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Abstract

A class of graphs C is monadically stable if for any unary expansion Ĉ of C , one cannot
interpret, in first-order logic, arbitrarily long linear orders in graphs from Ĉ . It is known that
nowhere dense graph classes are monadically stable; these encompass most of the studied
concepts of sparsity in graphs, including classes of graphs that exclude a fixed topological
minor. On the other hand, monadic stability is a property expressed in purely model-theoretic
terms and hence it is also suited for capturing structure in dense graphs.

For several years, it has been suspected that one can construct a structure theory for
monadically stable graph classes that mirrors the theory of nowhere dense graph classes in
the dense setting. In this work we provide a next step in this direction by giving a character-
ization of monadic stability through the Flipper game: a game on a graph played by Flipper,
who in each round can complement the edge relation between any pair of vertex subsets, and
Connector, who in each round is forced to localize the game to a ball of bounded radius. This
is an analog of the Splitter game, which characterizes nowhere dense classes of graphs (Grohe,
Kreutzer, and Siebertz, J. ACM ’17).

We give two different proofs of our main result. The first proof is based on tools borrowed
from model theory, and it exposes an additional property of monadically stable graph classes
that is close in spirit to definability of types. Also, as a byproduct, we give an alternative
proof of the recent result of Braunfeld and Laskowski (arXiv 2209.05120) that monadic stabil-
ity for graph classes coincides with existential monadic stability. The second proof relies on
the recently introduced notion of flip-wideness (Dreier, Mählmann, Siebertz, and Toruńczyk,
arXiv 2206.13765) and provides an efficient algorithm to compute Flipper’s moves in a win-
ning strategy.
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1 Introduction

Monadic stability is a notion of logical tameness for classes of structures. Introduced by Baldwin
and Shelah [BS85] in the context of model theory1, it has recently attracted attention in the field
of structural graph theory. We recall the logical definition below. One of the main contributions
of this paper is to provide a purely combinatorial characterization of monadically stable classes
of graphs. Our characterization is effective, and can be employed in algorithmic applications,
as we explain later.

In this paper we focus on (undirected, simple) graphs, rather than arbitrary structures. A
graph is modelled as a relational structure with one symmetric binary relation signifying adja-
cency. By a class of graphs we mean any set of graphs. For a class of graphs C , a unary expansion
of C is any class Ĉ of structures such that each Ĝ ∈ Ĉ is obtained from some graph in G ∈ C
by adding some unary predicates. Thus, the elements of Ĉ can be regarded as vertex-colored
graphs from C . A class of graphs C is called monadically stable if one cannot interpret, using
a fixed formula ϕ(x̄, ȳ) of first-order logic, arbitrarily long linear orders in any unary expan-
sion Ĉ of C . More precisely, for every unary expansion Ĉ and formula ϕ(x̄, ȳ) with |x̄| = |ȳ|
(over the signature of Ĉ ) there is a bound ` such that there is no structure Ĝ ∈ Ĉ and tuples
ā1, . . . , ā` ∈ V(Ĝ)x̄ such that Ĝ |= ϕ(āi, āj) if and only if i 6 j. More generally, C is monadically
dependent (or monadically NIP) if one cannot interpret, using a fixed formula ϕ(x̄, ȳ) of first-order
logic, all finite graphs in any unary expansion of C . Thus, from the model-theoretic perspective,
the intuition is that being monadically dependent is being non-trivially constrained: for any
fixed interpretation, one cannot interpret arbitrarily complicated structures in vertex-colored
graphs from the considered class. On the other hand, graphs from monadically stable classes
are “orderless”, in the sense that one cannot totally order any large part of them using a fixed
first-order formula.

Baldwin and Shelah proved that in the definitions, one can alternatively rely on formu-
las ϕ(x, y) with just a pair of free variables, instead of a pair of tuples of variables [BS85,
Lemma 8.1.3, Theorem 8.1.8]. Moreover, they proved that monadically stable theories are tree
decomposable [BS85, Theorem 4.2.17], providing a structure theorem for such theories, although
one of a very infinitary nature. A more explicit, combinatorial structure theorem for monad-
ically stable and monadically dependent is desirable for obtaining algorithmic results for the
considered classes, as we discuss later.

On the other hand, Braunfeld and Laskowski [BL22] very recently proved that for hereditary
classes of structures C that are not monadically stable or monadically dependent, the required
obstructions (total orders or arbitrary graphs) can be exhibited by an existential formula ϕ(x̄, ȳ)
in the signature of C , without any additional unary predicates. Among other things, this shows
that for hereditary classes of structures, the notions of monadic stability coincides with the
more well-known notion of stability, and similarly, monadic dependence coincides with depen-
dence (NIP). Furthermore, since the formulas are existential, this result can be seen as a rather
explicit, combinatorial non-structure theorem for hereditary classes that are not monadically
stable (resp. monadically dependent). Still, they do not provide explicit structural results for
classes that are monadically stable or monadically dependent.

Explicit, combinatorial and algorithmic structural results for monadically dependent and
monadically stable classes are not only desired, but also expected to exist, based on the known

1Formally, Baldwin and Shelah [BS85], as well as Braunfeld and Laskowski [BL22], study monadically dependent
and monadically stable theories, rather than classes of structures. Some of their results transfer to the more general
setting of monadically dependent/stable classes of structures.
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examples of such classes that have been studied in graph theory and computer science. As
observed by Adler and Adler [AA14] based on the work of Podewski and Ziegler [PZ78], all
nowhere dense graph classes are monadically stable. A class C is nowhere dense if for every fixed
r ∈ N, one cannot find r-subdivisions2 of arbitrarily large cliques as subgraphs of graphs in C .
In particular, every class excluding a fixed topological minor (so also the class of planar graphs,
or the class of subcubic graphs) is monadically stable. In fact, it follows from the results of Adler
and Adler [AA14] and of Dvořák [Dvo18] that monadic stability and monadic dependence are
both equivalent to nowhere denseness if one assumes that we work with a class of sparse graphs
(formally, with a class of graphs that excludes a fixed biclique as a subgraph). However, since
they are defined in only model-theoretic terms, monadic stability and monadic dependence are
not bound to sparsity; they can be used to understand and quantify structure in dense graphs
as well.

The pinnacle of the theory of nowhere dense graph classes is the result of Grohe, Kreutzer,
and Siebertz [GKS17] that the model-checking problem for first-order logic is fixed-parameter
tractable on any nowhere dense class of graphs.

Theorem 1.1 ([GKS17]) For every nowhere dense graph class C , first-order sentence ϕ, and ε > 0, there
exists an algorithm that given an n-vertex graph G ∈ C decides whether G |= ϕ in time OC ,ϕ,ε(n1+ε).

Monadically dependent classes include all monadically stable classes, in particular all nowhere
dense classes, but also for instance all classes of bounded twin-width [BKTW20]. An analogous
result, with 1 + ε replaced by 3, holds for all classes C of ordered graphs3 of bounded twin-
width [BGOdM+22].

In light of the discussion above, monadic stability and monadic dependence seem to be
well-behaved generalizations of nowhere denseness that are defined in purely model-theoretic
terms; hence these concepts may be even better suited for treating the model-checking problem
for first-order logic. This motivated the following conjecture [war16], which has been a subject
of intensive study over the last few years4.

Conjecture 1.1 Let C be a monadically dependent graph class. There exists a constant c ∈N depending
only on C and, for every first-order sentence ϕ, an algorithm that, given a n-vertex graph G ∈ C , decides
whether G |= ϕ in time OC ,ϕ(nc).

Conjecture 1.1 is not even resolved for monadically stable classes. To approach this conjec-
ture, it is imperative to obtain explicit, combinatorial structure theorems for monadically stable
and in monadically dependent graph classes, with a particular focus on finding analogs of the
tools used in the proof of Theorem 1.1. Our work contributes in this direction. We provide cer-
tain tree-like decompositions for graphs in monadically stable graph classes, which can be most
intuitively explained in terms of games. On the one hand, our decompositions generalize a sim-
ilar result for nowhere dense classes, recalled below. On the other hand, they are remininiscent
of the tree decomposability property proved by Baldwin and Shelah, but are more explicit and
finitary in nature.

Splitter game. The cornerstone of the proof of Theorem 1.1 is a game-theoretic characteriza-
tion of nowhere denseness, through the Splitter game. This game has a fixed radius parameter

2The r-subdivision of a graph H is the graph obtained from H by replacing every edge with a path of length r + 1.
3Ordered graphs are graphs equipped with a total order.
4To the best of our knowledge the conjecture was first explicitly discussed during the open problem session of the

Algorithms, Logic and Structure Workshop in Warwick, in 2016, see [war16].
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r ∈N and is played on a graph G between two players, Splitter and Connector, who make moves
in rounds alternately. In each round, Splitter first chooses any vertex u and removes it from the
graph. Next, Connector has to select any other vertex v, and the game gets restricted to the
subgraph induced by the ball of radius r with center at v. The game ends with Splitter’s victory
when there are no vertices left in the graph.

Theorem 1.2 ([GKS17]) A class C of graphs is nowhere dense if and only if for every r ∈N there exists
k ∈N such that for every G ∈ C , Splitter can win the radius-r Splitter game on G within k rounds.

Very roughly speaking, Theorem 1.2 shows that any graph from a nowhere dense class can
be hierarchically decomposed into smaller and smaller parts so that the decomposition has
height bounded by a constant k depending only on the class and the locality parameter r. This
decomposition is used in the algorithm of Theorem 1.1 to guide model-checking.

Flipper game. In this work we introduce an analog of the Splitter game for monadically stable
graph classes: the Flipper game. Similarly to before, the game is played on a graph G and there
is a fixed radius parameter r ∈ N. There are two players, Flipper and Connector, which make
moves in rounds alternately. In her move, Flipper selects any pair of vertex subsets A, B (possi-
bly non-disjoint) and applies the flip between A and B: inverts the adjacency between any pair
(a, b) of vertices with a ∈ A and b ∈ B. Connector’s moves are exactly as in the Splitter game;
in every round, he needs to select a ball of radius r, and the game is restricted to the subgraph
induced by this ball. The game is won by Flipper once there is only one vertex left.

We remark that the Flipper game is a radius-constrained variant of the natural game for
graph parameter SC-depth, which is functionally equivalent to shrubdepth, in the same way that
the Splitter game is a radius-constrained variant of the natural game for treedepth. SC-depth
and shrubdepth were introduced and studied by Ganian et al. in [GHN+12, GHN+19].

Our main result is the following analog of Theorem 1.2 for monadically stable classes.

Theorem 1.3 A class C of graphs is monadically stable if and only if for every r ∈N there exists k ∈N

such that for every graph G ∈ C , Flipper can win the radius-r Flipper game on G within k rounds.

Let us compare Theorem 1.3 with another recent characterization of monadic stability, pro-
posed by Gajarský and Kreutzer, and proved by Dreier, Mählmann, Siebertz, and Toruńczyk
[DMST22], through the notion of flip-wideness. This notion is an analog of uniform quasi-wideness,
introduced by Dawar [Daw10]. Without going into technical details, a class of graphs C is uni-
formly quasi-wide if for any graph G ∈ C and any large enough set of vertices A in G, one can
find many vertices in A that are pairwise far from each other after the removal of a constant
number of vertices from G. As proved by Nešetřil and Ossona de Mendez [NO11], a class of
graphs is uniformly quasi-wide if and only if it is nowhere dense. Flip-wideness is an analog
of uniform quasi-wideness obtained similarly to the Flipper game: by replacing the concept of
deleting a vertex with applying a flip; see Definition 1 for a formal definition. The fact that
monadic stability is equivalent to flip-wideness (as proved in [DMST22]) and to the existence of
a short winning strategy in the Flipper game (as proved in this paper) suggests the following:
the structural theory of monadically stable graph classes mirrors that of nowhere dense graph
classes, where the flip operation is the analog of the operation of removing a vertex.

We give two very different proofs of Theorem 1.3. The first proof is based on elementary
model-theoretic techniques, and it provides new insight into the properties of monadically sta-
ble graph classes. As a side effect, it gives a new (though non-algorithmic) proof of the main
result of [DMST22]: equivalence of monadic stability and flip-wideness. On the other hand, the
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second proof relies on the combinatorial techniques developed in [DMST22]. It has the advan-
tage of being effective, and provides an efficient algorithm for computing Flipper’s moves in a
winning strategy.

Model-theoretic proof. The following statement lists properties equivalent to monadic stabil-
ity uncovered in our model-theoretic proof. Notions not defined so far will be explained later.

Theorem 1.4 Let C be a class of graphs. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

1. C is monadically stable.

2. C has a stable edge relation and is monadically dependent with respect to existential formulas
ϕ(x, y) with two free variables.

3. C has a stable edge relation and is pattern-free.

4. For every r ∈ N every model G of the theory of C , every elementary extension H of G, and every
vertex v ∈ V(H)−V(G), there is a finite set S ⊆ V(G) that r-separates v from G.

5. For every r ∈ N there is k ∈ N such that Separator wins the Separation Game of radius r on
every G ∈ C in at most k rounds.

6. For every r ∈ N there is k ∈ N such that Flipper wins the Flipper game of radius r on every
G ∈ C in at most k rounds.

7. C is flip-wide.

(1)
mon. stable

(2)
stable edge relation

+ ex. mon. dependent

(3)
stable edge relation

+ pattern-free

(4)
separable

(5)
Separator wins

(6)
Flipper wins

(7)
flip-wide

trivial Sec. 6 Sec. 7 Sec. 8
Sec. 3.1

Sec. 3.1 + 4.1

Sec. 4.2

[DMST22]

FIGURE 1: The implications that constitute Theorem 1.4, together with the sections in which they are proved.

The implications that constitute Theorem 1.4 are illustrated in Fig. 1. Note that Theorem 1.3
is the equivalence (1)↔(6). Let us give a brief overview of the presented conditions.

Conditions (1) and (2), respectively, are monadic stability and a weak form of existential
monadic stability. Recall that Baldwin and Shelah proved that it is sufficient to consider formu-
las ϕ(x, y) with two free variables in the definition of monadic stability (instead of formulas
ϕ(x̄, ȳ)), whereas Braunfeld and Laskowski proved that it is sufficient to consider existential
formulas ϕ(x̄, ȳ) that do not involve additional unary predicates. The condition (2) lies some-
where in between: it implies that it is sufficient to consider existential formulas ϕ(x, y) with
two variables, possibly involving additional unary predicates. In particular, it implies the re-
sult of Baldwin and Shelah (in the case of graph classes) and is incomparable with the result of
Braunfeld and Laskowski. Our proof uses different techniques.
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Condition (3) is a rather explicit combinatorial condition. Roughly, a class C is pattern-free if
it does not encode, using a quantifier-free formula ϕ(x, y), the class of r-subdivided cliques, for
any fixed r > 1. See Definition 2 for details.

Condition (4) is phrased in the language of model theory and serves a key role in our proof.
It resembles a fundamental property called “definability of types”, and in essence it says the
following: whenever working with a model G of the theory of C , every element of any elemen-
tary extension of G can be robustly “controlled” by a finite subset of G. We believe that the
new notion of r-separation used here is of independent interest. It refers to non-existence of
short paths after applying some flips governed by S. The implication (3)→(4) is the core part of
our proof.

Conditions (5) and (6) assert the existence of a short winning strategy in the Flipper game
and its technical variant, the Separation game. In essence, in the Separation game we restrict the
moves of Flipper (now called Separator) by requiring that the flips are definable using a bounded
number of vertices. Also, we measure distances somewhat differently, so that intuitively we
take into account all possible flips that Separator could have made. The implication (4)→(5)
is proved by proposing a strategy for Separator and using compactness combined with (4) to
argue that it leads to a victory within a bounded number of rounds.

Finally, condition (7) is the notion of flip-wideness, whose equivalence with monadic sta-
bility was proved by Dreier et al. [DMST22]. We prove the implication (5)→(7) by (essentially)
providing a strategy for Connector in the Separator game when the class is not flip-wide. Then
we rely on the implication (7)→(1) from [DMST22] to close the circle of implications; this proves
the equivalence of (1)-(7) with the exception of (6). We remark that (7)→(1) is the easy implica-
tion of [DMST22], hence our reasoning can also serve as an alternative proof of the flip-wideness
characterization given in [DMST22].

To put the Flipper game into the picture, we separately prove the implications (5)→(6)→(2).
The implication (5)→(6) relies on a conceptually easy, but technically not-so-trivial translation of
the strategies. In the implication (6)→(2) we use obstructions to existential monadic stability to
give a strategy for Connector in the Flipper game that enables her to endure for arbitrarily long.

Algorithmic proof. We also give a purely combinatorial proof of (the forward implication of)
Theorem 1.3, which in particular provides a way to efficiently compute Flipper’s moves in a
winning strategy. Formally, we show the following.

Theorem 1.5 Let C be a monadically stable class of graphs. Then for every radius r ∈ N there exist
k ∈N and a Flipper strategy flip? such that the following holds:

– When playing according to flip? in the Flipper game of radius r on any graph G ∈ C , Flipper
wins within at most k rounds.

– The moves of flip? on an n-vertex graph G ∈ C can be computed in time OC ,r(n2).

The main idea behind the proof of Theorem 1.5 is to rely on the result of Dreier et al. that
monadically stable graph classes are flip-wide [DMST22]. Using the combinatorial tools devel-
oped in [DMST22], we strengthen this property: we prove that the set of flips F whose applica-
tion uncovers a large scattered set Y (a set of vertices that are pairwise far from each other) can be
selected in a somewhat canonical way, so that knowing any 5-tuple of vertices in Y is enough to
uniquely determine F. We can then use such strengthened flip-wideness to provide a winning
strategy for Flipper; this roughly resembles the Splitter’s strategy used by Grohe et al. in their
proof of Theorem 1.2, which in turn relies on uniform quasi-wideness.
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Theorem 1.5, the algorithmic version of Theorem 1.3, is the key to any algorithmic applica-
tions of the Flipper game. In particular, it was very recently already used by Dreier, Mählmann,
and Siebertz [DMS] to approach the first-order model checking problem on monadically stable
graph classes and even solve it on structurally nowhere dense classes, an important subclass
of monadically stable classes. On a high level, the proof of [DMS] follows the approach of
Grohe et al. [GKS17] on nowhere dense classes. Essentially, by Gaifman’s Locality Theorem
the model checking problem reduces to computing which formulas up to a certain quantifier
rank q are true in the local r-neighborhoods of the input graph. Here, the numbers q and r de-
pend only on the input formula. The set of formulas of quantifier rank q that are true in a local
neighborhood is called the local q-type of the neighborhood. The computation of local q-types
is done recursively in a recursion guided by the Splitter game, which hence terminates after a
bounded number of steps. A naive branching into all local neighborhoods, however, leads to
a too high running time. This issue is solved by grouping close by elements into clusters and
computing the local types of all neighborhoods that are grouped in one cluster in one recursive
call. Whenever the clusters can be collected into a sparse neighborhood cover, which is the case
in nowhere dense graph classes, this leads to an efficient model checking algorithm. Dreier et
al. [DMS] showed that the Splitter game in the above approach can be replaced by the Flipper
game and present an efficient model checking algorithm on all monadically stable classes that
admit sparse (weak) neighborhood covers. Their result does not fully solve the model check-
ing problem on monadically stable classes as the question whether sparse weak neighborhood
covers for monadically stable classes exist remains an open problem. Dreier et al. only showed
the existence of such covers for structurally nowhere dense classes. We refer to [DMS] for the
details.

Organization. The paper is split into three parts.
Part I is devoted to introducing the basic notions and relations between them. In particular,

we prove the implications (5)→(6)→(2) of and (5)→(7) of Theorem 1.4.
In Part II we present the model-theoretic proof of Theorem 1.3. More precisely, we prove the

implications (2)→(3)→(4)→(5) of Theorem 1.4. Together with the implication (5)→(7) proved in
Part I, the (easy) implication (7)→(1) proved in [DMST22], and the trivial implication (1)→(2),
this closes the cycle of implications between the conditions (1), (2), (3), (4), (5), (7). And with the
implications (5)→(6)→(2) proved in Part I, this completes the proof of Theorem 1.4.

In Part III we prove Theorem 1.5.

Part I

Prelude
In this part, we introduce the basic notions of interest: monadic stability, variants of the Flipper
game, flip-wideness, and prove some relations between them.

In Section 2 we establish notation and common definitions, and present basic model-theoretic
background. Also, we discuss the notions of flips, of flip-connectivity, and of flip-wideness.

In Section 3 we define three variants of the Flipper game, and prove results relating some of
them to the others. In particular, we define the Separation game, which is a variant of the Flip-
per game in which Flipper’s moves are required to be definable, so Flipper is more constrained.

8



On the other hand, the balls are measured in different ways in the two games, so it is not imme-
diately clear how the two games compare. However, the implication (5)→(6) of Theorem 1.4 is
relatively easy, and is proved in Section 3.1.

In Section 4 we relate variants of the Flipper game to other notions around monadic stability:
flip-wideness and existential monadic stability. In particular, we derive flip-wideness from a
strategy of Separator in the Separation game (this is the implication (5)→(7) of Theorem 1.3).
Also we derive existential monadic stability from a strategy of Flipper in the Flipper game (this
is the implication (6)→(2)).

2 Preliminaries

All graphs in this paper are simple and loopless but not necessarily finite. For a vertex v of a
graph G, we write N(v) for the (open) neighborhood of v in G; so N(v) := {u ∈ V(G) | uv ∈
E(G)}. For a set of vertices X ⊆ V(G), we write G[X] for the subgraph of G induced by X,
and G− X for the subgraph of G induced by V(G)− X. For two sets X, Y ⊆ V(G) the bipartite
graph semi-induced by X and Y in G, denoted G[X, Y], is the bipartite graph with parts X and Y,
and edges uv for u ∈ X, v ∈ Y with uv ∈ E(G). By |G| we denote the cardinality of the vertex
set of G.

For vertices a, b ∈ V(G), an (a, b)-path is a path with ends a and b. Similarly, for sets A, B ⊆
V(G), an (A, B)-path is a path where one end is in A and the other end is in B. We write 4 for
the symmetric difference of two sets. Similarly, for two graphs G and G′ on the same vertex-set,
we write G4G′ for the graph with vertex-set V(G) = V(G′) and edge-set E(G)4E(G′).

2.1 Model theory

We work with first-order logic over a fixed signature Σ that consists of (possibly infinitely many)
constant symbols and of relation symbols. A model is a Σ-structure, and is typically denoted
M, N, etc. We usually do not distinguish between a model and its domain, when writing, for
instance, m ∈ M or f : M → X, or X ⊆ M. A graph G is viewed as a model over the signature
consisting of one binary relation denoted E, indicating adjacency between vertices.

If x̄ is a finite set of variables, then we write ϕ(x̄) to denote a first-order formula ϕ with
free variables contained in x̄. We may also write ϕ(x̄1, . . . , x̄k) to denote a formula whose free
variables are contained in x̄1 ∪ . . . ∪ x̄k. We will write x instead of {x} in case of a singleton
set of variables, e.g. ϕ(x, y) will always refer to a formula with two free variables x and y. We
sometimes write ϕ(x̄; ȳ) to distinguish a partition of the set of free variables of ϕ into two parts,
x̄ and ȳ; this partition plays an implicit role in some definitions.

If U is a set and x̄ is a set of variables, then U x̄ denotes the set of all valuations ā : x̄ → U of x̄
in U. Such a valuation is also called an x̄-tuple. For a formula ϕ(x̄) and an x̄-tuple m̄ ∈ Mx̄, we
write M |= ϕ(m̄), or M, m̄ |= ϕ(x̄), if the valuation m̄ satisfies the formula ϕ(x̄) in M.

A quantifier-free formula is a formula that does not use quantifiers. An existential formula is a
formula of the form ∃y1 . . . ∃yl .α, where α is quantifier-free.

We will use the notion of an atomic type only in the context of a finite relational signature Σ.
In this case, an atomic type with variables x̄ is a formula α(x̄) that is a conjunction of clauses of
the form R(x1, . . . , xk) or ¬R(x1, . . . , xk), where R ∈ Σ ∪ {=} is a relation symbol of arity k and
x1, . . . , xk are variables from x̄, such that each possible such clause or its negation occurs as a
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conjunct in α. The atomic type of a tuple ā ∈ Mx̄ is the unique atomic type α(x̄) that is satisfied
by ā in M.

Stability and dependence. A formula ϕ(x̄; ȳ) is stable in a class C of structures if there exists
k ∈ N such that for every M ∈ C , there are no sequences ā1, . . . āk ∈ Mx̄ and b̄1, . . . , b̄k ∈ Mȳ

such that
M |= ϕ(āi; b̄j) ⇐⇒ i < j, for 1 6 i, j 6 k.

We say that a class C of graphs has a stable edge relation if the formula E(x; y) is stable in C .
Equivalently, C excludes some ladder as a semi-induced subgraph, where a ladder (often called
also half-graph) of order k is the graph with vertices a1, . . . , ak, b1, . . . , bk and edges aibj for all
1 6 i < j 6 k; see Fig. 2. Note that replacing < by 6 in the above definitions does not change
them.

a1

b1

a2

b2

a3

b3

a4

b4

a5

b5

a6

b6

FIGURE 2: A ladder (half-graph) of order 6.

A formula ϕ(x̄; ȳ) is dependent, or NIP (standing for “not the independence property”) in a
class C if there exists k ∈ N such that for every M ∈ C , there are no tuples ā1, . . . , āk ∈ Mx̄ and
b̄J ∈ Mȳ for J ⊆ {1, . . . , k} such that

M |= ϕ(āi; b̄J) ⇐⇒ i ∈ J, for 1 6 i 6 k and J ⊆ {1, . . . , k}.

Observe that a formula which is stable is also dependent. A class C is stable (resp. dependent) if
every formula ϕ(x̄; ȳ) is stable (resp. dependent) in C .

Let Σ be a signature and let Σ̂ be a signature extending Σ by (possibly infinitely many)
unary relation symbols and constant symbols. A Σ̂-structure M̂ is a lift of a Σ-structure M if M
is obtained from M̂ by forgetting the symbols from Σ̂− Σ. A class of Σ̂-structures Ĉ is a unary
expansion of a class of Σ-structures C if every structure M̂ ∈ Ĉ is a lift of some structure M ∈ C .
A class C of structures is monadically stable if every unary expansion Ĉ of C is stable. Similarly,
C is monadically dependent (or monadically NIP) if every unary expansion Ĉ of C is dependent.
A class C is simply existentially monadically dependent (resp. simply existentially monadically sta-
ble) if every existential formula ϕ(x, y) (with two free variables) is dependent (resp. stable), in
every unary expansion Ĉ of C . A single structure M is monadically stable (resp. monadically
dependent) if the class {M} is. Note that a class which is monadically stable (resp. monadically
dependent) is stable (resp. dependent). Also, a class which is simply existentially monadically
stable is simply existentially monadically dependent, and has a stable edge relation.

We remark that even though monadic dependence and monadic stability are defined in
terms of formulas ϕ(x̄, ȳ), where x̄ and ȳ are tuples of free variables, rather than single variables,
by the results of Baldwin and Shelah [BS85, Lemma 8.1.3, Theorem 8.1.8], it is enough to con-
sider formulas ϕ(x, y) with two free variables instead. Our definitions of existential monadic
stability and existential monadic dependence involves existential formulas ϕ(x, y) with two

10



free variables only. As follows from Theorem 1.4, for graph classes monadic stability is equiva-
lent to existential monadic stability, thus strengthening the result of Baldwin and Shelah, when
restricted to graph classes, by additionally showing that it suffices to consider existential for-
mulas.

2.2 Flips

For the purpose of the following definition, it is convenient to assume that all considered graphs
have a domain contained in some fixed, universe Ω.

Atomic flips. An atomic flip is an operation F specified by a pair (A, B) of (possibly intersect-
ing) subsets of Ω, which complements the adjacency relation between the sets A and B in a
given graph G. Formally, for a graph G, the graph obtained from G by applying the atomic
flip F is the graph denoted G⊕ F with vertex set V(G), where, for distinct vertices u, v in V(G),

uv ∈ E(G⊕ F) ⇐⇒
{

uv /∈ E(G), if (u, v) ∈ (A× B) ∪ (B× A);
uv ∈ E(G), otherwise.

In the remainder of this section, it will be convenient to identify an atomic flip F with the pair
(A, B) of sets defining it and to write G⊕ (A, B) instead of G⊕ F. Note that, in our definition,
we do not require A and B to be subsets of V(G). Instead, we will allow A and B to be any
subset of Ω. In particular, G⊕ (A, B) = G⊕ (A ∩ V(G), B ∩ V(G)). This is useful as we often
work with induced subgraphs. As an example, for every graph G and vertex v ∈ V(G), the
atomic flip Fv = ({v}, N(v)) isolates the vertex v in G, meaning that v is an isolated vertex of
G⊕ Fv. We denote by Flip(G) = {(A, B) | A, B ⊆ V(G)} the set of all the atomic flips defined
by subsets of vertices of G.

Observation 2.1 For every graph G and atomic flips F1, F2 we have G⊕ F1 ⊕ F2 = G⊕ F2 ⊕ F1.

Furthermore, when considering a sequence of atomic flips, we may restrict to the case where
no atomic flip appears more than once in the sequence since performing twice the same atomic
flip twice leaves the graph unchanged, thanks to the following.

Observation 2.2 For every graph G and atomic flip F we have G⊕ F⊕ F = G.

This justifies the following definition.

Sets of flips. A set of flips {F1, . . . , Fk} defines an operation F that, given a graph G, results in
the graph

G⊕ F := G⊕ F1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Fk.

Note that the order in which we carry out the atomic flips does not matter, according to Ob-
servation 2.1 and that it would be useless to consider mutlisets, according Observation 2.2.
Abusing terminology, we will often just say that the operation F is a set of flips, and write
F = {F1, . . . , Fk}.
Observation 2.3 If F and F′ are sets of flips, and F4 F′ is the symmetric difference of F and F′, then

G⊕ F⊕ F′ = G⊕ (F4 F′).

The next observation is elementary but crucial.
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Observation 2.4 Let G be a graph, let X be a subset of the vertices of G, and let F = (A, B) be an atomic
flip. Suppose two vertices u, v have the same neighborhood on X in G and have the same membership in
A and B (i.e. u ∈ A ⇐⇒ v ∈ A and u ∈ B ⇐⇒ v ∈ B). Then u and v have the same neighborhood
on X in G⊕ F.

Finally, flips commute with vertex deletions. As a consequence, we have

Observation 2.5 For every graph G, every subset A of V(G), and every set of flips F, we have G[A]⊕
F = (G⊕ F)[A].

Remark 2.1. Specifying an atomic flip by a pair of subsets of Ω will be convenient for carrying out
our proofs. We note that we could also define an atomic flip by a single set A ⊆ Ω producing the
graph G⊕ (A, A) that is obtained by complementing all adjacencies within A. Up to a constant
factor, both definitions yield the same expressive power: every atomic flip (A, B) is equivalent
to the set of flips defined by {(A ∪ B, A ∪ B), (A, A), (B, B)}.

Flip terminology. For conciseness, we will use the term flip to refer to an atomic flip. Therefore,
a flip may be identified with a pair (A, B) of vertex sets.

F -flips. LetF be a family of subsets of Ω. Then anF -flip is a set of flips of the form {F1, . . . , Fk},
where each flip Fi is a pair (A, B) with A, B ∈ F . Note that there are at most 2|F |

2
different F -

flips. In our context, the family F will usually be a partition of the set V(G) ⊆ Ω of vertices of
some graph G. An F -flip of a graph G, where F is a family of subsets of V(G), is a graph G′

obtained from G after applying an F -flip. Whenever we speak about an F -flip, it will be always
clear from the context whether we mean a graph or the family of flips used to obtain it.

S-classes. Let G be a graph, and let S ⊆ V(G) be a finite set of vertices. Consider the equiva-
lence relation ∼S on V(G), in which two vertices a, b are equivalent if either a, b ∈ S and a = b,
or a, b /∈ S and N(a) ∩ S = N(b) ∩ S. An S-class is an equivalence class of ∼S. In other words, it
is a set of vertices either of the form {s} for some s ∈ S, or of the form

{v ∈ V(G)− S | N(v) ∩ S = T}

for some T ⊆ S. The S-class of a vertex v ∈ V(G) is the unique S-class which contains v. Hence,
V(G) is partitioned into S-classes, and the number of S-classes is at most |S|+ 2|S|.

S-flips. An S-flip of a graph is anF -flip G′ of G, whereF is the partition of V(G) into S-classes.
Note that there are 22O(|S|) many S-flips of a given graph G.

Note that a direct consequence of Observation 2.4 is that S-flips preserve S-classes. More-
over, S-flips satisfy the following transitivity property.

Lemma 2.6 If G is a graph, S and T are finite subsets of V(G), G′ is an S-flip of G, and G′′ is a T-flip
of G′, then G′′ is an (S ∪ T)-flip of G.

Proof. We first consider the case where S = T. By Observation 2.4, the S-classes of G′ are the
same as the S-classes of G. Thus, G′′ is an S-flip of G.

Assume S 6= T. The partition into (S ∪ T)-classes is a common refinement of the partitions
into S-classes and into T-classes. It follows that G′ is an (S ∪ T)-flip of G and G′′ an (S ∪ T)-flip
of G′. Thus, the statement follows from the case where S = T.
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Finally, the S-flips behave well with the extraction of an induced subgraph.

Lemma 2.7 Let G be a graph and S ⊆ X ⊆ V(G) be sets with S finite. If G′ is an S-flip of G, then
G′[X] is an S-flip of G[X].

Proof. Let F be the set of flips (between S-classes of G) used to obtain G′ from G, so that G′ =
G⊕ F. By Observation 2.5 we have G′[X] = G[X]⊕ F′, where F′ is obtained from F by replacing
each S-class C used in any flip by C ∩X. Now just note that the S-classes of G[X] are exactly the
sets of the form C ∩ X, where C is an S-class of G. Therefore, F′ applies flips between S-classes
in G[X], so G′[X] is an S-flip of G[X].

2.3 Flip-wideness

The following notion of flip-wideness was introduced in [DMST22]. Given a graph G and a set
of vertices A ⊆ V(G) we call A distance-r independent if all vertices in A are pairwise at distance
greater than r in G.

Definition 1 (Flip-wideness). A class of graphs C is flip-wide if for every r ∈ N there exists a
function Nr : N → N and a constant sr ∈ N such that for all m ∈ N, G ∈ C , and A ⊆ V(G)
with |A| > Nr(m), there exists a set F of flips with |F| 6 sr and B ⊆ A with |B| > m such that B
is distance-r independent in G⊕ F.

Flip wideness is known to be equivalent to monadic stability, with a polynomial time algo-
rithmic version.

Theorem 2.8 ([DMST22]) Let C be a class of graphs. Then, the following are equivalent:

1. C is monadically stable;

2. C is flip-wide;

3. for every r ∈ N there exists a function Nr : N → N and a constant sr ∈ N such that for all
m ∈ N, G ∈ C with n vertices, and A ⊆ V(G) with |A| > Nr(m), we can compute in time
fC (r) · n3 (for some function fC ) a set F of flips with |F| 6 sR and a set B ⊆ A with |B| > m
such that B is distance-r independent in G⊕ F.

2.4 Flip-connectivity

Let G be a graph and P a partition of V(G). We will mostly be interested in the case when P
is the partition of V(G) into S-classes, for some finite S ⊆ V(G). In this case, in the notation
below we will write S instead of P .

The following notion is central in our proof of Theorem 1.4. We say that vertices a and b of
G are r-separated over P , denoted by5

a
r
|̂
P

b,

if there exists a P-flip H of G such that distH(a, b) > r. We set

Br
P (a) := {b | b is not r-separated from a over P}.

5The symbol |̂ denotes forking independence in stable theories. Its use here is justified by the relationship of
r-separation and forking independence in monadically stable theories, see next footnote.
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We define a more general notion below, where instead of single vertices a and b we may have
sets of vertices. We also justify the use of the notation Br

P (a), by observing that this is indeed a
ball in some metric.

For any r ∈N and any graph G, finite partition P of V(G), and sets A, B ∈ V(G), we write

A
r
|̂
P

B

if there exists a P-flip H of G such that H has no (A, B)-path of length at most r. If A |̂ r
P B we

say that A and B are r-separated over P . Note that when A ∩ B 6= ∅, A and B are not r-separated
over any partition P . Note also that in the case when P is the partition into S-classes, we can
assume that every vertex in S is isolated in H, because this can be achieved through an S-flip.

If A consists of a single vertex a and B of a single vertex b, then we write a |̂ r
P b for A |̂ r

P B.
We use similar notation for a |̂ r

P B and A |̂ r
P b. Note that A |̂ r

P B is a stronger condition than
a |̂ r

P b for all a ∈ A and b ∈ B, since we require that the same set P and the same P-flip H
are used for all a ∈ A and b ∈ B. We write 6 |̂ r

P to denote the negation of the relation |̂ r
P . If

A 6 |̂ r
P B we say that A and B are r-connected over P .

For two vertices u, v, denote by distP (u, v) the smallest number r ∈ N such that u and v
are r-connected over P , or +∞ if no such number exists. This can be equivalently described as
follows. For u, v ∈ V(G), a P-flip-path from u to v in G is a collection consisting of one (u, v)-
path in H for each P-flip H of G. Note that a P-flip-path might not exist. The length of a P-flip
path is the supremum of the lengths of its paths. Then, equivalently, distP (u, v) is the infimum
of the lengths of all P-flip-paths (where if there is no P-flip-path then distP (u, v) = +∞).

Now we prove that distP (·, ·) is a metric, where we allow metrics to take on the value of
+∞. Thus, in particular, the relation distP (·, ·) < +∞ is an equivalence relation on V(G): the
set of all pairs (u, v) ∈ V(G)2 such that distP (u, v) < +∞ is transitive, reflexive, and symmetric.

Lemma 2.9 For any graph G and finite partition P of V(G), distP (·, ·) is a metric on V(G).

Proof. First of all, notice that for any different u, v ∈ V(G) it holds that u |̂ 1
P v, because we have

distH(u, v) > 1 either for H = G or for H being the complement of G, which is a P-flip. So in
general distP (a, b) = 0 if and only if a = b. From the definition we also have that distP (·, ·)
is symmetric. Finally, a P-flip-path from a to b can be naturally composed with a P-flip-path
from b to c in a path-by-path manner, yielding a P-flip-path from a to c. This proves the triangle
inequality.

Now that we know distP (·, ·) is a metric, it is sensible to define an analog of the “ball of
radius r around a vertex”. This is exactly the notion Br

P (v) defined earlier, as

Br
P (v) = {w ∈ V(G) | distP (v, w) 6 r}.

In caseP is the partition into S-classes, for some finite S ⊆ V(G), we write A |̂ r
S B and Br

S(v)
to denote A |̂ r

P B and Br
P (v), respectively 6. This notion behaves well under taking subsets of

6We comment on the relationship between r-separation and forking independence in monadically stable graphs,
thus justifying the use of the symbol |̂ . As a subset of authors will show in subsequent work, for a monadically stable
graph G, its elementary superstructure H, and two vertices a, b ∈ V(H), a and b are forking independent over H if
and only if for every r ∈ N there is a finite S ⊆ G such that a |̂ r

S
b. This is related to a result of Ivanov, characterising

forking independence in nowhere dense (or superflat) graphs [Iva93].
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S as follows.

Lemma 2.10 For any r ∈N∪ {+∞}, graph G, and finite sets T ⊆ S ⊆ V(G), if a is r-separated from
b over T, then a is also r-separated from b over S.

Proof. Since a |̂ r
T b, there exists a T-flip H of G such that H contains no (a, b)-path of length at

most r. As T ⊆ S, H is also an S-flip. Hence a |̂ r
S b.

3 Variants of the Flipper game

We define three variants of the Flipper game.

Flipper game. Fix a radius r. The Flipper game of radius r is played by two players, Flipper
and Connector, on a graph G as follows. At the beginning, set G0 := G. In the ith round, for
i > 0, the game proceeds as follows.

– If |Gi−1| = 1 then Flipper wins.

– Connector chooses a vertex v in Gi−1 and we set Gloc
i−1 to be the subgraph of Gi−1 induced

by the ball Br(v) of radius r around v in Gi−1.

– Flipper chooses an atomic flip F and applies it to produce Gi, i.e. Gi = Gloc
i−1 ⊕ F.

A k-round play of the Flipper game can be represented as a sequence of graphs G0, Gloc
0 , G1,

Gloc
1 , G2, . . . , Gloc

k−1, Gk, where G0 = G and Gloc
i is the subgraph of Gi induced by the ball of radius

r around some v ∈ V(G) and Gi+1 is a (X, Y)-flip of Gloc
i for some X, Y ⊆ V(Gloc

i ). Note that
V(Gi) ⊇ V(Gj) whenever i < j.

One can consider an extended variant of the Flipper game where Flipper in the ith move
applies a set F of flips to Gloc

i−1 to obtain Gi, where |F| 6 g(i) for some function g : N→N. This
does not change the game significantly – if Flipper wins this extended game in m rounds, then
Flipper wins the standard Flipper game in ∑m

i=1 g(i) rounds.

Pseudo-Flipper game. We now introduce a variant of the Flipper game that will play an aux-
iliary role in our proofs. The main difference is that, while in the usual Flipper game, the entire
graph is replaced by the subgraph induced by a ball of radius r, after each move of Connec-
tor, and the balls are evaluated in smaller and smaller graphs, in the Pseudo-Flipper game, we
are keeping the original graph G, and keeping track of a set of vertices (called the arena) from
which Connector can pick the center of the next ball. Moreover, the ball is measured with re-
spect to the distance induced by |̂ r

P in the original graph G, where P is a partition picked by
Pseudo-Flipper. The precise definition follows.

Fix a radius r ∈N. The Pseudo-Flipper Game of radius r is played by two players, Pseudo-
Flipper and Connector, as follows on a graph G. Let A0 = V(G) and F0 = {V(G)}. For
k = 1, 2, . . . , the kth round proceeds as follows.

– If |Ak−1| = 1 then Pseudo-Flipper wins.

– Otherwise, Connector picks ck ∈ Ak−1 and we set

Ak := Ak−1 − {w | w
r
|̂
Fk−1

ck} = Ak−1 ∩ Br
Fi−1

(ck)
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( |̂ r
Fk−1

and Br
Fi−1

(ck) are evaluated in the original graph G).

– Then Pseudo-Flipper chooses a partition Fk, obtained by taking Fk−1 and splitting one
part F ∈ Fk−1 into two non-empty, disjoint sets F1, F2 with F1 ∪ F2 = F.

Here, the sets Ak are called arenas.
Similarly to the case of the Flipper game, it might be convenient to consider the extended

variant of Pseudo-Flipper game in which Pseudo-Flipper refines Fi−1 to obtain Fi by splitting
g(i) sets in Fi−1 for some function g : N→ N. Again, it doesn’t change the game significantly,
as whenever Pseudo-Flipper wins the extended game in m rounds, Pseudo-Flipper also wins
the standard Pseudo-Flipper game in ∑m

i=1 g(i) rounds.

Separation game. A variant of the Pseudo-Flipper game in which the paritions are partitions
into S-classes, is called the Separation game, and is defined below.

Fix a radius r ∈ N. The Separation Game of radius r is played by two players, Separator
and Connector, on a graph G, as follows. Let A0 = V(G) and S0 = ∅. For k = 1, 2, . . . , the kth
round proceeds as follows.

– If |Ak−1| = 1, then Separator wins.

– Otherwise, Connector picks ck ∈ Ak−1 and we set

Ak := Ak−1 −
{

w
∣∣∣ w

r
|̂

Sk−1

ck

}
(where separation is evaluated in the graph G).

– Then Separator picks sk ∈ V(G) and we set Sk := Sk−1 ∪ {sk}, and proceed to the next
round.

Again as in the case of Flipper and Pseudo-Flipper games, we may allow Separator to add
g(i) vertices to Si−1 in the ith round, where g : N → N is some fixed function. Again, if Sep-
arator can win this new game in m rounds, then Separator can also win the original game in
∑m

i=1 g(i) rounds.

3.1 Relating the game variants

We now prove easy relations between the variants of the game. First, we prove that that Pseudo-
Flipper can use Separator’s strategy to win the Pseudo-Flipper game. Then we prove that Flip-
per can use Pseudo-Flipper’s strategy to win the Flipper game.

Lemma 3.1 For every radius r and graph G the following holds. If Separator wins the Separation game
of radius r on G in at most k rounds, then Pseudo-Flipper wins the Pseudo-Flipper game of radius r on
G in at most 2k+1 rounds.

Proof. Consider the extended version of the Pseudo-Flipper game in which in ith move Pseudo-
Flipper can refine Fi−1 to obtain Fi by splitting at most 2i sets. If we show that Pseudo-Flipper
can win this game in k rounds, so he can win the standard game in ∑k

i=1 2i 6 2k+1 rounds.
Consider the following strategy of Pseudo-Flipper, which will be just simulating Separator’s

strategy. When Connector makes her first move, Pseudo-Flipper asks Separator what he would
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play. Separator answers that he would play a vertex v, thus obtaining S1 = {v}. Pseudo-Flipper
then splits F0 = {V(G)} into three S1-classes: {v}, vertices adjacent to v, and the remaining
vertices (non-adjacent to v). Then the game continues in this way – after ith move of Connector,
Pseudo-Flipper asks Separator what he would play, and then splits some sets of Fi−1 to Fi, so
that Fi is a partition into Si-classes. He can do it as follows. Assume by induction that Fi−1 is
a partition into Si−1-classes, so in particular |Fi−1| 6 2i−1 + (i− 1) 6 2i − 1. Assume also that
in ith move Separator picks a vertex u. Then, Pseudo-Flipper can split every set of Fi−1 so that
now Fi is a partition into Si−1 ∪ {u}-classes. This can be performed within at most |Fi−1|+ 1
splits: this entails splitting each Si−1-class into at most two parts, and then distinguishing {u}
as a separate class. Since |Fi−1|+ 1 6 2i, that finishes the proof.

We now show that Flipper can use a winning strategy of Pseudo-Flipper from the game with
larger radius and at the cost of playing a few extra rounds.

Lemma 3.2 There exists a function f : N → N such that for every radius r and every graph G the
following holds. If Pseudo-Flipper wins the Pseudo-Flipper game of radius 2r on G in at most k rounds,
then Flipper wins the Flipper game of radius r on G in at most f (k) rounds.

Note that the converse direction, allowing to translate a winning strategy of Flipper in the
Flipper game, to a winning strategy in the Pseudo-Flipper game, is not immediately clear. The
reason is that in the Flipper game, Flipper has additional power since the balls are measured
in the current graph Gi, and are therefore potentially smaller than if they were measured in
(some flip) of the original graph G. In fact, we do not know of a direct proof of the converse
implication, but the equivalence of the two games ultimately follows from Theorem 1.4.

Before proving Lemma 3.2, we will state a simple lemma which will be used in its proof. Let
G be a graph and H an F -flip of G. It is easy to check that any two F -flips H, H′ of G are F -flips
of each other. More generally, since the sets used in atomic flips do not have to be subsets of the
graph we flip on, we have the following:

Lemma 3.3 Let G be a graph and H, H′ two F -flips of G. For every B ⊆ V(G) we have H′[B] is a
F -flip of H[B].

We now proceed with the proof of Lemma 3.2.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. We will show how to use a winning strategy of Pseudo-Flipper in the Pseudo-
Flipper game of radius 2r played on G to win the Flipper game of radius r played on G for
suitably chosen f . We will play the two games on G in parallel, in such a way that one move in
the Pseudo-Flipper game corresponds to several moves in the Flipper game.

We remark that in the proof we will play the extended Flipper game, meaning that not only
we will play several rounds in the Flipper game for each round of the Pseudo-Flipper game, but
each round in the Flipper game actually consists of flipping between several pairs of subsets of
the graph we currently play on. From the proof it will follow that in kth round of the Flipper
game we play an F -flip of the current graph such that |F | is upper bounded by a number
depending only on k, as required.

For j ∈ N0 we denote by R(j) the maximum possible number of different F -flips of any
graph G and any F ⊆ P(V(G)), provided that |F | 6 j. For the sake of readability, we will
denote by Gi,b the graph in the Flipper game after ∑i

j=1 R(j− 1) + b moves. Note that with this
notation Gi+1,0 is the graph obtained from Gi,0 after R(i) moves.

The strategy of Flipper will be such that the following invariant is maintained: If Ai is the
arena in the Pseudo-Flipper game after i rounds, then Gi,0 is an induced subgraph of G[Ai].
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Note that at the beginning of the game this condition is satisfied, as G0,0 = G and A0 = V(G).
Showing that this invariant can be maintained proves the lemma, as after at most k− 1 rounds in
the Pseudo-Flipper game we have |Ak| = 1, which by our invariant implies |Gk,0| = 1, meaning
that Flipper wins.

For any i we now describe Flipper’s strategy to obtain Gi+1,0 from Gi,0. Let Ai be the arena
of the Pseudo-Flipper game after i rounds, Fi the partition chosen by Pseudo-Flipper in the ith
move and Gi,0 an induced subgraph of G[Ai]. Let p := R(i) be the number of all Fi-flips of G.
Flipper’s strategy will be chosen in such a way that after p rounds of play starting from Gi,0,
irrespective of Connector’s moves, we arrive at graph Gi,p = Gi+1,0 and a vertex c ∈ Ai such
that Gi+1,0 is an induced subgraph of G[Ai ∩ B2r

Fi
(c)] = G[Ai+1], thus satisfying our invariant.

Intuitively, Flipper’s strategy is to play every possible F -flip of Gi,0 (with Connector making
moves in between) and then in the final round to flip back to (an induced subgraph of) Gi,0.
Formally, we get the following:

B Claim 3.4 Let H0, . . . , Hp be a sequence of graphs such that H0 = Hp = G and H1, . . . , Hp−1 are all
possible nontrivial Fi-flips of G. There is a strategy for Flipper in the p-round Flipper game with radius
r starting from Gi,0 such that irrespective of replies of Connector, if Gi,j is the graph after the jth move,
then Gi,j is an induced subgraph of Hj.

Proof of the claim. This clearly holds for j = 0, since Gi,0 is an induced subgraph of G[Ai+1]
which is an induced subgraph of G = H0. We now argue that assuming that Gi,j is an induced
subgraph of Hj, Flipper can guarantee that Gi,j+1 is an induced subgraph of Hj+1: First, going
from Gi,j to Gloc

i,j (Connector’s move) is done by taking an induced subraph of Gi,j. Therefore,

Gloc
i,j = Gi,j[B] = Hj[B] for some B ⊆ V(G). By Lemma 3.3 we have that Hj+1[B] is an Fi-flip of

Hj[B], and so Flipper can set Gi,j+1 to be Hj+1[B]. C

Now consider p rounds of play of the Flipper game starting from Gi,0 in which Flipper plays
according to the strategy given above, ending with graph Gi+1,0 = Gi,p. It remains to define
the choice of vertex c. We set c to be the last vertex played by Connector in the p round play.
That is, c is the vertex played by Connector in Gi,p−1 to obtain Gloc

i,p−1 = Br(c), where the ball of

radius r is taken in Gi,p−1. Since Gi+1,0 = Gi,p is obtained by performing flips on Gloc
i,p−1, the two

graphs have the same vertex sets and we have c ∈ V(Gi+1,0).
We now prove that Gi+1,0 is an induced subgraph of G[Ai+1]. Since Gi+1,0 is an induced

subgraph of G, it suffices to show that V(Gi+1,0) ⊆ Ai+1. Because Ai+1 = Ai ∩ B2r
Fi
(c) and

V(Gi+1,0) ⊆ Ai, we need to show that V(Gi+1,0) ⊆ B2r
Fi
(c). We will prove this by contraposition

– we will show that for any w 6∈ B2r
Fi
(c) we have w 6∈ V(Gi+1,0). From the definition, w 6∈ B2r

Fi
(c)

means there exists an Fi-flip H of G such that distH(c, w) > 2r. We know that H has to be one
of H0, . . . , Hp−1 from Claim 3.4, say Hj, meaning that distHj(c, w) > 2r. From Claim 3.4 we have
that Gi,j is an induced subgraph of Hj, and so in Gi,j the distance between c and w is also more
than 2r. Then, if v is the vertex chosen by Connector in Gi,j to obtain Gloc

i,j = Br(v) (here the

ball around v is taken in Gi,j), it cannot be the case that both c and w are in Gloc
i,j , because Gloc

i,j
has radius at most r and so one could join c with w by a path of length at most 2r going from
c to v and from there to w, contradicting that distGi,j(c, w) > 2r. This means that at most one

of c and w can be in V(Gloc
i,j ) and consequently in V(Gi,j+1) (because the two graphs have the

same vertex set). But since we know that c ∈ V(Gi+1,0) and V(Gi+1,0) ⊆ V(Gi,j+1), we have
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c ∈ V(Gi,j+1) and therefore w 6∈ V(Gi,j+1). Since V(Gi+1,0) ⊆ V(Gi,j+1) for j 6 p, we have
w 6∈ V(Gi+1,0), which finishes the proof.

4 Relations to flip-wideness and existential monadic stability

In this section we prove that the existence of short winning strategies in variants of the Flipper
game implies two properties that are known to be equivalent to monadic stability: flip-wideness
and existential monadic stability.

4.1 From Pseudo-Flipper game to flip-wideness

This subsection is devoted to proving the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1 Let C be a class of graphs such that for every r there exists k such that Pseudo-Flipper wins
the Pseudo-Flipper game of radius r on any G ∈ C , in at most k rounds. Then C is flip-wide.

Together with Lemma 3.1, this yields the following corollary, proving the implication (5)→(7)
in Theorem 1.4.

Corollary 4.2 Let C be a class of graphs such that for every r there exists k such that Separator wins the
Separation game of radius r on any G ∈ C , in at most k rounds. Then C is flip-wide.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Let r ∈ N be arbitrary. Let k be a number of rounds such that Pseudo-
Flipper wins the Pseudo-Flipper game of radius r on any G ∈ C in at most k rounds; such k
exists by our assumptions. Let c be the maximal possible number of different F -flips on any
graph G with respect to any F with |F | 6 k; it is easily seen that such number exists (the
upper bound does not depend on any particular G and F , only on k). For m ∈ N denote by
R(m) the least number N such that any coloring of the edges of a clique with N vertices using
c colors yields a monochromatic clique of size m. Such a number exists by Ramsey’s theorem.
Set sr := k2 and for m ∈ N set Nr(m) := R(m)k. Let m ∈ N and let G ∈ C and A ⊆ V(G) with
|A| > Nr(m). From the definition of the Pseudo-Flipper game of radius r follows that whenever
Pseudo-Flipper can win such game in k rounds, then he can also win in k rounds if we decide
that the initial arena A0 is a subset of V(G). Indeed, in every round we intersect the previous
arena with something that depends only on the partition played by Pseudo-Flipper. Therefore,
set A0 := A. We will extract a partition F and an F -flip H of G with the desired properties
from a play of the Pseudo-Flipper game played on G. We define a strategy for Connector in the
Pseudo-Flipper game played on G as follows. LetFi denote the partition of V(G) resulting from
Pseudo-Flipper’s choices after i rounds. For i > 0, in the ith round, if there is a vertex v ∈ Ai−1
such that |Br

Fi−1
(v) ∩ Ai−1| > R(m)k−i then Connector picks v as ci, otherwise Connector picks

any vertex in Ai−1. In other words, Connector tries to make sure that |Ai| > R(m)k−i in ith
round whenever possible.

Consider now a play of the Pseudo-Flipper game played on G in which Connector plays
according to the strategy described above and Pseudo-Flipper plays according to an optimal
strategy which leads to a win in at most k rounds. We then get the following.

B Claim 4.3 There exists i < k such thatAi−1 > R(m)k−i+1 and |Br
Fi−1

(v) ∩ Ai−1| 6 R(m)k−i for
each v ∈ Ai−1.

Proof of the claim. Since Pseudo-Flipper wins in k rounds, there has to exist i < k such that
|Br
Fi−1

(v) ∩ Ai−1| 6 R(m)k−i for each v ∈ Ai−1 (otherwise after k − 1 rounds we would have
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that |Ak−1| > R(m) > 1, which would contradict Pseudo-Flipper winning after k rounds).
Consider the smallest i with this property. This means that no matter which vertex v ∈ Ai−1
Connector plays, the arena Ai has size less than R(m)k−i. Since i was the smallest such number,
we have that Ai−1 > R(m)k−i+1. C

Let i be the number from Claim 4.3. We greedily construct a subset A′ of Ai−1 by repeatedly
picking a vertex v in Ai−1 and removing Br

Fi−1
(v) ∩ Ai−1 from Ai−1 for as long as possible. Be-

cause of the bounds given by Claim 4.3, set A′ will have size at least R(m), and by construction
all vertices in A′ will be pairwise r-disconnected over F in G.

Assign to each unordered pair u, v of distinct vertices in A′ a color which represents an F -
flip H of G such that distH(u, v) > r (if there is more than one such F -flip, pick one arbitrarily).
This way we assign at most c colors to pairs of vertices from a set of size at least R(m), and
therefore by the definition of R(m) there exists a subset A′′ of A′ with |A′′| > m such that each
pair u, v ∈ A′′ is assigned the same F -flip H. Thus we have distH(u, v) > r for each u, v ∈ A′′,
and so F and H have the properties required by the definition of flip-wideness. This means
that C is flip-wide, which finishes the proof.

4.2 From Flipper game to existential monadic stability

In this subsection we will show that a winning strategy for Flipper in the Flipper game implies
existential monadic stability. Since existential monadic stability implies stability of the edge
relation, and existential monadic dependence, this will prove the implication (6)→(2) in Theo-
rem 1.4. For simplicity, we will concentrate on the case when we can define an infinite ladder in
a single graph.

We will say that a formula ϕ(x, y) defines an infinite ladder in a structure M if there is a
sequence (ai, bi)i∈N of pairs of elements of M such that for every i, j ∈N

M |= ϕ(ai, bj) ⇐⇒ i < j.

Lemma 4.4 Let M be a graph and let M̂ be a monadic lift of M. Let ϕ(x, y) be an existential formula
that defines an infinite ladder in M̂. Then there exists r ∈ N such that Connector can play infinitely
many rounds in the Flipper game of radius r without losing.

The statement of Lemma 4.4 can be restated for the case when we can define arbitrarily long
ladders in graphs from a given class.

Lemma 4.5 (Finitary version of Lemma 4.4) Let C be a class of graphs and let ϕ(x, y) be an existential
formula such that for every k ∈N there exists a graph Mk ∈ C and a monadic lift M̂k in which ϕ(x, y)
defines a ladder of length at least k. Then there exists r ∈ N such that for every ` ∈ N there is a graph
N` ∈ C with the following property: in the Flipper game of radius r with the initial current graph N`

Connector can play at least ` rounds without losing.

Of course Lemma 4.5 gives us implication (6)→(2) from Theorem 1.4. For the rest of this
section we will concentrate on proving Lemma 4.4. It can be easily observed that the proof can
be restated for Lemma 4.5.

Let M be a monadic lift of a graph. For an integer r, we say that a set A of vertices of M
is r-close if the vertices of A are pairwise at distance at most r. In particular, if (ai, bi)i∈N are
the vertices of a ladder defined by some formula, we say that this ladder is r-close if the set
{ai | i ∈N} ∪ {bi | i ∈N} is.
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A useful tool for the proof of Lemma 4.4 will be an easy corollary from Gaifman’s locality
theorem. The theorem was originally proven in [Gai82], but we will use a corollary of it, similar
to the one from [BDG+22, Lemma 2.1].

Theorem 4.6 (Corollary of Gaifman’s locality theorem) Let ϕ(x, y) be an FO formula in the vocab-
ulary of graphs with a number of additional unary predicates. Then there are numbers t, s ∈ N with t
depending only on the quantifier rank of ϕ such that for every graph G with a number of additional unary
predicates, G can be vertex-colored using s colors in such a way that for any two vertices u, v ∈ V(G) at
distance more than t, whether or not ϕ(u, v) holds depends only on the color of u and the color of v.

Using Theorem 4.6 we can prove that whenever ϕ defines an infinite ladder, then it also
defines an infinite d-close ladder.

Lemma 4.7 Let M be a monadic lift of a graph and let ϕ(x, y) be a formula which defines an infinite
ladder in M. Then, there is an integer d depending only on the quantifier rank of ϕ(x, y) such that
ϕ(x, y) defines in M an infinite d-close ladder.

Proof. Observe, that by Theorem 4.6, there exists a constant t depending only on the quantifier
rank of ϕ and a vertex-coloring of M with s colors with the following property: if a, b, a′, b′ are
four vertices of M such that dist(a, b), dist(a′, b′) > t, and colors of a and a′ are equal, and colors
of b and b′ are equal, then

M |= ϕ(a, b) ⇐⇒ M |= ϕ(a′, b′).

Take an infinite ladder (ai, bi)i∈N defined by ϕ. Let us assign to every pair of natural num-
bers (i, j) with i < j with one of three colors which correspond to three possible scenarios (if
more than one scenario holds, we pick an arbitrary one):

– dist(ai, bj) 6 t,

– dist(bi, aj) 6 t,

– dist(ai, bj) > t and dist(bi, aj) > t.

By Ramsey’s theorem, there exists an infinite subladder (aij , bij)j∈N defined by ϕ such that every
pair (ij, ik) for j < k has the same color. It is straightforward to see that in the first two cases the
vertices {aij | j > 2} ∪ {bij | j > 2} are pairwise at distance at most 3t. It remains to deal with
the last case – we will show that, in fact, it cannot hold.

Color the vertices of the graph into a finite number of colors according to Theorem 4.6. By
the pigeonhole principle, we can assume that all aij have been assigned the same color and,
separately, all bij have been assigned the same color. However, that means

M |= ϕ(aij , bik ) ⇐⇒ M |= ϕ(aik , bij)

for any j 6= k. This is clearly a contradiction, so we conclude it is enough to take d := 3t.

To prove Lemma 4.4, we will present a strategy for Connector. We start with an infinite
ladder defined in M by an existential formula ϕ(x, y) in prenex normal form of quantifier rank at
most q (i.e., ϕ(x, y) ≡ ∃z̄.α(x, y, z̄) where |z̄| 6 q and α is a quantifier-free formula). The strategy
will maintain the following invariant: after each round there is an existential formula ϕ′(x, y)
which defines an infinite ladder in some monadic lift of the current graph. The proof will follow
from two lemmas, corresponding to the moves of Flipper and Connector.
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Lemma 4.8 Let M be a graph and let M̂ be a monadic lift of M. Let ϕ(x, y) be an existential formula of
quantifier rank q in prenex normal form which defines an infinite ladder in M̂. Let N be a flip of M. Then
there exists a monadic lift N̂ of N and a formula ψ(x, y) of quantifier rank q in prenex normal which
defines an infinite ladder in N̂.

Proof. Let (ai, bi)i∈N be an infinite ladder defined by ϕ(x, y) in M̂. We define N̂ by adding the
same unary predicates as in M̂ and two additional unary predicates that mark the sets that were
flipped in M. We also define ψ(x, y) by changing the atomic check E(u, v) in ϕ(x, y) to a more
complicated quantifier-free formula verifying if there exists an edge between u and v in M and
whether u and v were included in the flipped sets. Of course, ψ(x, y) has the same quantifier
rank as ϕ(x, y) and is in prenex normal form. Moreover, for every i, j ∈N,

M̂ |= ϕ(ai, bj) ⇐⇒ N̂ |= ψ(ai, bj).

Lemma 4.9 Let M be a graph and let M̂ be a monadic lift of M. Let ϕ(x, y) be an existential formula
of quantifier rank q in prenex normal form which defines an infinite ladder in M̂. There exists an integer
r depending only on q, a formula ψ(x, y) of quantifier rank at most q in prenex normal form, a monadic
lift M̂′ of M, and an element m ∈ M such that ψ(x, y) defines an infinite ladder in M̂′[Br(m)].

Proof. By Lemma 4.7 we can assume that ϕ(x, y) defines a d-close ladder (ai, bi)i∈N. As ϕ(x, y) ≡
∃z̄.α(x, y, z̄), for every i < j we can find a tuple c̄ij such that α(ai, bj, c̄ij) holds in M̂.

For every tuple c̄ij we define its profile as a function

πij : z̄→ [q] ∪ {∞},

where πij(z) for a variable z ∈ z̄ is defined as follows. Let cij
z be the element of the tuple c̄ij

corresponding to the variable z. For ` ∈ [q], we set πij(z) = ` if the distance between ai and cij
z

is at least 10(`− 1)d and at most 10`d− 1. However, if the distance between ai and cij
z is at least

10qd, we set πij(z) = ∞.
By a standard Ramsey argument, we can assume that for every i < j all tuples (ai, bj, c̄ij)

have the same atomic type τ and all c̄ij have the same profile function π (possibly by going to
an infinite subladder of (ai, bi)i∈N). If π does not assign ∞ to any coordinate, then all c̄ij are in
the ball of radius r := 10qd + d around a1. Therefore, after restricting M to the ball of radius r
around a1 we still have for all i, j ∈N that

M̂[Br(a1)] |= ϕ(ai, bj) ⇐⇒ i < j.

(Note that it is important here that ϕ is an existential formula; if not for that assumption, ϕ(ai, bj)

could have become true in M̂[Br(a1)] for some i > j.)
Now assume that π does assign ∞ to some coordinate. Therefore, by the pigeonhole prin-

ciple, there exists s ∈ [q] such that no variable is assigned s by π. We split the variables z ∈ z̄
into two parts – these where π(z) < s (call these variables close), and those where π(z) > s (call
those far). Observe now that if i < j and z is close, then dist(ai, cij

z ) < 10(s− 1)d by definition,
and thus dist(a1, cij

z ) < (10s − 9)d by triangle inequality. On the other hand, if z is far, then
dist(ai, cij

z ) > 10sd, and therefore dist(a1, cij
z ) > (10s− 1)d, again by triangle inequality. In par-

ticular, the atomic type τ specifies that there are no edges between the vertices assigned to close
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variables and the vertices assigned to far variables: if z is close and z′ is far, then dist(cij
z , cij

z′) > 1.
Let us create M̂′ by adding to M̂ one more unary predicate U satisfied for the vertices that

are at distance at most (10s− 9)d from a1. By construction, every vertex of the ladder is in U,
and for every pair i < j and every variable z ∈ z̄, the vertex cij

z is in U if and only if z is close.
Let τ′ be the atomic type obtained from τ by additionally specifying which variables should

satisfy U. Consider also ϕ′(x, y) ≡ ∃z̄.τ′(x, y, z̄). It is immediate that for any i, j ∈N,

M̂′ |= ϕ′(ai, bj) ⇐⇒ i < j.

Now, simplify ϕ′ to ϕ′′ by removing the quantifiers that correspond to far variables (of course,
we also need to simplify τ′ to τ′′ by removing the same variables). It is again obvious that
M̂′ |= ϕ′′(ai, bj) for i < j. We will show that M̂′ 6|= ϕ′′(ai, bj) for i > j.

Assume by contradiction that for some i > j we have a tuple c̄ such that M̂′ |= τ′′(ai, bj, c̄).
By the construction of τ′′, the vertices ai and bj and each element of c̄ must satisfy U and thus
each of them is at distance at most (10s − 9)d from a1. Consider now extending this tuple to
c̄′ by adding the vertices of c̄12 corresponding to the far variables of z̄; recall that these vertices
are at distance at least (10s − 1)d from a1. Clearly, M̂′ |= τ′(ai, bj, c̄′), as the vertices which
we used for extending c̄ do not neighbor any vertex from c̄, ai or bj. This is a contradiction to
M̂′ 6|= ϕ′(ai, bj). Therefore, again we have

M̂′ |= ϕ′′(ai, bj) ⇐⇒ i < j,

and by using the same argument as previously we have

M̂′[Br(a1)] |= ϕ′′(ai, bj) ⇐⇒ i < j.

Using Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.9 we can easily prove Lemma 4.4.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. Rewrite formula ϕ(x, y) to a formula ϕ′(x, y) in prenex normal form. Denote
its quantifier rank by q and take r as in Lemma 4.9. Assume that we consider the Flipper game
of radius r on M.

We call a graph A winning if there exists a monadic lift Â of A and a formula ψ(x, y) of quan-
tifier rank at most q in prenex normal form which defines an infinite ladder in Â. Obviously, if
a graph is winning, then it cannot be a single vertex.

Observe that by our assumption, the initial current graph M is winning. Then, by Lemma 4.8,
if Flipper does a flip on a winning current graph, the resulting current graph is also winning.
Finally, by Lemma 4.9, for every winning current graph there exists a move of Connector such
that the resulting current graph is also winning. Therefore, if Connector always picks such
moves, she plays infinitely many rounds without losing.

Part II

Model-theoretic proof
In this part we prove the implications (2)→(3)→(4)→(5) of Theorem 1.4 using elementary tech-
niques from model theory.
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In Section 5 we give additional model-theoretic preliminaries: we discuss models, theories,
compactness, the Tarski-Vaught test, definability of types, a variant of Morley sequences, and
some basic lemmas about ladders.

In Section 6 we introduce pattern-free classes, and prove several simple facts about them.
In particular, we prove that every existentially monadically dependent class is pattern-free,
proving the implication (2)→(3) in Theorem 1.4. Section 7 presents the main technical step,
the implication (3)→(4). In a nutshell, from pattern-freeness and edge-stability we derive a
model-theoretic property, a variant of definability of types, which allows us to control elements
in elementary extensions through finite sets in the ground model.

In Section 8, we use this definability property together with compactness of first-order logic
to give a strategy for Separator that ensures victory in the Separation game in a bounded num-
ber of rounds. This is the implication (4)→(5).

We start with introducing the necessary tools.

5 Additional model-theoretic preliminaries

A theory T (over Σ) is a set of Σ-sentences. A model of a theory T is a model M such that M |= ϕ
for all ϕ ∈ T. When a theory has a model, it is said to be consistent. The theory of a class of
Σ-structures C is the set of all Σ-sentences ϕ such that M |= ϕ for all M ∈ C . The elementary
closure C of C is the set of all models M of the theory of C . Thus C ⊆ C , and C and C have
equal theories.

We will use compactness for first-order logic and the Tarski-Vaught test, recalled below.

Theorem 5.1 (Compactness) A theory T is consistent if and only if every finite subset T′ of T is
consistent.

Let M and N be two structures with M ⊆ N, that is, the domain of M is contained in the
domain of N. Then N is an elementary extension of M, written M ≺ N, if for every formula ϕ(x̄)
(without parameters) and tuple m̄ ∈ Mx̄, the following equivalence holds:

M |= ϕ(m̄) ⇐⇒ N |= ϕ(m̄).

We also say that M is an elementary substructure of N. In other words, M is an elementary
substructure of N if M is an induced substructure of N, where we imagine that M and N are
each equipped with every relation Rϕ of arity k (for k ∈ N) that is defined by any fixed first-
order formula ϕ(x1, . . . , xk). In this intuition, formulas of arity 0 correspond to Boolean flags,
with the same valuation for both M and N.

Theorem 5.2 (Tarski-Vaught Test) The following conditions are equivalent for any structures M and
N with M ⊆ N.

– The structure N is an elementary extension of M.

– For every formula ϕ(y; x̄) and tuple m̄ ∈ Mx̄, if N |= ϕ(n; m̄) holds for some n ∈ N, then
N |= ϕ(n′; m̄) holds for some n′ ∈ M.

Fix a model M over a signature Σ. A Σ-formula ϕ(x̄) with parameters from a set A ⊆ M is a
formula ϕ(x̄) over the signature Σ] A, where the elements of A are treated as constant symbols
(which are interpreted by themselves). If ϕ(x̄) is a formula (with or without parameters) and
U ⊆ M, then by ϕ(U) we denote the set of all x̄-tuples ū ∈ U x̄ such that M |= ϕ(ū). Now let
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A, B ⊆ M be sets, and let ϕ(x; y) a formula (here x and y are single variables). A ϕ-type of A
over B is an equivalence class of the relation ∼ on A such that for a, a′ ∈ A we have a ∼ a′ if
and only if ϕ(a; B) = ϕ(a′; B), that is,

M |= ϕ(a; b) ⇐⇒ ϕ(a′; b) for all b ∈ B.

We denote the set of ϕ-types of A over B by Typesϕ(A/B).
The following result is a fundamental fact about stable formulas (see e.g. [Pil96, Lemma 2.2

(i)]).

Theorem 5.3 (Definability of types) Let M ≺ N be two models and ϕ(x; y) be a formula that is
stable in M. For every n ∈ N there is some formula ψ(x) with parameters from M, which is a positive
boolean combination of formulas of the form ϕ(x; m) for m ∈ M, such that the following conditions are
equivalent for every a ∈ M:

– N |= ϕ(n; a) holds,

– M |= ψ(a) holds.

The following lemma is reminiscent of the classic notion of Morley sequences from model
theory (see e.g. [Pil96, Def. 2.27]).

Lemma 5.4 Let M ≺ N be graphs, let n̄ ∈ Nȳ, and let A ⊆ M be a finite set. There is an infinite
sequence b̄0, b̄1, . . . ∈ Mȳ such that

– for each i ∈N, b̄i has the same atomic type as n̄ over A ∪ b̄0 ∪ · · · ∪ b̄i−1; and

– the atomic types of the tuples b̄i b̄j are the same for all i < j.

If moreover N has a stable edge relation, one may choose the sequence (b̄i)i∈N so that the atomic types of
b̄i b̄j are the same for all i 6= j.

Proof. We construct the sequence b̄0, b̄1, · · · ∈ Mȳ satisfying the first condition by induction.
Let i ∈ N and assume that the elements b̄0, . . . , b̄i−1 have already been constructed and follow
the first condition (this assumption is vacuous for i = 0). Let α(ȳ) be the conjunction of all
(finitely many) formulas in the atomic type of n̄ over A ∪ b̄0 ∪ · · · ∪ b̄i−1. Since N |= α(n̄), and
A ∪ b̄0 ∪ · · · ∪ b̄i−1 ⊆ M, and M ≺ N, it follows that there exists a tuple in Mȳ satisfying α(ȳ).
(Formally, let ū be a tuple enumerating the elements of A ∪ b̄0 ∪ · · · ∪ b̄i−1, and ϕ(ȳ, z̄) be the
formula without parameters for which ϕ(ȳ, ū) = α(ȳ). We apply the definition of an elementary
extension to the formula ∃ȳ.ϕ(ȳ, ū) and infer that the formula holds in M. Denote by b̄i ∈ Mȳ

any tuple satisfying ϕ(b̄i, ū), concluding the induction step.)
By construction, the sequence we have constructed satisfies the first item in the statement of

the lemma. For the second item, it suffices to apply the infinite Ramsey theorem, as there are
finitely many possible atomic types for b̄i b̄j’s.

Assume now that N has a stable edge relation. By the second item, we may assume the
atomic types of tuples b̄i b̄j for i < j are all equal to each other, and hence, the atomic types of tu-
ples b̄j b̄i for i < j are also equal to each other; assume for contradiction that these are two differ-
ent types. Since the atomic types of all b̄i’s are identical, this implies that there are two different
coordinates y1, y2 of ȳ such that for all i < j, the corresponding coordinates bi,1, bi,2, bj,1, bj,2 ∈ M
of b̄i and b̄j are such that

bi,1 and bj,2 are adjacent in M, whereas bi,2 and bj,1 are not.
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Thus the semi-induced bipartite graph in M between the bi,1’s and the bi,2’s is an infinite ladder,
a contradiction to the stability of N’s edge relation.

For two sets A, B of vertices in a given graph, we say that A dominates B if for any b ∈ B
there is a ∈ A such that ab is an edge. Likewise, we say that A antidominates B if it dominates B
in the complement graph: for each b ∈ B there is a ∈ A such that ab is not an edge.

Lemma 5.5 Let M be a graph with a stable edge relation, and A, B ⊆ M be two sets of vertices. Then
one of the following holds:

– there is a finite subset S ⊆ A that dominates B,

– there is a finite subset S ⊆ B that antidominates A.

We note that a variant of the lemma holds even in dependent models [Sim15, Corollary
6.13], [BDG+22, Theorem 2.4], under the additional assumption that A and B are finite. We
only require it for (monadically) stable models, for which it admits a simple proof given below.

Proof. We describe an iterative process that either gives one of the two desired outcomes, or
constructs an infinite ladder. Let i > 1, assume that a1, . . . , a`−1 as well as b1, . . . , b`−1 are already
constructed so that for i, j < `, aibj is an edge if and only if i > j. Then

– if {a1, . . . , a`−1} dominates B, then we are done; otherwise there is b ∈ B− {b1, . . . , b`−1}
with no adjacencies to {a1, . . . , a`−1}. Pick such a b and call it b`; then

– if {b1, . . . , b`} antidominates A, then we are done; otherwise there is a ∈ A−{a1, . . . , a`−1}
adjacent to each b1, . . . , b`. Pick such an a and call it a`.

This extends our ladder, as required.

An infinite matching is the bipartite graph on vertices {ai, bi : i ∈N} such that aibj is an edge
if and only if i = j. An infinite co-matching is defined in the same way, except there is an edge
aibj if and only if i 6= j. (Recall that an infinite ladder is again defined similarly, but with the
condition i < j.) The following result is folklore. An equivalent, finitary formulation can be
found e.g. in [DOOV96, Corollary 2.4].

Theorem 5.6 Let E ⊆ A× B be an infinite bipartite graph. Then one of the following cases holds:

1. TypesE(A/B) is finite,

2. E contains an infinite induced matching,

3. E contains an infinite induced co-matching,

4. E contains an infinite induced ladder.

Lemma 5.7 Let C be a graph class with a stable edge relation. Then every graph M in the elementary
closure C of C has a stable edge relation.

Proof. For k ∈ N, let ϕk be the sentence that holds in a graph G if and only if there are vertices
a1, . . . , ak and b1, . . . , bk in G such that for all 1 6 i, j 6 k, G |= E(ai, bj) if and only if i 6 j. Since
C has a stable edge relation, there is a number k such that G |= ¬ϕk for all G ∈ C . Hence,
M |= ¬ϕk, proving that M has a stable edge relation.

The following lemmas will be useful in simplifying the inductive proof of Theorem 7.1.
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Lemma 5.8 Let M and N be graphs such that N is an elementary extension of M. Further, let S ⊆ M
be any finite set and N′ be any S-flip of N. Then N′ is an elementary extension of the subgraph of N′

induced by the domain of M.

Proof. Let M′ denote the subgraph of N′ induced by the domain of M. Observe first that there
is a quantifier-free formula η(x, y) with parameters from S such that for all u, v ∈ N,

N |= η(u, v) ⇐⇒ N′ |= E(u, v).

Let ϕ(x̄) be a formula and m̄ ∈ Mx̄ a tuple. We need to show that

M′ |= ϕ(m̄) ⇐⇒ N′ |= ϕ(m̄). (1)

Rewrite ϕ(x̄) to a formula ϕ′(x̄) with parameters from S, by replacing each occurrence of an
atom E(x, y) with η(x, y). Then we have that

N′ |= ϕ(m̄) ⇐⇒ N |= ϕ′(m̄),

and similarly,
M′ |= ϕ(m̄) ⇐⇒ M |= ϕ′(m̄).

Since N is an elementary extension of M and S ⊆ M, we have that

M |= ϕ′(m̄) ⇐⇒ N |= ϕ′(m̄).

Putting together the equivalences yields (1).

6 Pattern-free classes

If ϕ(x, y) is a first-order formula and G is a structure, by ϕ(G) we denote the graph with vertices
V(G) and edges uv, for distinct u, v ∈ V(G) such that G |= ϕ(u, v) ∨ ϕ(v, u). If C is a class of
structures, then denote ϕ(C ) := {ϕ(G) | G ∈ C }. Say that a class C of graphs transduces a
class D of graphs if there is a unary expansion Ĉ of C and a formula ϕ(x, y) in the signature
of Ĉ , such that for every H ∈ D there is some Ĝ ∈ Ĉ such that H is an induced subgraph of
ϕ(Ĝ). If above, the formula ϕ is existential, resp. quantifier-free, then we say that C existentially
transduces D , resp. quantifier-free transduces D .

The r-subdivision of a graph G, denoted G(r) below, is obtained by replacing each edge of
G by a path of length r + 1. A (1, r)-subdivision of a graph G is a graph obtained from G by
replacing each edge of G by a path of length at least 2, and at most r + 1.

Definition 2. Say that a graph class C is pattern-free if for every r > 1, unary expansion Ĉ of C ,
and quantifier-free formula ϕ(x, y) in the signature of Ĉ , there is some n > 1 such that ϕ(Ĉ )
avoids the r-subdivision of Kn as an induced subgraph. Say that a graph M is pattern-free if the
class {M} is pattern-free.

Note that C is not pattern-free if and only if C quantifier-free transduces the class of r-
subdivisions of all cliques, for some fixed r > 1.

In this section we study pattern-free classes. In Proposition 6.1 we prove that every simply
existentially monadically dependent class is pattern-free, proving implication (2)→(3) in Theo-
rem 1.4. In Lemma 6.5 we prove that if C is pattern-free then every M ∈ C is pattern-free. In
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Lemma 6.10 we prove that if M is a pattern-free graph and M′ is obtained from M by applying
a finite set of flips, then M′ is also pattern-free. In Lemma 6.9 we describe certain obstructions
that are forbidden in pattern-free graphs M.

Proposition 6.1 If a graph class C is simply existentially monadically dependent, then C is pattern-free.

Proposition 6.1 immediately follows from the next three lemmas.

Lemma 6.2 If C is not pattern-free, then for some r > 1, the class C quantifier-free transduces the class
{G(r) | G is a graph} of r-subdivisions of all graphs.

Lemma 6.3 Fix r > 0. Let C be a hereditary graph class that quantifier-free transduces the class of
r-subdivisions of all graphs. Then C existentially transduces the class of all graphs.

Lemma 6.4 Let C be a graph class that existentially transduces the class of all graphs. Then C is not
simply existentially monadically dependent.

Proof of Lemma 6.2. Suppose C is not pattern-free. Then there is a unary expansion Ĉ and a
quantifier-free formula ϕ(x, y), such that for every n > 1 there is some Ĝn ∈ Ĉ of G, such that
K(r)

n is an induced subgraph of ϕ(Ĝ).
We argue that C quantifier-free transduces the class of r-subdivisions of all graphs.
Let G be a graph with vertices {1, . . . , n}. Let Gn and Ĝn be as above, so that K(r)

n is an
induced subgraph of ϕ(Ĝ). Since G(r) is an induced subgraph of K(r)

n , it is also an induced
subgraph of ϕ(Ĝ). Therefore, C quantifier-free transduces the class of r-subdivisions of all
graphs.

Proof of Lemma 6.3. Assume that C quantifier-free transduces the class of r-subdivisions of all
graphs. Then there is a unary expansion Ĉ of C and a quantifier-free formula ϕ(x, y) such that
for every graph G for some ĤG ∈ C such that G(r) is an induced subgraph of ϕ(ĤG). Without
loss of generality, the class Ĉ is hereditary, since C is.

We may assume that V(ĤG) = V(G(r)). This is because V(G(r)) ⊆ V(ĤG), and if Ĥ′G
denotes the substructure of ĤG induced by V(G(r)), then ϕ(Ĥ′G) = ϕ(ĤG)[V(G(r))] = G(r),
where the first equality holds since ϕ is quantifier-free. Moreover, Ĥ′G ∈ Ĉ since Ĉ is hereditary.

We therefore assume that V(ĤG) = V(G(r)), for all graphs G. We may also assume that the
formula ϕ(x, y) is symmetric and irreflexive, that is, ∀x, y.ϕ(x, y) → (x 6= y) ∧ ϕ(y, x) holds in
every k-colored graph. (Otherwise replace ϕ(x, y) by the formula (ϕ(x, y) ∨ ϕ(y, x)) ∧ x 6= y.)

We show that C existentially transduces the class of all graphs.
Fix any finite graph G. Then for u, v ∈ G(r) we have that ĤG |= ϕ(u, v) if and only if

G(r) |= E(u, v).
Let W ⊆ V(G(r)) denote the set of vertices of G(r) that correspond to the original vertices of

G. In particular, if η(x, y) denotes the formula

η(x, y) := ∃x1 . . . xr.E(x, x1) ∧ E(x1, x2) ∧ · · · ∧ E(xr−1, xr) ∧ E(xr, y),

then η(G(r))[W] is isomorphic to G. Now consider the formula

ψ(x, y) := ∃x1 . . . xr.ϕ(x, x1) ∧ ϕ(x1, x2) ∧ · · · ∧ ϕ(xr−1, xr) ∧ ϕ(xr, y).

It follows that for u, v ∈W we have that ĤG |= ψ(u, v) if and only if G(r) |= η(u, v). In particular,
ψ(ĤG)[W] is isomorphic to G.
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Therefore, the existential formula ψ(x, y) (which does not depend on G), witnesses that C
existentially transduces the class of all graphs.

Proof of Lemma 6.4. Suppose that C existentially transduces the class of all graphs. Then there
is an existential formula ψ(x, y) such that every finite graph G is an induced subgraph of ψ(Ĥ),
for some Ĥ ∈ Ĉ . For n > 1, let Gn be the bipartite graph with parts {1, . . . , n} and 2{1,...,n}, and
edges i J such that i ∈ J. Let Ĥn ∈ Ĉ be such that Gn is an induced subgraph of ψ(Ĥn). This
means that there are vertices v1, . . . , vn and wJ , for J ⊆ {1, . . . , n}, such that Ĥn |= ψ(vi, wJ) if
and only if i ∈ J, for i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and J ⊆ {1, . . . , n}. Since n is arbitrary, this shows that C is
not simply existentially monadically dependent.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. We may assume without loss of generality that C is hereditary, since
if a class C is simply existentially monadically dependent, then so is the class of all induced
subgraphs of C . This is because that taking an induced subgraph may be simulated by using a
unary predicate. Proposition 6.1 now follows from Lemmas 6.2, 6.3, and 6.4.

We now prove that every model in the elementary closure of a pattern-free class, is pattern-
free as well.

Lemma 6.5 Let C be a hereditary pattern-free graph class and let M ∈ C . Then M is pattern-free.

Proof. Let M ∈ C , and let Σ̂ be a unary expansion of the signature of graphs. Fix an integer
r > 1 and a quantifier-free formula ϕ(x, y) in the signature Σ̂. Let Ĉ be the class of all monadic
lifts of graphs in C in the signature Σ̂. By assumption, there is a number n such that K(r)

n is not
an induced subgraph of ϕ(Â), for all Â ∈ Ĉ .

Let M̂ be a monadic lift of M in the signature of ϕ. We show that ϕ(M̂) does not contain K(r)
n

as an induced subgraph. Suppose otherwise.
Consider the substructure Â of M̂ induced by the elements of V(K(r)

n ) ⊆ V(M̂). Then Â is a
finite Σ̂-structure. Let A be the graph such that Â is a monadic lift of A.

We claim that A is an induced subgraph of some graph B ∈ C . Write a sentence ϕA that
holds in a graph B if and only if A is isomorphic to an induced subgraph of B. Since M |= ϕA
and M ∈ C , there is some B ∈ C such that B |= ϕA, proving the claim.

Since C is hereditary, we conclude that A ∈ C as well, and hence Â ∈ Ĉ . In particular, ϕ(Â)

is isomorphic to K(r)
n , a contradiction.

It is convenient to use a relaxed form of patterns, where instead of r-subdivisions, we have
(1, r)-subdivisions.

Lemma 6.6 Fix r > 1, and let C be a graph class that quantifier-free transduces a class D that contains
some (1, r)-subdivision of every clique. Then C is not pattern-free.

Lemma 6.6 follows easily by Ramsey’s theorem which we recall below.

Theorem 6.7 (Ramsey’s theorem) Fix k > 1. There is a monotone, unbounded function f : N→ N,
such that for every n > 1, if the edges of Kn are colored using k colors, then there is a set W ⊆ V(Kn)
with |W| > f (n) such that W is monochromatic, that is, all edges uv of Kn with u, v ∈ W, have the
same color.

Lemma 6.6 follows immediately from the next lemma.

Lemma 6.8 Fix r > 1. Let D be a hereditary class that contains some (1, r)-subdivision of every clique.
Then there is some s ∈ [1, r] such that D contains the s-subdivision of every clique.
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Proof. We want to assign to each n > 1 a subdivision number cn ∈ [1, r] as follows. Let Gn be
some (1, r)-subdivision of Kn that belongs to D . For each edge e of Kn, let `(e) ∈ [1, r] be the
number of times it was subdivided in Gn. Then ` is a coloring of the edges of Kn using r colors.
By Ramsey’s theorem, there is a subset Wn ⊆ V(Kn) which is monochromatic, that is, there is
a color cn ∈ [1, r] such that for every pair u, v of distinct vertices of Wn, we have `(uv) = cn.
Moreover, the size of Wn is at least f (n), where f : N→N is some fixed unbounded, monotone
function (depending only on r).

By the pigeonhole principle, in the infinite sequence (c1, c2, . . .), some element s ∈ [1, r]
occurs infinitely many times. We claim that D contains the s-subdivision of every clique Km.
Indeed, pick any m > 1, and let n ∈ N be such that f (n) > m and cn = s. Then Wn ⊆ V(Kn)
is such that |Wn| > m and `(u, v) = s for all distinct u, v ∈ Wn. Recall that Gn ∈ D is a (1, r)-
subdivision of Kn, and for all distinct u, v ∈ Wn we have that edges uv of Kn are subdivided
s many times in Gn. As |Wn| > m, it follows that Gn contains, as an induced subgraph, the
s-subdivision of Km.

The following lemma describes certain obstructions (depicted in Fig. 3) that are forbidden
in pattern-free graphs.

Lemma 6.9 Fix r > 2. Let M be a graph such that for any k ∈ N, there is an infinite collection of
pairwise disjoint finite sets A, B0, B1, B2, . . . of vertices of M with the following properties:

(i) the set A has cardinality k;

(ii) there is a semi-induced matching between A and a subset Ci of Bi for all i;

(iii) there are no edges between A and Bi − Ci for all i;

(iv) there are no edges between Bi − Ci and Bj for i 6= j; and

(v) for all i and every pair of disjoint vertices u, v ∈ Ci, there is a path of length > 2 and 6 r that
connects u and v and whose all internal vertices belong to Bi − Ci

Then M is not pattern-free.

FIGURE 3: The obstruction pattern, and the setting of the proof of Lemma 6.9. We assume that Bab = B0.
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Proof. We construct a quantifier-free formula ϕ(x, y) using three additional unary predicates,
denoted A, B, C, and for each k a lift M̂k of M, such that ϕ(M̂k) contains an (1, r+ 1)-subdivision
of Kk, as an induced subgraph. Then Lemma 6.6 implies that {M} is not pattern-free.

Fix k > 1 and consider sets A, B0, B1, . . . given by the assumption of the lemma, so that
in particular |A| = k. Pick a subfamily of the sets B0, B1, . . . containing exactly (|A|2 ) sets, and
reindex those sets as Bab, for ab ∈ (A

2 ). Likewise, denote the distinguished subsets Cab ⊆ Bab, so
that each Cab semi-induces a matching with A.

We now describe the construction of M̂k. Mark the vertices in A with the unary predicate A,
the vertices in Bab, for some ab ∈ (A

2 ), with the unary predicate B, and the vertices in Cab ⊆ Bab,
for some ab ∈ (A

2 ), with the unary predicate C. Define a formula ϕ0(x, y) as follows:

ϕ0(x, y) ≡ (A(x) ∧ C(y)) ∨ (A(y) ∧ C(x)) ∨ (B(x) ∧ B(y) ∧ ¬(C(x) ∧ C(y))).

Let ϕ(x, y) ≡ ϕ0(x, y) ∧ E(x, y). We argue that ϕ(M̂k) contains an (1, r + 1)-subdivision of Kk,
as an induced subgraph.

For each ab ∈ (A
2 ), let a′, b′ be the unique elements in Cab connected to a and b, respectively.

Consider a path πab between a′ and b′, of length > 2 and 6 r, that is internally contained in
Bab − Cab. Let W denote the vertices in A ∪ {V(πab) | ab ∈ (A

2 )}. Now, it is easy to check that
ϕ(M̂k)[W] is a (1, r + 1)-subdivision of Kk (see Figure 3).

Finally, we state two lemmas that will be useful later.

Lemma 6.10 For any pattern-free graph M, any graph M′ obtained from M by applying a finite set of
flips, is also pattern-free.

Proof. It suffices to consider the case when M′ is obtained from M by applying an atomic flip,
specified by a pair (A, B) of subsets of M. Add the sets A and B as unary predicates UA and
UB to the graph M, obtaining a unary expansion M̂ of M. Then the quantifier-free formula
η(x, y) := E(x, y)4(UA(x) ∧UB(y)) is such that for any so that for every a, b ∈ M,

M′ |= E(a, b) ⇐⇒ M̂ |= η(a, b).

Suppose M′ is not pattern-free. Then there is r > 1, a class Ĉ of unary expansions of {M′},
and a quantifier-free formula ϕ(x, y) such that ϕ(Ĉ ) contains the r-subdivision of every clique,
as an induced subgraph. Replace each atom E(z, t) by the formula η(z, t) in ϕ(x, y), yielding a
quantifier-free formula ϕ′(x, y). Then for every M̂′ ∈ Ĉ there is a unary expansion M̂′′ of M̂,
such that M̂′ |= ϕ(a, b) ⇐⇒ M̂′′ |= ϕ′(a, b) for all a, b ∈ M. It follows that there is some
class Ĉ ′ of unary expansions of {M̂} such that ϕ′(Ĉ ′) contains the r-subdivision of every clique
as an induced subgraph. Hence, by transitivity of unary expansions, M is not pattern-free, a
contradiction.

A similar statement holds for graphs with a stable edge relation.

Lemma 6.11 For any graph M with a stable edge relation, any graph M′ obtained from M by applying
a finite set of flips, also has a stable edge relation.

Proof. Again it is enough to assume that M′ is obtained from M by performing a single atomic
flip F = (A, B). We prove the lemma by contraposition – we argue that if M′ contains ladders
of arbitrary length, then so does M.
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Let a1, a2, . . . , ak, b1, b2, . . . , ak be the vertices of a ladder of length k in M′ (we have aibj ∈
E(M) iff i 6 j). Since each ai has four possibilities of being included or non-included in the
sets A, B and the same holds for bi, there exists a subset Z of {1, . . . , k} of size at least k′ := k

16
such that for all i, i′, j, j′ ∈ Z we have (ai, bj) ∈ (A × B) ∪ (B × A) if and only if (ai′ , bj′) ∈
(A× B)∪ (B× A). Without loss of generality assume that Z = {1, . . . , k′} (this can be achieved
by forgetting all ai, bi such that i 6∈ Z and renaming the indices which are left). Then there
are two options – either (a1, b1) 6∈ (A× B) ∪ (B× A) and then a1, a2, . . . , ak′ , b1, b2, . . . , ak′ is a
ladder in M′ ⊕ F of length k

16 , or (a1, b1) ∈ (A× B) ∪ (B× A) and then the edges between the
sides of the ladder semi-induced by a1, a2, . . . , ak′ , b1, b2, . . . , ak′ in M′ get complemented, which
results in a ladder of length k

16 − 1 in M′ ⊕ F given by vertices c1, . . . , ck′−1, d1, . . . , dk′−1, where
ci = ak′−i+1 and di = bk′−i. Since by our assumption on M′ we can choose k to be arbitrarily
large, this means that there are arbitrarily large ladders in M′ ⊕ F, which finishes the proof.

7 Finite separators in pattern-free stable models

Say that a graph M is r-separable if for every elementary extension N of M, and every v ∈ N−M,
there is a finite set S ⊆ M such that v and M are r-separated over S in N. This section is
dedicated to proving the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1 Let M be a pattern-free graph with a stable edge relation. Then M is r-separable, for every
r ∈N.

By Lemmas 5.7 and 6.5, we immediately get the following corollary, proving the implication
(3)→(4) in Theorem 1.4.

Corollary 7.2 If C is a pattern-free class of graphs with stable edge relation and r ∈ N, then every
M ∈ C is r-separable.

We will prove Theorem 7.1 by induction on r.

7.1 Case of finitely many types

The following lemma is a generalization of the case r = 1 of Theorem 7.1, where instead of one
vertex v we have a set of vertices U with a bounded number of types over M.

Lemma 7.3 For any graphs M and N with M ≺ N and such that the edge relation is stable in N, and
for any set U ⊆ N−M such that TypesE(U/M) is finite, there exists a finite set S ⊆ M and an S-flip
which:

– 1-separates U from M; and

– does not flip the S-class T := {v ∈ N : ∀s ∈ S.¬E(v, s)} with any other S-class (including
itself), as long as T ∩U is nonempty.

Proof. We will construct the sought set S in a series of steps.

B Claim 7.4 There is a finite set SU ⊆ M such that any two vertices in M with the same SU-class also
have the same U-class.

Proof of the claim. For each set in TypesE(U/M), select one vertex v ∈ U of that type. Then
apply Theorem 5.3 to the formula E(x, y) and the element v ∈ N: there is a positive boolean
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combination ψ(x) of formulas of the form E(x, m) for m ∈ M, and for every u ∈ M,

N |= E(v, u) ⇐⇒ M |= ψ(u).

It follows that there is a finite set Sv ⊆ M, namely the set of parameters of ψ(x), so that whether
or not a vertex u ∈ M is adjacent to v depends only on its Sv-class. The finite set SU :=

⋃
v Sv

has the desired properties. C

B Claim 7.5 There is a finite set SM ⊆ M such that any two vertices in U with the same SM-class also
have the same M-class.

Proof of the claim. Notice that since TypesE(U/M) is finite, TypesE(M/U) is also finite. Thus we
can obtain SM by including one vertex from each set in TypesE(M/U). C

Now, for each of the finitely many ordered pairs (A, B) of distinct (SU ∪ SM)-classes, apply-
ing Lemma 5.5 on A ∩M and B ∩M yields a finite set SA,B which is either contained in A ∩M
and dominates B ∩M, or contained in B ∩M and antidominates A ∩M. Note that it may be
that SA,B and SB,A are different. We now set S to be

S := SU ∪ SM ∪
⋃

(A,B)

SA,B.

Note that S is finite and contained in M, as required.
Now we define an S-flip N′ of N. Let N′ be the graph obtained from N by flipping between

S-classes A and B (possibly with A = B) if there exists an edge in N which has one end in M
and the other end in U, and at the same time has one end in A and the other end in B.

We will now show that N′ satisfies the required properties. We begin by considering the
S-class T := {v ∈ N : ∀s ∈ S.¬E(v, s)} of vertices non-adjacent to all of S.

B Claim 7.6 If T ∩U is nonempty, then T is not flipped with any other S-class.

Proof of the claim. Assume by contradiction that there is some T′ (possibly with T′ = T) such
that T and T′ are flipped. Moreover, let w be some vertex of T ∩U.

First, observe that there is no edge in N between w and M. Indeed, as SM contains a rep-
resentative of every equivalence class in TypesE(M/U) and yet w is not connected in N to any
vertex in SM, then it is not connected to any vertex in M. Therefore, there is no edge in N be-
tween T ∩U and M, so in particular there is no edge in N between T ∩U and T′ ∩M. However,
a flip was made between T and T′, so there must be an edge in N between T ∩M and T′ ∩U.

Denote by v and u two vertices connected by an edge in N such that v ∈ T ∩M and u ∈ T′ ∩
U. We know that the neighborhood of u in M can be defined by a positive boolean combination
of the formulas of the form E(x, s) for s ∈ S. Since v satisfies none of these formulas (and yet
is connected to u), we infer that the neighborhood of u must be described by a formula that is
always true. Therefore, the neighborhood of u contains all of M. It follows that U contains two
vertices u and w such that in N one of them is connected to every vertex in M and the other is
disconnected from every vertex in M.

However, this cannot happen. Indeed, by Lemma 5.5 applied to A = B = M there is a finite
R ⊆ M that either dominates every vertex in M or antidominates every vertex in M. As M is an
elementary substructure of N, then R also dominates every vertex in N or antidominates every
vertex in N. This is a contradiction, as R neither dominates w nor antidominates u. Therefore,
T is not flipped with any other S-class (including itself). C
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To complete the proof, we now show that N′ has no edge connecting a vertex in M with a
vertex in U. Suppose towards a contradiction that N′ has an edge ab so that a ∈ M and b ∈ U.
Let A and B denote the S-classes of N which contain a and b, respectively (so maybe A = B). If
ab ∈ E(N), then we would have flipped between A and B, removing the edge. Thus ab /∈ E(N),
and we flipped between A and B. So there must have been some other edge a′b′ ∈ E(N) such
that a′ ∈ A, b′ ∈ B, one of a′, b′ is in M, and the other is in U.

B Claim 7.7 Let x ∈ M, y ∈ U. Assume that a and x have the same SU ∪ SM-class, and that b and y
have the same SU ∪ SM-class. Then xy /∈ E(N).

Proof of the claim. Since, in N, the vertices a and x have the same SU ∪ SM-class, they also have
the same SU-class and therefore the same U-class. As ab /∈ E(N), a ∈ M and b ∈ U, we infer
that xb /∈ E(N). Likewise, b and y have the same M-class. Therefore, xy /∈ E(N). C

First suppose that a′ ∈ M and b′ ∈ U. Then Claim 7.7 applies with (x, y) = (a′, b′), contra-
dicting the fact that a′b′ ∈ E(N).

Thus we may assume that a′ ∈ U and b′ ∈ M. Let A0 and B0 denote the SU ∪ SM-classes
of a′ and b′, respectively; note that A ⊆ A0 and B ⊆ B0. If A0 = B0, then Claim 7.7 applies
with (x, y) = (b′, a′), again contradicting that a′b′ ∈ E(N). Thus A0 6= B0, and a, b, a′, b′ are four
different vertices.

FIGURE 4: Illustration for the end of the proof of Lemma 7.3.

B Claim 7.8 S does not contain a dominating set of B0 ∩M entirely contained in A0 ∩M.

Proof of the claim. Consider the intersection Ra of S and A0; see Figure 4 for an illustration. If
Ra = ∅, then the claim is trivial. Otherwise, let us pick an arbitrary element r of Ra, aiming to
show that rb′ is a nonedge in M. As b′ ∈ B0 ∩M, this immediately finishes the proof.

Since r and a belong to M and have the same SU-class, they have the same U-class and
therefore rb is a non-edge in N, just as ab. Now since b and b′ have the same S-class (as they
both belong to B), they have the same connection to r ∈ S, and therefore rb′ is a nonedge as
well. C

However, we also have that:

B Claim 7.9 S does not contain an antidominating set of A0 ∩M entirely contained in B0 ∩M.

Proof of the claim. Similarly, we let Rb′ be the intersection of S and B0. A symmetric argument
shows that there are all possible edges between a and Rb′ , and thus S cannot contain an an-
tidominating set for A0 ∩M which is contained in B0 ∩M. C
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Claims 7.8 and 7.9 directly contradict the construction of SA0,B0 . This finishes the proof.

7.2 Balls have finitely many types over a model

Observe that the base case of r = 1 of Theorem 7.1, which follows by Lemma 7.3, only assumes
that the edge relation in M is stable. In the inductive argument we will use the assumption
that M is pattern-free. By Lemma 6.10, every graph obtained from M by performing some flips
remains pattern-free. Using Lemma 6.9, we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 7.10 Fix r ∈ N. Let M be pattern-free graph with a stable edge relation, let N be its elemen-
tary extension, and let v ∈ N be such that the r-ball Br(v) around v in N is disjoint from M. Then
TypesE(Br(v)/M) is finite.

Proof. First note that N is pattern-free and a stable edge relation. This is because N ∈ {M}, and
we can apply Lemma 6.5 and Lemma 5.7, respectively.

Suppose, going for a contradiction, that TypesE(Br(v)/M) is infinite. By Theorem 5.6, the
bipartite graph semi-induced in N between Br(v) and M either contains an infinite induced
matching, an infinite induced co-matching, or an infinite induced ladder. Since M has a sta-
ble edge relation, the last case is excluded. Moreover, up to performing a flip (over ∅) which
exchanges edges and non-edges, we may assume without loss of generality (again thanks to
Lemmas 5.8 and 6.10 and 6.11) that we are in the first case: there is an infinite induced match-
ing between Br(v) and M. We now show that the assumptions of Lemma 6.9 are satisfied with
radius 2r: for any k ∈ N, we will construct A and the Bi’s as in the statement of the lemma. By
Lemma 6.9, this implies that N is not pattern-free, a contradiction.

Let A ⊆ M and C ⊆ Br(v) be sets of cardinality k that semi-induce a matching in N. Now
for each c ∈ C, consider a path of length 6 r from v to c, let B ⊆ Br(v) be the union of these
paths (as sets of vertices); note that |B| 6 kr + 1. Let ȳ be a tuple of variables with |ȳ| = |B|,
and let n̄ ∈ Nȳ be a ȳ-tuple comprised of all elements of B as its components. Note that since
Br(v) avoids M, there can be no edges in N between M and vertices at distance < r from v,
therefore C is exactly the set of vertices which are at distance r from v in N[B] (and they are also
at distance r from v in N). Observe that for every pair of distinct vertices c1, c2 in C, there exists
a simple path of length at least 2 and at most 2r internally contained in B− C, constructed as
the concatenation of a nonempty suffix of the path from v to c1 and a nonempty suffix of the
path from v to c2.

We now apply Lemma 5.4, which yields a sequence of tuples b̄0, b̄1, . . . in M such that for
each i, b̄i has the same atomic type as n̄ over A ∪ {b̄0, . . . , b̄i−1}, and such that the atomic types
of (b̄i, b̄j) are the same for i 6= j. For each i, we let Bi ⊆ N be the set of vertices appearing as
components of b̄i. Note that in particular, the b̄i’s have same atomic type as n̄ (in other words,
the N[Bi]’s are all isomorphic copies of N[B]). Thus for each i, we let vi ∈ Bi be the vertex
corresponding to v ∈ B, and we let Ci ⊆ Bi be the set of vertices at distance r from vi in N[Bi],
which are also the vertices corresponding to C ⊆ B. Note that conditions (i) and (v) from the
statement of Lemma 6.9 hold.

By definition, there is a semi-induced matching between A ⊆ M and C in N, and moreover
there are no edges between B − C and M. Now since each b̄i has the same atomic type as n̄
over A, there is also a semi-induced matching between A and Ci for all i and there are no edges
between Bi − Ci and A: conditions (ii) and (iii) are satisfied.

Recall from Lemma 5.4 that for i 6= j, the atomic type of (b̄i, b̄j) is the same as the atomic
type of (b̄1, b̄0). Moreover, b̄1 and n̄ have the same atomic type over A ∪ b̄0, so the atomic type
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of (b̄1, b̄0) is the same as the atomic type of (n̄, b̄0). Now as noticed above, there are no edges in
N between M and B− C. As also b̄0 is contained in M, there are no edges between the vertices
of n̄ (outside of C) and the vertices of b̄0. By the equality of atomic types of (b̄i, b̄j) and (n̄, b̄0),
it follows that there are no edges between the vertices of b̄i (outside of Ci) and the vertices of b̄j.
Hence, there are no edges in N between Bi − Ci and Bj. Therefore, (iv) holds.

Therefore Lemma 6.9 tells us that N is not pattern-free, a contradiction, which proves that
TypesE(Br(v)/M) is finite.

7.3 Inductive proof

An inductive proof of Theorem 7.1 now follows by putting together Lemma 7.3 and Lemma 7.10.

Proof of Theorem 7.1. We proceed by induction on r. The base case r = 0 is immediate as we
may take S to be ∅ since v /∈ M. In the inductive step, assume that the result is proved for the
distance r ∈ N; that is, there is a finite S ⊆ M such that v |̂ r

S M. Stated differently, there is an
S-flip N′ of N in which the r-ball around v is disjoint from M. By working in N′ instead of N,
we may assume, thanks to Lemmas 5.8 and 6.10 and 6.11, that the r-ball Br(v) around v in N is
disjoint from M. By Lemma 7.10, TypesE(Br(v)/M) is finite. Now Lemma 7.3 applied to Br(v)
finishes the inductive step and the proof (we are using the fact that we obtain a set S and an
S-flip which doesn’t flip the S-class which contains Br−1(v)).

8 Separator wins in monadically stable classes

The goal of this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 8.1 Fix r ∈ N, and let C be a class of graphs such that every G ∈ C is r-separable. Then
there exists k ∈ N such that Separator wins the Separation Game with radius r in k rounds on every
G ∈ C .

This proves the implication (4)→(5) in Theorem 1.4. By Corollary 7.2 and Lemmas 3.1 and
3.2 we immediately get the following.

Corollary 8.2 Let C be a monadically stable class of graphs. Then for any r ∈ N, there exists k ∈ N

such that Flipper wins the Flipper game with radius r in k rounds on every G ∈ C .

The rest of Section 8 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 8.1. Fix an enumeration ϕ1, ϕ2, . . .
of all formulas (in the signature of graphs) of the form ϕ(y, x1, . . . , x`), with ` > 0. We define
a strategy of Separator in any graph G. In the kth round, after Connector picks ck ∈ Ak−1,
Separator first sets S := Sk−1 ∪ {ck} and marks ck. Then, for every i = 1, . . . , k, for the formula
ϕi(y, x̄), Separator does the following.

For each valuation ā ∈ Sx̄ such that G |= ∃y.ϕi(y, ā), Separator marks any vertex
b ∈ V(G) such that G |= ϕi(b, ā).

We say that any strategy of Separator which has this property is Connector-complete. The marked
vertices form Separator’s response in the kth round, and we set Sk to be the union of Sk−1 and
all the marked vertices. Note that there is a function f : N → N such that |Sk| 6 f (k) for all
k ∈N, regardless of which vertices Connector picks or which of the formulas ∃y.ϕi(y, ā) hold.

We prove that there is a number k ∈ N such that when Separator plays according to any
Connector-complete strategy on a graph G ∈ C , then he wins in at most k rounds. Assume

36



that the conclusion of the theorem does not hold. Then, there exists a sequence of graphs
G1, G2, . . . ∈ C , where in Gn Connector has a strategy ensuring that Separator does not win
for at least n rounds. We shall now prove that there is some graph G in the elementary closure
of C and a vertex in the graph that survives in the arena indefinitely, when Separator plays ac-
cording to a Connector-complete strategy. We will then show that this contradicts r-separability
of G.

B Claim 8.3 There exists a graph G ∈ C , a strategy of Connector, and a Connector-complete strategy
of Separator for which the Separation Game on G lasts indefinitely and

⋂
n<ω An is nonempty.

Proof of the claim. For every graph Gn ∈ C , choose any Connector-complete strategy of Sepa-
rator, and any strategy of Connector ensuring the game continues for more than n rounds. We
define a new class C ′ of structures by adding constants to graphs G1, G2, . . . as follows.

– Add constant symbols c1, c2, . . . , cω. For each graph Gn, interpret ck as:

– Connector’s move in the kth round if k 6 n;

– any vertex remaining in the arena after n rounds if k = ω;

– an arbitrary vertex of Gn otherwise.

– Add constant symbols sn,i for 1 6 n < ω and 1 6 i 6 f (n). For each graph Gn ∈ C ,
interpret sk,1, . . . , sk, f (k) as:

– the vertices marked by Separator in the kth round if k 6 n. We allow these symbols
to be interpreted as the same vertex if Separator plays fewer than f (k) vertices, and
we ensure that sk,1 is interpreted in the same way as ck;

– arbitrary vertices of Gn otherwise.

Now, for convenience, for each 1 6 n < ω, we write Sn−1 := {sk,i | k < n, 1 6 i 6 f (k)}.
Finally, let T be the theory which is obtained by including:

– the sentences ϕ which hold in all structures G ∈ C ′ (that is, the theory of C ′);

– sentences which express that cn is a valid move in the nth round, namely, that cn 6 |̂ r
Sn−1

ck

for 1 6 k < n (we remark that these sentences are existential);

– analogous sentences which express that cω is a valid move in each round n;

– sentences which express that Separator plays according to a Connector-complete strategy;
that is, sn,1 = cn, and for each 1 6 i 6 n, for the formula ϕi(y, x̄) and for each valuation
c̄ ∈ (Sn−1 ∪ {sn,1})x̄, the sentence ∃y.ϕi(y, c̄) =⇒ ϕi(sn,2, c̄) ∨ . . . ∨ ϕi(sn, f (n), c̄).

We now show that T is consistent. To this end, pick a finite subset T′ of T. Then there is
a number n0 ∈ N such that no constants cn or sn,i, with n0 < n < ω, occur in a sentence in
T′. Since Connector avoids losing in Gn0+1 for at least n0 + 1 rounds in our fixed strategies, the
structure corresponding to Gn0+1 in C ′ models T′. It follows by compactness (Theorem 5.1) that
T is consistent.

Since T is consistent, there exists a model G′ of T, which is a graph equipped with constant
symbols c1, c2, . . . , cω and sk,i. Let G be the graph obtained from G′ by forgetting these constants.
As T contains the theory of C ′, which in turn contains the theory of C , we infer that G ∈ C .
Now consider the instance of the Separation Game where in the nth round, Connector picks the
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vertex cn and Separator picks the vertices sn,i with 1 6 i 6 f (n). This is a valid strategy for
Connector by the fact that G′ |= T. For the same reason, the vertex cω remains in the arena after
each round. Finally, in G, Separator’s strategy as defined above is Connector-complete. C

Let G ∈ C be the graph produced by Claim 8.3, along with the strategies of Connector and
Separator. By assumption, G is r-separable. Recall that A0 ⊇ A1 ⊇ . . . is the sequence of arenas
in the play, c1, c2, . . . is the sequence of moves of Connector, and S0 ⊆ S1 ⊆ . . . is the sequence
of sets of vertices marked by Separator. Denote Aω :=

⋂
n<ω An, and Sω :=

⋃
n<ω Sn. We will

get a contradiction with the previous claim by proving the following claim:

B Claim 8.4 Aω is empty.

Proof of the claim. Observe that for each k ∈ N, we have ck /∈ Sk−1: as soon as Connector plays
ck in Sk−1, the arena Ak shrinks to a single vertex and Separator wins in the following round.
Then, Ak is disjoint from Sk−1: since Connector plays ck outside of Sk−1, each vertex of Sk−1
becomes separated from ck and thus is removed from the arena. It follows that Aω ∩ Sω = ∅.

Since Separator follows a Connector-complete strategy, Sω induces an elementary substruc-
ture of G by the Tarski-Vaught test (Theorem 5.2). We also have that c1, c2, . . . ∈ Sω by con-
struction. Now suppose for a contradiction that there exists some cω ∈ Aω. We remark that
cω /∈ Sω.

By Theorem 7.1, there exists a finite set S ⊆ Sω such that cω |̂ r
S Sω. As S is finite, there is

some n < ω such that S ⊆ Sn, so in particular, cω |̂ r
Sn

Sω. On the other hand, cω 6 |̂ r
Sn

cn+1, as
cω ∈ An+1. This is a contradiction since cn+1 ∈ Sω. C

However, this means that there exists a graph G ∈ C and strategies of Connector and Sep-
arator, for which Aω is simultaneously nonempty (Claim 8.3) and empty (Claim 8.4). This
contradicts the existence of the graphs G1, G2, . . . ∈ C and completes the proof of Theorem 8.1.

Part III

Algorithmic Flipper game

9 Outline

In this part we prove Theorem 1.5, recalled below for convenience.

Theorem 1.5 Let C be a monadically stable class of graphs. Then for every radius r ∈ N there exist
k ∈N and a Flipper strategy flip? such that the following holds:

– When playing according to flip? in the Flipper game of radius r on any graph G ∈ C , Flipper
wins within at most k rounds.

– The moves of flip? on an n-vertex graph G ∈ C can be computed in time OC ,r(n2).

Recall here that notation OC ,r(·) hides multiplicative factors that depend only on the class
C and the radius r.

Let us first sketch a natural approach to use the flip-wideness characterization of monadic
stability (see Definition 1) to derive a winning strategy for Flipper. Consider the radius-r Flipper
game on a graph G from a monadically stable class C . For convenience we may assume for now

38



that we work with an extended version of the game where at each round Flipper can apply a
bounded (in term of the round’s index) number of flips, instead of just one (see the discussion in
Section 3). As making a vertex isolated requires one flip — between the vertex in question and
its neighborhood — we can always assume that the flips applied by Flipper in round i make all
the i vertices previously played by Connector isolated. Hence, Connector needs to play a new
vertex in each round, thus building a growing set X of her moves.

Fix some constant m ∈ N. According to flip-wideness, there exists some number N :=
N2r(m) with the property that once X has grown to the size N, we find a set of flips F — whose
size is bounded independently of m — and a set Y of m vertices in X that are pairwise at distance
greater than 2r in G ⊕ F. It now looks reasonable that Flipper applies the flips from F within
his next move. Indeed, since after applying F the vertices of Y are at distance more than 2r
from each other, the intuition is that F robustly “disconnects” the graph so that the subsequent
move of the Connector will necessarily localize the game to a simpler setting. This intuition
is, however, difficult to capture: flip-wideness a priori does not provide any guarantees on the
disconnectedness of G⊕ F other than that the vertices of Y are far from each other.

The main idea for circumventing this issue is to revisit the notion of flip-wideness and
strengthen it with an additional predictability property. Intuitively, predictability says that being
given any set of 5 vertices in Y as above is sufficient to uniquely reconstruct the set of flips F.
Formally, in Section 10 we prove the following strengthening of the results of [DMST22]. Here
and later on, O(G) denotes the set of linear orders on the vertices of G.

Theorem 9.1 (Predictable flip-wideness) Fix radius r ∈N and a monadically stable class of graphs C .
Then there exist the following:

– An unbounded non-decreasing function αr : N→N and a bound λr ∈N.

– A function FWr that maps each triple (G ∈ C ,4 ∈ O(G), X ⊆ V(G)) to a pair (Y, F) such that:

– F is a set of at most λr flips in G, and

– Y is a set of αr(|X|) vertices of X that is distance-r independent in G⊕ F.

– A function Predictr that maps each triple (G ∈ C ,4 ∈ O(G), Z ⊆ V(G)) with |Z| = 5 to a set
F of flips in G such that the following holds:

– For every X ⊆ V(G), if (Y, F) = FWr(G,4, X) and Z ⊆ Y, then F = Predictr(G,4, Z).

Moreover, given G, 4, and Z, Predictr(G,4, Z) can be computed in time OC ,r(|V(G)|2).
Let us explain the intuition behind the mappings FWr and Predictr provided by Theorem 9.1.

The existence of bounds αr and λr and of the function FWr with the properties as above is
guaranteed by the standard flip-wideness, see Definition 1 and Theorem 2.8. However, in the
proof we pick the function FWr in a very specific way, so that the flip set F is defined in a
somewhat minimal way with respect to a given vertex ordering 4. This enables us to predict
what the flip set F should be given any set of 5 vertices from Y. This condition is captured by
the function Predictr.

We remark that the predictability property implies the following condition, which we call
canonicity, and which may be easier to think about. (We assume the notation from Theorem 9.1.)

– For every G ∈ C , 4∈ O(G), and X, X′ ⊆ V(G), if we denote (Y, F) = FWr(G,4, X) and
(Y′, F′) = FWr(G,4, X′), then |Y ∩Y′| > 5 entails F = F′.
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Indeed, to derive canonicity from predictability note that F = Predictr(G,4, Z) = F′, where Z
is any 5-element subset of Y ∩ Y′. Predictability strengthens canonicity by requiring that the
mapping from 5-element subsets to flip sets is governed by a single function Predictr, which is
moreover efficiently computable.

We now outline how Flipper can use predictable flip-wideness for radius 2r to win the
radius-r Flipper game in a bounded number of rounds. Suppose the game is played on a
graph G; we also fix an arbitrary ordering 4 of vertices of G. Flipper will keep track of a
growing set X of vertices played by the Connector. The game proceeds in a number of eras,
where at the end of each era X will be augmented by one vertex. In an era, Flipper will spend
2 · (|X|5 ) rounds trying to robustly disconnect the current set X. To this end, for every 5-element
subset Z of X Flipper performs a pair of rounds:

– In the first round, Flipper computes F := Predict2r(G,4, Z) and applies the flips from F.
Subsequently, Connector needs to localize the game to a ball of radius r in the F-flip of the
current graph.

– In the second round, Flipper reverses the flips by applying F again, and Connector again
localizes.

Thus, after performing a pair of rounds as above, we end with an induced subgraph of the
original graph, which moreover is contained in a ball of radius r in the F-flip. Having performed
all the (|X|5 ) pairs of rounds as above, Flipper makes the last round of this era: he applies flips
that isolates all vertices of X, thus forcing Connector to play any vertex outside of X that is still
available. This adds a new vertex to X and a new era begins.

Let us sketch why this strategy leads to a victory of Flipper within a bounded number of
rounds. Suppose the game proceeds for N eras, where N is such that α2r(N) > 7. Then we
can apply predictable flip-wideness to the set X built within those eras, thus obtaining a pair
(Y, F) := FW2r(G,4, X) such that |Y| = 7 and F is a set of flips such that Y is distance-2r inde-
pendent in G⊕ F. Enumerate Y as {v1, . . . , v7}, according to the order in which they were added
to X during the game. Let Z := {v1, . . . , v5} and note that F = Predict2r(G,4, Z). Observe that
in the era following the addition of v5 to X, Flipper considered Z as one of the 5-element subsets
of the (current) set X. Consequently, within one of the pairs of rounds in this era, he applied
flips from F and forced Connector to localize the game subsequently. Since v6 and v7 are at
distance larger than 2r in G⊕ F, this necessarily resulted in removing v6 or v7 from the graph.
This is a contradiction with the assumption that both v6 and v7 were played later in the game.

In Section 10 we prove Theorem 9.1. In Section 11 we formalize the strategy outline pre-
sented above and analyze the time complexity needed to compute the moves. This will amount
to proving Theorem 1.5.

10 Predictable flip-wideness

This section is devoted to proving Theorem 9.1: monadic stability implies predictable flip-
wideness. We will first collect some facts from the work of Dreier et al. [DMST22] and shape
them to our convenience.
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10.1 Classifiers

The main idea behind the proof of [DMST22] is to perform gradual classification of vertices
while showing that this classification needs to satisfy very rigid conditions, imposed by monadic
stability. To formalize this we will rely on the notion of a classifier, presented below.

For a vertex u, N(u) denotes the (open) neighborhood of u, that is, the set comprising all the
neighbors of u. The neighborhood of u in a set of vertices B is N(u) ∩ B. Further, s is adjacent to
B if N(u) ∩ B 6= ∅. Usually, the graph, in which neighborhoods and adjacencies are evaluated,
will be clear from the context. Otherwise, we specify it in the subscript.

Definition 3. A classifier in a graph G is a quadruple B = (B, S, exc, rep), where B is a family of
pairwise disjoint vertex subsets of G, called further blobs, S is a non-empty subset of vertices
of G, and exc : V(G) → B ∪ {⊥} and rep : V(G) → S are mappings satisfying the following
properties:

(a) S ∩⋃B = ∅; that is, no vertex of S belongs to any blob.

(b) Every s ∈ S is adjacent either to all the blobs in B or to no blob in B.

(c) For all distinct s, s′ ∈ S and each blob B ∈ B, N(s) ∩ B 6= N(s′) ∩ B.

(d) For each v ∈ ⋃B, we have exc(v) 6= ⊥ and v ∈ exc(v).

(e) For all v ∈ V(G) and B ∈ B − {exc(v)}, we have N(v) ∩ B = N(rep(v)) ∩ B.

The size of a classifier (B, S, exc, rep) is |B|, and its order is |S|.
Let us give some intuition. In a classifier we have a family of disjoint blobs B and a set

of representative vertices S. Further, with every vertex v we can associate its exceptional blob
exc(v) ∈ B and its representative rep(v) ∈ S. The key condition (e) says the following: every
vertex v behaves in the same way as its representative rep(v) with respect to all the blobs in B,
except for its (single) exceptional blob exc(v). We allow exc(v) to be equal to ⊥, which indicates
that v has no exceptional blob (this will be convenient in notation). Condition (d) says that if v
is contained in some blob B ∈ B, then in fact B must be the exceptional blob of v. Conditions
(a), (b), and (c) are technical assertions that expresses that the representative set S is reasonably
chosen.

A classifier naturally partitions the vertex set of the graph, as formalized below.

Definition 4. For a classifier B = (B, S, exc, rep), the partition raised by B is the partition ΠB of
the vertex set of G defined as follows:

ΠB := {rep−1(s) : s ∈ S}.

For s ∈ S, we write ΠB(s) := rep−1(s) to indicate the part of ΠB associated with s.

The following observation is easy, but will be the key to our use of classifiers.

Observation 10.1 Let B = (B, S, exc, rep) be classifier of size at least five in a graph G. Then for every
pair of vertices u, v of G, the following conditions are equivalent.

(i) u and v are in the same part of ΠB.

(ii) u and v have the same neighborhood in at least three blobs from B.

(iii) u and v have different neighborhoods in at most two blobs from B.
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Proof. Implication (i)⇒(iii) follows by observing that since rep(u) = rep(v), u and v must have
exactly the same neighborhood in every blob, possibly except for exc(u) and exc(v). Implication
(iii)⇒(ii) is immediate due to |B| > 5.

Finally, for implication (ii)⇒(i), observe that u and rep(u) have the same neighborhood in
all but at most one blob from B, and similarly for v and rep(v). Since u and v have the same
neighborhood in at least three blobs from B, it follows that rep(u) and rep(v) have the same
neighborhood in at least one blob from B. By condition (c) of Definition 3, this means that
rep(u) = rep(v), so u and v belong to the same part of ΠB.

From Observation 10.1 we can derive a canonicity property for classifiers: whenever two
classifiers share at least five blobs in common, the associated partitions are the same. In the next
lemma we show an even stronger property: (efficient) predictability for classifiers.

Lemma 10.2 There exists an algorithm that given a graph G and family B◦ consisting of five pairwise
disjoint subsets of V(G), computes a partition Π◦ of V(G) with the following property: for every classi-
fier B = (B, S, exc, rep) in G with B◦ ⊆ B, we have Π◦ = ΠB. The running time of the algorithm is
O(|Π◦| · n2), where n = |V(G)|.

Proof. We first present the construction of Π◦. Along the way we also construct a set of repre-
sentatives S, and at each point vertices s ∈ S are in one-to-one correspondence with parts Π◦(s)
of Π◦. We start with Π◦ = ∅ and S = ∅. Then we iterate through the vertices of G in any order,
and when considering the next vertex v we include it in the partition as follows:

– If there exists s ∈ S such that v and s have the same neighborhood in at least three of the
blobs of B◦, select such s that was added the earliest to S and add v to Π◦(s).

– Otherwise, if no s as above exists, add v to S and associate with v a new part Π◦(v) = {v}.

It is straightforward to implement the algorithm to work in timeO(|Π◦| · n2), where |Π◦| = |S|
is the size of the output partition.

We now verify that Π◦ constructed in this manner satisfies the requested properties. Let then
B = (B, S, exc, rep) be any classifier with B◦ ⊆ B; we need to argue that Π◦ = ΠB. Consider
any pair u, v of vertices of G. We need to prove that u, v are in the same part of Π◦ if and only if
they are in the same part of ΠB.

For the forward implication, suppose u and v belong to the same part of Π◦, say Π◦(s) for
some s ∈ S. By construction, u and s have the same neighborhood in at least three of the blobs
of B◦. By Observation 10.1, this implies that u and s are in the same part of ΠB. Similarly, v and
s are in the same part of ΠB. By transitivity, u and v are in the same part of ΠB.

For the other direction, suppose u ∈ Π◦(s) and v ∈ Π◦(s′) for some s 6= s′. By symmetry,
we may assume that s′ was added to S later than s. Since v was included in Π◦(s′) instead
of Π◦(s), by construction it follows that v and s must have different neighborhoods in at least
three different blobs of B◦. So by Observation 10.1, v and s belong to different parts of ΠB.
Since u and s belong to the same part of Π◦, by the forward implication they also belong to the
same part of ΠB. Hence u and v belong to different parts of ΠB.

We next observe that, at the cost of a moderate loss on the size of a classifier, we may choose
the representatives quite freely.

Lemma 10.3 Let B = (B, S, exc, rep) be a classifier in a graph G and let S′ be any set such that rep is
a bijection from S′ to S. Then there is a classifier B′ = (B′, S′, exc′, rep′) in G such that B′ ⊆ B and
|B′| > |B| − |S|.
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Proof. Let B′ be obtained from B by removing exc(s′) for each s′ ∈ S′. Note that by condition
(d) of Definition 3, S′ is disjoint from

⋃B′. Next, for each vertex u set exc′(u) := exc(u), except
for the case when exc(u) ∈ B − B′; then set exc′(u) := ⊥. Since rep is a bijection from S′ to S,
for every vertex u there exists exactly one vertex s′ ∈ S′ satisfying rep(u) = rep(s′), and we set
rep′(u) := s′.

We claim that B′ := (B′, S′, exc′, rep′) is a classifier. For this, observe that for every s′ ∈ S′,
since exc(s′) has been removed when constructing B′, we in fact have N(rep(s′)) ∩ B = N(s′) ∩
B for every B ∈ B′. With this observation in mind, all conditions of Definition 3 for B′ follow
directly from those for B.

Let G be a graph and 4 be any linear order on V(G). We shall say that a classifier B =
(B, S, exc, rep) is canonical with respect to 4 if the following condition holds: each s ∈ S is the
4-minimum element of ΠB(s). We note the following.

Corollary 10.4 Let G be a graph, 4 be a linear order on G, and B = (B, S, exc, rep) be a classifier in G.
Then there is also a classifier B′ = (B′, S′, exc′, rep′) such that |S′| = |S|, B′ ⊆ B, |B′| > |B| − |S|,
and B′ is canonical with respect to 4.

Proof. It suffices to apply Lemma 10.3 to S′ := {min4 ΠB(s) : s ∈ S}.

The following lemma is the main outcome of this section. Here, an r-ball in a graph G is a
set of the form {w ∈ V(G) | distG(v, w) 6 r} for some vertex v (the center of the ball).

Lemma 10.5 Fix a monadically stable class of graphs C and r ∈ N. Then there exist a constant
κ ∈N and an unbounded non-decreasing function β : N→N such that the following holds. For every
G ∈ C , linear order 4 on V(G), and a non-empty familyA of pairwise disjoint r-balls in G, there exists
a classifier B = (B, S, exc, rep) in G such that:

– B has size at least β(|A|) and order at most κ;

– B ⊆ A; and

– B is canonical with respect to 4.

To prove Lemma 10.5 we need the following lemma, which follows from Theorem 4.2 of
[DMST22] by setting ϕ(x, y) = adj(x, y) and α(x, y) = dist6r(x, y), where adj(x, y) is the adja-
cency predicate and dist6r(x, y) is the first-order formula expressing that the distance between
x and y is at most r.

Lemma 10.6 (follows from Theorem 4.2 of [DMST22]) Fix a monadically stable class of graphs C
and r ∈ N. Then there exist k ∈ N and a function M : N → N such that for every m > 3 and family
A of size at least M(m) of pairwise disjoint r-balls in a graph G ∈ C , the following holds. There exists
a subfamily B ⊆ A of size at least m and a set S ⊆ V(G) of at most k vertices such that for every
v ∈ V(G) there exists a single exceptional ball Bv ∈ B and an element sv ∈ S such that for every ball
B ∈ B − {Bv} we have

N(v) ∩ B = N(sv) ∩ B.

Furthermore, if v ∈ B for some B ∈ B, then Bv = B.

In essence, Lemma 10.6 already gives us the needed classifier, except that we need to mas-
sage it using Corollary 10.4 and a pigeonhole argument.
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Proof of Lemma 10.5. Let k and M be the constant and the function provided by Lemma 10.6 for
the class C and the radius r. We may assume that M is non-decreasing. We set κ := k. Further,
for every n ∈N, set β(n) to be the largest positive integer m such that

n > M(kk · (k + 1) · (m + k) + k);

if there is no such m, set β(n) := 0. Clearly, β defined in this way is non-decreasing and un-
bounded.

Consider any family A of pairwise disjoint r-balls A in G. Let m := β(|A|). If m = 0, then
we set B to be the unique canonical classifier of size 0 and order 1, that is B := (∅, {v0}, v 7→
⊥, v 7→ v0) where v0 = min4 V(G). So from now on we may assume that m > 1; thus we have
|A| > M(kk · (k + 1) · (m + k) + k).

Apply Lemma 10.6 to A, yielding suitable B1, S1, and mappings v 7→ Bv and v 7→ sv. Note
that we have |S1| 6 k and |B1| > kk · (k + 1) · (m + k) + k. We would like to claim that these
objects constitute a classifier, but for this we have to make sure that conditions (a), (b), and (c)
of Definition 3 hold. This will be done using a pigeonhole argument as follows.

Construct B′1 from B1 by removing the exceptional ball Bs for each s ∈ S1; thus |B′1| >
kk · (k + 1) · (m + k) and S1 is disjoint from

⋃B′1. For a ball B ∈ B′1, let the profile of B be the pair
consisting of:

– the following equivalence relation on S1: s, s′ ∈ S1 are equivalent if they have the same
neighborhood in B; and

– the unique equivalence class of the relation above whose members have empty neighbor-
hood in B, or ⊥ if there is no such equivalence class.

Note that the total number of profiles is at most |S1||S1| · (|S1|+ 1) 6 kk · (k + 1). Hence, there
exists B2 ⊆ B′1 with |B2| > m + k such that all balls from B2 have the same profile. Say this
profile is (≡, C), where ≡ is an equivalence relation on S1 and C is either an equivalence class
of ≡ or ⊥.

Let S2 ⊆ S1 be any set consisting of one member of each equivalence class of≡. Note that for
all distinct s, s′ ∈ S2 and B ∈ B2, the neighborhoods of s and s′ in B are different. Furthermore,
every member of S2 is adjacent to all the balls from B2, except possibly for the vertex chosen
from C (if existent), which is non-adjacent to all the balls in B2.

We now define B2 := (B2, S2, exc2, rep2) as follows. For each vertex u of G, set exc2(u) = Bu,
unless Bu /∈ B2, in which case set exc2(u) := ⊥. Finally, set rep2(u) = η(su), where η : S1 → S2
maps every s ∈ S1 to the unique s′ ∈ S2 such that s ≡ s′. It is now straightforward to verify that
B2 is a classifier.

It now remains to apply Corollary 10.4 to the classifier B2, yielding a classifier B = (B, S, exc, rep)
that is canonical with respect to 4 and satisfies

|S| = |S2| 6 k, B ⊆ B2 ⊆ A, and |B| > m = β(|A|).

10.2 Proof of the result

We are ready to prove Theorem 9.1. The proof follows closely the reasoning from [DMST22],
except that we define the flip set somewhat more carefully in order to ensure the predictability
property.
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Proof of Theorem 9.1. Throughout the proof we fix the monadically stable class C . For t ∈N, by
C [t] we denote the class consisting of all 6 t-flips of graphs from C , that is,

C [t] := {G⊕ F | G ∈ C and F is a flip set of size at most t in G}.

Note that since flips can be simulated by unary predicates, monadic stability of C entails monadic
stability of C [t], for every fixed t ∈N.

Since we will be using Lemma 10.5 for different radii and different classes, in notation we
follow the convention that κD

s and βD
s denote the constant κ and the function β obtained from

applying Lemma 10.5 to a monadically stable class D and radius s ∈N.
The proof proceeds by induction on r. Recall that our goal is to define suitable functions

FWr and Predictr, along with bounds λr and αr, for all r ∈ N. For this, we may use functions
FWr′ and Predictr′ and bounds λr′ and αr′ for r′ < r, obtained from the induction assumption.

Case 1: Base Case. For r = 0, we may simply set

FW0(G,4, X) := (X, ∅) and Predict0(G,4, Z) := ∅.

Thus, we can set the bounds

λ0 := 0 and α0(n) := n.

Case 2: Inductive Case. We first define the function FWr. For this, let us consider any G ∈ C ,
4 ∈ O(G), and X ⊆ V(G). We would like to find a pair (Y, F) satisfying the requirements for
the value FWr(G,4, X).

Let
(Yr−1, Fr−1) := FWr−1(G,4, X) and H := G⊕ Fr−1.

By induction, Fr−1 consists of at most λr−1 flips. Thus H ∈ D , where

D := C [λr−1].

Moreover, Yr−1 has size at least αr−1(|X|) and is (r− 1)-independent in H.
For convenience, we denote

r′ := dr/2e − 1.

Let A be the family of r′-balls in H whose centers are the vertices of Yr−1. Note that the balls of
A are pairwise disjoint.

Apply Lemma 10.5 to radius r′, graph H ∈ D , order 4, and family of r′-ballsA, thus obtain-
ing a classifier B = (B, S, exc, rep). Hence we have

|B| > βD
r′ (|A|) and |S| 6 κD

r′ .

By Ramsey’s Theorem, we may select a subfamily B? ⊆ B of size at least log |B| satisfying the
following property: either the centers of the balls in B? are pairwise at distance greater than r
in H, or they are pairwise at distance exactly r in H. We set

αr(n) :=
⌈

log βD
r′ (αr−1(n))

⌉
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and note that by the construction, we have

|B?| > αr(|X|).

We define Y to be the set of centers of the balls in B?; thus |Y| = |B?| > αr(|X|).
It remains to construct a set of flips F such that Y is distance-r independent in G ⊕ F. We

proceed by cases, each time exposing a flip set F′ such that we may set F := Fr−14F′ and

|F′| 6 max(4, k2 · 4k), where k := κD
r′ .

Note that thus we will have |F| 6 λr, assuming we set

λr := λr−1 + max(4, k2 · 4k).

Also, we will have G⊕ F = H ⊕ F′.

Case 2.1: The vertices of Y are pairwise at distance greater than r in H. In this case Y is
already distance-r independent, hence we may simply set F′ := ∅.

Case 2.2: The vertices of Y are pairwise at distance exactly r in H. We may assume that
|Y| > 5, for otherwise we can choose F′ to be a set of at most 4 flips that isolate every vertex of Y
in H. In what follows, whenever speaking about adjacencies or distances, we mean adjacencies
and distances in H.

Recall that B is canonical with respect to 4, hence

s = min
4

ΠB(s) for every s ∈ S.

By definition, every vertex of S is adjacent either to all the balls in B?, or to none. Further, since
vertices of S have pairwise different neighborhoods in every ball B ∈ B?, there is at most one
vertex of S that is not adjacent to any ball of B?. Let S′ ⊆ S consist of those vertices of S that are
adjacent to every ball in B?; thus either S′ = S or |S− S′| = 1. Let

W :=
⋃

s∈S′
ΠB(s).

We observe that the vertices of W are the ones that keep the vertices of Y at close distance, in
the following sense.

B Claim 10.7 For every vertex v ∈ V(G), the following conditions are equivalent:

1. v belongs to W;

2. v is at distance exactly r′ + 1 from all the vertices of Y, possibly except for one;

3. v is at distance at most r′ + 1 from at least two vertices of Y.

Proof of the claim. Implication (2)→(3) is trivial due to |Y| > 5.
For implication (1)→(2) we use that B is a classifier. Let s ∈ S′ be such that v ∈ ΠB(s).

By definition, s is adjacent to all the balls in B?. Therefore, v is adjacent to all the balls in B?,
possibly except for exc(v). Recalling that v ∈ exc(v) in case v ∈ ⋃B?, we conclude that v is
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at distance exactly r′ + 1 from the centers of all the balls in B?, that is, vertices of Y, possibly
except for one — the center of exc(v).

We are left with implication (3)→(1). Let s ∈ S be such that v ∈ ΠB(s). As v is at distance
at most r′ + 1 from the centers of two balls in B?, at least one of them, say B, is different from
exc(v). In particular v /∈ B, so v being at distance r′ + 1 from the center of B means that v has
to be adjacent to B. As B 6= exc(v), we infer that s is also adjacent to B. It follows that s ∈ S′,
implying that v ∈W. C

Next, we make a case distinction depending on whether r is odd or even. In both cases, we
use the following notation. For s ∈ S and U ⊆ S, we write

Qs,U := {v ∈ ΠB(s) | NH(v) ∩ S = U}.

Further, we let
Q := {Qs,U : s ∈ S, U ⊆ S}.

Note that Q is a partition of the vertex set of H into at most k · 2k parts, and the definition of Q
only depends on the graph H, partition ΠB, and set S. In order to later prove the predictability
property, it will be crucial that, in both of the following two cases, the definition of the exposed
set of flips F′ only depends on the partition Q (and therefore on H, ΠB, and S), the set S′, and
the order 4.

Case 2.2.1: r is odd. We define F′ as the set of all pairs (Qs1,U1 , Qs2,U2) ∈ Q2 satisfying the
following conditions:

– s1, s2 ∈ S′;

– Qs1,U1 6= ∅ and Qs2,U2 6= ∅;

– s1 ∈ U2 or s2 ∈ U1; and

– min4 Qs1,U1 4 min4 Qs2,U2 .

Thus |F′| 6 (|Q|2 ) 6 k2 · 4k. As desired, F′ depends only on Q, S′, and 4. The following claim
explains the flip set F′ in more friendly terms.

B Claim 10.8 For any u1, u2 ∈ V(G), applying F′ flips the adjacency between u1 and u2 if and only if
u1, u2 ∈W and (u2 ∈ NH(rep(u1)) or u1 ∈ NH(rep(u2))).

Proof of the claim. Let s1, U1, s2, U2 be such that u1 ∈ Qs1,U1 and u2 ∈ Qs2,U2 ; in particular
Qs1,U1 6= ∅ and Qs2,U2 6= ∅. By symmetry, we may assume that min4 Qs1,U1 4 min4 Qs2,U2 .
By definition, the adjacency between u1 and u2 is flipped when applying F′ if and only if
(Qs1,U1 , Qs2,U2) ∈ F′, which in turn is equivalent to the conjunction of conditions s1, s2 ∈ S′ and
(s1 ∈ U2 or s2 ∈ U1). It now remains to note that condition s1, s2 ∈ S′ is equivalent to u1, u2 ∈W,
and condition (s1 ∈ U2 or s2 ∈ U1) is equivalent to (u2 ∈ NH(rep(u1)) or u1 ∈ NH(rep(u2))). C

Further, we note that the vertices of W may only lie outside the balls of B? or on their
boundaries.

B Claim 10.9 If v ∈W, then for every y ∈ Y we have distH(v, y) > r′.
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B1 B2

y1 y2v1 v2

s1 = rep(v1)

FIGURE 5: Case 2.2.1 in a nutshell: Up to symmetry, the (depicted in red) adjacency between v1 and v2 is the same
as between s1 and v2, hence the edge v1v2 is flipped away when applying F′ if and only if it was present.

Proof of the claim. Suppose distH(v, y) 6 r′ − 1 for some y ∈ Y. As v ∈ W, by Claim 10.7 there
exists some other y′ ∈ Y, y′ 6= y, such that distH(v, y′) = r′+ 1. Hence distH(y, y′) 6 2r′ = r− 1.
This is a contradiction with the assumption that Y is (r− 1)-independent in H. C

We are now ready to argue the following: Y is distance-r independent in H⊕ F′. See Figure 6
for an illustration. For contradiction, suppose in H⊕ F′ there exists a path P of length at most r
connecting some distinct y1, y2 ∈ Y. Let B1, B2 ∈ B? be the r′-balls with centers y1, y2, respec-
tively. Since the flips of F′ only affect the adjacency between the vertices of W, and these vertices
have to be at distance at least r′ = r−1

2 from y1, y2 due to Claim 10.9, we infer the following: P
can be written as

P = (y1, . . . , v1, v2, . . . , y2),

where (y1, . . . , v1) and (v2, . . . , y2) are paths of length r′ in H that are entirely contained in B1
in B2, respectively. In particular, P has length exactly 2r′ + 1 = r and v1v2 is the only edge on P
that might have been flipped when applying F′.

Observe that if the edge v1v2 appeared when applying the flip F′, then we necessarily have
v1, v2 ∈ W. Otherwise, if v1v2 was present in H, then path P witnesses that already in H, both
v1 and v2 are at distance at most r′ + 1 from both y1 and y2. By Claim 10.7, this implies that
v1, v2 ∈W. So in any case, we have v1, v2 ∈W.

Let s1 := rep(v1) and s2 := rep(v2). Since v1 ∈ B1 and v2 ∈ B2, we have exc(v1) = B1 and
exc(v2) = B2, hence

NH(s1) ∩ B2 = NH(v1) ∩ B2 and NH(s2) ∩ B1 = NH(v2) ∩ B1.

In particular,

v1, v2 are adjacent in H ⇔ v1, s2 are adjacent in H ⇔ v1 ∈ NH(s2),

and similarly

v1, v2 are adjacent in H ⇔ s1, v2 are adjacent in H ⇔ v2 ∈ NH(s1).

Therefore,
v1, v2 are adjacent in H ⇔ (v1 ∈ NH(s2) or v2 ∈ NH(s1)).

As v1, v2 ∈W, by Claim 10.8 we conclude that v1 and v2 are adjacent in H if and only if their ad-
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B1 B2

y1 y2v1 v2

s = rep(u)

u

FIGURE 6: Case 2.2.2 in a nutshell: Up to symmetry, the (depicted in red) adjacency between v1 and u is the same
as between v1 and s, hence the edge uv1 is flipped away when applying F′ if and only if it was present.

jacency gets flipped when applying F′. So v1 and v2 are non-adjacent in H⊕ F′, a contradiction
with the existence of the edge v1v2 on P.

Case 2.2.2: r is even. This time, F′ is defined as the set of all pairs (Qs1,U1 , Qs2,U2) ∈ Q2 satis-
fying the following conditions:

– Qs1,U1 6= ∅ and Qs2,U2 6= ∅;

– (s1 ∈ S′ and s1 ∈ U2) or (s2 ∈ S′ and s2 ∈ U1); and

– min4 Qs1,U1 4 min4 Qs2,U2 .

Again, |F′| 6 |Q|2 6 k2 · 4k and the definition of F′ depends only onQ, S′, and 4. Also, we may
similarly explain flipping according to F′ as follows.

B Claim 10.10 For any u1, u2 ∈ V(G), applying F′ flips the adjacency between u1 and u2 if and only
if (u1 ∈W and u2 ∈ NH(rep(u1))) or (u2 ∈W and u1 ∈ NH(rep(u2))).

Proof of the claim. Analogous to the proof of Claim 10.8, we leave the details to the reader. C

Note that Claim 10.8 implies in particular that whenever the adjacency between two vertices
is flipped when applying F′, at least one of them belongs to W. (However, contrary to the odd
case, there might be flips in F′ that affect vertices outside of W.) In this vein, the following
observation will be convenient.

B Claim 10.11 W ∩⋃B? = ∅.

Proof of the claim. For contradiction, suppose there exists B ∈ B? and v ∈ B such that v ∈ W.
Letting y be the center of B, we have distH(v, y) 6 r′. By Claim 10.7, there exists another y′ ∈ Y,
y′ 6= y, such that distH(v, y′) 6 r′ + 1. Hence distH(y, y′) 6 2r′ + 1 = r − 1, contradicting the
distance-(r− 1) independence of Y in H. C

As in the odd case, we are left with arguing that Y is distance-r independent in H ⊕ F′.
For contradiction, suppose that there exist distinct y1, y2 ∈ Y and a path P of length at most r
that connects y1 and y2 in H ⊕ F′. As before, let B1, B2 ∈ B? be the balls with centers y1, y2,
respectively.

By Claim 10.10, the flips of F′ affect only the vertices of W ∪ ⋃s∈S′ NH(s). By Claim 10.11
and as S′ is disjoint with

⋃B?, all vertices of W ∪ ⋃s∈S′ NH(s) are at distance (in H) at least r′
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from all the vertices of Y. Since r = 2r′ + 2, similarly as in Case 2.2.1 it follows that P has length
2r′ + 1 = r− 1 or 2r′ + 2 = r and can be written as

P = (y1, . . . , v1, v2, . . . , y2) or P = (y1, . . . , v1, u, v2, . . . , y2),

where (y1, . . . , v1) and (v2, . . . , y2) are paths of length r′ in H entirely contained in B1 and B2,
respectively.

Consider the first case: P has length r − 1 and is of the form (y1, . . . , v1, v2, . . . , y2). Ob-
serve that edge v1v2 cannot be present in H, because then P would be entirely contained in H,
a contradiction with distance-(r − 1) independence of Y in H. On the other hand, note that
v1, v2 /∈W due to Claim 10.11, so by Claim 10.10 the adjacency between v1 and v2 is not flipped
when applying F′. We conclude that v1 and v2 remain non-adjacent in H ⊕ F′, a contradiction
with the presence of the edge v1v2 on P.

We are left with the second case: P has length r and is of the form (y1, . . . , v1, u, v2, . . . , y2).
Let us first argue that u ∈ W. If u is adjacent both to v1 and to v2 in H, then u is at distance

at most r′ + 1 from both y1 and y2 in H, hence that u ∈ W follows directly from Claim 10.7. On
the other hand, if u is non-adjacent in H to one of v1 or v2, say to v1, then the adjacency between
u and v1 must get flipped when applying F′. By Claim 10.10 this means that at least one of u
and v1 belongs to W, but it cannot be v1 due to Claim 10.11. So u ∈W in this case as well.

Let s := rep(u). By symmetry, we may assume that B1 6= exc(u). This means that

v1, u are adjacent in H ⇔ v1, s are adjacent in H ⇔ v1 ∈ NH(s).

Since u ∈ W and v1 /∈ W (due to Claim 10.11), by Claim 10.10 we conclude that u and v1 are
adjacent in H if and only if their adjacency gets flipped when applying F′. So in any case, u and
v1 are non-adjacent in H ⊕ F′. This is a contradiction with the presence of the edge uv1 on P.

This concludes the construction of the pair (Y, F) that we set for FWr(G,4, X). We are
left with defining a suitable inductive case for the function Predictr and showing that it can
be computed efficiently, in time OC ,r(|V(G)|2). For G ∈ C and Z ⊆ V(G) with |Z| = 5,
Predictr(G,4, Z) is defined as the flip set F◦ output by the following procedure.

– Let F◦r−1 := Predictr−1(G,4, Z), where the function Predictr−1 is provided by the induction
assumption. Let H◦ := G⊕ F◦r−1.

– If Z is not distance-(r− 1) independent in H◦, output F◦ := ∅ and terminate.

– Similarly, if Z is distance-r independent in H◦, output F◦ := F◦r−1 and terminate.

– Otherwise, let B◦ consist of the five r′-balls in H◦ with centers in vertices of Z; note that
the balls of B◦ are pairwise disjoint. Apply the algorithm of Lemma 10.2 to the family B◦,
thus obtaining a partition Π◦.

– Let S◦ := {min4 A : A ∈ Π◦} and let S′◦ be the subset of vertices of S◦ that are adjacent
to every ball of B◦.

– Output the flip set F◦ := F◦r−14F′◦, where F′◦ is defined from H◦, Π◦, S◦, and S′◦ exactly
in the way described in Cases 2.2.1 and 2.2.2 above.

50



We now argue that provided FWr(G,4, X) = (Y, F) and Z ⊆ Y is a set of size 5, we have
Predictr(G,4, Z) = F. Adopt the notation from the definition of FWr. We revisit the case
study presented above and show that in each case, the set F◦ output by the procedure defining
Predictr(G,4, Z) coincides with the set of flips F constructed in the definition of FWr(G,4, X).

By the induction assumption, we have F◦r−1 = Fr−1, which implies that H◦ = H. In partic-
ular, as Z ⊆ Y is distance-(r− 1) independent in H, the termination in the second point above
cannot happen. Also, if the vertices of Y are pairwise at distance more than r in H, then so is
the case for Z, and we have F◦ = F◦r−1 (termination in the third point above). In the definition
of FWr(G,4, X) Case 2.1 applies here, yielding F = Fr−1. So F = Fr−1 = F◦r−1 = F◦, as required.

We are left with Case 2.2: the vertices of Y are pairwise at distance exactly r in H. By
Lemma 10.2 we have Π◦ = ΠB, where B = (B, S, exc, rep) is the classifier provided by Lemma 10.5
that is used in the construction of Y. Since B is canonical with respect to 4, we have

S = {min
4

A : A ∈ ΠB} = {min
4

A : A ∈ Π◦} = S◦.

Similarly, as B is a classifier in H = H◦, we have that a vertex from S = S◦ is adjacent to every
ball of B? ⊆ B if and only if it is adjacent to every ball of B◦, and we conclude that S′ = S′◦.
As now H◦ = H, Π◦ = ΠB, S◦ = S, and S′◦ = S′, the construction presented in Cases 2.2.1
and 2.2.2 provides the same flip set for H◦, Π◦, S◦, and S′◦, as for H, ΠB, S, and S′: we have
F◦ = F, as required.

Finally, we need to argue that Predictr(G,4, Z) can be computed in time OC ,r(|V(G)|2).
For this, observe that the procedure presented above executes r inductive calls, each of which
consists of internal computation that is easy to implement in time OC ,r(|V(G)|2), and one call
to the algorithm of Lemma 10.5. Since we a priori know that the partition Π◦ returned by this
call should be of sizeOC ,r(1), we may terminate this call once the elapsed running time exceeds
OC ,r(|V(G)|2), and if so, return ∅ as Predictr(G,4, Z). Therefore, each of the r inductive calls
runs in time OC ,r(|V(G)|2), giving a total time complexity of OC ,r(|V(G)|2) as well.

11 Winning strategy

We are almost ready to prove Theorem 1.5. Before commencing to the proof, we will first clarify
the notion of a strategy for Flipper, and what we mean by a running time of a strategy.

Furthermore, in this section, we will work with an extension of the Flipper game, which we
call Induced-Subgraph-Flipper game. In this variant of the game, we allow Connector to localize
the graph to an induced subgraph of an r-ball in the current arena, instead of requiring her
to pick an entire r-ball. Intuitively, “losing” additional vertices on purpose yields no benefit
to Connector. However, the ability to work with induced subgraphs is useful for the design
of algorithms, as exhibited in [DMS]. For this reason we will explicitly prove the algorithmic
winning strategy for Flipper for this variant of the game. As the modification only expands the
move pool of Connector, the proven strategy then also works for the unmodified Flipper game
and implies Theorem 1.5.

11.1 Strategies and runtimes

Strategies and runs. Strategies are commonly represented by functions mapping the history
of the game to a new (played) position. In our context, it will be convenient to use the following
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equivalent abstraction, which will fit better to our algorithmic perspective. Fix radius r ∈ N.
Graphs considered in consecutive rounds of the Induced-Subgraph-Flipper game will be often
called arenas, for brevity. A radius-r Connector strategy is a function

con : (Gi) 7→ (Gloc
i )

that maps the arena Gi at round i to a graph Gloc
i that is an induced subgraph of the ball of

radius r around some vertex v in Gi.
A radius-r Flipper strategy is a function

flip : (Gloc
i , Ii) 7→ (F, Ii+1)

that maps the graph Gloc
i obtained from Connector’s move to the atomic flip F chosen by Flip-

per; the next arena will be Gi+1 := Gloc
i ⊕ F. Additionally, we allow Flipper to keep an auxil-

iary memory: the strategy takes, as the second argument, an internal state Ii from the previous
round, and outputs an updated internal state Ii+1. The initial state I0 = I0(flip, G) will be
computed from the initial graph at the beginning of the game. The internal states will be used
as memory and to precompute flips for future turns, which makes them convenient from an
algorithmic point of view. Strategies operating with game histories instead of internal states
can simulate the latter in the following sense: knowing the game history, Flipper can compute
the current internal state by replaying the entire game up to the current round. Note that since
we are interested in Flipper’s strategies that work against any behavior of Connector, it is not
necessary to equip Connector’s strategies with memory as well.

Given radius-r Connector and Flipper strategies con and flip, and a graph G, we define the
runR(con, flip, G) to be the infinite sequence of positions

R(con, flip, G) := (G0, I0), (G1, I1), (G2, I2), (G3, I3), . . .

such that G0 = G, I0 = I0(flip, G), and for all i > 0 we have

Gi+1 = con(Gi)⊕ F, where (Ii+1, F) = flip(con(Gi), Ii).

A winning position is a tuple (Gi, Ii) where Gi contains only a single vertex. A radius-r Flipper
strategy flip is `-winning on a class of graphs C , if for every G ∈ C and for every radius-r
Connector strategy con, the `th position ofR(con, flip, G) is a winning position. Note that while
R(con, flip, G) is an infinite sequence, once a winning position is reached, it is only followed by
winning positions.

Runtime. Let r ∈ N and let flip be a radius-r Flipper strategy. For a function f : N → N, we
say that flip has runtime f if the following holds:

– given a graph G, the internal state I0(flip, G) can be computed in time f (|G|); and

– given a graph H and an internal state I , the value flip(H, I) can be computed in time f (|G|).

Note that in the second item above, the time complexity is allowed to depend on the original
graph G, which is possibly much larger than the current arena H. On the other hand, we do
not require a dependence on the size of the encoding of I . Namely, it will always be the case
that in positions that may appear in runs of flip on graphs from the considered class of graphs,
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the encoding size of I will be linear in the encoding size of G. Hence, positions with larger
encoding size of I can be just ignored. (Formally, the algorithm outputs anything on them
while not reading the whole internal state.)

We will often say that a strategy has runtime F for a class of functions F to indicate that it
has runtime f ∈ F . (For instance, we may say that a strategy has runtime OC ,r(n2).)

Playing multiple flips. As discussed in Section 3, we may also consider the variant of Flipper
game where in every round, Flipper can apply not a single atomic flip F, but a set of flips F
of size at most g(i), where i is the index of the round. Here, g : N → N is a function and we
call this variant of the game g-bounded. We may also speak about the k-bounded variant of the
game where k ∈N, and by this we mean the g-bounded game for g being the constant function
g(i) = k. Thus, the standard game is 1-bounded. The notions of strategies, runs, and runtimes
translate to the setting of g-bounded Flipper game naturally.

The following simple lemma shows that when designing a strategy for Flipper on a graph
class, it suffices to consider the setting where playing multiple flips in a single move is allowed.

Lemma 11.1 Let C be a class of graphs and r ∈ N be a fixed radius. Suppose that for some ` ∈ N and
functions f , g : N → N, Flipper has a strategy in the g-bounded radius-r Induced-Subgraph-Flipper
game that is `-winning on C , and moreover this strategy has runtime f . Then Flipper also has a strategy
in the standard (1-bounded) radius-r Induced-Subgraph-Flipper game that is `′-winning on C , where
`′ = ∑`

i=1 g(i), and this strategy has runtime Og,`( f ).

Proof. Let flip be the assumed strategy in the g-bounded game. We define a strategy flip′ in
the 1-bounded game as follows. When playing flip′, Flipper simulates flip by replacing the
ith move in the g-bounded game by g(i) consecutive moves in the 1-bounded game. More
precisely, supposing that flip proposes to play a flip set F of size at most g(i), in flip′ Flipper
plays the atomic flips of F one by one, in |F| consecutive rounds. Within the formal framework
of strategies, these atomic flips are saved in a queue within the internal state, and popped from
the queue one by one until the queue is empty — and the next move of flip in the simulated
game needs to be computed. The moves of Connector along the way are ignored, except for the
last one, which is considered the next Connector’s move in the simulated g-bounded game for
the purpose of computing the next Flipper’s move proposed by flip.

A straightforward induction argument shows that for every j ∈N, the arena after ∑
j
i=1 g(i)

rounds in the 1-bounded game played according to flip′ is an induced subgraph of the arena
after j rounds in the simulated g-bounded game played according to flip. Consequently, flip′ is
`′-winning on C for `′ = ∑`

i=1 g(i). As for the runtime, the algorithm computing the next move
of flip′ either pops the next atomic flip from the queue stored in the internal state, or, in case the
queue is empty, invokes the algorithm to compute the next move of flip. It is straightforward to
see that this can be done in time Og,`( f ).

11.2 Finalizing the argument

With the definitions above settled, we can now rephrase and prove Theorem 1.5 as follows.

Theorem 11.2 For every monadically stable class of graphs C and radius r ∈ N, there exists ` ∈ N

and a radius-r Flipper strategy for the Induced-Subgraph-Flipper game that is `-winning on C and has
runtime OC ,r(n2).
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Proof. In notation, we fix the objects provided by Theorem 9.1 for the class C . Let then

t := α−1
2r (7), k := λ2r, and ` := 2 ·

((
t
5

)
+ 1
)2

,

where by α−1
2r (7) we mean the least integer N such that α2r(N) > 7. We will describe a strategy

flip? for Flipper in the g-bounded radius-r game, where

g(i) := max(i, k).

Strategy flip? will be `-winning on C and will have runtime OC ,r(n2). By Lemma 11.1, this
suffices to prove Theorem 11.2.

We explain now flip? in natural language; the easy translation to the formal layer of strate-
gies with internal states, described in Section 11.1, is left to the reader. We fix the graph G ∈ C
on which the game is played, together with an arbitrary linear order 4 on V(G).

First, Flipper will always play moves in move pairs: Having constructed some flip set F, Flip-
per first applies F to the current arena H, then lets the Connector localize the game to a radius-r
ball in H ⊕ F, and finally he applies F again. In this way, the following invariant will be satis-
fied: After applying every move pair, the arena is an induced subgraph of G (cf. Observation 2.2
and Observation 2.5). We will say that a move pair as described above is defined by F.

Second, Flipper proceeds in a sequence of eras, each consisting of a number of consecutive
moves. Along the way, he keeps track of a growing chain of vertex subsets

∅ = X0 ( X1 ( X2 ( X3 ( . . . ,

where Xi is obtained from Xi−1 at the end of era i by adding one vertex that is still contained in
the arena, but not contained in Xi−1. Up until Flipper wins the game, we will ensure that such
a vertex always exists, and therefore |Xi| = i for every i ∈N until the game concludes.

We now describe Flipper’s moves in era i (i = 1, 2, 3, . . .). For every Z ⊆ Xi−1 with |Z| = 5,
we compute the flip set

FZ := Predict2r(G,4, Z).

Note that, instead of the current arena, the original graph G is used to compute FZ. First, Flipper
performs (|Xi−1|

5 ) move pairs, each defined by FZ for a different Z as above. Finally, let F be a
flip set of size |Xi−1| = i− 1 such that in G⊕ F, every vertex of Xi−1 is isolated. (Such F can be
obtained by iteratively isolating vertices of Xi−1 by performing a flip between a vertex and its
neighborhood.)

At the end of the era, Flipper applies the move pair defined by F. After the first application
of F within the move pair, the resulting arena is an induced subgraph of G ⊕ F where all the
vertices of Xi−1 are isolated. Therefore, the induced subgraph chosen as Connector’s response
must contain a vertex x not belonging to Xi−1, otherwise Connector loses immediately after
making her move. Followingly, we may set Xi := Xi−1 ∪ {x} and proceed to the next era.

This concludes the description of flip?. Clearly, flip? is a valid strategy in the g-bounded
game. We now argue that following flip? leads to a quick victory.

B Claim 11.3 If Flipper follows flip?, the game concludes within at most t eras.

Proof of the claim. For contradiction, suppose the game enters era t + 1 without termination.
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Denote X := Xt; we have |X| = t = α−1
2r (7). Let

(Y, F) := FW2r(G,4, X).

Thus, |Y| > 7 and Y is distance-2r independent in G ⊕ F. Let y1, . . . , y7 be any seven distinct
vertices of Y, where yi was added earlier to X than yj for all i < j.

Let
Z := {y1, . . . , y5} and FZ := Predict2r(G,4, Z).

Further, let s be the index of the era that concluded with adding y6 to X. (That is, we have
Xs = Xs−1 ∪ {y6} and in particular Xs−1 ∩ {y6, y7} = ∅.) Note that Z ⊆ Xs−1, hence within era
s, Flipper applied the move pair defined by FZ. Let H be the arena during that era right before
the first application of FZ. Note that H is an induced subgraph of G. After the first application
of FZ, Connector responded by restricting the arena to an induced subgraph H′ of some radius-r
ball in H⊕ FZ. Clearly, the vertex set of H′ is entirely contained in some radius-r ball in G⊕ FZ.
Since Y is distance-2r independent in G⊕ FZ and y6, y7 ∈ Y, we conclude {y6, y7} * V(H′). In
other words, at least one of the vertices y6, y7 got removed from the arena as a consequence of
Connector’s move. This contradicts the assumption that both y6 and y7 were later added to X,
which requires them to both be contained in the arena at the end of era s. C

Note that in era i, Flipper applies exactly (|Xi−1|
5 ) + 1 = (i−1

5 ) + 1 move pairs. Hence, by
Claim 11.3, the game terminates within at most

t

∑
i=1

2 ·
((

i− 1
5

)
+ 1
)

6 ` rounds.

We conclude that flip? is `-winning on C , as promised. Finally, computing Flipper’s moves for
an era boils down to at most (t

5) = OC ,r(1) applications of the algorithm provided by Theo-
rem 9.1, which runs in time OC ,r(n2). It follows that flip? has runtime OC ,r(n2) (in a suitable
formalization of the strategy through internal states).
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