-negative variables z*, 2~ € R™ and reads

min{z? (zT +27): —bly =1, 4Ty + 27 —27 =0, 27,27 >0}. (22)
From 2z~ = ATy + 2%, 2* >0, 2= > 0 and z > 0, we conclude min(z*,2~) = 0 in an optimal
solution. Thus 2~ = max(0, ATy) and 2T = max(0, —ATy) and hence 2+ + 2~ = ‘ATy‘ in an

optimal dual solution. Thus (22) is equivalent to the right hand side of (21).

We next show that the feasible set of the dual contains no line. Assume the dual contains a
line. Then there are vectors d = (y1,2], 27 ), d non-zero, and p = (yo, 27, 25 ) such that p + \d
is feasible for all A € R. This implies ;7 = 2; = 0 as otherwise the dual would be unbounded
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which is impossible since the primal is feasible. Hence ATy; = 0. Since A has full row rank, we
have y; = 0. Thus the dual contains no line and the minimum is attained at a vertex of its feasible
region. Furthermore, the feasible region does not depend on z.

Let (y', 21, 27) to (y%, 2k, 2) be the vertices of (22), and let D = {\ATy1 by ATyK‘ }.
Notice that for .
' = —————— >0 we have mind’ 2’ =1,
mingep d' deD
and thus the LP at the RHS of (21) has objective value 1. Hence, there is a feasible f with
|fl <. O

Lemma 2.10 (from page 7). Let x > 0, x € R™ and o > 0. It follows that
min{0: Af =b,0 < f < az} = max{b’y — az? max{0, ATy} : y € R"}.

Let D' be the finite set of vertices of P := {(y,z) € R"™ : 2z > max{0, ATy}, ||lylloc <1, 6Ty >0}.
Then, x € XW(a) if and only if b7y < ax™ max{0, ATy} for every (y,z) € D'.

Proof. The minimization problem can be written as

min {0: ll;l ﬂ lﬂ = fo] and f,s > 0}. (23)

Hence, its dual has unconstrained variables y € R™ and z € R™ and reads

el (] P[4

The lower bound on z is fulfilled with equality in any optimal solution since z > 0. Thus the
maximization problem can be written as max{b’y — az’ max{0, ATy} : y € R"}, which establishes
the first part of the lemma. For the second conclusion, notice that z € X" («) if and only if the
optimum value of the primal-dual (23,24) equals 0, or equivalently

Y
z

< 0} = max {bTy —azlz:z> maX{O,ATy}} . (24)

max{b’y — az’z : 2 > max{0, ATy}, |yl < 1,67y >0} =0. (25)

Since the polyhedron P does not contain a line and the optimum is finite, it follows that (25) has
an extreme point that is optimal. O

B Omitted Proofs for Section 3

B.1 Convergence to Dominance and Resulting Simple Bounds

Lemma 3.1 (from page 7).

1. It holds that Xgom = X1. Moreover, limy_, o dist(z(t),X1) = 0, where dist(x,Xy) is the
FEuclidean distance between x and Xj.

2. If x(to) € X1, then x(t) € X1 for all t > to. Finally, z(t) € X5 == {z € R, : d'z >
1/2 for all d € D} for all sufficiently large t, and if x € Xy /o then there is a feasible f with
f| < 2.
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Proof. 1. If x € &y, then dTx > 1 for all d € D and hence Lemma 2.9 implies the existence of
a feasible solution f with |f| < z. Conversely, if x € Xjom, then there is a feasible f with
|f| < 2. Thus d”z > 1 for all d € D and hence 2 € &;. By the proof of Lemma 2.9, for any

d € D, there is a y such that d = ‘ATy’ and bTy = —1. Let Y(t) = d"z. Then
V =y Ald = [y"A| (o) - 2) > [y7Aq| - ¥ = |yTo| -y =1-.

Thus for any to and t > tg, Y (t) > 1+ (Y (tg) — 1)e~ %) by Lemma 2.7. In particular,
lim inf; oo Y (t) > 1. Thus lim inf; o, mingep d” > 1 and hence limy_, o, dist(z(t), X;) = 0.

2. Moreover, if Y (tp) > 1, then Y (t) > 1 for all ¢ > ¢y. Hence x(tp) € &} implies z(t) € &) for
all t > to. Since x(t) converges to X1, z(t) € &y for all sufficiently large . If x € &} /5 there
is f such that Af = %b and |f| < . Thus 2f is feasible and |2f| < 2z. O

Lemma 3.2 (from page 8).

1. For sufficiently large t, it holds that v > c./(2|b]1D), bTp < Scmax|b1D and ‘Agp’ <
8¢max |b]1D? for all e.

2. For all e, it holds that i./xe > —1 and for all e € P, it holds that i./z. < 8<max|b]; D2

Cmin

3. There is a positive constant C' such that for all t > to, there is a feasible f (depending on t)
such that x.(t) > C for all edges e in the support of f.

Proof. 1. By Lemma 2.8, x.(t) < 2||b|; - D for all sufficiently large t. It follows that r. = c./ze >
ce/(2]|b]1 - D). Due to Lemma 3.1, for large enough ¢, there is a feasible flow with |f| < 2.
Together with z.(t) < 2|b|; - D, it follows that

b'p = E(q) < E(2z) = 4c"x < 8cmax|b]1 - D

Now, orient A according to ¢ and consider any edge ¢’. Recall that for all edges e, Ap = 0
if e € Z and q. = (wc/c.) - Al'pif e € P. Thus ATp >0 foralle Ife € Zore € P and
ger = 0, the claim is obvious. So assume €’ € P and ¢, > 0. Since ¢ is a convex combination
of g-sign-compatible basic feasible solutions, there is a basic feasible solution f with f > 0
and fe > 0. Since f is basic feasible, fo > 1/D. Therefore

fe’AZ:p < ZfeAZp = pr < 8cmax”b”1 -D

for all sufficiently large t. The inequality follows from f. > 0 and ATp > 0 for all e. Thus
AL p < 8cmax|b]1 - D? for all sufficiently large ¢.

2. We have i—: = meg'c—z% > —1 for all e. For e with ¢, > 0

‘Azp‘ < 8 - Crmax 1l D2

E _ |Qe| — Te

<

Te Te e min
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3. Let to be such that d"z(t) > 1/2 for all d € D and t > t5. Then for all ¢ > o, there is f
such that Af = %b and |f| < z(t); f may depend on ¢t. By Lemma 2.1, we can write 2f as
convex combination of f-sign-compatible basic feasible solutions (at most m of them) and a
f-sign-compatible solution in the kernel of A. Dropping the solution in the kernel of A leaves
us with a solution which is still dominated by .

It holds that for every e € E with f. # 0, there is a basic feasible solution ¢ used in the
convex decomposition such that |fe] > |ge] > 0. Every non-zero component of g is at least
1/D. We conclude z, > 1/(2nD) for every e in the support of g. O

B.2 Convergence

Theorem 3.7 (from page 9).
(1) For everyd € D, Cg > 1—Cyq. Thus, if Cq < 1 then Cy > 0.
(2) If x(t) € X1, then Lcost(z(t)) < 0 with equality if and only if x = |q|.
(8) Let d € D be such that C, = d"x at time t. Then it holds that Vg < h(t).
(4) It holds that h(t) < 0 with equality if and only if |q| = &

Proof. 1. Recall that for d € D, there is a y such that b’y = —1 and d = ‘ATy’. Thus
Cy=d" (¢ —z)> ’yTAq} —Cy=1-Cy thus Cy > 0, whenever Cy < 1.

2. Remember that F(z) = cost(z) and that z(¢) € X} implies that there is a feasible f with
|f| = . Thus E(q) < E(f) < E(x). Let R be the diagonal matrix of entries c./x.. Then

& cost(x) = ¢ (lg] ) by (1)
= 2"RV2RY? |¢q| — 2" Rz since ¢ = Rz
< (¢"Rq)'?*(z" Rx)'/? — 2T Rx by Cauchy-Schwarz
<0 since E(q) < E(x).

If the derivative is zero, both inequalities above have to be equalities. This is only possible
if the vectors |¢| and = are parallel and E(q) = E(x). Let A be such that |¢| = Az. Then
E(q) =3, ;—qu =AY, cere = N2E(x). Since E(x) > 0, this implies A = 1.

3. By definition of d, C, = Cy4. By the first two items, we have C; = d" |q| — C, and L cost(z) =
¢’ |q| — cost(z). Thus

d cost(z) _ Cydcost(z) — Cycost(x) _ Cu(cT |g| = cost(z)) — (dT |g| — Cy)cost ()

dt  C, C? C?
Cy-cllgl —d"|q|- T Te Te 2
= C«E §§r6|qe|a_;r6(a) :h(t)7

where we used r. = c./x. and hence ¢! |¢| = 3, ree |qe|, T x = E(z), and d” |q| > ’yTAq’ =1

since d = ‘yTA‘ for some y with b7y = —1.
4. We have
1/2

1/2
St lad = 2 o) < (Sre(z?) (Srea?)” = B(z) V2 Bg) 2
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by Cauchy-Schwarz. Since h(t) = 3. re |ge| & — E(&-) by definition, it follows that

h(t) < E(c%)m .E(q)1/2 _ E(c%) _ E(C%)l/z ' (E(q)1/2 _ E(C%)m) <0

since x/C} dominates a feasible solution and hence F(q) < E(x/C). If h(t) = 0, we must
have equality in the application of Cauchy-Schwartz, i.e., the vectors x/C, and |¢q| must be
parallel, and we must have E(q) = E(x/Cy) as in the proof of part 2. O

B.3 Details of the Convergence

Lemma 3.10 (from page 10). Let f(t) >0 for all t. If [5° f(t)d(t) is finite and f(t) is Lipschitz-
continuous, i.e., for everye > 0, there is a 6 > 0 such that |f(t') — f(t)| < e for allt’ € [t,t+6], then
f(t) converges to zero as t goes to infinity. Thus, the functions t — T R|q| — 2T Rz = ' |q| — Tz
and t — h(t) are Lipschitz continuous.

Proof. If f(t) does not converge to zero, there is € > 0 and an infinite unbounded sequence t1, t,
...such that f(t;) > e for all i. Since f is Lipschitz continuous there is § > 0 such that f(t) > /2
for t; € [t;, t; + 0] and all i. Hence, the integral [;* f(t)dt is unbounded.

Since Z is continuous and bounded (by Lemma 2.8), x. is Lipschitz-continuous. Thus, it is
enough to show that ¢. is Lipschitz-continuous for all e. Since gz (recall that Z = {e: ¢, =0}
and P = [m]\ Z) is an affine function of ¢p, it suffices to establish the claim for e € P. So let e
be an edge of positive cost. First, we claim that z.(t +¢) < (1 + 2Ke)z, for all ¢ < K/4, where
K = 8¢max/Cmin - |b]1D. Assume that this is not the case. Let

e =inf{0 < 1/4K 1 zc(t +6) > (1 + 2K0)z.(t)},

then ¢ > 0 (since Z.(t) < Kx(t) by Lemma 3.2) and, by continuity, x.(t + &) > (1 + 2K¢e)x(t).
There must be ¢’ € [t,t + €] such that #.(t') = 2Kx.(t). On the other hand,

Ze(t) < Kz.(t') < K(1 4 2Ke)xe(t) < K(1+ 2K/4K)z.(t) < 2Kz,(t),

which is a contradiction. Thus, z.(t +¢) < (1 + 2K¢)z, for all ¢ < 1/4K. Similarly, z.(t +¢) >
(1 —2Ke)xe. Now, let o = (1 — 2Ke)ze and 8 = (1 + 2Ke)x.. Then

lge(t +0)| = lge()] < M(t +6) — ()1 < Mm(4Ke)z. < 8MmK|b]1De,

since z, < 2|by|1D for sufficiently large ¢ and where M is as in Lemma 2.6. Since C, is at least

1/2 for all sufficiently large ¢, the division by C, and C? in the definition of h(t) does not affect the
claim. O

Lemma 3.11 (from page 10). For all e of positive cost, it holds that |x. — |g.|| — 0 as t goes to
infinity.

Proof. For a trajectory ultimately running in X}, we showed %cost(a:) < 2"Rlq| — "Rz < 0
with equality if and only if x = |g|. Also, E(q) < E(x), since x dominates a feasible solution.
Furthermore, 27 R |q| — 27 Rz goes to zero using Lemma 3.10. Thus

Zre(xe - IQGD2 = Zrexg + Zreqz - 2zrexe ‘QE‘ < 2(27‘@333 - Zrexe ‘QE’)
e e e e e e
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goes to zero. Next observe that there is a constant C such that x.(t) < C for all e and ¢ as a result
of Lemma 2.8. Also cyin > 0 and hence 7. > cpin/C. Thus 3, re(we — |ge])? < & (e — |qe])?

and hence |z, — |ge|| — 0 for every e with positive cost. For trajectories outside X}, we argue about
|1ge| — &-| and use Cy — 1, namely

ZTE(é_i_’%Dz §2(Z7‘5(8—i)2—27’6é—i ’%‘) — 0. O
[ (& (&

Lemma 3.13 (from page 11). It holds that p”b converges to the cost of an optimum solution of (2).
If A is positively oriented, then liminf; oo ATp >0 for all e.

Proof. Let x* be an optimal solution of (2). We first show convergence to a point in L and then
convergence to cz*. Let ¢ > 0 be arbitrary. Consider any time t > tg, where to and C as in

Lemma 3.2 and moreover ||g.| — x| < cg; for every edge e of positive cost. Then z, > C for all

edges e in the support of some basic feasible solution f. For every e € P, we have ¢, = ”C”—:AZp. We
also assume ¢ > 0 by possibly reorienting columns of A. Hence
de Te — (Ge Cmax
Co — AT ’ =11—-==l¢c. = Ce <
e eD } To e } To | e > C

|ge — ze| < €.

For edges e of zero cost, we have Agp = 0 = ¢.. Thus, we conclude

f—pTb= Z (Ce—pTAe)fe §52|f6| <e-m[b[D.

ecsupp(f)

Since the set L is finite, we can let € > 0 be smaller than half the minimal distance between elements
in L. By the preceding paragraph, there is for all sufficiently large ¢, a basic feasible solution f such

that ’CT f- pr’ < ¢e. Since bTp is a continuous function of time, ¢! f must become constant. We

have now shown that b”p converges to an element in L. We will next show that b”p converges to
the optimum cost. Let z* be an optimum solution to (2) and let W =Y, x}c. Inz.. Since z(t) is
bounded, W is bounded. We assume that A is positively oriented, thus there is a feasible f* with
|f*| = «* and f¥ > 0 whenever ¢, > 0. By reorienting zero cost columns, we may assume f* > 0
for all e. Then Az* =b. We have

X * IQe — Te
W = ercei
e

\
Te

= Z x, Agp‘ — cost(z™) since g, = i—:Agp whenever ¢, > 0
e; ce>0
= Z x; Agp} — cost(z™) since ATp = 0 whenever ¢, = 0
&

=Dzl

and hence bTp — cost(z*) must converge to zero; note that bT'p is Lipschitz continuous in t.

Agp‘ — ATp) + bT'p — cost(z*)

L. T T .. . o T
Similarly, |AZ p’ — Al p must converge to zero whenever z; > 0. This implies liminf A p > 0.

Assume otherwise, i.e., for every ¢ > 0, we have Alp < —¢ for arbitrarily large t. Since p is
Lipschitz-continuous in ¢, there is a § > 0 such that ATp < —¢/2 for infinitely many disjoint
intervals of length §. In these intervals, ’AeTp‘ — ATp > ¢ and hence W must grow beyond any
bound, a contradiction. O
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C Omitted Proofs for Section 4

C.1 Useful Lemmas

This is a set of lemmas that are necessary to prove the main results in Section 4. We denote with
p*) the unique solution of L*)p*) = b where matrix L*) def A[R(k)]_lAT is invertible. We omit
the superscript -®) when it is clear from the context.

Lemma C.1. [SVi6c, Lemma 5.2] Suppose x > 0, R is a positive diagonal matriz and L =
AR™YAT. Then for every e € [m], it holds that ||[ATL7YA. c||cc <D - ce/e.

Lemma C.2. [SV16b, extension of Corollary 5.3] Let p be the unique solution of Lp = b, where
L= AR™'AT | and suppose there is v € XW () for some a > 0. Then ||ATp|leo < aD|lc|1-

Proof. Since there is € XV (), there exists f with Af =band 0 < f < ax. This yields
1A plloo = [ATL™ blloe = |ATLT Af oo = 1D feATL™ A el oo
<>t U DY 1 < bl =
e o e
Lemma C.3. For any x > 0 and f satisfying Af = b, it holds that ||q||cc < mD?|b||;.
Proof. By definition q. = (7¢/ce)[A. ] L7b and b= Af =", A. . fu. Hence,

Te _ Te _
|ge| = C—[A;,G]TL Ip| = C—Z[A:,G]TL YA ufu
xe —
< NIl AL AL < DI

where the last inequality follows by

m. C.1)

(Le
[A.JTL7 A, <ATL Mo £ Deefae.

= |[AW]TL7 A

Therefore, by Cramer’s Rule, we have |g.| < D||f]1 < mD?||b};. O

Lemma C.4. Let k,t € N. We denote by

(tk) k+t—1 h(l_h)k—l—t—l—i () (tk) k+t—1 ()
M=y T % nd PPV = > e

i=t i=t

Then, for every k,t € N such that t + k > 1 it holds that
kt—1 ‘
2O TT D+ R AP = 1] = 2™ = (1= h)fal) + [1 = (1 - g,

e
1=t

Lemma C.5. Let U = max{mD?||b||1, ]|z | }. Then ||z < TO for every k € N.

Proof. We prove the statement by induction. The base case ||#(?||o < ¥ is clear. Suppose the
statement holds for some k > 0. Then, triangle inequality and Lemma C.3 yield

25V oo < (1 = 1) [2® o + Bllg™ oo < (1 = R)TO + 2T < @), 0
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C.2 Convergence to Dominance

Lemma 4.1 (from page 11). Let k,t € N. Suppose oY) > 0 and z) € X(a®) are arbitrary.
Then for any k> 1 and h < min{1,1/a®} - cpuin/(2D||cll1), it holds that 2HF) € X (a+F)), where
altth) =1 — (1 — h)*(1 —1/a®)]~1.

Proof. By (6), Lemma C.2 and the definition of ¢® and R®), we have for every t € N that
2D = (1= p)z® + - [RO1ATPO = 201+ b [C71ATpM —1]) > 0.

Ty for every vertex (y,z) € P. Let

Recall that =) € X(a®) if and only if a® - yTAz® > b
€ X(a®) and Ag"*) = b yield

(y,2) € P be an arbitrary vertex. Then Lemma C.4, z()

a® T Azt+R) — o) T 4 [(1 — ke 1 - (1 - h)k]qg’k)}
> (1 =h)F by +a® . [1— (1 =h)k Ty = (a® /a0y . Ty, O

C.3 z® is Close to a Non-Negative and Kernel-Free Vector

Lemma C.6. Suppose a matriz A € Z™*™ has full row rank and vector b € Z™. Let g be a feasible
solution to Ag = b and S C [n] be a subset of the variables such that Y ;cq|g9i| < 1/D. Then there
is a feasible solution f such that g; - f; > 0 for alli € [n], and f; =0 for alli € S. In particular, it
holds that ||g — flleoc < 1/D.

Proof. W.l.o.g. we may assume that g > 0 as we could change the signs of the columns of A
accordingly. Let 1g be the indicator vector of S. Consider the linear program min{lgx : Ax =
b, © > 0} and let opt be its optimum value. Notice that 0 < opt < 1:§g < 1/D. Since the feasible
region does not contain a line and the minimum is bounded, the optimum is attained at a basic
feasible solution, say f. Suppose that there is an index i € S with f; > 0. By Cramer’s rule, this
implies that f; > 1/D. This is a contradiction to the optimality of f and hence f; = 0 for all
1€ 8. O

Lemma C.7. Let ¢ € R™ and p € R" be given. If Y .cnlgel < 1/D, with N = {e € E :
ge <0 or pT' A, . < 0}, then there is a feasible kernel-free vector f such that supp(f) C E\N and

If = glleo <1/D.

Proof. Let v # 0 be a non-negative vector in the kernel of A. By definition, 0 = pTAv =
Y ecE pTA;,eve and since v > 0 and v # 0, it follows that there is an index e € E satisfying

ve >0 and pTA;ﬁ <0. (26)

We apply Lemma 4.2 to ¢ with S = N. Then, there is a feasible vector f such that supp(f) C
E\N and ||f — q|lcc < 1/D. Note that f > 0, by the definition of N. We will now show that f
is kernel-free. By Lemma 2.1, it holds that f is the sum of a convex combination of basic feasible
solutions plus a vector w in the kernel of A. Moreover, all elements in this representation are sign
compatible with f, i.e., they are non-negative.

Suppose for contradiction that w # 0. By (26) there is an index e € N such that w, > 0. By
construction, e € N implies f. = 0. Since all basic feasible solutions in the convex combination of
f are sign-compatible with f, i.e. non-negative, this leads a contradiction and thus w = 0. U
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Lemma C.8. Suppose ¥ € X(2), h < cmin/(dD||c|l1) and € € (0,1). Then, for any k >

h=1 In(4e='mD3||b||; @) there is a feasible kernel-free vector f with ||z+%) — f|lo < /D.

Proof. Let k) < defy — (1 — h)*. By Lemma C.4, vector 7k satisfies Ag**) = b and thus Lemma
C.5 yields

20+ — R | o = (1= h)F - 2P oo < e . ¥ < &/ (4mD). (27)
By Lemma 4.1, z(t%) ¢ X(2) for every k € N, and in particular lim;_,. zt%) € X(1). Let
Fr, = Qr U Py, where Qp ={e € E : ﬁg’k) <0}and P, ={e€ E : [A;,G]Tﬁ(t’k) < 0}. Then, for
every e € Q we have

aM| < (B 20— pWgR| < /(4% Dm) < e/ (3mD). (28)

Note that ||| < T by Lemma C.5. Moreover, by Lemma C.4 for every e € P}, we have

(t+k) _ (1) i “1p 4 T
s « 11 [1+h(ce [A.e]" p 1)}

i=t

:Ugt) - exp {ﬁ (_k» + I:A,e]T]_?(t7k))}

Ce

IN

U . exp {—kh}

<
< €/(4mD?|blly),

and by combining triangle inequality with (27), it follows that

@01 < (W [l - g0 4 el
< [ ¢/ (4mD) + &/ (4mD bl 1)
< /(3mD). (29)

Therefore, (28) and (29) yields that

> g% < (me)/(3mD) < &/(3D). (30)
ecky,

By Lemma 4.3 applied with q?”“’ and N = Fy, it follows by (30) that there is a feasible kernel-
free vector f such that supp(f) € E\N and ||f — 3" |« < /(3D). By Lemma C.3, we have
17%") ||l 0o < mD?||b||; and thus

[ = flloo = R = g0 4 gRGEHD — fl
< 20 — pgeh Hoo+Hf—6“+’“)Hoo+(1 P 1o

€ e e-mD?|b|
<—+F o+ —77— < =
= 4Dm ' 3D 4mD3|b|;, — D

C.4 z® is e-Close to an Optimal Solution
Lemma C.9. Suppose A,b,c have integer values. Then ¢ > 1/D and ® > 1/D?.
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Proof. Let g € B be arbitrary. By Cramer’s rule, g = > ;cp bi(D;/D) for any index e € E, where
D; is the determinant of a square submatrix of A. Since A has integer values, we have |D.| > 1 for
all e € E. Moreover, as g, > 0 for any e € supp(g) and b has integer values, it follows that ¢ > 1/D.
On the other hand, since g and f* are rational vectors, each vector has a common denominator
bounded by D, i.e., go € Z-G~ ' and f. € Z-F~! for all e and some G, F <D. Thus ® > 1/D%. O

Lemma 4.5 (from page 12). Let f be a feasible kernel-free vector and ¢ € (0,1) a parameter.
Suppose for every non-optimal basic feasible solution g, there exists an index e € E such that g > 0
and f. < e¢/(2D?*ml||b||1). Then ||f — f*||c < /D for some optimal f*.

Proof. Since f is kernel-free, by Lemma 2.1 it can be expressed as a convex combination of basic
feasible solutions f = ZZ Lo fU @ +D i1 O @ where ... denotes the optimal solutions.
Note that g. > 0 implies g. > ¢, since g is bas1c By the hypothes1s for every non-optimal f
ie., i > £+ 1, there exists an index e(i) € E such that f > ¢ and f.;) < €¢/(2D*m||b]1). B

Cramer’s Rule, we have for every w € F and j € [m] that 0 < fw < D||b||1. Moreover, for every
1> {4+ 1 we have

m

aigp < n () z G = Fuwy < 20/ (2D*m[bl),

and hence Y%, 1 a; < €/(2D?||b]|1). By triangle inequality, it follows that

“ : i , e- Db, ¢
S oai-fD < @il fOe < st = (31)
) 2D?[[p]), ~ 2D

Let v > 0 be an arbitrary vector such that Zézl Vi = Dimppq 4. Let f* = Zle BifD, where
Bi = o + ; for every i € [¢]. Then,

ze:a-f(i) = il <maXHf e Dlbll _ = (32)
" . iclf] 22|, 2D
The statement follows by combining (31), (32) and triangle inequality. O

Lemma 4.6 (from page 12). Let o, > 0 be parameters. Suppose g is a non-optimal basic
feasible solution, B1 < (0 € X(a), h < (®/20pt) - (cmin/D |c|l})?, t = (3/h) max{1,a?} and
RO = h-min{l,a 2} if 0 < £ <t or ') = h when £ > t. Then, the Physarum dynamics (6)
initialized with (0, step size b9 and number of iterations k > 4(h®) "' gIn(¥(©) /eB), guarantees
the existence of an index e € E such that g. > 0 and az(Hk) <e.

Proof. Let a® = o, ¢ € N and B(k) = > ecE JeCe ln:ltgk). By definition, p = X7 1¢ = C71ATp
implies z{ ™ = g)(l +hO ezt [pY)TA. . —1]) and thus

((-i—l)

(f)]TA,
(+1) _ g _ Z 1 Z m(14p0 | P2 A
B B JeCeln ——— GeCe n( +h [ -

< nO3 gecel

)T ,

€
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We use the following inequality In(1 + z) > z — z?, for all = € [—3, %] By Lemma C.2 we have
|ATp®)|| s < aOD||c||;. Moreover, by Lemma 4.1 and the choice of h(¥) it holds that

(4+1)

pO)T
B B = chelnxe Zf celn<1+h P A D

- f( [ e ] e [p@ D
> B0 <pr<f>—opt—?), (33)

where the last inequality follows by

Zf cel(cs ' P Ace) = 1] = [P)T A+ — opt = b"p) — opt

and
2 02D?||c||? - opt < ®/2.

n

RO free - (2 p0)T A e — 1) < hmin{l,a72} - ¢

Since ¢ g — opt > ® for every non-optimal basic feasible solution g, by (33) we have

(+1) _ (0 O (T, () T o(r. . 2
Bf* Bf* > h (b P c g)+h <c g — opt 2>
(0
> B - Bl 4 e (34)

g 2
Hence, by (34) it holds that

B g0 _ < B ) <’““ ' B )
[ D 2.
0 k+t—1 0
(w5t (X e w1
2 2
{=
k+t—1
= BT — B 4 LZh + > h“)]
=t

hd
t+k 0
> B —BO 4k -

v

Moreover, by Lemma C.5 for every k € N and every g € B, it holds that Bék) < Tgln O, Hence,

hd )
B§t+k) S —k- 7 + 2CTg In 7
Suppose for contradiction that for every e € F with g, > 0 it holds x£t+k) > ¢. Then, B§t+k) >
c’glne and hence
4cTg WO
k In —
<53 b 5 (35)
a contradiction to the choice of k. O
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