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Abstract. If a graph has no induced subgraph isomorphic to any graph finite family
{H1,...,Hp}, itis said to be(Hi, ..., Hp)-free. The class ofi-free graphs has bounded
cligue-width if and only if H is an induced subgraph of the 4-vertex p#&h We study the
(un)boundedness of the clique-width of graph classes defayetwo forbidden induced sub-
graphsH; and H». Prior to our study it was not known whether the number of opases
was finite. We provide a positive answer to this question.ettuce the number of open cases
we determine new graph classes of bounded clique-width ewdgnaph classes of unbounded
cligue-width. For obtaining the latter results we first mmisa new, generic construction for
graph classes of unbounded clique-width. Our resultseseiti boundedness or unboundedness
of the clique-width of the class dfff1, H2)-free graphs

(i) for all pairs(H1, H2), both of which are connected, except two non-equivalergs;and

(i) for all pairs (H1, H2), at least one of which is not connected, except 11 non-elguva

cases.

We also consider classes characterized by forbidding & ffaihily of graphs{H1, ..., Hp}

as subgraphs, minors and topological minors, respectigely completely determine which of
these classes have bounded clique-width. Finally, we sHgarithmic consequences of our
results for the graph colouring problem restricted £ , H»)-free graphs.
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1 Introduction

Clique-width is a well-known graph parameter studied batlaistructural and in an algorithmic
context; we refer to the surveys of Gurski[30] and Kaski, Lozin and Milang [34] for an in-depth
study of the properties of clique-width. However, our ursti@nding of clique-width, which is one
of the most difficult graph parameters to deal with, is st@tywlimited. For example, no polynomial-
time algorithms are known for computing the clique-widthvefy restricted graph classes, such as
unit interval graphs, or for deciding whether a graph hagueiwidth at most for any fixede > 4
(as an aside, we note that such an algorithm does existo3 [13]).

In order to get more structural insight into clique-widthe are interested in determining whether
the clique-width of some given class of graphsbsunded that is, whether there exists a con-
stantc such that every graph from the class has clique-width at méstir secondary motivation
is algorithmic, as we will explain in detail later). The ghaplasses that we consider consist of
graphs in which one or more specified graphs are forbidden“pateern”. In particular, we con-
sider classes of graphs that contain no graph from somefiggetamily {H,..., H,} as anin-
duced subgraphsuch classes are said to bHj, ..., H,)-free. Our research is well embedded
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in the literature, as there are many papers that determaéddlindedness or unboundedness of
the cliqgue-width of graph classes characterized by one aerfarbidden induced subgraphs; see

As we show later, it is not difficult to verify that the class Bffree graphs has bounded clique-
width if and only if H is an induced subgraph of the 4-vertex p&jhHence, it is natural to consider
the following problem:

For which pairs(H1, H») does the class ¢iH,, H2)-free graphs have bounded clique-width?

In this paper we address this question by narrowing the gapeaa the known and open cases
significantly; in particular we show that the number of opeses is finite. We emphasise that the
underlyingresearch question is: what kind of properties of a grapls@asure that its clique-width
is bounded? Our paper is to be interpreted as a further stegrds this direction, and in our research
project (see alsd [3,20,22]) we aim to devetmgneraltechniques for attacking a number of the open
cases simultaneously.

Algorithmic Motivation. For problems that artdP-complete in general, one naturally seeks to find
subclasses of graphs on which they are tractable, and gtagdes of bounded clique-width have
been studied extensively for this purpose, as we discussvbel

Courcelle, Makowsky and Rotics [117] showed that all MSfPaph problems, which are problems
definable in Monadic Second Order Logic using quantifiers ertiees but not on edges, can be
solved in linear time on graphs with clique-width at magprovided that a-expression of the input
graph is given. Later, Espelage, Gurski and Wanké [25], &oshd Rotics [35] and Rab [60] proved
the same result for many non-M$@raph problems. Although computing the clique-width ofzegi
graph isNP-hard, as shown by Fellows, Rosamond, Rotics and Szeidgr{fZ6possible to find an
(8¢ — 1)-expression for any-vertex graph with cliqgue-width at mostin cubic time. This is a result
of Oum [45] after a similar result (with a worse bound and ringrtime) had already been shown
by Oum and Seymour [46]. Hence, tihNP-complete problems considered in the aforementioned
papersl[17,25,35,50] are all polynomial-time solvable oy graph class of bounded clique-width
even if noc-expression of the input graph is given.

As a consequence of the above, when solvingN@acomplete problem on some graph clgss
it is natural to try to determinérst whether the clique-width of is bounded. In particular this is
the case if we aim to determine the computational complexfisomeNP-complete problem when
restricted to graph classes characterized by some commerotyproperty. This property may be
the absence of a family of forbidden induced subgrafhs. .., H, and we may want to classify
for which families of graph#{,, . . . , H, the problem is stiINP-hard and for which ones it becomes
polynomial-time solvable (in order to increase our undarding of the hardness of the problem in
general). We give examples later.

Our Results. In Sectior 2 we state a number of basic results on cliquehnadd two results on
H-free bipartite graphs that we showed in a very recent p&#y \ve need these results for proving
our new results. We then identify a number of new classe&Haf, H»)-free graphs of bounded
clique-width (Sectiofl3) and unbounded clique-width (8edd). In particular, the new unbounded
cases are obtained from a new, general construction fohgragses of unbounded clique-width. In
Sectior[ b, we first observe for which grapHs the class off;-free graphs have bounded clique-
width. We then present our main theorem that gives a sumnfasyrocurrent knowledge of those
pairs(H,, H») for which the class of H,, H»)-free graphs has bounded clique-width and unbounded
clique-width, respective@.ln this way we are able to narrow the gap to 13 open cases (upe s

! Before finding the combinatorial proof of our main theoremfirgt obtained a computer-assisted proof using
Sage[[54] and the Information System on Graph Classes aidrhbkisions [23] (which keeps a record of
classes for which boundedness or unboundedness of cligite-is known). In particular, we would like to
thank Nathann Cohen and Ernst de Ridder for their help.



equivalence relation, which we explain later); when we ardpsider pair§ H;, H») of connected
graphs the number of non-equivalent open cases is only tworder to present our summary, we
will need several results from the papers listed above. Wiealgio need these results in Sect[dn 6,
where we consider graph classes characterized by forlgddiimite family of graph§ H1, ..., Hp}

as subgraphs, minors and topological minors, respectiFelythese containment relations we are
able to completely determine which of these classes havedsaliclique-width.

Algorithmic Consequences. Our results are of interest for atNP-complete problem that is solv-
able in polynomial time on graph classes of bounded cliqidthwin Sectiori 7 we give a concrete
application of our results by considering the well-knownL@URING problem, which is that of test-
ing whether a graph can be coloured with at mesblours for some given integérand which is
solvable in polynomial time on any graph class of boundegueiwidth [35]. The complexity of
COLOURING has been studied extensively faif, H)-free graphs [19,21,28,8642|52], but a full
classification is still far from being settled. Many of thdymmial-time results follow directly from
bounding the clique-width in such classes. As such this soandirect motivation for our research.
Another example for which our study might be of interest is thsT k-COLOURING problem (an-
other problem mentioned in the paper of Kobler and Rotic§)[38e complexity of this problem
was recently investigated fdH, H,)-free graphs whei; is a path and{; is a cycle[33].

Related Work. We finish this section by briefly discussing some relatedltgsu

First, a graph clas§ has power-bounded clique-width if there is a constaasb that the class
consisting of allr-th powers of all graphs frong has bounded clique-width. Recently, Bonomo,
Grippo, Milani¢ and Safel[2] determined all pairs of connected grafihsH- for which the class
of (H,, Hs)-free graphs has power-bounded clique-width. If a grapssdieas bounded clique-width,
it has power-bounded clique-width. However, the reverggioation does not hold in general. The
latter can be seen as follows. Bonomo et(al. [2] showed tleatlhss ofH -free graphs has power-
bounded clique-width if and only iff is a linear forest (recall that such a class has boundede:liqu
width if and only if H is an induced subgraph é%,). Their classification for connected graptis, Ho
is the following. LetS, ; ; be the graph obtained from a 4-vertex star by subdividinglege — 1
times and another leg— 1 times. LetT} ; ; be the line graph of, ; ;. Then the class ofH:, H»)-
free graphs has power-bounded clique-width if and only & ofithe following two cases applies:
(i) one of Hy, H, is a path or (ii) one off;, H, is isomorphic taS; ; ; for somei, j > 1 and the
other one is isomorphic t@; ;- ;- for somei’, 5/ > 1. In particular, the classes of power-unbounded
clique-width were already known to have unbounded cliqugtw

Second, Kratsch and Schweitzer|[37] initiated a study iheodomputational complexity of the
GRAPH IsomoRrpPHIsSMproblem (Gl) for graph classes defined by two forbidden irdigubgraphs.
The exact number of open cases is still not known, but Scaere[b3] very recently proved that
this number is finite. There are similarities between cfgsgl the boundedness of clique-width
and solving Gl for classes of graphs characterized by oneare rforbidden induced subgraphs.
This was noted by Schweitzer[53], who proved that any grda$scthat allows a so-called simple
path encoding has unbounded clique-width. Indeed, a conteatmique (see e.d. [34]) for showing
that a class of graphs has unbounded clique-width relieshowiag that it contains simple path
encodings of walls or of graphs in some other specific gragssdknown to have unbounded clique-
width. For H-free graphs, Gl is polynomial-time solvableff is an induced subgraph &%, [14]
and Gl-complete otherwisé [B7]. Hence, if only one inducebgsaph is forbidden, the dichotomy
classifications for clique-width and Gl are identical.

2 Preliminaries

Below we define the graph terminology used throughout ouepdr any undefined terminology
we refer to Diestel [24].



Let G be a graph. The séf(u) = {v € V(G) | uwv € E(G)} is the(open) neighbourhoodf
u € V(G) andN[u] = N(u) U {u} is theclosed neighbourhoodf v € V(G). Thedegreeof a
vertex in a graph is the size of its neighbourhood. Meximum degreef a graph is the maximum
vertex degree. For a subsgtC V(G), we letG[S] denote the subgraph 6f inducedby S, which
has vertex sef and edge sefuv | u,v € S,uv € E(G)}. If S = {s1,...,s,} then, to simplify
notation, we may also writé[sy, ..., s,] instead ofG[{s1, ..., s,}]. Let H be another graph. We
write H C; G to indicate that{ is an induced subgraph 6f.

Let {Hi,...,H,} be a set of graphs. We say that a graplis (Hi, ..., H,)-freeif G has no
induced subgraph isomorphic to a grapH{ f, . . ., H, }. If p = 1, we may writeH; -free instead of
(H1)-free. Thedisjoint unionGG + H of two vertex-disjoint graph& and H is the graph with vertex
setV(G) UV (H) and edge sef(G) U E(H). We denote the disjoint union efcopies ofG by rG.

For positive integers and¢, the Ramsey numbeR(s, t) is the smallest number such that all
graphs om vertices contain an independent set of size a clique of sizeé. Ramsey’s Theorem [47]
states that such a number exists for all positive integearsds.

The clique-widthof a graphG, denotedew(G), is the minimum number of labels needed to
construct by using the following four operations:

1. creating a new graph consisting of a single vert&ith labeli (denoted byi(v));
2. taking the disjoint union of two labelled grapfis andG, (denoted byG; & Gs);
3. joining each vertex with labélto each vertex with labgl (i # j, denoted byy; ;);
4. renaming label to j (denoted by;_, ;).

An algebraic term that represents such a constructias ahd uses at mogt labels is said to be a
k-expressiorof G (i.e. the clique-width of7 is the minimumk for which G has ak-expression). For

instance, an induced path on four consecutive verticésc, d has clique-width equal to 3, and the
following 3-expression can be used to construct it:

13,2(3(d) ® p3—2(p2—1(n3,2(3(c) B 12,1(2(b) ® 1(a))))))-

Alternatively, anyk-expression for a grap@’ can be represented by a rooted tree, where the leaves
correspond to the operations of vertex creation and thenakt@odes correspond to the other three
operations. The rooted tree representing the alisegpression is depicted in Figl 1. A class of
graphsg hasboundectlique-width if there is a constaatsuch that the clique-width of every graph

in G is at mostc; otherwise the clique-width af is unbounded

@— D — P32 — P21 — 13,2 @ 2,1 @& — 1(a)

3(d) 3(c) 2(b)

Fig. 1: The rooted tree representing a 3-expressiofor

Let G be a graph. Theomplemenbf G, denoted byG, has vertex se¥' (G) = V(G) and an
edge between two distinct vertices if and only if these eegtiare not adjacent @.

Let G be a graph. We define the following five operations. thatractionof an edgeuv re-
movesu andv from G, and replaces them by a new vertex made adjacent to pretiesly vertices
that were adjacent to or v in G. By definition, edge contractions create neither self-foopr mul-
tiple edges. Theubdivisionof an edgeuv replacesuv by a new vertexv with edgesuw andvw.



Letu € V(G) be a vertex that has exactly two neighboura), and moreover let andw be non-
adjacent. Thevertex dissolutiorof v removesu and adds the edgew. For an induced subgraph
G' C; G, thesubgraph complementati@peration (acting o7 with respect ta&’) replaces every
edge present i’ by a non-edge, and vice versa. Similarly, for two disjointe® subsetsy andY’
in G, thebipartite complementatiooperation with respect t& andY acts onG by replacing every
edge with one end-vertex il and the other one iti by a non-edge and vice versa.

We now state some useful facts for dealing with clique-witie will use these facts throughout
the paper. Lekt > 0 be a constant and letbe some graph operation. We say that a graph ¢ass
(k,~v)-obtainedfrom a graph clas§ if the following two conditions hold:

(i) every graph ing’ is obtained from a graph i@ by performingy at mostk times, and
(i) foreveryG € G there exists at least one graphjhobtained fronG by performingy at mostk
times.

If we do not impose a finite upper boukdn the number of applications efthen we write thay’
is (oo, 7v)-obtained fromg.

We say thaty preservedoundedness of clique-width if for any finite constarand any graph
classg, any graph clasg’ that is(k, v)-obtained fromg has bounded clique-width if and onlydf
has bounded clique-width.

Fact 1. Vertex deletion preserves boundedness of cliqdéi8g].
Fact 2. Subgraph complementation preserves boundednelsgua-width [34].
Fact 3. Bipartite complementation preserves boundedriedisioe-width [34].

Fact 4. For a class of graplgs of boundedmaximum degree, lef’ be a class of graphs that is
(00, es)-obtained fromg, wherees is the edge subdivision operation. Th@ras bounded
clique-width if and only ifG’ has bounded clique-width [34].

It is easy to show that the condition on the maximum degreeirt[® is necessary for the reverse
(i.e. the “only if”) direction: for a graplz of arbitrarily large clique-width, take a cliqu& (which
has cligue-width at most 2) with vertex 3é{ K') = V (G), apply an edge subdivision on an edge
in K if and only if uv is not an edge 7 and, in order to obtaif from this graph, remove any vertex
introduced by an edge subdivision (this does not increaseltque-width). As another aside, note
that the reverse direction of Fddt 4 also holds if we replamgt subdivisions” by “edge contrac-
tions”d It was an open problem [30] whether the condition on maximegree was also necessary
in this case. This was recently solved by Courceélle [16], whowed that iG is the class of graphs
of clique-width 3 andy’ is the class of graphs obtained from graphgiby applying one or more
edge contraction operations théhhas unbounded clique-width.

We also use a number of other elementary results on the eliggth of graphs. The first one is
well known (see e.gl[18]) and straightforward to check.

Lemma 1. The clique-width of a graph with maximum degree at mdstat most.

We also need the well-known notion ofaxall. We do not formally define this notion but instead
refer to Fig[2, in which three examples of walls of differbetght are depicted. The class of walls is
well known to have unbounded clique-width; see for exami@f3.[(Note that walls have maximum
degree at most 3, hence the degree bound in Leliima 1 is tight.)

2 Combine the fact that a class of graphs of bounded maximumedégs bounded clique-width if and only if
it has bounded tree-width [31] with the well-known fact tkedfje contractions do not increase the tree-width
of a graph.



Fig. 2: Walls of height 2, 3, and 4, respectively.

A k-subdivided walis a graph obtained from a wall after subdividing each edgetixk times
for some constarit > 0.

The following lemma is well known and follows from combinifgct{4 with the aforementioned
fact that walls have maximum degree at most 3 and unbounapgeelvidth.

Lemma 2 ([39]). For any constank > 0, the class of-subdivided walls has unbounded clique-
width.

For r > 1, the graph<’,., K,, P, denote the cycle, complete graph and pathrorertices,
respectively, and the graphi; , denotes the star on+ 1 vertices. The grapli; 3 is also called
theclaw. Forl < h < i < j, let S; ;1 denote the tree that has only one vertenf degree3
and that has exactly three leaves, which are of distancandk from x, respectively. Observe that
S11,1 = Ki,3. AgraphS; ;i is said to be aubdivided clawWe letS be the class of graphs each
connected component of which is either a subdivided clawpath.

Like Lemmd1, the following lemma is also well known and feiefrom LemmaR, by choosing
appropriate values fok.

Lemma 3 ([39]).Let{Hq,..., H,} be a finite set of graphs. ; ¢ S fori = 1,...,p then the
class of(H;, ..., H,)-free graphs has unbounded clique-width.

We say that7 is bipartiteif its vertex set can be partitioned into two (possibly emjtgependent
setsB andW. We say that{ B, W) is abipartition of G. Let H be a bipartite graph with a fixed
partition(Bgy, Wy ). A bipartite graphG is strongly H-free if G is H-free or els€= has no bipartition
(Bg,W¢) with By C Bg andWy C We such thabw € E(G) if and only if bw € E(H) for
all b € By andw € Wpg. Lozin and Volz [40] characterized all bipartite graptsfor which the
class of stronglyH -free bipartite graphs has bounded clique-width. Recenttyproved a similar
characterization foff-free bipartite graphs; we will use this result in Secfion 5.

Lemma 4 (]22]).Let H be a graph. The class df-free bipartite graphs has bounded clique-width
if and only if one of the following cases holds:

— H = sP, forsomes > 1
- HC, Ki3+3P;
-HC K3+ P
-HC P+ 5113

- HC; Si23.

From the same paper we will also need the following lemma.

Lemmab5 ([22]).Let H € S. ThenH is (2P, + 2P»,2P, + P4, 4P, + P5,3P,, 2P;)-free if and
only if H = sP; for some integes > 1 or H is an induced subgraph of one of the graphs in
{Ki3+3P, K13+ P>,Pi +51,13,51,23}



We say that a grap@' is complete multipartitéf V' (G) can be partitioned intb independent sets
Vi,...,V, for some integek, such that two vertices are adjacent if and only if they bgltmtwo
different setsV; andV;. The next result is due to Olarili [44] (the graph+ P is also called the

paw).

Lemma 6 ([44]).Every connectedP; + P;)-free graph is either complete multipartite &f;-free.

Every complete multipartite graph has cliqgue-width at masilso, the definition of clique-
width directly implies that the clique-width of any grapheigual to the maximum clique-width of its
connected components. Hence, Leniha 6 immediately imfleefotlowing (well-known) result.

Lemma 7. For any graphH, the class of P, + Ps, H)-free graphs has bounded clique-width if and
only if the class of K5, H)-free graphs has bounded clique-width.

Kratsch and Schweitzer [37] proved that theRA®H |SOMORPHISM problem is graph-
isomorphism complete for the class @4, P, + P,)-free graphs. It is a straightforward exercise
to simplify their construction and use analogous arguminpsove that the class ¢#4, P, + Ps)-
free graphs has unbounded clique-width. Recall that Sa¢hercb3] proved that any graph class that
allows a so-called simple path encoding has unboundedezkigidth, implying this result as a direct
consequence.

Lemma 8 ([53]). The class of K4, P, + P,)-free graphs has unbounded clique-width.

3 New Classes of Bounded Clique-width

In this section we identify two new graph classes that hawmted cliqgue-width, namely the classes
of (P, + P5, Py + S1,1,2)-free graphs an@P; + Ps, K 3 + 3P;)-free graphs.

We first prove that the class 0P, + Ps, P; + S1,1,2)-free graphs has bounded clique-width. To
do so we use a similar approach to that used by Dabrowskinl.Baman and Ries [21] to prove that
the classes dofKs, S1,1,3)-free and( K3, K3 3 + P,)-free graphs have bounded clique-width.

Theorem 1. The class of P, + Ps, P; + S1,1,2)-free graphs has bounded clique-width.

Proof. Let G be a(P, + Ps, P1 + S1,1,2)-free graph. By Lemm&l7 we may assur@eis (K3,
Py + S1,1,2)-free. Without loss of generality, we may also assume €has connected (as other-
wise we could consider each connected componelit séparately). IfG is bipartite, theni has
bounded clique-width by Lemnia 4. For the remainder of thepne assume thaF is not bipartite,
that is,G contains an induced odd cydé= vyvs - - - v v; . Becauses is Ks-free,k > 5.

First, suppose thdt > 7. We claim thatz = C. Indeed, suppose not. Sin€gis connected(z
must have a vertex ¢ V(C) that is adjacent to a vertex 6f. SinceG is K3-free,z cannot be adja-
centto any two consecutive vertices of the cy€leSinceC is an odd cycler must therefore have two
consecutive non-neighbours on the cycle. Without loss négality we assume thatis adjacent ta
and non-adjacentto,_; andv,. Thenxz must be adjacent to,, otherwiseG[vy, x, va, vk, Vg —1, V4]
would be isomorphic td’, + 51,1 2. Now z cannot be adjacent tg or vs, sinceG is K3-free. How-
ever, thenG[vy, z, vy, ve, v3, Us] Would be aP; + S1 ;1 2, which is a contradiction. Hencé& = C
and as such has clique-width at most 4 by Leriina 1.

From now on we assume that= 5. Every vertex not orC’ has at most two neighbours on the
cycle, and if it has two, then these neighbourglbnannot be consecutive vertices@f(sinceG is
Ks-free). We now partition the vertices 6f not in C' into sets, depending on their neighbourhood
in C. We let X denote the vertices with no neighbours on the cycle. W& lelenote the set of all
vertices not on the cyclé' that are adjacent to both_; andv;, where subscripts are interpreted



modulo 5. We leti¥; denote the set of all vertices that are adjacent;tbut to no other vertices
of C. We say that a sét; or W; is large if it contains at least two vertices, otherwise we say that
it is small We say that a set igV;, W;} and a set in{V;, W;} areconsecutivef v; andv; are
consecutive vertices afl, otherwise, we say that they avpposite Note that eacly; and eachV; is

an independent set, sinckis K3-free. We now investigate the possible adjacencies betwertices

of these sets through a series of eight claims.

1. X is anindependent set and every verteXirs adjacent to every vertex ¥ andW,. Suppose
there is a vertex € X. SinceG is connected, there must be a verieg V (C) with a neighbour
on the cycle. We may assume without loss of generalityghatadjacent ta);, but not tovs, v
or vs. Thenx must be adjacent tg, otherwiseG|v1, y, vs, v2, v3, 2] would be isomorphic to
Py + 571.1,2. Hence every vertex ifX is adjacent to every vertex i andW; for all . Because
of the fact that ifX is non-empty then somié or W; must also be non-empty and the fact tGat
is K3-free, X must be an independent set.

2. If V; andV; are opposite then no vertex Bf is adjacent to a vertex df;. This follows from the
fact that any two such vertices have a common neighbouf and the fact thafr is K3-free.

3. If V; andV; are consecutive and large then every verteXois adjacent to every vertex &f;.
Without loss of generality, let= 1, j = 2. Suppose € V; is not adjacentta;, zo € V. Then
Glv1, 71, 22, v2,Y, v4] iS @ Py + S1.1,2. Now suppose thaj is adjacent teq, but not toz,, then
Gly, ve, 21, U5, V4, 22] IS isomorphic taP; + 51 1,2, which is a contradiction.

4. If V; and W; are consecutive then one of them must be enSatypose, for contradiction, that
there exist vertices € V; andy € W,. Thenz andy are non-adjacent, &sis K;-free. However,
thenGluvs, v1, x, v4, v3, y] is isomorphic taP; + 51 1 2, which is a contradiction.

5. If V; andW; are opposite andil’; is large then no vertex df; has a neighbouri#V;. Lety € V;
andzy, zo € Ws. If y is adjacent to both; andzs, thenGly, z1, 22, v, v1, v4] is isomorphic to
Py + 51,1,2. Soy is adjacent to at most one vertexidf;, sayy is adjacent ta;, but not toz,.
ThenGlus, v1, v4, Y, 21, 22] iS isomorphic toP; + 511 2, which is a contradiction.

6. Every vertex inV; has at most one non-neighbour I; and vice versalf y; € V; has
two non-neighbours;,z2 € W; then the graphG|uvi, 21, 22, v2,y1,v4] iS isomorphic to
Py + 51,12, which is a contradiction. I1t; € W; has two non-neighbourg,y2 € Vi then
Glvz, y1, Y2, v1, 21, v4] iS iISOmMorphic toP; + S1 1 2, which is again a contradiction.

7. If W; and W; are consecutive andll; is large thenW; is empty.Without loss of general-
ity, let ¢ = 1 andj = 2. Suppose, for contradiction, that e W7 andzy,z, € Wa. If y
is adjacent to both; and z; then G|y, z1, 22, v1, s, v3] is isomorphic toP; + Sp1,2. With-
out loss of generality, we therefore assume thas not adjacent ta;. If y is not adjacent
to zy then Gluvg, 21, 22, v1, Y, v4] iS isomorphic toP; + S ;2. If y is adjacent tozs, then
Glva, vs, 21, 22, Yy, vs] iS isomorphic toP; + Si1.2. Hence in all three cases we have a con-
tradiction.

8. If W; and W; are opposite then every vertex Bf; must be adjacent to every vertex Idf;.
Without loss of generality, let = 1, j = 3, z € Wy, andy € Wjs. If  andy are not adjacent,
thenGJv1, v2, x, vs, v4, y] is isomorphic taP; + S; 1,2, which is not possible.

We now do as follows. First, we remove the vertices'adind all small set¥; or W; if they exist.
In this way we remove at mo5st+ 5 + 5 = 15 vertices. Hence(7 has bounded clique-width if and
only if the resulting graplé:’ has bounded clique-width, by Fadt 1. We then consider thairgnyg
setsX, V; andWW; in G’. We complement the edges between the vertices imnd the vertices not
in X. If V; andV; are consecutive, we complement the edges between theli; #nd W, are
opposite, we complement the edges between them. Finallgfppairl; andW;, we complement
the edges between them. Th@hhas bounded clique-width if and only if the resulting graphhas
bounded clique-width, by Falt 3. If two vertices are adjaderz*, then they must be members of



someV; andW;, respectively. By constructiods*[V; U ;] is a (not necessarily perfect) matching.
ThusG* has clique-width at most 2, completing the proof. a

Next, we prove that the class @P; + Ps, K1 3+ 3P;)-free graphs has bounded clique-width. To
do so we first prove Lemnid 9, which says that the clas$f+ Ps, K1 5 + 2P;)-free graphs has
bounded clique-width. We then use this result to prove Té®b2, which says that the larger class
of (P, + Ps, K1 3 + 3P;)-free graphs also has bounded clique-width. It is also ptes$o prove
TheorenT P by combining very similar arguments to those inptef of Lemma ® together with
the fact that the class ¢P; + Ps, K1 3 + P1)-free graphs has bounded clique-width (which follows
from TheoreniIl). However, we believe that such a combinedfprould be much harder to follow.

Lemma 9. The class of P, + Ps, K3 3 + 2P, )-free graphs has bounded clique-width.

Proof. Let G be a(P; + Ps, K13 + 2P;)-free graph. By Lemm@l7, we may assudes (K,
K, 3 + 2P;)-free. Letz be an arbitrary vertex iiz. Let Ny = N(z) andN, = V(G) \ NJz].
SinceG is K3-free, N; must be an independent set. Sir@és (K, 3 + 2P;)-free, G[N2] must be
(K13 + P1)-free. ThenG[N2] must have bounded clique-width by Theorfgm 1.

Suppose thatV;| < 2. Then we delete and the vertices oV, and obtain a graph of bounded
clique-width, namelyG[Ns]. By Fact{d, we find tha& also has bounded clique-width. Hence we
may assume thatv,| > 3.

We prove the following claim.

Claim 1. Let.S C N, with |S| < k for somek. If G[N \ S] is complete bipartite, then the clique-
width of G is bounded by a function &f In particular, this includes the case whetd N \ S] is an
independent set.

To prove Claini1, suppose tha@{N, \ S] is complete bipartite. No vertex iN; has a neighbour in
both partition classes @¥ [N, \ S], due to the fact that? is K5-free. BecauséV; is an independent
set, this means th&t[ N, U (N2 \ S)] is bipartite, in addition to bein¢K’s, K; 3 + 2P, )-free. Hence,
G[N; U (N2 \ )] has bounded clique-width by Leminb 4. Then by Fact & G[N; U (N2 \ S) U
S U {z}] has clique-width bounded by some function 8f. This proves Clairall.

We will use Clain1 later in the proof and now proceed as fodoMe fix three arbitrary vertices
x1, 22,23 € Ni; such vertices exist becaus®;| > 3. Let y1,y2,ys be three arbitrary vertices
of No. We will show that at least one of them is adjacent to at leastafz;, x5, z3. Becauses is
Ks-free, two ofy,, yo, y3 are not pairwise adjacent, sayy. ¢ E(G). If both y; andy, have no
neighbourin{zy, z2, x3}, thenG|z, z1, x2, x3, Y1, y2] IS isomorphic taK 3 + 2Py, a contradiction.
Hence, all vertices ofV, except at most two have at least one neighboymin x2, z3}. Then, by
Factd, we may assume without loss of generality that alicestof N>, have at least one neighbour
in {SCl, X2, Ig}.

Let A consist of those vertices df, that are adjacent te,. Let B consist of those vertices 6f,
that are adjacent to; but not toz;. LetC = N, \ (A U B). Note that every vertex iy’ is adjacent
to x5 but not toz; or x5. Moreover,A, B, C' are three independent sets due to the fact@hist K s-
free. If C contains at least three vertices, gaycs, cs, thenG|zs, ¢1, co, ¢3, x1, 22| iS iSOmorphic to
Ky3+42P,. Thus|C| < 2. If |A] < 7, then|AU C| < 9. MoreoverG[N; \ (AU C)] = G[B] is
complete bipartite, becauggis an independent set. Hence, we may apply C[dim 1. From nomeon
assume thatd| > 8, and similarly, thatB| > 8.

At least one vertex of any pair frofd must be adjacent to at least one vertex of any triple frgm
otherwise these five vertices, together with induce a subgraph isomorphickd, 3 + 2P, sinceA
andB are independent sets andis adjacent to all vertices of and to none of3. Fix three vertices
a1,a2,a3 € A. Then at most one vertex @& has no neighbours ifia1, a2, as}. BecauseéB| > 8,
this means that at least oneaf, as, a3 must have at least three neighbourd3nBy repeating this



argument with different choices af;, as, as, we find that all but at most two vertices ih have at
least three neighbours 8. So, at least six vertices id have at least three neighbours#nand vice
versa.

Leta € A be adjacentto at least three vertibesh,, b3 of B. If a is not adjacent to somg € B,
thenGlay, by, ba, b3, by, x] is isomorphic toK; 3 + 2P;. Hence, every vertex ol with at least three
neighbours inB is adjacent to all vertices d#. By reversing the roles of and B, we find that every
vertex in B with at least three neighbours i must be adjacent to all vertices df Because there
are at least six vertices iA with at least three neighbours B, and vice versa, we conclude that all
vertices ofA are adjacent to all vertices &, that is,G[ N> \ C] = G[A U B] is complete bipatrtite.
Becausd(C| < 2, we may apply Clairill to complete the proof. a0

Theorem 2. The class of P, + Ps, K1 3 + 3P;)-free graphs has bounded clique-width.

Proof. Let G be a(P; + Ps, K13 + 3P;)-free graph. By Lemm@l7, we may assudies (K,
K, 3 + 3P;)-free. Suppose tha¥ contains a vertex of degree at most 18. If we remove this xerte
and its neighbours, we obtain(&’s, K 3 + 2P, )-free graph, which has bounded clique-width by
Lemmd®. Hencel also has bounded clique-width, by FaEt 1. From now on we asshetG has
minimum degree at least 19 (the reason for choosing this pubdromes clear later).

Letz € V(G). Let Ny = N(z) andN, = V(G) \ N[z]. Note that|N;| > 19 and fix three
arbitrarily-chosen vertices, , z2, x5 € Ni. LetY be the set of vertices iV, that have no neighbour
in {1, x2,23}. We will need the following claim.

Claim 1. Y] < 5.

We prove Clainf L as follows. Suppose that there are thre&estt;, y2, y3 € N» that are pairwise
non-adjacent. Then at least onewgf y2, y3 must be adjacent to at least oneagf =2, 23, as oth-
erwiseG|zx, x1, 2, T3, Y1, Y2, y3] would be isomorphic td(; 3 + 3P;. HenceG[Y] is 3P, -free. Be-
causg7[Y]is alsoK3-free, we apply Ramsey’s Theorem and find figt< R(3,3)—1=6—1= 5.
This proves Clainli.

We proceed as follows. Létf;, = N>\ Y. Let A consist of those vertices &f;, that are adjacent te; .
Let B consist of those vertices df} that are adjacent te, but not tox;. LetC' = Nj\ (AUB). Note
that every vertex i is adjacent ta:s, but not tox; or 2. Moreover,A, B, C are three independent
sets due to the fact thé&t is K3-free.

We need the following claim.

Claim 2. LetS,T € {A, B,C} with S # T',|S| > 9 and|T| > 9. Then there exist verticese S
andt € T such that7[(S \ {s}) U (T'\ {t})] is a complete bipartite graph minus a matching.

We prove ClainTR as follows. Suppose = A andT = B with |[4] > 9 and|B| > 9. Let
a,a’,a” € Aandb,b',b” € B be pairwise distinct. Recall that and B are independent sets.
Then at least one af, a’, ”” must be adjacent to at least onetob’, ", as otherwise the graph
Glx1,a,a',a”,b,0,b"] would be isomorphic tds; 3 + 3P;. This means that at most two vertices
in B have no neighbour ifa,a’,a”}. Hence, a$B| > 9, at least one of, o', a” has at least three
neighbours inB. Repeating this argument with different choicesiofi’, o, we find that all but at
most two vertices i have at least three neighboursin

Every vertexa’ € A that is adjacent to at least three verticesBfsay b;, bo, b3, must be
adjacent to all but at most one vertex 8f since if o’ is not adjacent taby,b; € B, then
Gla', b1, bs, b, x, by, bs] would be aK; 3 + 3P;. Because all but at most two vertices.dnhave
at least three neighbours 18, this means that all but at most two verticesdfare adjacent to all
but at most one vertex dB. BecauseA| > 9 > 7, this means that every vertex Bfexcept at most
one has at least three neighbourslinLetb € B be this exceptional vertex; if it does not exist then
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we pickb € B arbitrarily. If b’ € B\ {b}, letas, az, az be three of its neighbours id. Thend’
cannot be non-adjacent to two vertices, sayas in A, otherwiseG[b', ay, as, a3, x, a4, as] would
be aK; 3 + 3P;. Thus every vertex irB \ {b} is adjacent to all but at most one vertexA4f Since
|B\ {b}| > 8 > 5, every vertex in4, except at most one has at least three neighbouBs\ifb} and
as stated above must therefore be adjacent to all but at mestestex ofB. We leta € A denote
this exceptional vertex; if it does not exist, then we picke A arbitrarily. Becaused and B are
independent sets, we conclude tigtA \ {a}) U (B \ {b})] is a complete bipartite graph minus
a (not necessarily perfect) matching. If a different paisefs in{ 4, B, C'} both have at least nine
vertices, the claim follows by the same arguments.

We now consider three different cases.

Case 1At least two sets out of, B, C have less than nine vertices.

SupposéA| < 8and|B| < 8. Recall thatC, N; are independent sets and tiiais (K 5+ 3P;)-free.
ThenG[V(G)\ {z} UAUBUY)] = G[C U N,] is bipartite and K 3 + 3P, )-free. Consequently,
it has bounded clique-width by Lemrh 4. We h#yie < 5 by Claim[d. Therj{z} UAU BUY| <
1+ 8+ 8+ 5 = 22. Hence,G has bounded clique-width by Fddt 1. If a different pair ofkset
{4, B, C'} both have less than nine vertices, we apply the same argement

Case 2.Exactly one set out o, B, C has less than nine vertices.

Suppos€C| < 8. Hence|A| > 9 and|B| > 9. By Claim[2 we find that there exist two vertices
a € Aandb € B suchthaG[(A\ {a}) U (B \ {b})] is a complete bipartite graph minus a matching.
Leta’ € N;y. Suppose, for contradiction, thatis adjacent to a vertex' € A\ {a} and to a vertex
b € B\ {b}. Thenz' is not adjacent to any other vertices(of \ {a}) U (B \ {b}), otherwiseG
would not beK3-free. Recall thafV; is an independent set. HendEz') C {a,b,a/,b/, 2} UCUY.
We have]Y'| < 5 by Claim[1. Hence|N(2')| < 5+ 8 + 5 = 18, which is a contradiction sinc&
has minimum degree at least 19. We conclude that no vertdk ihas neighbours in botH \ {a}
and B \ {b}. BecauseV; is independent and' is (K13 + 3P;)-free, this means tha#[V (G) \
({a,b,2}UCUY)| = GIN1U(A\{a})U(B\{b})] is bipartite and K7 3 + 3P )-free. Consequently,
it has bounded clique-width by Lemria 4. Becal{seb, z}UCUY| < 3+8+5 = 16, we conclude
that G has bounded clique-width by Fddt 1.|M| < 8 or |B| < 8, we repeat the above arguments
with A and B replaced byB andC, or A andC, respectively.

Case 3.None of the setd, B, C has less than nine vertices.

By Claim[2, we find that there exist verticesa’, b,V', ¢, ¢’ such thatG[(A \ {a}) U (B \ {b})],
G[(A\{d'})U(C\{c})], andG[(B\{V'} )\U(C\{c'})] are complete bipartite graphs minus a matching.
HenceG[(A\{a,a'})U(B\{b,b'})], G[(A\{a, a’})U(C\{c, ¢'})], andG[(B\{b, b'})U(C\{¢c, c'})]

are also complete bipartite graphs minus a matching. Bedaljs> 9 > 2, |B| > 9 > 3 and

|C| > 9 > 4, there exist vertices; € A\ {a,a’}, b1,b2 € B\ {b,0'} andcy,ca,c5 € C\ {c, '}
Thena; is adjacent to at least one bf, b, and to at least two of;, c2, c3. Moreover,b; andb, are
each adjacent to at least two @f, 5, c5. HenceG is not K3-free. This contradiction completes the
proof. a

4 New Classes of Unbounded Clique-width

In order to prove our results, we first present a general oactsin for obtaining graph classes of
unbounded clique-width. We then show how we can use our rariin to obtain two new classes
of unbounded clique-width. Our construction generalitesdonstructions used by Golumbic and
Rotics [ZS)E Brandstadt et al[ ]4] and Lozin and Volz |40] to prove that tfesses of square grids,

% The class of (square) grids was first shown to have unbouniiteeenidth by Makowsky and Rotics [41].
The construction of [29] determines the exact clique-widltlsquare grids and narrows the clique-width of
non-square grids to two values.
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K4-free co-chordal graphs aritP;-free graphs, respectively, have unbounded clique-witlttan
also be used to show directly that the classeg-stibdivided walls have unbounded clique-width

(Lemmd2).

Theorem 3. For m > 0 andn > m + 1 the clique-width of a graply is at Ieastwl%rllj +1ifV(G)
has a partition into set¥; ;(¢, j € {0, ...,n}) with the following properties:
1. |Vio| <1foralli>1.
[Vo,;] < 1forall j > 1.
|Vi;| > 1foralli,j > 1.
G[U?ZOVZ-J-] is connected for all > 1.
G[U, Vi ;] is connected for alj > 1.
Fori,j, k > 1, if a vertex ofV o is adjacent to a vertex df; ; theni < k.
Fori,j, k > 1, if a vertex ofl}  is adjacent to a vertex df; ; thenj < k.
Fori,j, k,¢ > 1,ifavertex ofV; ; is adjacent to a vertex df; , then|k—i| < mand|¢—j| < m.

© N OAWDN

Proof. Fix integersn,m with m > 0 andn > m + 1, and letG be a graph with a partition as
described above. For> 0 we letR; = U}_,V; ; be arow of G and forj > 0 we letC; = U7, V;

be acolumnof G. Note thatG|[R;] and G[C;] are non-empty by Properfy 3. They are connected
graphs by Properti¢s 4 aht 5, respectively.

Consider a:-expression folG. We will show thatkt > L%J + 1. As stated in Sectiol 2, this
k-expression can be represented by a rootedTre@hose leaves correspond to the operations of
vertex creation and whose internal nodes correspond tothlee three operations (see Hig. 1 for an
example). We denote the subgrapltothat corresponds to the subtreé/ofooted at node by G(x).
Note thatG(x) may not be an induced subgraph®fas missing edges can be added by operations
corresponding te; ; nodes higher up iff".

Letx be a deepest (i.e. furthest from the rogthode inT" such thatz(z) contains an entire row
or an entire column of7 (the noder may not be unique). Letandz be the children o in T". Colour
all vertices inG(y) blue and all vertices ii7(z) red. Colour all remaining vertices 6f yellow. Note
that a vertex of7 appears irG(z) if and only if it is coloured either red or blue and that thes@o
edge inG(x) between a red and a blue vertex. Due to our choice 6f contains a row or a column
none of whose vertices are yellow, but no row or columgra$ entirely blue or entirely red. Without
loss of generality, assume th@tcontains a non-yellow column.

Because~ contains a non-yellow column, each row@fcontains a non-yellow vertex, by Prop-
erty[3. Since no row is entirely red or entirely blue, everwrof G is therefore coloured with at
least two colours. LeR; be an arbitrary row. Sinc€[R;] is connected, there must be two adjacent
verticesv;, w; € R; in G, such thab; is either red or blue and; has a different colour thar. Note
thatv; andw; are therefore not adjacent@yz) (recall that ifw; is yellow then it is not even present
as a vertex otz (z)).

Now consider indices, k > 1 with & > i + m. By Properties16 and] 8, no vertex &; is
adjacent to a vertex of? \ Vi in G. Therefore, sinceVy o| < 1 by Property(ll, we conclude
that eitherv; andw; are not adjacent te; in G, or v; andw; are not adjacent ta, in G. In
particular, this implies thaty; is not adjacent tay, in G or thatw;, is not adjacent ta; in G. Re-
call thatv; andw; are adjacent irG but not inG(z), and the same holds fay, andw,. Hence,
an; ; node higher up in the tree, makes adjacent tov; but not tov,, or makesw, adjacent
to v; but not tov;. This means that; andv, must have different labels i@ (z). We conclude that

VL Ul 1)+15 V2(meA 1) 415 V3(m+ 1)+ 15 - 5 V(| 221 V(1)1 must all have different labels i&'(x).
Hence, the:-expression of7 uses at Ieas[tgljrllj + 1 labels. O

We now use Theorefd 3 to determine two new graph classes tatndounded clique-width.
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Theorem 4. The class of Ps, 2P, + P»)-free graphs has unbounded clique-width.

Proof. Letn > 1 be an integer. Using the notation of Theofdm 3, we constrgphG,, as follows.
We define vertex subsets

Voo =10

Vio={b} fori>1

Vo; = {w;} forj >1

Vij = {bij,rij,w; }fori,j>1.

We define edge subsets

FE = {bi,jri,j,ri’jwi,j | 1,] € {1, .. 771}}
E2 = {bkwiyj | i,j,k S {1,...,71},i < k}
E3 = {wkbi_j | i,j,k S {1,...,n},j < k}

Let V(G) be the union of the sefs, ; fori,j € {0,...,n}, and letE(G,,) = E1 U E3 U E3. By
TheoreniB withn = 0, the graph,, has clique-width at least.
We now define the sets

By ={b|ie{l,....,n}}
Wi ={w; |je{l,...,n}}

By ={b;; |i,j€{l,...,n}}
Ry={ri;|i,7€{1,...,n}}
Wy ={w;; |i,j€{1,...,n}}.

Let H,, be the graph obtained frof#,, by complementing the edges betwdgnandW,. By Fac(3,
the class of graphH,, } ,>1 has unbounded clique-width. Note ttf},[B; UW>] and H,, [ B, U]
are2 P»-free bipartite graphs. We claim that evely, is (Ps, 2P, + P»)-free.

First we show thaf,, is (2P, + P»)-free. For contradiction, suppose ti¥®;, + P is present
as an induced subgraph. Consider one of the vertices of @&grethe2 P, + P». It cannot be inB;
or W since those vertices have neighbourhoods that are indepesets. It cannot be a vertexiits,
since those vertices have degree 2. Therefore one of thetgseganust be irB; and the other iV;.
Therefore the other two vertices in the diamond must botmb®,i which is a contradiction, since
every vertex inBs has a unique neighbour R,. ThereforeH,, is indeed2P;, + P»)-free.

We now show that,, is Ps-free. For contradiction, suppose thaf is present as an induced
subgraph. We will first show that no vertex of tRe may contain a vertex aR.. Indeed, if one of the
vertices in theP; is in Ro, it must be an end-vertex of thfé; (since the neighbourhood of any vertex
in Ry induces aP,, but P; does not contain &3). Letzy, ..., xg be the vertices of thés, in order.
Note thatxs, 23, 24, 25 € Ro. Suppose that; € Rs. Without loss of generality, we may assume
xo € Wa. If 23 € By, then we must have, € Ws. But then there is no possible choice fay. we
cannot haver; € R, (as noted above), we cannot haue e B (since thenc, would be adjacent
to z5) and we cannot have; € By, since thencg would be inW, and H,,[z2, x5, 25, 2] would
be a2P,, contradicting the fact thal,,[B; U Ws] is a2P-free bipartite graph. Thus if; € Ra,
xo € Wo thenxzs € Bs (since every vertex ity has a unique neighbour iRy). Now x4 & W,
(otherwisexs would be inBs, which would mean that, would be adjacent tes) andx, € Ry (as
explained above), so, € W,. But this cannot happen, singe ¢ R, (as explained above)s ¢ Bs
(sincex; is not adjacent tas), soxs € By, Soxg € W, contradicting the fact that; andz¢ are
not adjacent. We conclude that &% in H,, can include a vertex aR,.
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By symmetry, any induced; must therefore contain at least three verticeBlinU Bs. In this
case, it must have at least two verticeginsincelV; is an independent set. If tHé also has a vertex
in W5 then it must have exactly one vertexlivh, two in Bz, none inB; and three iV, which is
impossible, by a parity argument. Thus the whole offgenust be contained if,,[W; U Bs], which
leads toH,,[W; U Bs] containing & P, which contradicts the fact théf,,[W; U Bs] is a2P»-free
bipartite graph. This completes the proof. a

Theorem 5. The class of3P, P> + Py, Ps, P1 + P,)-free graphs has unbounded clique-width.

Proof. Letn > 1 be an integer. Using the notation of Theofdm 3, we constrgphG,, as follows.
We define vertex subsets

Voo =10

Vio={bi} fori>1

Vo,; ={w;}forj>1
Vij={xi;}fori,j > 1.

We define edge subsets

Ey ={bib; | i,j€{1,...,n},i#j}

Ey ={ww; |i,j€{l,....,n},i#j}

Es = {bgx;; | t,5,k€{1,...,n},i <k}
Ey ={wgzij;|t,5,k€{1,...,n},j <k}

Let V(G,,) be the union of the sel ; for ¢, j € {0,...,n}, andletE(G,) = E1 U E; U E3 U Ey.
By Theoreni B withm = 0, the graph,, has clique-width at least.
We define the sets

B={b|ic{l,...,n}}
WZ{U}1|Z€{1,,TL}}
X:{ZCZ'J' |z,]€{1,,n}}

Note that two vertices i3 (respectivelyX) cannot each have private neighboursin(respec-
tively B). (When considering a pair of vertices, v2, aprivate neighbouof v, is a vertex adjacent
to v1, but not tovs.) We will show that everyz,, is (3P, P» + Py, Ps, P, + Py)-free.

First we show tha€7,, is (3P)-free. For contradiction, suppose tlfat contains an inducegiP,.
Then, sinceX is an independent set and bdghandil are cliques, at most one of tli& components
could occurin each aff,,[BU X] andG,, [W U X]. Since no vertex oB is adjacent to a vertex 67,
we find thatG,, therefore cannot contain an inducg,.

We now show that7,, is (P> + Py)-free. For contradiction, suppose tl@} contains an induced
P, + P4. SinceX is an independent set, we may assume thatitheontains at least one vertex
of B. The P, can have at most two vertices Bhand if it has two such vertices, one of them must be
the end-vertex of thé’,; otherwise the two vertices iB would each have a private neighbourXn
which cannot happen. Thus if tHg, has a vertex i3 then it must have a vertex ik and another
in W (sinceX is an independent set). Thus tRe must have both a vertex iB and a vertex ifiV.
Then an independeifit, cannot be found sincB andWW are cliques and is an independent set.

We now show thaty,, is Ps-free. For contradiction, suppose thGf, contains an induced;.
Any Ps can contain at most two vertices Bf(respectivelyi?’), at most one of which can be adjacent
to any vertex ofX in the Ps. Let vy, . .., vg be the vertices of thé in order. If theP; contains two
vertices ofB (respectivelyii’), then these two vertices must be adjacent and one of thermnbhaas
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end-vertex of theP. In this case, assume without loss of generality that, € B. Thenvs € X,
sovy € W. Sincevy is a middle-vertex of thé%, neithervs, vg ¢ W. This meanss, vg € X, which
cannot happen sinc& is an independent set. This contradiction means that at omesvertex of
the Ps can be in each oB and W, so at least four vertices of the are members of. This is
impossible sinceX is an independent set. Tha, is indeedP;-free.

Finally, we show that7,, is (P, + P,)-free. For contradiction, suppose th@}, contains and
induced P, + Py. If the dominating vertex of thé’ + P, is in X then, since no vertex i is
adjacent to a vertex ifi, the other vertices must either be all # or all be in W, which is a
contradiction. Thus the dominating vertex must be (withHoss of generality) inB and the other
vertices in theP; + P, must therefore all be iB U X. At most two of the other vertices can be
in X (sinceX is an independent set arié] has independence number 2) and at most two of them
can be inB (sinceB is a clique). So exactly three vertices of the+ P, must be inB and two
must be inX. SinceX is an independent set ariglis a clique, the two vertices iX must be the
two vertices of degree 2 in the, + P,. However, this means that each of these two verticeX in
has a private neighbour iR, which is a contradiction. This shows tha{, is indeed(P; + P;)-free,
which completes the proof. a

5 Classifying Classes of H;, H»)-Free Graphs

In this section we study the boundedness of clique-widtHadses of graphs defined by two forbid-
den induced subgraphs. Recall that this study is partiatitivated by the fact that it is easy to obtain

a full classification for the boundedness of clique-widtlgadiph classes defined by one forbidden
induced subgraph, as shown in the next theorem. This clzetsifn does not seem to have previously
been explicitly stated in the literature.

Theorem 6. Let H be a graph. The class dff -free graphs has bounded clique-width if and only
if H is an induced subgraph d@f,.

Proof. First suppose thatl is an induced subgraph d@?,. Then the class ofi-free graphs is a
subclass of the class &f,-free graphs. The class &f,-free graphs is precisely the class of graphs of
clique-width at most 2[18].

Now suppose thall is a graph such that the classiéffree graphs has bounded clique-width. By
Fac{2, the class dff-free graphs has bounded clique-width. By Lenith&/3H < S. SinceH € S,
the graphi must be( K3, C,)-free. ThusH must be & P -free forest whose maximum independent
set has size at most 2. Therefdfenust be one of the following graphB;, 2P, Py + P>, P», Ps, Py.
All these graphs are induced subgraph#pf a

We are now ready to study classes of graphs defined by twadiebiinduced subgraphs. Given
four graphsf,, H», Hs, Hy, we say that the class ¢6ff, H)-free graphs and the class(dfs, Hy)-
free graphs arequivalentif the unordered pais, H, can be obtained from the unordered pair
H,, H, by some combination of the following operations:

1. complementing both graphs in the pair;
2. if one of the graphs in the pair is3, replacing it withP; + P5 or vice versa.

By Fac2 and Lemmfa 7, if two classes are equivalent then ombdianded clique-width if and only

if the other one does. Given this definition, we can now cfassi classes defined by two forbidden
induced subgraphs for which it is known whether or not thquaiwidth is bounded. This includes
both the already-known results and our new results. We atidlrlshow that (up to equivalence) this
leaves only 13 open cases.
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Theorem 7. LetG be a class of graphs defined by two forbidden induced subgrapten:

(i) G has bounded clique-width if it is equivalent to a clasg &f, H)-free graphs such that one
of the following holds:

Hyor Hy C; Py,

H, = sP, and H, = K, for somes, t;

Hy C; P+ PsandHy C; K13+ 3P, K13+ P, Pr+ 51,12, Ps0rSi13;

H, 2P+ P andE C; 2P, + P3, 3P, + P, or P, + Ps;

H, C; Pi+ PyandH, C; P, + Py or Ps;

H, C; 4Py andH, C; 2P, + Ps;

Hy,Hy C; K 3.

(i) G has unbounded clique-width if it is equivalent to a clas$®f, H-)-free graphs such that
one of the following holds:

H, Q S and H, Q S;

H, ¢ SandH, ¢ S;

Hy D; KI,S or2pP, andE D,; 4P, or 2P;

Hy D; Py + PyandHy O; P2 + Py;

Hy D, 2P, + P» andE B Klyg, 5P1, P, + P, or Fg;

H, D; 3P, anng 2, 2P, + 2Py, 2P, + Py, 4P, + P,, 3P, or 2Ps;

Hy D; 4P andEQi P, + Pyor 3P, + Ps.

NouswbhpE

NoogsrwhE

Proof. We first consider the bounded cases. Statefnent (i).1 follaws Theoreni . To prove State-
ment[(i).2 note that iff; = sP; and H, = K, for somes,¢ then by Ramsey’s Theorem, all
graphs in the class dfff;, H»)-free graphs have a bounded number of vertices and theréifere
clique-width of graphs in this class is bounded. By the dgfiniof equivalence, when proving State-
ment[(i).3, we may assume thaf; = Kj3. Then Statemert (i)}3 follows from F&ck 2 combined
with the fact that K3, H)-free graphs have bounded clique-widttHfis K7 3 + 3P, (TheoreniR),
Ky 3+ P, [21], P, + S1.1.2 (Theorenidl) P [5] or Sy 3 [21]. Statemert (i)}4 follows from Fakt 2
and the fact thaf2P, + P, 2P, + Ps)-free, (2P, + P, 3P, + P)-free and(2P;, + P2, P + Ps)-
free graphs have bounded clique-width[20]. Staterhery {gllows from Fac{® and the fact that
both (P, + Py, P, + P,)-free graphs[[7] andPs, P, + P,)-free graphs[[8] have bounded clique-
width. Statemerit (i)]6 follows from F&ct 2 and the fact tf2a®, + Ps, K4)-free graphs have bounded
clique-width [3]. Statemert (1) 7 follows from the fact thd; 3, K, 3)-free graphs have bounded
clique-width [1.,9].

We now consider the unbounded cases. Statemients (ii). [ix@tf¢llow from Lemmal3 and
Fact2. Statemeft (ii)}3 follows from the fact that the abssef(Cy, K1 3, K4, 2P, + P2)-free [4],
(K4, 2P)-free [4] and(Cy, Cs, 2P, )-free graphs (or equivalently, split graphs)|[41] have unided
cligue-width. Statement (ii)]4 follows from Fdct 2 and tleetfthat the class ofP, + Py, 3P, Fs,

P, + P,)-free (Theorerml5) graphs have unbounded clique-widtheBtanf (ii).5 follows from Fa¢il2
and the fact thaCy, K1 3, K4,2P, + P)-free [4],(5P1,2P; + P,)-free [19],(2P, + Py, Po+ Py)-
free (see arXiv version of [20]) and, 2P, + P»)-free (Theorerhl4) graphs have unbounded clique-
width. To prove Statemept(ii).6, suppole O; 3P, andHy O; 2P, +2P», 2P + Py, AP1 + Py, 3P
or2P;. ThenH; ¢ S, soH, € S, otherwise we are done by Statemient (ji).2. By Leniin&/5js

not an induced subgraph of any graph{iR’y 5 + 3Py, K13 + P>, P1 + S11.3,51,2,3}. The class

of (H,, H»)-free graphs contains the class of complement&offree bipartite graphs. By Falt 2
and Lemmal, this latter class has unbounded clique-widgte®enf (ii).f follows from the FaCt 2
and the fact that the classes @4, P, + P,)-free graphs (Lemm@l 8) an@d P, 3P, + P,)-free
graphs[[19] have unbounded clique-width. a

As we will prove in Theoren]8, the above classification leagractly 13 open cases (up to
equivalence).
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Open Problem 1 Does the class aff, H»)-free graphs have bounded clique-width when:

1. Hy =3P, Hy € {P1+ P2+ P3, PL + 2P, PL + P5, P + S1,13, P2 + P4, 8122, 51,23}
2. H =2P; +P2,_]:’2 € {P1 + P+ P3, Py +2P2,P1+P5};

3. H; :P1+P4,H2 S {P1+2P2,P2—|—P3}Or

4, Hy = H, = 2P, + P;.

Note that the two pairé3P;, S; 12) and (3P, S12.3), or equivalently, the two pairéKs, S1 2.2)
and (K3, S1,2,3) are the only pairs that correspond to open cases in which Hethnd H, are
connected. We also observe the following. &t € { P, + P> + P3, P, + 2P, P, + P5, Py + S11.3,
Py+ Py, S1.2.2,51.2,3} Lemmd4 shows that all bipartifé,-free graphs have bounded clique-width.
Moreover, the grapt®; + 2P, is an induced subgraph @f,. Hence, for investigating whether the
boundedness of the clique-width of bipartig-free graphs can be extended 65, H»)-free graphs,
the Hy, = P; + 2P, case is the starting case.

Theorem 8. LetG be a class of graphs defined by two forbidden induced subgrdpteng is not
equivalent to any of the classes listed in Thedrém 7 if angibitlis equivalent to one of the 13 cases
listed in Open Problenl 1.

Proof. It is easy to verify that none of the classes listed in Operléro[1 are equivalent to classes
listed in Theorer]7.

Let H,, H, be graphs and I& be the class ofH;, H»)-free graphs. Supposkis not equivalent
to any class listed in Theorefh 7. Théfi € S or H, € S, otherwise Theoref[7.(ii).1 applies.
Similarly, H; € Sor H, € S. If H;, H; € S for somei € {1,2}, thenH; C; P, (as shown in the
proof of Theoreni ), in which case TheorEln 7.{i).1 applies.

Due to the definition of equivalence, for the remainder ofttaof we may assume without loss of
generality that,, H, € S, but neither is an induced subgraph/f Furthermore, we may assume
that neitherfZ; nor H, is isomorphic taP, + Ps, as in this case the definition of equivalence would
allow us to replace?; + P; by 3P;. Also note that the situation fdif, and H, is symmetric, i.e. if
we exchanged these graphs, the resulting class would beadenti.

Suppose thatP, Z; H,. Then we must have th&f, = 2P, (asH, Z; Py). If Hy D; K 3,4P,
or 2P, then Theorerfl7(ii)]3 applies. Sindé, € S, we may therefore assume thds is a linear
forest which is(4P;, 2P,)-free. This means thatl, is an induced subgraph @, + P, in which
case Theorem[7.(i).5 applies (sirtB, C; Ps).

We therefore assume thaP, C; Hy, Hy. Now Hy, H, mustbe2P; +2P,, 2Py + Py, 4P + P,
3Py, 2P;)-free, otherwise Theorem[7-(ii).6 would apply. Sinke, H> € S, by Lemmdb, each of
H,, H, must either contain no edges or be an induced subgraph dilghpslifferent) graphs in
{Ki3+3P,K13+ P2, PL + S1,13,51,2,3}. The induced subgraphs of graphs{iR’; 3 + 3P,
Ky 3+ P2, P+ S1,1.3,51,2,3} are listed in Tablg]1.

First suppose thafl; contains no edges. TheH, must contain an edge, otherwise Theo-
rem7[.(7).2 would apply. We first assume thiat = 3P,. If Hy C; K1 3+3P1, K13+ P2, Pi+51 1.2,

Ps or S1 1 3, then Theorem[7-(1)] 3 applies. This leaves the cases Wiigke { P, + Py + Ps, P +2P»,
Pi+Ps, Pi+511,3, Po+ Py, S1,2,2,51,2,3}, all of which are stated in Open Probléinl1.1. Now assume
Hy = kP fork > 4.1f Hy D; K13, P + Py, 3P, + P> or 2P, Theoreni[-(ii).B applies.
Otherwise,H, must be & P, + Py, 3P, + P»,2P,)-free linear forest, which (by assumption) is not
an edgeless graph. A%; Z; P, andH, # P, + Ps, this means thakl, € {2P, + P»,2P; + P3}.

In both these cases, i = 4 then Hy C; 2P, + P, so Theorenif-()]6 applies; if > 5 then

2P + P> C; Ho, so Theorerilf (i)]5 applies.

By symmetry, we may therefore assume that neiffienor [, are edgeless. As stated above, in
this case we may assume that béih and H, are induced subgraphs of (possibly different) graphs
in {K13+ 3P, K13+ P2, P + 51,13, 51,2,3}. Combining this with our previous assumptions that
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Graph Name Graph Name Graph Name

)——‘ S1,2,3 %‘—-—‘ e Pi+S5113 . >%‘ Ki3+ 3P
>—‘—< S1,1,3 >—‘—‘ . P+ 51,2 >—‘ — Kis+ P
C’ P+ Ps /.__.\ P>+ Py °:\ P+ P+ Ps
< . 3P + P o 6P

P+ P 2P, + Ps

>—‘—‘ S11,2 >—‘ . Kis3+ P (7 Ps
<y P+ Py AN AN

\ / P +2P °._.° 3P+ P> °. .° 5P
>—‘ Ki3 I_I Py :_I P+ Ps
I I 2P, °_° 2P + P, 4P,
/\ Ps ) P+ P ) 3P
— P, . . 2P . Py

Table 1: The induced subgraphs$ifs 5, S1.1,3+P1, K1, 3+3P; andK; 3+ P, arranged by number
of vertices.
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neitherH, nor H; is equal toP, + Ps or an induced subgraph &, means that{,, H, ¢ {K13,
K173+P1,K173—|—2P1,K173+3P1,K173+P2,P1 +P2+P3,P1+2P2,P1+P4,P1 —|—P5,P1—|—S17172,
Pi+5113,2P1+ P, 2P+ P3,3P1 + P2,3P1 + P3, P+ P3, Po+ Py, Ps, P5,51,1,2,51,1,3,51,2,2,
S1,2,3} (see also Tablgl 1 and recall thsd®; C; H,, H>). In particular, this shows that the number of
open cases is finite.

SupposeH; is not a linear forest. Thei'; 3 C; H;. If Hy D; 2P, + P,,4P; or 2P, then
TheoreniJ(ii).B ofIf-(i).p applies. The only remainingate for H, is K; 3. Then, by symmetry,
we may assume thaf; is isomorphic tak; 3, in which case Theoref[7.(i}.7 applies.

We may now assume thaf; and H, are both linear forests, each containing at least one edge.
In other WOrdS,Hl,FQ € {P1 + Py, + P3, P, + 2P, P, + Py, P, + P5,2P; + P»,2P, + Ps,
3P+ P,,3P, + P;, P, + P3, P, + Py, Ps, Ps}. Note that both of these graphs must therefore either
be isomorphic taPs or contain2P; + P, as an induced subgraph. M; = P5 then H, must be
(4P1,2P;)-free otherwise Theorel{7-(ii}.3 applies. Thids € { P, + P4, 2P, + P»}, in which case
TheoreniY.(i).p applies. We may therefore assume thateeith nor Hs is isomorphic toPs, and
both must therefore contai?, + P, as an induced subgraph. Therefore, neitHgmor H, may
contains Py, P, + P4 or Ps as an induced subgraph, otherwise Thedrém 7](ii).5 woutdyajd/e
therefore conclude thdf,, Hy € {P, + Py + P3, P, + 2Py, Py + Py, P, + P5, 2P, + Py, 2P, + P,
3P, + Py, P> + Ps}.

Suppose; = 2P + P». If Hy € {Py + P4,2P + P>}, then Theorerl7-())]5 would apply. If
Hy € {2P, + P3,3P1 + P, P, + P3}, then Theoremlf7-(i)]4 would apply. This leaves the casesavhe
Hy, € {P, + P, + P3, P, + 2P5, P, + P5}, which appear as Open Probl€if]1.2. We now assume
neitherH, nor H, is isomorphic t@P; + P,.

Supposel; = P+ Py. If Hy € {P,+Py+Ps, Pi+Ps, 2P+ P3, 3P+ P } then Theorem7-(ii)]4
or[[{i).7 would apply. IfHy = P, + P4, then Theorerl7-(0)]5 applies. This leaves the case where
Hy € {P, + 2P, P, + P3}, both of which appear in Open Probléi]1.3. We may therefaeras
that 7, and H, are not isomorphic t@, + P;.

We have now thatl; andHy € {P, + Po + P3, Py + 2P,, P, + P5,2P, + P3,3P, + P,

P, + Ps}. Note that each of these graphs contains eittfér or 2P, as an induced subgraph. If
either H; or H, contains an induce®P,, then in all these cases TheorElfn 7-(ji).3 would apply. We
may therefore assume théy, H, € {2P, + P3,3P; + P, }. However, both these graphs contaif,
soif H; = 3Py + P», then Theoremlf(ii)]7 applies. Therefdile = H, = 2P, + P3, which is Open
ProblenI}%. This completes the proof. O

6 Forbidding Other Patterns

Instead of forbidding one or more graphs as an induced sphgriisome other grapfy, we could
also forbid graphs under other containment relations. Kkamgple, a graplG is (Ha,..., H,)-
subgraph-freéf G has no subgraph isomorphic to a graph{ifi, ..., H,}. In this section we
consider this containment relation and two other well-kna@ntainment relations, which we de-
fine below.

LetG andH be graphs. The@ containsH as aminoror topological minorif G can be modified
into H by a sequence that consists of edge contractions, edgéodsletind vertex deletions, or
by a sequence that consists of vertex dissolutions, edgtialed and vertex deletions, respectively.
If G does not contain any of the grapls, ..., H, as a (topological) minor, we say thét is
(Hi, ..., Hp)-(topological-)minor-free

When we forbid a finite collection of either minors, subgrajn topological minors, we can
completely characterize those graph classes that havalbdwtique-width. Before we prove these
results we first state four known results, the last of whiaghlsafound in the textbook of Diestél [24].
For a graphG, lettw(G) denote the tree-width a¥ (see, for example, Diestel [24] for a definition).
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Lemma 10 ([1]).LetH € S. Then the class aff -subgraph-free graphs has bounded clique-width.
Lemma 11 ([15]).LetG be a graph. Theaw(G) < 3 x 2tW(G)—1,

Lemma 12 ([51]).Let H be a planar graph. Then the class Bf-minor-free graphs has bounded
tree-width.

Lemma 13. Let H be a graph of maximum degree at m8stThen any graph that contairf$ as a
minor containsH as a topological minor.

We are now ready to state the three dichotomy results.
Theorem 9. Let{Hq, ..., H,} be afinite set of graphs. Then the following statements hold:

(i) The class of(H, ..., H,)-subgraph-free graphs has bounded clique-width if and ahly
H,; € Sforsomel < i <p.

(i) The class of Hy, ..., Hp)-minor-free graphs has bounded clique-width if and onlf jfis pla-
nar for somel < i < p.

(i) The class of Hy, ..., H,)-topological-minor-free graphs has bounded clique-wididnd only
if H; is planar and has maximum degree at md§br somel < ¢ < p.

Proof. We first prove (i). First suppose thaf; € S for somei. Then the class ofHq,. .., H,)-
subgraph-free graphs has bounded clique-width, by Lemmald® suppose thall; ¢ S for all .

Forj > 0, let I; be the graph formed froPs by joining the central vertices of the twié;’s by a

path of lengthj (sol, = K3 4). SinceH; ¢ S, everyH,; contains an induced subgraph isomorphic
to someC; or to somel;. Let g be the maximum number of vertices of such an induced subgraph
in Hy + --- + H,. Then the class ofH., ..., H,)-subgraph-free graphs contains the clasg-of
subdivided walls. Hence, it has unbounded clique-width bsnind 2.

We now prové (ii). First suppose théat; is planar for some. Then the class aoff;-minor-free
graphs, and thus the class(éf, . . ., H,)-minor-free graphs, has bounded tree-width by Lerhnia 12.
Consequently, it has bounded clique-width, by Lenimia 11. Noppose thatf; is non-planar for
all ;. Because planar graphs are closed under taking minorsy plemar graph iSHs, ..., H,)-
minor-free. Hence, the class @1, . . . , H,)-minor-free graphs contains the class of walls, and thus
has unbounded clique-width by Lemfda 2.

Finally, we prové (iii). First suppose thaf; is a planar graph of maximum degree at most 3 for
somei. By Lemma[1B, anyH;-topological-minor-free is;-minor-free. Hence, we can repeat the
arguments from above to find that the clasg 8, . . ., H,,)-free graphs has bounded clique-width.
Now suppose thall; is either non-planar or contains a vertex of degree at leftdll 7. Consider
someH,. First assume thakl; is not planar. Because planar graphs are closed under ttkog
logical minors, every planar graph, and thus every wallf jsopological-minor-free. Now suppose
that H; is planar. ThenH; must have maximum degree at least 4. Because every wall hds mi

mum degree at most 3, it H;-topological-minor-free. We conclude that the clas$8t, . .., Hy)-
topological-minor-free graphs contains the class of waligl thus has unbounded clique-width by
Lemmd2. O

7 Consequences for Colouring

One of the motivations of our research was to further theystfithe computational complexity of the
COLOURING problem for(H;, H»)-free graphs. Recall that@ oURING is polynomial-time solv-

able on any graph class of bounded clique-width by combiresglts of Kobler and Rotics [35] and
Oum [45]. By combining a number of known results[11,12,313%.4Z,48.49,52] with new results,
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Dabrowski, Golovach and Paulusmal[19] presented a sumnfdayawvn results for ©LOURING
restricted ta H;, H»)-free graphs. Combining Theorérmh 7 with the results of Kohtet Rotics([[35]
and Oum|[45] and incorporating a number of recent result®323] leads to an updated summary.
This updated summary (and a proof of it) can be found in therresurvey paper of Golovach, John-
son, Paulusma and Sorig [27], but for completeness we alsergri here.

The graphCy is another notation used fét + P5. The graph with vertices, b, ¢, d, e and edges
ab, ac, ad, be, de is called thehammerand is denoted bg’;. The graph with vertices, b, ¢, d, e and
edgesib, ac, ad, be, be is called thebull and is denoted by’ ™.

Theorem 10. Let H; and H, be two graphs. Then the following hold:

(i) CoLOURING is NP-complete for( H, H»)-free graphs if

H, D, C,forr>3andH, O; Cs fors >3

Hy D; KyzandH; 2; Ky 3

H, and H> contain a spanning subgraph ®f, as an induced subgraph

Hy 2; CfTandHy O, K4

H, O; 03 andH2 By Kl,r for r >5

H; O; C, forr >4 anng O K173

Hy, D; CzandHy O; Pao

H, D; C, forr > 5 and H, contains a spanning subgraph@#f, as an induced subgraph
H, D, C.,+ P for3 <r < 4or H D; C.forr > 6, and H, contains a spanning
subgraph oR P, as an induced subgraph

10. H; DO; K,0r Hy D; 2P + P, andH2 Dy Klyg.

(i) COLOURING is polynomial-time solvable fdiH,, H»)-free graphs if

1. H, or Hy is an induced subgraph @, + P; or of P,

2. Hi C; K1,3u andHQ G C;_+, Cg or Ps

3. H; # K, 5 is aforest on at most six vertices &, = K1 3+ 3P, andH; C; C;f
4. Hy C; sPyor Hy C; sP + Ps for s >1, andHQ = K; fort >4

5. H C;sPyorH; C,; sP, + P5 for s > 1, andHQ G, C;_
6
7
8
9

CoNoGOA~ONE

.H{ G P+ PyorHy G Ps,andHy C; P+ Py

. H, C; Pr+PyorHy C; Ps,andH, C; Ps

. Hy §i2P1—|—P2,andH2 C; 3P+ P,orHy C; 2P, + P3

. Hy C; 2P+ Py,andHs C; 3P; + P or Hy C; 2P + P
10. H, giSpl—FPQforSZOOI’Hl:2P2,andH2 gitPl—i—ngortZO
11. H, C; 4P, andHy; C; 2P, + P;
12. H, C; Ps,andHy C; Cy0r Hy C; 2P + Ps.

From this summary we note that not only the case wHen= P, or H, = P, but thirteen other
maximal classes ofH1, Hy)-free graphs for which GLOURING is known to be polynomial-time
solvable can be obtained by combining Theofém 7 with theltsesfi Kobler and Rotics[[35] and
Oum [45] (see alsd [27]). One of these thirteen classes ishmatewe obtained in this paper (The-
orem[2), namely the class ¢ ; + 3P, P, + P;)-free graphs, for which GLOURING was not
previously known to be polynomial-time solvable. Note thabrowski, Lozin, Raman and Ries [21]
already showed that@ OURING is polynomial-time solvable fofP, + Ps, P1 + .51 ,1,2)-free graphs,
but in Theorenl !l we strengthened their result by showingttietlique-width of this class is also
bounded.

Theoreni 8 shows that there are 13 classdé$#f H)-free graphs (up to equivalence) for which
we do not know whether their clique-width is bounded. Thdasses correspond to 28+6+4+1=39
distinct classes ofH;, Hs)-free graphs. As can be readily verified from Theokein 10, dmeplexity
of COLOURING is unknown for only 15 of these classes. We list these cadew/be
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Hy € {3P,Py+ Ps}andHs € {Py + S113,5123};
H,=2P+ P, andE S {Pl + P+ P35, P+ 2P, P, + P5};
Hy =2P, + P,andH, € {P, + Py + P3, P, + 2P, P, + Ps};
= P, + PyandH, € {P, + 2P, P, + P3};

H, =P, +PyandH, € {P, + 2P, P, + P3};

H, :FQ:2P1+P3.

o0 s N PR
=

Note that Case 1 above reduces to two subcases by LEma @agdés of H,, H»)-free graphs, for
which the complexity of @ LOURING is still open and which are not listed above have unbounded
clique-width. Hence, new techniques will need to be dewetidp deal with these classes.

8 Conclusions

We have determined for which pait&;, H-) the class of H, H»)-free graphs has bounded clique-
width, and for which pair§ H1, H») it has unbounded clique-width except for 13 non-equivalent
cases, which we posed as open problems. We completelyfiddstie (un)boundedness of the
cligue-width of those classes of graphs in which we forbichédifamily of graphs{H, ..., H,}

as subgraphs, minors and topological minors, respectit7ally, we showed the implications of
our results for the complexity of thedL OURING problem restricted t0H,, H»)-free graphs. In par-
ticular we identified all 15 additional classes(df;, H»)-free graphs for which GLOURING could
potentially be solved in polynomial time if their clique-gith turns out to be bounded.
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