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Abstract

We investigate a fundamental vertex-deletion problem called (Induced) Subgraph Hit-
ting: given a graph G and a set F of forbidden graphs, the goal is to compute a minimum-sized
set S of vertices of G such that G−S does not contain any graph in F as an (induced) subgraph.
This is a generic problem that encompasses many well-known problems that were extensively
studied on their own, particularly (but not only) from the perspectives of both approximation
and parameterization.

In this paper, we study the approximability of the problem on a large variety of graph
classes. Our first result is a linear-time (1 + ε)-approximation reduction from (Induced) Sub-
graph Hitting on any graph class G of bounded expansion to the same problem on bounded
degree graphs within G. This directly yields linear-size (1 + ε)-approximation lossy kernels for
the problems on any bounded-expansion graph classes. Our second result is a linear-time ap-
proximation scheme for (Induced) Subgraph Hitting on any graph class G of polynomial
expansion, based on the local-search framework of Har-Peled and Quanrud [SICOMP 2017].
This approximation scheme can be applied to a more general family of problems that aim to
hit all subgraphs satisfying a certain property π that is efficiently testable and has bounded
diameter. Both of our results have applications to Subgraph Hitting (not induced) on wide
classes of geometric intersection graphs, resulting in linear-size lossy kernels and (near-)linear
time approximation schemes for the problem.

1 Introduction

The generic definition of any vertex-deletion problem is: given an (undirected) n-vertex graph G
(taken from some graph class), find a minimum-sized vertex subset S ⊆ V (G) of G such that G−S
satisfies some property, where G − S is the graph obtained from G by deleting all vertices in S.
Often, the desired property is closed under taking (possibly induced) subgraphs. Whenever this
is the case, the vertex-deletion problem can be formulated as hitting certain forbidden (induced)
subgraphs of G using fewest vertices. This motivates the following generic vertex-deletion problem,
called (Induced) Subgraph Hitting.
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(Induced) Subgraph Hitting
Input: A graph G and a set F of graphs called forbidden patterns.
Goal: Compute a subset S ⊆ V (G) of minimum size such that G − S does not contain any
forbidden pattern F ∈ F as a (induced) subgraph.

In particular, by setting the forbidden set F to be various fixed (finite) sets, it is seen that (In-
duced) Subgraph Hitting generalizes many fundamental vertex-deletion problems, which were
previously extensively studied on their own in the literature, particularly (but not only) from the
perspectives of approximation and parameterization. To name a few, these include Vertex Cover,
(Induced) Pk-Hitting where Pk is the path of length k [13, 72, 88] (which subsumes Cluster
Vertex Deletion [1, 54, 133]), Triangle Hitting [93, 94] or more generally (Induced) Ck-
Hitting where Ck is the cycle of length k [70, 112], Kk-Hitting where Kk is the clique of size
k [55], (Induced) Biclique Hitting [68], Component Order Connectivity [41, 71, 84], De-
gree Modulator [8, 67, 72], and Treedepth Modulator [11, 49, 65]. We elaborate on related
works, particularly on these specific problems, in Appendix A.

Our main contribution is a linear-time approximation-preserving reduction from (Induced)
Subgraph Hitting on any graph class G of bounded expansion to the same problem on bounded
degree graphs within G. This yields a novel algorithmic technique to design (efficient) approximation
schemes on very broad graph classes, well beyond the state-of-the-art, on which we elaborate below.
First, we start with some relevant background for context and motivation.

The (arguably grim) starting point of our research. The seminal result of Lund and Yan-
nakakis [96] shows that (Induced) Subgraph Hitting, for any fixed nontrivial1 F , is APX-hard,
while the problem admits a polynomial-time constant-approximation algorithm for any fixed F . As
such, when the input G is a general graph, one cannot expect the existence of polynomial-time ap-
proximation schemes (PTASes)—that is, polynomial-time (1 + ε)-approximation algorithms—even
with a fixed F . Now, there is a natural question to be asked: on which graph classes (Induced)
Subgraph Hitting admits efficient approximation schemes? The classical work of Baker [4] gives
some answers to this question. Specifically, Baker’s approach yields an approximation scheme for
(Induced) Subgraph Hitting on planar graphs with running time f(ε,F) ·nO(1) for some func-
tion f , which can be extended to minor-free graphs [33, 43]. In addition, Baker’s approach (together
with some preprocessing) also results in an approximation scheme with the same running time for
Subgraph Hitting (not induced) on unit-disk graphs [60]. However, beyond these results, little
was known about the approximability of the problem (even for very special cases of it).

Our purpose is to study (Induced) Subgraph Hitting (and obtain positive results) on sub-
stantially broader graph classes. Specifically, we consider graph classes of bounded expansion and
other important graph classes related to them. Graph classes of bounded expansion were introduced
by Nešetřil and De Mendez [103, 104] as a general model of structurally sparse graph classes, gen-
eralizing many well-studied graph classes, such as graphs excluded a (topological) minor, graphs of
bounded degree, graphs with bounded stack or queue number, many graph classes defined geometri-
cally, etc. There has been an extensive study on graphs of bounded expansion from both combinato-
rial perspective [47, 103, 105, 107, 113, 138] and algorithmic perspective [42, 44, 45, 46, 69, 75, 104].
We refer the interested reader to the book of Nešetřil and De Mendez [106] for a deeper introduction.
Unfortunately, we cannot expect (Induced) Subgraph Hitting to admit efficient approximation
schemes on a (general) graph class of bounded expansion, because the simplest special case, Vertex
Cover, is already APX-hard even on bounded-degree graphs [40].

Particularly interesting subclass of bounded-expansion graphs are graph classes of polynomial

1Here “nontrivial” means that F does not contain the single-vertex graph.
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expansion. Some well-studied examples include minor-free graphs, graphs drawn in the plane (or on
a fixed surface) with a bounded number of crossings on each edge [107], k-nearest neighbor graphs
of a point set in Rd for fixed k and d [100], greedy Euclidean spanners [87], and many geometric
intersection graphs without dense structures (discussed below), etc. One feature that makes these
graph classes especially important is their strong connection to graph separators. It was shown [47]
that graph classes of polynomial expansion are exactly those having strongly sublinear separators,
which serve as a key ingredient needed in many efficient graph algorithms.

An important open question in the topic of graph sparsity is whether every optimization problem
expressible in the first-order logic admits a PTAS on graph classes of polynomial expansion [43, 44,
46]. For maximization problems, considerable progress has been made recently [44, 46, 66, 99, 114].
Notably, it was shown by Dvořák [44] that every monotone maximization problem expressible in
the first-order logic admits a QPTAS on polynomial-expansion graph classes (and admits a PTAS
in many special cases). However, the Baker-like approaches used in the literature [44, 46, 66] do
not work for minimization problems. Therefore, the question for minimization problems in this
setting is more challenging and their approximability is less understood.

1.1 Our results

Surprisingly, we show that the inapproximability of the problem on any graph class of bounded
expansion comes exactly from the bounded-degree graphs in that class! In other words, if the
bounded-degree instances in the class can be approximated efficiently, so do all instances in the
class. Formally, we prove the following theorem, which is the first main contribution of this paper
(here “hereditary” means closed under taking induced subgraphs).

Theorem 1.1. Let G be any hereditary graph class of bounded expansion. If (Induced) Subgraph
Hitting on G admits an approximation scheme with running time f0(ε,F ,∆)·nc for some function
f0 and some constant c ≥ 1, then the same problem also admits an approximation scheme with
running time f(ε,F) · nc for some function f , where n is the number of vertices in the input graph
G ∈ G and ∆ is the maximum degree of G.

The reduction in Theorem 1.1 consists of two steps. Both steps are (1 + ε)-approximation
reductions and can be done in linear time. The first step reduces an instance (G,F) of (Induced)
Subgraph Hitting on G to r = OF (1) instances (G,F1), . . . , (G,Fr), where F1, . . . ,Fr only
depend on F and only consist of connected graphs. Then the second step reduces each instance
(G,Fi) to an instance (Gi,Fi) where Gi is an induced subgraph of G of degree Oε,F (1). The same
reduction can also result in some variants of Theorem 1.1. For example, it can be used to prove
that an approximation scheme with running time nf0(ε,F ,∆) implies an approximation scheme with
running time nf(ε,F), an approximation scheme with running time f0(ε,F ,∆) · ng(ε) implies an
approximation scheme with running time f(ε,F) · ng(ε), an approximation scheme with running
time f0(ε,F ,∆) · ng(F) implies an approximation scheme with running time f(ε,F) · ng(F), etc.
Although we shall only use Theorem 1.1 in this paper (as it results in the best bounds), we believe
that the other variants can also find their applications in the future.

A direct application of (the second step of) our reduction in Theorem 1.1 is a (1+ε)-approximate
lossy kernel of linear size for the problem with a fixed F that only contain connected graphs. We
now take a short detour and define the notion of lossy kernels. Kernelization is a subfield of
Parameterized Complexity, that provides a mathematical framework to analyze polynomial time
preprocessing [30, 61]. Let g : N → N be a function. A kernel of size g(k) for a parameterized
problem Π is a polynomial time algorithm that takes as input an instance (I, k) and outputs another
instance (I ′, k′) such that (I, k) ∈ Π if and only if (I ′, k′) ∈ Π and |I ′|+k′ ≤ g(k). If g(k) is a linear,
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quadratic or polynomial function of k, we say that this is a linear, quadratic or polynomial kernel,
respectively. Lokshtanov et al. [92] defined the notion of lossy kernels that combines well with
approximation algorithms. Informally speaking, an (α)-lossy kernel of size g(k) is a polynomial
time algorithm that, given an instance (I, k), outputs an instance (I ′, k′) such that |I ′|+ k′ ≤ g(k)
and any c-approximate solution s′ to the instance (I ′, k′) can be turned in polynomial time into a
(c · α)-approximate solution s to the original instance (I, k). Our result regarding lossy kernels is
as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be any graph class of bounded expansion. For any fixed (finite) F consisting
of connected graphs, (Induced) Subgraph Hitting on G with forbidden set F admits a (1 + ε)-
approximation lossy kernel of size f(ε) · k for some function f . The kernelization algorithm runs
in g(ε) · n time for some function g.

The linear-size lossy kernels in Theorem 1.2 (together with the first step of our reduction in
Theorem 1.1) already give approximation schemes with running time f(ε,F) ·nO(1) for (Induced)
Subgraph Hitting on any graph class of polynomial expansion. Indeed, as long as a graph admits
(strongly) sublinear separators, we can apply the standard Lipton-Tarjan approach to compute a
subset S ⊆ V (G) of size εn such that each connected component of G − S has size f(ε). We
then include S in our solution together with an optimal solution for every component of G − S,
which can be computed independently. As the lossy kernels in Theorem 1.2 are of linear size, we
have opt = Ω(n) for the kernel instance, and therefore the solution we compute is a (1 + O(ε))-
approximation of the optimal one.

A downside of the approximation schemes obtained from Theorem 1.2 is that their running time
is super-linear in n, since computing separators on a general graph class of polynomial expansion is
time-consuming. Furthermore, it seems difficult to generalize the results of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 to
other related first-order optimization problems on polynomial-expansion graph classes. Therefore,
in our second main result, we directly give general approximation schemes, based on the local-search
framework of Har-Peled and Quanrud [75], that can be implemented linear time and apply to a
large family of first-order optimization problems on graph class of polynomial expansion, including
(Induced) Subgraph Hitting. Note that the Theorem 1.2 applies on all graphs classes of
bounded expansion, however, the approximation schemes that we propose only apply to classes of
polynomial expansion. As observed earlier, this restriction on graph classes is unavoidable because
the simplest special case of our problem, Vertex Cover, is already APX-hard even on bounded-
degree graphs [40].

In order to present the most general version of our results, we first define a general family of
hitting set problems on graphs that subsumes (Induced) Subgraph Hitting. Let π be a property
of pairs (G,Z), where G is a graph and Z ⊆ V (G) is non-empty, i.e., π is a class of such pairs closed
under isomorphisms. More precisely, given isomorphic pairs (G1, Z1) and (G2, Z2) (that is, G1 is
isomorphic to G2 by a function f such that f(Z1) = Z2), either both pairs belong to π or both
don’t. The diameter of the property π is the maximum diameter of G[Z] over all pairs (G,Z) ∈ π.
A set S ⊆ V (G) is a π-hitting set if S ∩ Z ̸= ∅ for all sets Z ⊆ V (G) such that (G,Z) ∈ π. The
π-Hitting problem asks us to find a minimum-size π-hitting set for a given graph G. For example:

• For a finite set F of connected graphs, if π is the property of pairs (G,Z) such that G[Z]
contains a graph in F as a subgraph, and Z is minimal (that is, for any z ∈ Z, G[Z \ {z}]
does not contain any graph in F as a subgraph), then we obtain the Subgraph Hitting
problem with forbidden set F , and the diameter of π is the maximum diameter of a graph in
F . Similarly, if π is the property that G[Z] is isomorphic to a graph in F , we obtain Induced
Subgraph Hitting.
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• Let r be a positive integer, and let π be satisfied by (G,Z) if and only if there exists a vertex
z ∈ V (G) such that Z consists exactly of vertices at distance at most r from z in G. Then S
is a π-hitting set if and only if it is an r-dominating set, i.e., every vertex of G is at distance
at most r from S. The diameter of this property π is 2r.

Thus, π-Hitting problem is a common generalization of both covering and packing problems.
Although, we were not able to extend Theorem 1.1 to the π-Hitting problem for properties π
that are of bounded diameter (which generalizes the problems captured by Theorem 1.1), some
of the ideas we developed in the proof apply in this setting also. These ideas allow us to show
that the local-search approach of Har-Peled and Quanrud [75] yields approximation schemes for
the problem. For a positive integer c, the c-local search heuristic starts with S = V (G) and repeats
the following local improvement as long as possible: If there exists a set Y ⊆ V (G) of size at most
c such that |S△Y | < |S| and S△Y is a π-hitting set, then replace S by S△Y . While this näıve
algorithm of course fails to get a reasonable approximation in general, as our second main result, we
show that it succeeds for bounded diameter properties on any graph class of polynomial expansion.
In addition, if the property π can be defined in first-order logic, we can implement the local-search
procedure in linear time.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be a graph class of polynomial expansion and π be a property of finite diameter.
Then for every ε > 0, there exists a constant c > 0 such that c-local search gives a (1 + ε)-
approximation solution for π-Hitting on G. Furthermore, if π is first-order definable, the c-local-
search algorithm can be implemented in f(c) · n time for some function f .

When π is not first-order definable but is efficiently testable in G (i.e., there exists a polynomial-
time algorithm that decides, for a graph G ∈ G and a set S ⊆ V (G), whether S is a π-hitting set),
we can implement c-local search in nO(c) time, which gives us a PTAS for π-Hitting on G.

The property π for (Induced) Subgraph Hitting (with a fixed forbidden set F) is first-
order definable. Therefore, Theorem 1.3 directly gives us a linear-time approximation scheme for
the problem when F consists of connected graphs.

Corollary 1.4. (Induced) Subgraph Hitting on any graph class G of polynomial expansion
admits an approximation scheme with running time f(ε,F) · n, where n is the number of vertices
in the input graph G ∈ G.

Interestingly, the local-search approach also applies to the dual notion of packing. More pre-
cisely, a set P of disjoint subsets of vertices of G is a π-packing if (G,P ) has the property π for
every P ∈ P; it is an induced π-packing if additionally no edge of G has ends in distinct elements
of P. The π-Packing problem asks us to find a maximum-size π-packing in a given graph G. For
example:

• For a graph F , if π is the property that G[P ] is isomorphic to F , we obtain the F -matching
(and induced F -matching) problem of finding the maximum number of disjoint (and non-
adjacent) copies of F in the input graph. When F is a single vertex then the induced
F -matching corresponds to the classical Independent Set problem.

• Let r be a positive integer, and let π be satisfied by (G,Z) if and only if there exists z ∈ V (G)
such that Z consists exactly of vertices at distance at most r from z in G. Then a π-packing
corresponds to a 2r-independent set (a set of vertices is t-independent if the distance between
any two of them is greater than t), and an induced π-packing corresponds to a (2r + 1)-
independent set.
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For the (Induced) π-Packing problem, we can run the following maximization variant of the
c-local search algorithm: Start with P = ∅, and repeat the following local improvement step as
long as possible: If there exists Y ⊆ P of size less than c such that P \ Y can be extended to
an (induced) π-packing P ′ of size greater than |P|, then replace P by P ′. We can show that the
local-search approach also results in approximation schemes for (Induced) π-Packing on graph
classes of polynomial expansion, as long as π is of finite diameter.

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a graph class of polynomial expansion and π be a property of finite di-
ameter. Then for every ε > 0, there exists a constant c > 0 such that c-local search gives (1 − ε)-
approximation solution for (Induced) π-Packing on G, Furthermore, if π is first-order definable,
the c-local-search algorithm can be implemented in f(c) · n time for some function f .

Let us remark that the proof of Theorem 1.5 is less involved than that of Theorem 1.3, and is
essentially implicit in [75]. So we view Theorem 1.5 as a byproduct of the paper.

1.2 Applications to geometric intersection graphs

Geometric intersection graphs are graphs that depict the intersection patterns of geometric objects
in a Euclidean space Rd. In a geometric intersection graph, each vertex corresponds to a geometric
object in Rd and two vertices are connected by an edge if the two corresponding objects intersect. In
general, geometric intersection graphs are not sparse (as the geometric objects can stack in one place
to form a large clique) and thus not of polynomial expansion. However, most interesting classes
of geometric intersection graphs are closely related to polynomial-expansion graphs in the sense
that either the graph contains a large clique or it has strongly sublinear separators (i.e., belongs
to a subclass of polynomial expansion). Formally, we say a graph class G is of clique-dependent
polynomial expansion if any subclass of G with bounded clique size is of polynomial expansion.
Note that for Subgraph Hitting (not induced), large cliques are great for approximation, since
we need to delete almost all vertices in the clique (so we might as well delete the entire clique).
We design a divide-and-conquer algorithm that can partition a graph into several k-cliques and a
part without k-cliques (called a k-clique decomposition) for any given integer k ≥ 1. Our algorithm
runs in f(k) · n log n + O(m) time when applying on a graph class of clique-dependent bounded
expansion. Using this algorithm, we can extend Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.4 to any class of
geometric intersection graphs that is clique-dependent polynomial expansion. Examples of such
geometric intersection graphs include the following.

• All classes of intersection graphs of any fat objects (i.e., convex objects whose diameter-width
ratio is bounded). These classes are of clique-dependent polynomial expansion [34, 44, 51],
and include, for example, intersection graphs of balls, hypercubes, and similar convex objects.

• The class of intersection graphs of pseudo-disks (i.e., topological disks in the plane satisfying
that the boundaries of every pair of them are either disjoint or intersect twice). We show
that this class is also of clique-dependent polynomial expansion.

Both fat-object graphs and pseudo-disk graphs generalize the well-studied classes of disk graphs
and unit-disk graphs. Because these classes are of clique-dependent polynomial expansion, the
aforementioned approximation scheme and lossy kernels on polynomial-expansion graph classes
can also be applied to them. Thus, applying Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.4 yields the following.

Theorem 1.6. Let G be a class of fat-object graphs or the class of pseudo-disk graphs.
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1. For any fixed (finite) F of connected graphs, Subgraph Hitting on G with forbidden list
F admits a (1 + ε)-approximation lossy kernel of size f(ε) · k for some function f . The
kernelization algorithm runs in g(ε) · n log n+O(m) time for some function g.

2. Subgraph Hitting on G admits an approximation scheme with running time f(ε,F) ·
n log n+O(m) for some function f .

Prior to this work, only special cases of the Subgraph Hitting problem have been considered
on geometric intersection graphs beyond unit-disk graphs. It was known that Vertex Cover
admits PTASes on fat-object graphs [51, 127, 137]. Zhang et al. [135] showed that the Pk-hitting
problem (also known as Path Transversal) admits a PTAS on unit-ball graphs. Very recently,
Lokshtanov et al. [94] gave a general approach that leads to EPTASes for various cases of Subgraph
Hitting on disk graphs when the forbidden list F contains a “triangle-bundle” and satisfies the so-
called “clone-closed” property. The approach of Lokshtanov et al. relies heavily on these properties
of the forbidden patterns as well as the plane geometry of disk graphs, and is thus unlikely to work
for the general Subgraph Hitting problem or be generalized to geometric intersection graphs
in higher dimensions (such as ball graphs). In fact, Lokshtanov et al. [94] asked explicitly as an
open question whether one can obtain EPTASes for hitting any fixed forbidden pattern in disk
graphs or more general classes of geometric intersection graphs. Our result affirmatively answers
this question, and improves the running time of their EPTASes (for Subgraph Hitting related
problems) to near-linear.

Application to string graphs. String graphs form the widest class of geometric intersection
graphs in R2, which are defined by arbitrary connected geometric objects in R2. This includes in
particular intersection graphs of rectangles and segments (which are not covered by the aforemen-
tioned classes of geometric intersection graphs). Unfortunately, string graphs are not of clique-
dependent polynomial expansion. But they are of biclique-dependent polynomial expansion: any
subclass with bounded biclique size is of polynomial expansion [62]. The approximation scheme
on polynomial-expansion graph classes with running time f(ε,F) · n also works on string graphs.
Exploiting this property, we can use Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.4 to obtain (2+ε)-approximation
lossy kernels and algorithms for Bipartite Subgraph Hitting, which is the special case of Sub-
graph Hitting where F contains at least one bipartite graph.

Theorem 1.7. Let G be the class of string graphs.

1. For any fixed (finite) set F of connected graphs among which at least one is bipartite, Sub-
graph Hitting on G with forbidden list F admits a (2 + ε)-approximation lossy kernel of
size f(ε) · k for some function f . The kernelization algorithm runs in g(ε) · n2 time for some
function g.

2. Bipartite Subgraph Hitting on G admits a (2+ε)-approximation algorithm with running
time f(ε,F) · n2 for some function f .

Bipartite Subgraph Hitting, though more restrictive compared to the general Subgraph
Hitting problem, already covers many interesting vertex-deletion problems, such as Vertex
Cover, Pk-Hitting, Component Order Connectivity, Degree Modulator, and more.
While (2 + ε)-approximation algorithms are less satisfying than approximation schemes, obtaining
approximation schemes on string graphs is very difficult. Indeed, we are not aware of any known
approximation schemes for NP-hard problems on string graphs (in fact, even on the subclass of
rectangle graphs or segment graphs). Even worse, prior to this work, the only problems whose
approximation ratio on string graphs is better than that on general graphs are Independent Set
and Chromatic Number [63], to the best of our knowledge. Our result in Theorem 1.7 adds
many new problems to this small club.

7



1.3 Subgraph isomorphism

Subgraph Isomorphism is a special case of Subgraph Hitting, which aims to find a subgraph
of the input graph G that is isomorphic to a given graph H. When the number of vertices in H is
bounded by k, the problem is also called k-Subgraph Isomorphism. Our aforementioned efficient
k-clique decomposition algorithm straightforwardly gives us a byproduct, which is a k-Subgraph
Isomorphism algorithm on any graph classes of clique-dependent polynomial expansion (and thus
on the classes of fat-object graphs and pseudo-disk graphs) with running time f(k) ·n log n+O(m)
(see Theorem 6.6). The k-Subgraph Isomorphism problem on fat-object graphs was considered
very recently by Chan [22], who gave an algorithm with running time f(k) · n log n time, which
requires the geometric realization of the graph (i.e., the geometric objects) to be given. Contrary
to this, our algorithm is robust in the sense that it does not rely on the realization. Note that if
we are only given the graph, the additional O(m) term in our running time is necessary.

Theorem 1.8. Let G be a class of fat-object graphs or the class of pseudo-disk graphs. k-Subgraph
Isomorphism on G can be solved in f(k) · n log n+ O(m) time for some function f , where n and
m are the numbers of vertices and edges in the input graph G ∈ G, respectively.

2 Our techniques

2.1 Overview of the proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we give an informal overview of the proof of our main theorem. Let G be a hereditary
graph class of bounded expansion. For convenience, we say a graph G is (induced) F -free (for some
graph F ) if it does not contain F as a (induced) subgraph. Similarly, we say G is (induced) F-free
(for some set F of graphs) if (induced) F -free for all F ∈ F .

Our first step of proving Theorem 1.1 is to reduce to the case in which all forbidden patterns
are connected. Specifically, we show that if we have an approximation scheme A for (Induced)
Subgraph Hitting on G which works only when F consists of connected graphs, then we have
an approximation scheme A′ for the same problem which works for any F (with almost the same
running time). We now sketch a proof for this step. To design the approximation scheme A′ (pro-
vided the approximation scheme A), consider a (Induced) Subgraph Hitting instance (G,F).
For simplicity, let us assume F = {F} where F consists of only two connected components C and
D. Our ideas for handling this special case can directly be generalized to any F . Set γ = |V (F )|.
Let S ⊆ V (G), SC ⊆ V (G), SD ⊆ V (G) be optimal solutions of the (Induced) Subgraph
Hitting instances (G,F), (G, {C}), (G, {D}), respectively. The key observation here is that
min{|SC |, |SD|} − |S| ≤ α(F ) for some (computable) function α. Before showing this observation,
we first explain why it is useful. Observe that a feasible solution of (G, {C}) or (G, {D}) is also a
feasible solution of (G,F), since if a graph is (induced) C-free or (induced) D-free, then it must be
(induced) F -free. We can apply A to compute (1 + ε)-approximation solutions for (G, {C}) and
(G, {D}), as C and D are connected. According to the inequality min{|SC |, |SD|}− |S| ≤ α(F ), we
know that one of these two solutions is of size at most (1+ε) ·(|S|+α(F )). If |S| = Ω(α(F )/ε), this
gives us a (1 + O(ε))-approximation solution of (G,F). Otherwise, S is small (i.e. |S| is bounded
by a function of ε and F) and we can apply the known FPT algorithm for (Induced) Subgraph
Hitting on bounded-expansion graphs to compute an optimal solution in f(F , |S|) · n time.

To show min{|SC |, |SD|} − |S| ≤ α(F ), we first consider Subgraph Hitting (which is easier).
Recall γ = |F |. The key observation is that G − S cannot simultaneously contain many disjoint
subgraphs isomorphic to C and many disjoint subgraphs isomorphic to D (here “disjoint” means
vertex-disjoint). To see this, assume G − S contains γ disjoint subgraphs C1, . . . , Cγ isomorphic
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to C and γ disjoint subgraphs D1, . . . , Dγ isomorphic to D. Since C1 has at most |V (C)| ≤ γ − 1
vertices, there exists i ∈ [γ] such that C1 and Di are disjoint. Now C1 and Di together form a
subgraph of G − S isomorphic to F . But G − S is F -free, as S is a solution of (G,F). Thus,
the above observation holds. Now we can assume without loss of generality that G − S does not
contain γ disjoint subgraphs isomorphic to C. That means we can hit all subgraphs of G − S
isomorphic to C using γ2 vertices of G − S: simply take a maximal set C of disjoint subgraphs of
G−S isomorphic to C (whose size is smaller than γ), then

⋃
C∈C V (C) hits all subgraphs of G−S

isomorphic to C (by the maximality of C) and |
⋃

C∈C V (C)| ≤ γ2. It follows that |SC | ≤ |S|+ γ2.
Setting α(F ) = γ2, we have min{|SC |, |SD|} − |S| ≤ α(F ). Note that in this argument, we did not
use the bounded expansion of G and the function α is also independent of G.

For Induced Subgraph Hitting, the key observation is the same: G − S cannot simul-
taneously contain many disjoint induced subgraphs isomorphic to C and many disjoint induced
subgraphs isomorphic to D. But the proof is slightly more involved, and relies on the fact that G
is of bounded expansion. The bounded expansion of G actually implies that the average degree of
every subgraph of G is bounded by some constant d. Assume G− S contains γ′ = (2d+ 1) · γ dis-
joint induced subgraphs C1, . . . , Cγ′ isomorphic to C and γ′ disjoint induced subgraphs D1, . . . , Dγ′

isomorphic to D. Let V =
⋃γ′

i=1(V (Ci) ∪ V (Di)). We have |V | ≤ 2γγ′. The average degree of
G[V ] is at most d. So a simple averaging argument shows that there exists i ∈ [γ′] such that the∑

v∈V (Ci)
degG[V ](v) ≤ d|V |/γ′ ≤ 2dγ. As |V (Ci)| = |V (C)| ≤ γ−1 and

∑
v∈V (Ci)

degG[V ](v) ≤ 2dγ,

there are at most γ − 1 indices j ∈ [γ′] such that Ci intersects Dj and at most 2dγ indices j ∈ [γ′]
such that Ci is neighboring to Dj . So there exists j ∈ [γ′] such that Ci and Dj are disjoint and
non-adjacent, which implies that Ci and Dj together form an induced subgraph of G− S isomor-
phic to F . Thus, the key observation holds and the same argument as before shows the inequality
min{|SC |, |SD|} − |S| ≤ α(F ). Here the function α may depend on the graph class G.

With the above argument, we can now restrict ourselves to connected forbidden patterns. Next,
we discuss the main part of our proof, how to solve the problem with connected forbidden patterns.
Before we start, we need to briefly discuss an important invariant of graphs, called weak coloring
number. Consider a graph G and an ordering σ of the vertices of G. For u, v ∈ V (G), we write
u <σ v if u is before v under the ordering σ. Define >σ, ≤σ, ≥σ similarly. For an integer r ≥ 0,
we say u is r-weakly reachable from v under σ if there is a path π between v and u of length at
most r such that u ≥σ w for any vertex w on π (in particular, u ≥σ v). Let WRr(G, σ, v) denote
the set of vertices in G that are r-weakly reachable from v under σ. The weak r-coloring number
of G under σ is wcolr(G, σ) = maxv∈V (G) |WRr(G, σ, v)|. Then the weak r-coloring number of G is
defined as wcolr(G) = minσ∈Π(G) wcolr(G, σ) where Π(G) is the set of all orderings of the vertices
of G. An important characterization for bounded-expansion graphs [103, 138] is that a graph class
G is of bounded expansion iff there is a function χ such that for every r ≥ 0, the weak r-coloring
numbers of the graphs in G has an upper bound χ(r), i.e., wcolr(G) ≤ χ(r) for all G ∈ G. In our
proof, we shall repeatedly exploit the bounded weak coloring number of our graph class G.

Consider a (Induced) Subgraph Hitting instance (G,F) where G ∈ G and F consists of
connected forbidden patterns. We shall show how to reduce (G,F) to another instance (G′,F)
in f(ε,F) · n time, where G′ is an induced subgraph of G of degree Oε,F (1). Here the reduction
is in the sense that one can obtain a (1 + O(ε))-approximation solution S of (G,F) efficiently
from a (1 + ε)-approximation solution S′ of (G′,F). This solves the problem, because we can
compute S′ by applying the given approximation scheme with running time f0(ε,F ,∆) · nc on G′

(note that G′ ∈ G as G is hereditary), which takes f(ε,F) · nc time due to the bounded degree
of G′. For convenience, we define some notations. Let γ = maxF∈F |V (F )| and V = {V (H) :
H is a forbidden (induced) subgraph of G} where a forbidden (induced) subgraph refers to a (in-
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duced) subgraph isomorphic to some F ∈ F . A solution of (G,F) is just a hitting set of V. In our
reduction, we shall only use two properties of V:

(P1) |V | ≤ γ for all V ∈ V,

(P2) for all V ∈ V, the subgraph of G induced by V (denoted by G[V ]) is connected (this follows
from the assumption that F consists of connected graphs), and

These properties hold for both Subgraph Hitting and Induced Subgraph Hitting. Thus, in
what follows, we shall not distinguish the two problems. Fix an ordering σ on V (G) that satisfies
wcolγ(G, σ) = wcolγ(G). Throughout this section, when we say a vertex is “large” or “small”, it
is always in terms of the ordering σ. As G is of bounded expansion, wcolγ(G) ≤ χ(γ) for some
function χ only depending on G. Thus, |WRγ(G, σ, v)| ≤ wcolγ(G, σ) ≤ χ(γ) for all v ∈ V (G). In
other words, the size of WRγ(G, σ, v) is bounded by a function of F for v ∈ V (G). Our reduction
consists of two steps.

Step 1. The first step reduces (G,F) to an instance (G1,F) where G1 is an induced subgraph
of G satisfying certain properties. In this step, we deal with the sunflowers in V. Recall that an
r-sunflower is a collection {V1, . . . , Vr} of r sets which have a common intersection X such that
V1\X, . . . , Vr\X are disjoint. If X is nonempty, it is called the core of the sunflower. Suppose V
contains a sunflower {V1, . . . , Vr} with core X, for a large r. In order to optimally hit all sets in V,
intuitively, we should pick a vertex in X, for otherwise we need to waste at least r vertices outside
X to hit all of V1, . . . , Vr. But this intuition is incorrect in general: if we choose to hit V1, . . . , Vr
using r vertices outside X, those vertices can also be used to hit other sets in V (and thus are not
necessarily wasted). Interestingly, as we will see, it turns out to be useful in our setting.

For a vertex a vertex v ∈ V (G) and a set S ⊆ V (G), we denote by ρ(v, S) the number of
vertices u ∈ S satisfying v ∈WRγ(G, σ, u). For an integer t ≥ 0, we say a set S ⊆ V (G) is t-closed
if ρ(v, S) < t for all v ∈ V (G)\S. Note that if S1 and S2 are both t-closed, then S1 ∩ S2 is also
t-closed, because simply because ρ(v, S1∩S2) ≤ min{ρ(v, S1), ρ(v, S2)} for all v ∈ V (G). Therefore,
for any S ⊆ V (G), there exists a unique minimal superset S′ ⊇ S that is t-closed, which we call the
t-closure of S. The t-closure S′ of S can be easily constructed as follows. We begin with S′ = S
and repeatedly add vertices v ∈ V (G)\S′ satisfying ρ(v, S′) ≥ t to S′. One can easily verify that
the resulting S′ is the t-closure of S.

Lemma 2.1. If S′ is the t-closure of S, then |S′| ≤ |S|/(1− χ(γ)/t).

Proof. From the construction of t-closure, we see that every v ∈ S′\S satisfies ρ(v, S′) ≥ t, which
implies

∑
v∈S′\S ρ(v, S′) ≥ t · |S′\S|. On the other hand, notice the equation∑

v∈S′\S

ρ(v, S′) =
∑
u∈S′

|WRγ(G, σ, u) ∩ (S′\S)| ≤
∑
u∈S′

|WRγ(G, σ, u)| ≤ χ(γ) · |S′|.

It follows that t · |S′\S| ≤ χ(γ) · |S′|, which implies |S′| ≤ |S|/(1− χ(γ)/t).

Lemma 2.2. Let S ⊆ V (G), S′ be the (r− χ(G))-closure of S, and {V1, . . . , Vr} be a sunflower in
V with core X. If S is a hitting set of {V1, . . . , Vr}, then S′ ∩X ̸= ∅.

Proof. If S ∩X = ∅, we are done. Otherwise, for each i ∈ [r], S contains a vertex ui ∈ Vi\X. Note
that u1, . . . , ur are all distinct, because V1\X, . . . , Vr\X are disjoint. Let v∗ ∈ X be the largest
vertex in X, and vi ∈ Vi be the largest vertex in Vi for i ∈ [r]. We show v∗ ∈ S′ and thus S′∩X ̸= ∅.
Define I = {i ∈ [r] : vi = v∗}. Observe the following facts.
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• r − |I| ≤ χ(γ). To see this, first notice that vi ∈ WRγ(G, σ, v∗) for all i ∈ [r]. Indeed, we
have vi ≥ v∗ by construction. By properties (P1) and (P2), G[Vi] is connected and |Vi| ≤ γ.
So vi is weakly γ-reachable from any vertex in Vi and in particular from v∗. Furthermore,
vi ∈ Vi\X for all i ∈ [r]\I (for otherwise vi is the largest vertex in X and thus vi = v∗).
Thus, the vertices vi’s for i ∈ [r]\I are distinct, as V1\X, . . . , Vr\X are distinct. As all these
vertices are in WRγ(G, σ, v∗), we have r − |I| ≤ |WRγ(G, σ, v∗)| ≤ χ(γ).

• v∗ ∈WRγ(G, σ, ui) for all i ∈ I. Note that v∗ is the largest vertex in Vi for i ∈ I. As G[Vi] is
connected and |Vi| ≤ γ, v∗ is weakly γ-reachable from any vertex in Vi and thus from ui.

The first fact implies |I| ≥ r − χ(γ). The second fact implies ρ(v∗, S) ≥ |I|, since u1, . . . , ur ∈ S
and these vertices are distinct. Therefore, ρ(v∗, S) ≥ r − χ(γ) and thus v∗ ∈ S′.

Now we use the above lemmas to do our reduction. Set t = (1 + ε) · (χ(γ)/ε) and r = t+ χ(γ).
Then 1/(1 − χ(γ)/t) = 1 + ε. We begin with G1 = G and keep removing vertices from G1 while
guaranteeing the following invariant.

• For any solution S ⊆ V (G1) of the instance (G1,F), the t-closure of S is a solution of (G,F).

For a set A ⊆ V (G), we denote by V ⋒ A the sub-collection of V consisting of all sets that are
contained in V . We say a vertex v ∈ V (G1) is redundant in G1 if every V ∈ V ⋒V (G1) containing v
also contains the core of an r-sunflower in V ∈ V ⋒ (V (G1)\{v}). Then what we do is very simple:
as long as the current G1 has a redundant vertex, remove it from G1. The procedure terminates
when G1 does not have any redundant vertices. We show that the desired invariant always holds
during the procedure. Assume it holds for G1, and we want it to also hold for G1 − {v} for a
redundant vertex v ∈ V (G1). Let S ⊆ V (G1)\{v} be a solution of (G1 − {v},F), and S′ be its
t-closure. We claim that S′ is a solution of (G1,F). By Lemma 2.2, S′ hits the cores of all r-
sunflowers in V ⋒ (V (G1)\{v}). Consider a set V ∈ V ⋒ V (G1). If v /∈ V , then V is hit by S and
hence by S′. Otherwise, since v is redundant in G1, V should contain the core of an r-sunflower in
V ⋒ (V (G1)\{v}). But S′ hits that core, and thus hits V . Thus, S′ hits all sets in V ⋒ V (G1) and
is a solution of (G1,F). As the invariant holds for G1, the t-closure of S′, which is S′ itself, is a
solution of (G,F).

The invariant guarantees that we can reduce the original instance (G,F) to the new instance
(G1,F). Indeed, given a (1+ε)-approximation solution S ⊆ V (G1) of (G1,F), we can compute the t-
closure S′ of S, which is a solution of (G,F) by the invariant and satisfies that |S′| ≤ |S|/(1−χ(γ)/t)
by Lemma 2.1. Since 1/(1− χ(γ)/t) = 1 + ε, S′ is a (1 + O(ε))-approximation solution of (G,F).
This completes the first step of our reduction. We omit the implementation details for constructing
G1 and for computing the t-closure of a set S — by properly using the existing algorithms for first-
order model checking on bounded-expansion graphs and other results, both can be implemented in
linear time.

Step 2. In this step, we further reduce (G1,F) to another instance (G2,F) where the maximum
degree of G2 is bounded (by a function of ε and γ) and thus complete our proof. What we do is
very simple: pick a large threshold d = Oε,F (1) and then let G2 = G1 − V ∗, where V ∗ consists of
all vertices in G1 whose degree is larger than d, i.e., V ∗ = {v ∈ V (G1) : degG1

(v) > d}. Given
a solution S ⊆ V (G2) of (G2,F), we can simply construct a solution S′ ⊆ V (G1) of (G1,F) by
setting S′ = S ∪ V ∗. The only thing non-obvious is that if S is a (1 + ε)-approximation solution
of (G2,F), then S′ is a (1 + O(ε))-approximation solution of (G1,F). We show this is true if the
threshold d is chosen properly.
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It suffices to have |V ∗| = O(ε|S∗|) for an optimal solution S∗ of (G1,F). We rely on a nice
property of the graph G1 guaranteed in the first step: it does not contain any redundant vertices.
In other words, for every v ∈ V (G1), there exists V ∈ V ⋒V (G1) containing v such that V does not
contain the core of any t-sunflower in V ⋒ (V (G1)∩ {v}). Let S∗ be an optimal solution of (G1,F)
and t = (1 + ε) · (χ(γ)/ε) (same as what we used in Step 1).

Lemma 2.3. Let r > max{γ, t+χ(γ)} be an integer. If d ≥ rγγ!, then ρ(v, S∗) ≥ t for all v ∈ V ∗.

Proof. Since v ∈ V ∗, the degree of v in G1 is larger than d. Let v1, . . . , vd ∈ V (G1) be d neighbors
of v. As aforementioned, for each vi, there exists Vi ∈ V ⋒ V (G1) containing vi such that Vi does
not contain the core of any t-sunflower in V ⋒ (V (G1)∩{vi}). By the sunflower lemma, there exists
an r-sunflower in {V1, . . . , Vd}, and assume it is V1, . . . , Vr without loss of generality. We claim that
V1, . . . , Vr are disjoint. Assume this is not the case. Let X be the core of V1, . . . , Vr. As |X| ≤ γ
and r > γ, there exists i ∈ [r] such that vi /∈ X. Thus, X is the core of an r-sunflower (and hence
a t-sunflower as r > t) in V ⋒ (V (G1) ∩ {vi}). We have X ⊆ Vi, which contradicts the fact that Vi
does not contain the core of any t-sunflower in V ⋒ (V (G1) ∩ {vi}). So V1, . . . , Vr must be disjoint.

Nex we apply an argument similar to the proof of Lemma 2.2. We have S∗ ∩Vi ̸= for all i ∈ [r],
as S∗ is a solution of (G1,F). Let ui ∈ S∗ ∩ Vi for i ∈ [r]. For each ui, there exists a path πi
between v and ui in G[Vi ∪ {v}] of length at most γ, since G[Vi] is connected and v is either in
Vi or neighboring to Vi. Let pi be the largest vertex on πi, and define I = {i ∈ [r] : pi = v}.
Note that pi ∈ Vi for all i ∈ [r]\I. As V1, . . . , Vr are disjoint, the vertices pi’s for i ∈ [r]\I are
distinct. We have pi ∈ WRγ(G, σ, v), because of the sub-path of πi between v and pi. It follows
that r − |I| ≤ |WRγ(G, σ, v)| ≤ χ(γ) and hence |I| ≥ r − χ(γ) > t. On the other hand, we
have v ∈ WRγ(G, σ, ui) for all i ∈ I, because of the path πi. As u1, . . . , ur ∈ S∗ are distinct,
ρ(v, S∗) ≥ |I| > t.

Set d ≥ (t+χ(γ) + γ)γγ!. The above lemma implies ρ(v, S∗) ≥ t for all v ∈ V ∗. Finally, we use
the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.1 to show that |V ∗| ≤ ε|S∗|:

t|V ∗| ≤
∑
v∈v∗

ρ(v, S∗) ≤
∑
u∈S∗

|WRγ(G, σ, u)| ≤ χ(γ)|S∗|.

This implies |V ∗| ≤ χ(γ)|S∗|/t = O(ε|S∗|), and we are done.

2.2 Overview of the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.5

Let C be a collection of subsets of vertices of a graph G. The packing graph G[C] is defined as the
graph with vertex set C where C1 and C2 are adjacent if there exist v1 ∈ C1 and v2 ∈ C2 such that
v1 = v2 or v1v2 ∈ E(G). The collection is shallow if for each C ∈ C, the graph G[C] has radius
bounded by a constant, and thin if every vertex of G belongs to only constantly many sets of C.
For K ⊆ C, let ∂K be the set of vertices of K with a neighbor outside of K. Consider an arbitrary
Hitting Set problem. The framework of Har-Peled and Quanrud [75] shows that the local search
gives a PTAS for this problem in graph classes with polynomial expansion if the following technical
condition holds: For any solutions A and O to the problem in a graph G, we can find a function C
assigning subsets of V (G) to vertices of A ∪O such that

(i) the system C = {C(v) : v ∈ A ∪O} of subsets of G is shallow and thin, and

(ii) for any K ⊆ V (G[C]), the set

AK = (A \ C−1(K \ ∂K)) ∪ (O ∩ C−1(K))

is also a valid solution.
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The condition (i) can be used to show that if G is from a class with polynomial expansion, then
the packing graph G[C] also has expansion bounded by a polynomial. Hence, G[C] has strongly
sublinear separators, which by a standard result dating back to Lipton and Tarjan [90] implies that
for every ε > 0, G[C] can be broken into parts of size O(poly(1/ε)) with overlaps of total size at
most ε|V (G[C])| ≤ ε(|A|+ |O|). We apply this construction with O being an optimal solution and
A being the local search solution. Then for each part K, the condition (ii) and the local optimality
of A implies that |AK | ≥ |A|, and thus O is not much better on K than A. From this, an easy
computation concludes that A is a good approximation of the optimal solution O.

For example, in the case of Vertex Cover or K2-Hitting Set, we can let C(v) = {v} for
each v ∈ O ∪ A. Consider any edge e = uv of G. If {u, v} ∩ A \ C−1(K \ ∂K) ̸= ∅, then AK hits
e. Otherwise, since A is a vertex cover, we can assume u ∈ A ∩ C−1(K \ ∂K). If u ∈ O, then
u ∈ O ∩ C−1(K) and again AK hits e. Hence, suppose that u ̸∈ O, and since O is a vertex cover,
we have v ∈ O. Then C(u) and C(v) are adjacent in G[C], and since C(u) ∈ K \ ∂K, we have
C(v) ∈ K. But then v ∈ O ∩ C−1, and AK hits e. Therefore, AK is also a vertex cover, and the
condition (ii) holds.

To illustrate the difficulty with generalizing this idea to the proof of Theorem 1.3, consider the
P3-Hitting Set problem. If P = uxv is a 3-vertex path in G, A intersects P in u and O in v,
then u and v would not necessarily be adjacent in the graph G[C]) defined in the same way, and
thus the condition (ii) could fail to hold. An obvious solution is to let C(v) for v ∈ O be not just
a single vertex, but a subgraph of G of bounded radius. For example, letting C(v) be the closed
neighborhood N [v] of v in G would ensure that C(u)C(v) ∈ E(G[C]), which in turn would imply
(ii). An issue is that then (i) might be false, since if a vertex z has many neighbors in O, it would
belong to many sets of the system C.

The observation that we use to solve this issue is that because G has bounded expansion, the
number of vertices with many neighbors in O is small, say less than ε|O|, and instead of comparing
A with the optimal solution O, we can compare it with a near-optimal solution O′ consisting of O
and the set O1 of vertices of G with many neighbors in O. We can then define C(v) = N [v] \ O1

for v ∈ O and C(v) = {v} for v ∈ (A ∪ O′) \ O. This system is thin, since a vertex z can belong
to C(v) \ {v} only for its neighbors v ∈ O and only if z ̸∈ O1, and the number of such neighbors is
small by the definition of O1. Moreover, this is sufficient to ensure that if u ∈ A and v ∈ O both
intersect a 3-vertex path in G, then C(u) has a neighbor C(v′) in G[C] with v′ ∈ O′, where either
v′ = v, or v′ is a neighbor of v in O1. This implies that both (i) and (ii) hold, and the framework
of Har-Peled and Quanrud [75] applies.

For general bounded-diameter properties, we need to be somewhat more careful in selecting
the elements of the shallow cover (selecting full neighborhoods up to the diameter of the property
would work for (ii), but it is completely hopeless for (i)). However, with a little extra effort, this can
be achieved by basing the elements of the cover on weak reachability in an ordering with bounded
weak coloring number, similarly to the arguments from Section 2.1.

The proof of Theorem 1.5 is much less involved, and all its ideas come from [75]; we include it
for completeness, as it is interesting and not explicitly formulated there.

2.3 Overview of the proofs of Theorems 1.6

As mentioned in Section 1.2, the main ingredient of Theorem 1.6 is an efficient algorithm for
computing k-clique decompositions on graph classes of clique-dependent bounded expansion. Let
G be a hereditary graph class of clique-dependent bounded expansion, and G ∈ G be a graph.
Our algorithm is based on a simple divide-and-conquer approach. We evenly divide V (G) into two
subsets V ′ and V ′′. Then we recursively compute k-clique decompositions onG[V ′] andG[V ′′]. Once
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G[V ′] and G[V ′′] have been decomposed, we only need to further compute a k-clique decomposition
on G[V ′

0 ∪ V ′′
0 ], where V ′

0 (resp., V ′′
0 ) is the part of G[V ′] (resp., G[V ′′]) without k-cliques. As

G[V ′
0 ] and G[V ′′

0 ] do not contain k-cliques, G[V ′
0 ∪ V ′′

0 ] does not contain 2k-cliques. Therefore,
G[V ′

0 ∪ V ′′
0 ] ∈ G2k where G2k ⊆ G consists of all graphs with maximum clique size at most 2k.

Since G is of clique-dependent bounded expansion, G2k is of bounded expansion. Finding small
subgraphs in bounded-expansion graph classes takes linear time [45]. It follows that computing a
k-clique decomposition on G[V ′

0∪V ′′
0 ] can be done in f(k)·n time. A straightforward implementation

of this approach takes f(k) · n log n + O(m log n) time. A more careful implementation using the
algorithm of Harel and Tarjan [76] for finding lowest common ancestors can improve the running
time to f(k) · n log n+O(m) time.

3 Preliminaries

Basic notations. We use N to denote the set {1, 2, 3, . . .}. For an integer n ∈ N, [n] =
{1, 2, . . . , n}. Let G be a graph. We use V (G) and E(G) to denote the set of vertices and the
set of edges in G, respectively. For a vertex subset S ⊆ V (G), NG(S) = {u ∈ V (G) \ S : (u, x) ∈
E(G) for some x ∈ S} and NG[S] = NG(S)∪S. A subgraph of G is a graph G′ = (V ′, E′), denoted
by G′ ⊆ G, where V ′ ⊆ V (G) and E′ ⊆ E(G). The graph G′ is an induced subgraph of G, denoted
by G′ ⊆in G, if E′ = {(u, v) ∈ E(G) : u ∈ V ′ and v ∈ V ′}. For a set V ⊆ V (G), the notation
G[V ] denotes the subgraph of G induced by V . The notation ω(G) denotes the size (i.e., number
of vertices) of a maximum clique in G. For a graph G and a collection F of graphs, we define

• VF (G) = {V (G′) : G′ is a subgraph of G isomorphic to some F ∈ F},

• V inF (G) = {V (G′) : G′ is an induced subgraph of G isomorphic to some F ∈ F}.

For a graphG, a vertex ordering σ is a bijection from V (G) to {1, 2, . . . |V (G)|}. For u, v ∈ V (G),
we write u <σ v if σ(u) < σ(v). The notations >σ, ≤σ, ≥σ are defined analogously. For a vertex
subset Y ⊆ V (G), we use max(Y, σ) to denote the vertex x ∈ Y such that σ(x) = maxy∈S{σ(y)}.
Here, we say that x is the largest vertex in Y under the ordering σ.

Set system and sunflowers. A set system refers to a collection S of sets whose elements belong
to the same ground set U . Let S be a set system with ground set U . For a subset U ′ ⊆ U ,
we denote by S ⋒ U ′ the sub-collection of S consisting of all sets that are contained in U ′, i.e.,
S ⋒ U ′ = {S ∈ S : S ⊆ U ′}.

An r-sunflower (for r ≥ 2) in S is a sub-collectionR ⊆ S of size r satisfying the follow condition:
there exists X ⊆ U such that R∩R′ = X for any different sets R,R′ ∈ R; we call X the core of the
sunflower R. One of the most important results about sunflowers is the following sunflower lemma.

Lemma 3.1 (sunflower lemma). Let S be a set system in which every set is of size at most k. If
|S| ≥ (r − 1)k · k!, then there exists an r-sunflower in S.

Minors, graphs of bounded expansion, and weakly coloring number. For a graph G,
and two vertices u, v ∈ V (G), distG(u, v) denotes the length of a shortest path from u to v in G.
For a graph G, rad(G) denotes the radius of G. That is, rad(G) = minu∈V (G) maxx∈V (G) distG(u, x)

Definition 3.2 (minor). A graph H is a minor of a graph G, denoted by H ⪯ G, if there is a
function ϕ from V (H) to connected subgraphs of G such that following conditions hold.

• For any two distinct vertices u, v ∈ V (H), V (ϕ(u)) ∩ V (ϕ(v)) = ∅.
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• For any edge (u, v) ∈ E(H), there exist x ∈ V (ϕ(u)) and y ∈ V (ϕ(v)) such that (x, y) ∈ E(G).

The function ϕ is called the model of H in G.

Definition 3.3 (depth-r minor). Let r be a positive integer. A graph H is a depth-r minor of G,
denoted by H ⪯r G, if H is a minor of G with a model ϕ such that for all v ∈ V (H), rad(ϕ(v)) ≤ r.

Definition 3.4 (bounded expansion and polynomial expansion). Let G be a graph and r ≥ 1 be
an integer. We define

∇r(G) = sup

{
|E(H)|
|V (H)|

: H ⪯r G

}
.

We say that a graph class G has bounded expansion, if there is a function f : N→ N such that
for all r ∈ N and G ∈ G, ∇r ≤ f(r). We use ∇r(G) to denote supG∈G ∇r(G). If f is a polynomial
function, then G is a class of polynomial expansion.

Theorem 3.5 ([108]). Let G be a graph class of bounded expansion and let H be a fixed graph.
There is a linear time algorithm that given a graph G ∈ G and S ⊆ V (G) and decides whether there
is an (induced) subgraph G′ of G containing at least one vertex from S and isomorphic to H.

Let G be a graph and σ be an ordering of the vertices of G. For an integer r ≥ 0 and two
vertices u, v ∈ V (G), we say u is r-weakly reachable from v under σ if there exists a path π in G
between v and u of length at most r such that u ≥σ w for any vertex w on π (in particular, u ≥σ v).
Let WRr(G, σ, v) denote the set of vertices in G that are r-weakly reachable from v under σ. The
weak r-coloring number of G under σ is wcolr(G, σ) = maxv∈V (G) |WRr(G, σ, v)|. Then the weak
r-coloring number of G is defined as wcolr(G) = minσ∈Π(G) wcolr(G, σ) where Π(G) is the set of all
orderings of the vertices of G.

Theorem 3.6 ([103, 138]). A graph class G is of bounded expansion iff there exists a function
χG : N→ N such that wcolr(G) ≤ χG(r) for all G ∈ G and r ∈ N.

Theorem 3.7 ([113]). Let G be a graph class of bounded expansion. Then there exists some constant
cG such that for any graph G ∈ G and any V ⊆ V (G), we have |{NG[{v}]∩V : v ∈ V (G)}| ≤ cG ·|V |.

Theorem 3.8 ([42]). Let G be a graph class of bounded expansion. Given a graph G ∈ G and an
integer r ∈ [n], one can compute in O(n) time an ordering σ of V (G) satisfying wcolr(G, σ) ≤
wcolr+1

r (G) and a number α satisfying α ≤ wcolr(G) ≤ αr+1.

First-order model checking. We deal with first-order logic for graphs, where the variables
correspond to vertices of the given graph. Let G be a graph and Q ⊆ V (G) be a unary relation on
V (G), i.e., the set of variables. The first-order formulas over (G,Q) are built by combining three
types of atomic formulas, defined as follows:

• Equality for variables u, v, denoted u = v: True iff u and v are equal (i.e., the same vertex).

• Adjacency for variables u, v, denoted Adj(u, v): True iff u and v are adjacent in G.

• Q-satisfability for a variable v, denoted by Q(v): True iff v has the relation Q, i.e., v ∈ Q.

Then, combination is done based on the following constructions:

• Boolean connectives for formulas φ,ψ: And, denoted φ ∧ ψ, which is true if and only if both
φ and ψ are true; Or, denoted φ∨ψ, which is true if and only if at least one among φ and ψ
is true; Not, denoted ¬φ, which is true if and only if φ is false.
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• Quantification for formula φ and variable v: Exists, denoted ∃v φ(v), which is true iff there
exists a vertex in G so that, when it assigned to v, φ is true; For all, denoted ∀v φ(v), which
is true ifff for every vertex in G, when it assigned to v, φ is true.

We shall use the following dynamic data structure for first-order model-checking on graphs of
bounded expansion.

Theorem 3.9 ([45]). Let G be a graph class of bounded expansion. Given an n-vertex graph G ∈ G,
a unary relation Q ⊆ V (G), and a first-order formula φ over (G,Q), one can build in O(n) time a
data structure on G that supports the following operations (where f is some function):

• Testing whether (G,Q) satisfies φ in f(|φ|) time.

• Deleting an element from Q or deleting an edge from G with f(|φ|) update time.

• Adding back an element to Q or adding back an edge to G with f(|φ|) update time. Note that
here one can only add elements (resp., edges) that were previously deleted from Q (resp., G).

4 Degree reduction and lossy kernels

In this section, we prove our degree-reduction theorem, which is restated below.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be any hereditary graph class of bounded expansion. If (Induced) Subgraph
Hitting on G admits an approximation scheme with running time f0(ε,F ,∆)·nc for some function
f0 and some constant c ≥ 1, then the same problem also admits an approximation scheme with
running time f(ε,F) · nc for some function f , where n is the number of vertices in the input graph
G ∈ G and ∆ is the maximum degree of G.

4.1 Reducing to connected forbidden patterns

Our first step is to reduce the (Induced) Subgraph Hitting with general forbidden patterns
to the same problem with connected forbidden patterns. For a graph F , let CF denote the set of
connected components of F (which is a set of connected graphs). For a finite set F = {F1, . . . , Fm}
of graphs, define Conn(F) = {{C1, . . . , Cm} : Ci ∈ CFi}, that is, Conn(F) consists of all sets F ′ of
graphs where F ′ can be constructed by including exactly one graph in CF for each F ∈ F . For a
graph G and for a finite set of graph F , we use opt(G,F) and opt∗(G,F) to denote the cardinalities
of the optimum solutions to (G,F) for the problems Subgraph Hitting and Induced Subgraph
Hitting, respectively. We have the following observation for Subgraph Hitting.

Lemma 4.1. For every finite set F of graphs, there exists a number αF such that for any graph
G, we have opt(G,F ′) ≤ opt(G,F) +αF for some F ′ ∈ Conn(F). Here, αF = |F| · ℓ · c2, where ℓ is
the maximum number of connected components in a graph F in F and c is the maximum number
of vertices in a connected component of a graph in F .

Proof. Let S be an optimum solution for the Subgraph Hitting problem on (G,F). Now we
claim that for each F ∈ F , there is a connected component DF in CF such that the maximum
number of vertex disjoint subgraphs of G− S that are isomorphic to DF is at most ℓ · c. Towards
the proof let us fix a graph F ∈ F . Let C1, . . . , Cℓ′ be the connected components of F . For the
sake of contradiction, assume that for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ′}, the maximum number of vertex disjoint
subgraphs of G−S that are isomorphic to Ci is strictly more than ℓ ·c. Now we explain a procedure
to obtain a subgraph in G − S that is isomorphic to F which will be a contradiction to the fact
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that S is a solution for Subgraph Hitting on (G,F). First, we pick a subgraph H1 of G − S
that is isomorphic to C1. Since |V (H1)| ≤ c, for all j ∈ {2, . . . , ℓ′}, there are strictly more than
(ℓ − 1)c vertex disjoint subgraphs of G1 = G − (S ∪ V (H1)) that are isomorphic to Cj . Next, we
pick a subgraph H2 of G1 that is isomorphic to C2. At the end of step i, we have vertex disjoint
subgraphs H1, H2, . . . ,Hi of G − S such that for all i′ ∈ {1, 2, . . . , i}, Hi′ is isomorphic to Ci′

and for all j ∈ {i + 1, . . . , ℓ′}, there are strictly more than (ℓ − i)c vertex disjoint subgraphs of
Gi = G − (S ∪

⋃
r∈[i] V (Hr)) that are isomorphic to Cj . In step i + 1, we pick a subgraph Hi+1

of Gi that is isomorphic to Cj+1. Thus, since ℓ′ ≤ ℓ, at the end of step ℓ′ we get vertex disjoint
subgraphs H1, H2, . . . ,Hq of G−S such that for all r ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ′}, Hr is isomorphic to Cr. This
implies that F is a subgraph of G− S which is a contradiction.

Thus, we have proved that for each F ∈ F , there is a connected component DF in CF such
that the maximum number of vertex disjoint subgraphs of G− S that are isomorphic to DF is at
most ℓ · c. Then, for each F ∈ F , there is a vertex subset SF of V (G) \ S, of size at most ℓc2 such
that SF intersects with all the subgraphs of G − S that are isomorphic to DF . This implies that
S⋆ = S ∪

⋃
F∈F SF is a solution for Subgraph Hitting on (G,F ′) where F ′ = {DF : F ∈ F}

and |S⋆| ≤ |S|+ |F| · ℓ · c2 = opt(G,F) + αF . Here, αF = |F| · ℓ · c2.

For Induced Subgraph Hitting, we can have a result similar to the above lemma. However,
it only applies to sparse graphs, or more precisely, graphs of bounded degeneracy.

Lemma 4.2. For every graph G of degeneracy d and every finite set F of graphs, there exists
a number α∗

F (depending on F and d) such that opt∗(G,F ′) ≤ opt∗(G,F) + α∗
F for some F ′ ∈

Conn(F). Here, α∗
F = |F|ℓ2c3d, where ℓ is the maximum number of connected components in a

graph F in F and c is the maximum number of vertices in a connected component of a graph in F .
Proof. The proof strategy is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.1. But, here we use the fact that
the degeneracy of G is d. Let S be an optimum solution for the Induced Subgraph Hitting
problem on (G,F). First, we claim that for each F ∈ F , there is a connected component DF in CF
such that the maximum number of vertex disjoint induced subgraphs of G−S that are isomorphic
to DF is at most ℓ2c2d. Towards the proof of the claim, we fix a graph F ∈ F and let C1, . . . , Cℓ′

be the connected components of F . Suppose the claim is not true. Then, for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ′},
the maximum number of vertex disjoint induced subgraphs of G − S that are isomorphic to Ci is
strictly more than ℓ2c2d. Then, we explain a procedure to obtain an induced subgraph isomorphic
to F in G− S, leading to a contradiction to the fact that S is a solution for Induced Subgraph
Hitting on (G,F).

Let p = ℓ · c · d. As a first step we construct sets of induced subgraphs I1, . . . , .Iℓ′ of G − S
such that the graphs in

⋃
i∈[ℓ′] Ii are pairwise vertex disjoint and for each i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ′}, |Ii| = p

and the graphs in Ii are isomorphic to Ci. Towards that, we pick a set of p vertex disjoint induced
subgraphs I1 = {H1,1, H1,2, . . . ,H1,p} of G− S that are isomorphic to C1. Since |V (H1,r)| ≤ c for
all r ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p}, there are strictly more than ℓ2c2d − (p · c) vertex disjoint induced subgraphs
of G1 = G − (S ∪ V1) that are isomorphic to Cj for all j ∈ {2, . . . , ℓ′}, where V1 =

⋃
H∈I1 V (H).

Next, we pick a set of p induced subgraphs I2 = {H2,1, . . . ,H2,p} of G1 that are isomorphic to C2.
In general, at the end of step i, we have sets I1, . . . Ii of induced subgraphs of G− S such that the
following properties holds.

• For each j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , i}, |Ii| = p and each graph in Ii is isomorphic to Ci.

• The induced graphs of G− S in H≤i =
⋃

j∈[i] Ij are pairwise vertex disjoint.

• For any j ∈ {i + 1, . . . , ℓ} there are strictly more than ℓ2c2d − (p · i · c) = dℓc2(ℓ − i) vertex
disjoint induced subgraphs of Gi = G− (S ∪

⋃
H∈H≤i

V (H)) that are isomorphic to Cj .
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In step i+ 1, we pick a set of p vertex disjoint induced subgraphs Ii+1 = {Hi+1,1, . . . ,Hi+1,p} of
Gi that are isomorphic to Ci+1. Thus, since ℓ′ ≤ ℓ, at the end of step ℓ′, we obtain a set of vertex
disjoint induced subgraphs H≤ℓ′ =

⋃
r∈[ℓ′] Ir of G−S. Notice that for any i ∈ [ℓ′], the graphs in Ii

are isomorphic to Ci.
Next, for each i ∈ [ℓ′], we identify a graph Ji from Ii such that there is no edge in G between

any two vertices from distinct Ji and Ji′ . In other words, J1∪J2∪. . .∪Jℓ′ form an induced subgraph
of G− S that is isomorphic to F which will be a contradiction. Let G⋆ be the subgraph of G− S
induced on the union of the vertices of the graphs in H≤ℓ′ . Notice that the number of vertices in
each graph in H≤ℓ′ is at most c. Since G − S (and hence G⋆) has degeneracy at most d, there
is a graph J ∈ H≤ℓ′ such that δG⋆(V (J)) ≤ c · d. Let i1 ∈ [ℓ′] be the index such that J ∈ Ii1 .
Now, we set Ji1 = J . Let G⋆

1 be the subgraph of G⋆ induced on the union of the vertices of the
graphs H in H≤ℓ′ \ Ii1 such that no vertex in H is adjacent to a vertex in Ji1 . Notice that for each
j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ′} \ {i1}, there are at least p− (c · d) graphs in {H ∈ Ij : V (H) ∩N(V (Ji1)) = ∅}.
Now, there is an index i2 ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ℓ′}\{i1} and a graph Ji2 in {H ∈ Ii2 : V (H)∩N(V (Ji1)) = ∅}
such that δG⋆

1
(V (Ji2)) ≤ c ·d. We continue this process, and at the end of step j, we have j distinct

indices i1, i2, . . . , ij and graphs Ji1 ∈ Ii1 , Ji2 ∈ Ii2 , . . . , Jij ∈ Iij with the following properties.

• There do not exist two distinct indices s and t in {i1, i2, . . . , ij} such that there is an edge in
G between a vertex in V (Js) and a vertex in V (Jt).

• For each j′ ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q} \ {i1, i2, . . . , ij}, |{H ∈ Ij′ : V (H) ∩N(
⋃

r∈[j] V (Jir)) = ∅}| is at
least p− (j · c · d).

Then, we find an index ij+1 and a graph Jj+1 ∈ Ij+1 such that no vertex in V (Jij+1) is adjacent
to a vertex in

⋃
r∈[j] V (Jir) and δG⋆

j
(V (Jij+1)) ≤ c · d. Here, G⋆

j is the graph induced on the union

of the vertices in the graphs H in H≤ℓ′ \ (
⋃

r∈[j] Iir) such that no vertex in V (H) is adjacent to

a vertex in
⋃

r∈[j] V (Jij ). Thus, at the end of step ℓ′, we obtain J1 ∈ I1, J2 ∈ I2, . . . , Jℓ′ ∈ Iℓ′
with the following property. There do not exist two distinct indices s and t in {1, 2, . . . , ℓ′} such
that there is an edge in G between a vertex in V (Js) and a vertex in V (Jt). This implies that the
subgraph of G− S induced on

⋃
r∈[ℓ′] V (Jr) is isomorphic to F . This is a contradiction to the fact

that S is a solution.
Thus, we have proved that for each F ∈ F , there is a connected component DF in CF such that

the maximum number of vertex disjoint induced subgraphs of G− S that are isomorphic to DF is
at most ℓ2c2d. Then, for each F ∈ F , there is a vertex subset SF of V (G) \S, of size at most ℓ2c3d
such that SF intersects with all the induced subgraphs of G− S that are isomorphic to DF . This
implies that S⋆ = S ∪

⋃
F∈F SF is a solution for Induced Subgraph Hitting on (G,F ′) where

F ′ = {DF : F ∈ F} and |S⋆| ≤ |S|+ |F|ℓ2c3d = opt∗(G,F) + α∗
F . Here α∗

F = |F|ℓ2c3d.

Using the above two lemmas, we can do our reduction from general forbidden patterns to
connected forbidden patterns.

Corollary 4.3. Let G be any graph class of bounded expansion. If (Induced) Subgraph Hitting
on G with connected forbidden patterns admits an approximation scheme with running time f0(ε,F)·
nc for some function f0, then (Induced) Subgraph Hitting on G (with arbitrary forbidden
patterns) admits an approximation scheme with running time f(ε,F) · nc for some function f .

Proof. We prove the lemma for Subgraph Hitting and the case for (Induced) Subgraph Hit-
ting is identical and hence omitted. Let A be an algorithm that given (G,F) and ε > 0, outputs
a (1 + ε) approximate solution for Subgraph Hitting on (G,F), where F is a set of connected
forbidden patterns.
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Now, we design an algorithm A′ using A when the forbidden patterns in F are arbitrary. Let
(G,F) be the input and ε > 0 be the given error parameter. Recall that Conn(F) = {{C1, . . . , Cm} :
Ci ∈ CFi}. Notice that for any F1 ∈ Conn(F) a solution for Subgraph Hitting on (G,F1) is also
a solution to (G,F). Moreover, by Lemma 4.1 we know that there exist a constant αF (which is
computable) and F ′ ∈ Conn(F) such that opt(G,F ′) ≤ opt(G,F) + αF . First, we test whether
opt(G,F) ≤ 5

εαF and if so, we compute an optimum solution. Towards that, we can design a
simple branching algorithm running in time g(F) ·n using Theorem 3.5, for some function g. That
is, find a subgraph G′ of G isomorphic to a graph in F and for each v ∈ V (G′), recursively find
a solution to (G − v,F) (if the there is a solution of size at most 5

εαF − 1) and output the best
solution. Now on, we assume that opt(G,F) > 5

εαF .
Now, by Lemma 4.1, we know that there exists F ′ ∈ Conn(F) such that opt(G,F ′) ≤ opt(G,F)+

αF ≤ (1 + ε
5)opt(G,F). Hence a (1 + ε

2)-approximate solution to (G,F ′) is a (1 + ε)-approximate
solution to (G,F ′). Thus, for each F1 ∈ Conn(F), we run the algorithm A (because F1 is a set of
connected graphs) and output the best solution among them.

Notice that the number of times we run A is |Conn(F)| which is bounded by a function of F .
Thus, the total running time of our algorithm is f(ε,F) · nc for some function f .

4.2 Algorithm for connected forbidden patterns

Based on the discussion in the previous section, it suffices to design an f(ε,F) ·nc-time approxima-
tion scheme for (Induced) Subgraph Hitting on G with connected forbidden patterns, provided
an approximation scheme for the same problem running in f0(ε,F ,∆) ·nc time (for convenience, we
call it the degree-sensitive approximation scheme). We denoted by Hitting′ the provided degree-
sensitive approximation scheme, where Hitting′(G,F , ε) returns a (1 + ε)-approximation solution
for the (Induced) Subgraph Hitting instance (G,F).

Let (G,F) be the input where G ∈ G, and ε > 0 be the approximation ratio. Suppose all
graphs in F are connected. Set n = |V (G)| and γ = maxF∈F |V (F )|. Our approximation schemes
for Subgraph Hitting and Induced Subgraph Hitting are essentially identical, so we show
them together in Algorithm 1. At the beginning, we define V := VF (G) for Subgraph Hitting
and V := V inF (G) for Induced Subgraph Hitting (line 1). After this, every step is the same
for Subgraph Hitting and Induced Subgraph Hitting (the underlying problem of the two
sub-routines Hitting′ and Hitting′′ is always the same as the problem we are solving).

Let δ = Oε,F (1) and δ′ = Oε,F (1) be two parameters to be determined later. Besides defining V,
we also define a collection ΓH and a set RH for every induced subgraph H of G, where ΓH consists
of all nonempty subsets X ⊆ V (H) that is the core of a δ-sunflower in V ⋒ V (H) and RH consists
of all vertices v ∈ V (H) such that every V ∈ V ⋒ V (H) with v ∈ V contains some set in ΓH−{v}.
Note that in line 1 we only define (conceptually) these sets instead of computing them; in fact,
we cannot afford to compute them and also do not need to. In line 2-5, we construct an induced
subgraph G1 of G. Initially, we set G1 = G. Whenever RG1 ̸= ∅, we arbitrarily pick v ∈ RG1

and remove it from G1. We keep doing this until RG1 = ∅. Note that G1 is changing during this
procedure and hence RG1 is also changing accordingly. Next, in line 6-7, we in turn construct an
induced subgraph G2 of G1. This construction is simply removing all large-degree vertices from
G1, using δ′ as the threshold. Specifically, we define G2 = G1 − V ∗ where V ∗ ⊆ V (G1) consists of
all vertices in G1 of degree at least δ′.

The rest of the algorithm (lines 8-14) is dedicated to computing a solution for the instance
(G,F). This is done backwards: we first compute a solution S2 ⊆ V (G2) for (G2,F), then use it
to obtain a solution S1 ⊆ V (G1) for (G1,F) and in turn obtain the desired solution S ⊆ V (G) for
(G,F). Note that the maximum degree of G2 is bounded by δ′ = Oε,F (1). Furthermore, G2 ∈ G, as

19



Algorithm 1 Hitting(G,F , ε)

1: V := VF (G) for Subgraph Hitting and V := V inF (G) for Induced Subgraph Hitting
ΓH := {X ⊆ V (H) : X ̸= ∅ is the core of a δ-sunflower in V ⋒ V (H)} for H ⊆in G
RH := {v ∈ V (H) : every V ∈ V ⋒ V (H) with v ∈ V contains some X ∈ ΓH−{v}} for H ⊆in G

2: G1 ← G
3: while RG1 ̸= ∅ do
4: v ← an arbitrary vertex in RG1

5: G1 ← G1 − {v}
6: V ∗ ← {v ∈ V (G1) : degG1

(v) ≥ δ′}
7: G2 ← G1 − V ∗

8: S2 ← Hitting′(G2,F , ε/4) ▷ a solution of (G2,F)
9: S1 ← S2 ∪ V ∗ ▷ a solution of (G1,F)

10: σ ← Order(G, γ) ▷ applying Theorem 3.8
11: S ← S1
12: while ∃ v ∈ V (G)\S such that ρ(v, S) ≥ δ − wcolγ(G, σ) do
13: S ← S ∪ {v}
14: return S ▷ a solution of (G,F)

G is hereditary. Thus, we can use the degree-sensitive approximation scheme Hitting′ to efficiently
compute S2 (line 8). Here we choose the approximation ratio of S2 to be 1 + ε

4 . Then we simply
define S1 = S2 ∩ V ∗ (line 9). Since G1 − S1 = G2 − S2, S1 is a solution for (G1,F). To further
compute the solution S for (G,F) is more complicated. We first apply the algorithm of Theorem 3.8
on G and r = γ to obtain an ordering σ of the vertices of G (line 10). For a vertex v ∈ V (G) and a
set A ⊆ V (G), we write ρ(v,A) = |{u ∈ A : v ∈WRγ(G, σ, u)}|, i.e., the number of vertices u ∈ A
such that v is weakly reachable from u under σ within distance γ. Then we construct S iteratively
as follows. Initially, set S = S1 (line 11). Whenever there exists a vertex v ∈ V (G)\S such that
ρ(v, S) ≥ δ − wcolγ(G, σ), we add it to S. We keep doing this until we cannot find such a vertex
v. Note that S is changing during this procedure, and hence ρ(v, S) might also change. When the
procedure terminates, we return S (line 14). Later we will see that S is a solution for (G,F).

In the following sections, we analyze the correctness of Algorithm 1 and show how to implement
it with the desired running time.

4.3 Analysis

In this section, we analyze the correctness of Algorithm 1. We shall show that if the parameters
δ and δ′ are chosen properly, then the set S returned by Algorithm 1 is a (1 + ε)-approximation
solution for the instance (G,F). For convenience, for every induced subgraph H of G, we write
opt(H) as the minimum size of a hitting set of V ⋒ V (H). Clearly, opt(H) is the optimum for the
instance (H,F). Throughout the analysis, we only one basic properties of V (which hold no matter
whether V = VF (G) or V = V inF (G)): G[V ] is connected for all V ∈ V. As such, we do not need to
distinguish the cases V = VF (G) and V = V inF (G), and can do the analysis for Subgraph Hitting
and Induced Subgraph Hitting simultaneously.
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4.3.1 From S1 to S

We first show that if the parameter δ is chosen properly and S1 is a (1 + ε
2)-approximation solution

of (G1,F), then S is a (1+ε)-approximation solution of (G,F). The following lemma gives a bound
on the size of S.

Lemma 4.4. |S\S1| ≤ wcolγ(G,σ)
δ−wcolγ(G,σ) · |S| and thus |S| ≤

(
1 +

wcolγ(G,σ)
δ−2wcolγ(G,σ)

)
· |S1|.

Proof. By the definition of weakly reachability, |WRγ(G, σ, v)| ≤ wcolγ(G, σ) for all v ∈ V (G).
For every vertex v ∈ V (G), ρ(v, S) is equal to the number of pairs (u, v) such that u ∈ S and
v ∈WRγ(G, σ, u). Therefore,∑

v∈V (G)

ρ(v, S) =
∑
u∈S
|WRγ(G, σ, u)| ≤ wcolγ(G, σ) · |S|.

In particular,
∑

v∈S\S1
ρ(v, S) ≤ wcolγ(G, σ) · |S|. For every v ∈ S\S1, ρ(v, S) ≥ δ − wcolγ(G, σ)

when we add v to S in line 13, and thus we also have ρ(v, S) ≥ δ − wcolγ(G, σ) after the entire
while-loop (line 12-13). Therefore,

∑
v∈S\S1

ρ(v, S) ≥ (δ − wcolγ(G, σ)) · |S\S1|. It follows that

(δ − wcolγ(G, σ)) · |S\S1| ≤
∑

v∈S\S1

ρ(v, S) ≤ wcolγ(G, σ) · |S|,

and hence |S\S1| ≤ wcolγ(G,σ)
δ−wcolγ(G,σ) · |S|. This further implies that |S1| ≥

(
1− wcolγ(G,σ)

δ−wcolγ(G,σ)

)
· |S|. So

we finally have |S| ≤
(

1 +
wcolγ(G,σ)

δ−2wcolγ(G,σ)

)
· |S1|.

Next, we show that S is truly a solution of (G,F). Equivalently, we need to show that S hits all
sets in V. Suppose the while-loop in line 3-5 has r iterations, and let vi denote the vertex removed
from G1 in the i-th iteration for i ∈ [r]. Then G1 = G−{v1, . . . , vr}. Define Hi = G−{v1, . . . , vr−i}
for i ∈ {0} ∪ [r]. Note that Hr = G and H0 = G1.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose S1 is a solution for (G1,F). Then for every i ∈ {0} ∪ [r], S hits all sets in
V ⋒ V (Hi). In particular, S hits all sets in V.

Proof. We apply induction on i. When i = 0, the statement trivially holds, since H0 = G1 and
the sets in V ⋒ V (G1) are all hit by S1 (and thus by S) according to our assumption. Suppose the
statement holds for i − 1, and we shall show it also holds for i. We first show that S hits all sets
in ΓHi−1 . Consider a set X ∈ ΓHi−1 , and assume X ∩S = ∅ in order to deduce a contradiction. By
definition, X is the core of a sunflower V1, . . . , Vδ ∈ V ⋒ V (Hi−1). Let v∗ ∈ X be the largest vertex
under the ordering σ, i.e., v∗ ≥σ v for all v ∈ X. Define I as the set of all indices i ∈ [δ] such that
all vertices in Vi are smaller than or equal to v∗ under the ordering σ. For each i ∈ [δ], let vi ∈ Vi
denote the largest vertex under σ. Note that the induced subgraph G[Vi] is connected, as Vi ∈ V.
So there exists a path πi in G[Vi] of length at most |Vi| ≤ γ which connects v∗ and vi. Since vi is
the largest vertex in Vi, it is also the largest vertex on πi, which implies vi ∈ WRγ(G, σ, v∗). By
the definition of I, we have vi >σ v

∗ for all i ∈ [δ]\I and thus vi ∈ Vi\X, since v∗ is the largest
vertex in X under the ordering σ. Therefore, the vertices vi for i ∈ [δ]\I are distinct, and there are
δ− |I| such vertices. Using the fact that all these vertices are contained in WRγ(G, σ, v∗), we have

δ − |I| ≤ |WRγ(G, σ, v∗)| ≤ wcolγ(G, σ).

Equivalently, |I| ≥ δ − wcolγ(G, σ). As X ∩ S = ∅, we must have (Vi\X) ∩ S ̸= ∅ for all i ∈ [δ],
because S is a hitting set of V ⋒V (Hi−1) and thus hits V1, . . . , Vδ. For each i ∈ [δ], we pick a vertex
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pi ∈ (Vi\X) ∩ S. Note that the vertices p1, . . . , pδ are distinct, since V1\X, . . . , Vδ\X are disjoint.
We claim that v∗ ∈ WRγ(G, σ, pi) for all i ∈ I. Indeed, if i ∈ I, then v∗ is the largest vertex in
Vi under σ. Since G[Vi] is connected, there is a path in G[Vi] of length at most |Vi| ≤ γ which
connects pi and v∗. On this path, v∗ is the largest vertex, which implies v∗ ∈ WRγ(G, σ, pi). It
follows that ρ(v∗, S) ≥ |I|, as the vertices p1, . . . , pδ are distinct. Recall that |I| ≥ δ − wcolγ(G, σ).
Therefore, ρ(v∗, S) ≥ δ − wcolγ(G, σ). This implies v∗ ∈ S, for otherwise v∗ will be added to S
during the while-loop in line 12-13. However, this contradicts with our assumption X ∩ S = ∅. So
we conclude that S hits all sets in ΓHi−1 .

To complete the induction argument, we need to further show that S hits all sets in V ⋒V (Hi).
Set v = vr−i+1. Then Hi−1 = Hi − {v}. Consider a set V ∈ V ⋒ V (Hi). If v /∈ V , then
V ∈ V ⋒V (Hi−1) and V is hit by S according to our induction hypothesis. So assume v ∈ V . Note
that v ∈ RHi , since in the while-loop in line 3-5 we removed v from Hi to obtain Hi−1. By the
definition of RHi and the fact v ∈ V , there exists X ∈ ΓHi−{v} = ΓHi−1 such that X ⊆ V . As
shown above, X ∩S ̸= ∅, which implies V ∩S ̸= ∅. Therefore, S hits all sets in V ⋒V (Hi). Finally,
apply the statement with i = r, we conclude that S hits all sets in V ⋒ V (Hr) = V.

Corollary 4.6. If δ ≥ 2+3ε
ε ·wcol

γ+1
γ (G) and S1 is a (1+ ε

2)-approximation solution for the instance
(G1,F), then S is a (1 + ε)-approximation solution for the instance (G,F).

Proof. By Lemma 4.5, S is a hitting set of V and thus a solution of (G,F). By Theorem 3.8, we
have wcolγ(G, σ) ≤ wcolγ+1

γ (G). If δ ≥ 2+3ε
ε · wcolγ+1

γ (G), then Lemma 4.4 implies

|S| ≤
(

1 +
wcolγ(G, σ)

δ − 2wcolγ(G, σ)

)
· |S1| ≤

(
1 +

wcolγ+1
γ (G)

δ − 2wcolγ+1
γ (G)

)
· |S1| ≤

(
1 +

ε

2 + ε

)
· |S1|.

If we further have |S1| ≤ (1 + ε
2) · opt(G1), then |S| ≤ (1 + ε) · opt(G1) ≤ (1 + ε) · opt(G).

4.3.2 From S2 to S1

In this section, we show that if the parameters δ and δ′ are chosen properly, then |S1| ≤ (1 +
ε
2) · opt(G1), based on the fact that |S2| ≤ (1 + ε

4) · opt(G2). Combining this with Corollary 4.6
completes our analysis. Let V ∗ ⊆ V (G1) be the set defined in line 6 of Algorithm 1, which
consists of the vertices in V (G1) with degree at least δ′. We have |S1| = |S2| + |V ∗|. Since
|S2| ≤ (1 + ε

4) · opt(G2) ≤ (1 + ε
4) · opt(G1), to have |S1| ≤ (1 + ε

2) · opt(G1), it suffices to show
|V ∗| ≤ ε

4 · opt(G1), i.e., there are not many high-degree vertices in G1.
Our proof relies on two properties of G1: (i) RG1 = ∅ and (ii) G1 has bounded weakly coloring

numbers. For a vertex v ∈ V (G1) and a set V ∈ V ⋒ V (G1), we say V is witnessed by v if v ∈ V
or v is neighboring to some vertex in V .

Lemma 4.7. For an integer r > max{γ, δ}, if degG1
(v) ≥ rγγ!, then there exists r disjoint sets in

V ⋒ V (G1) witnessed by v.

Proof. For each u ∈ V (G1), since u /∈ RG1 , there exists a set Vu ∈ V ⋒ V (G1) such that u ∈ Vu
and Vu does not contain any set in ΓG1−{u}. We have |Vu| ≤ γ for all u ∈ V (G1). Suppose
degG1

(v) ≥ rγγ! or equivalently |NG1(v)| ≥ rγγ!, where r > max{γ, δ}. By the sunflower lemma
(Lemma 3.1), {Vu : u ∈ NG1(v)} contains a sunflower of size r, i.e., there exists U ⊆ NG1(v) with
|U | = r such that the sets in {Vu : u ∈ U} form a sunflower. All sets in this sunflower are witnessed
by v. We claim that the core K of the sunflower is empty. Assume K ̸= ∅. As r > γ and |K| ≤ γ,
there exists u ∈ U such that u /∈ K. Therefore, for any u′ ∈ U\{u}, we have u /∈ Vu′ and thus
Vu′ ∈ V ⋒ V (G− {u}). It follows that {Vu′ : u′ ∈ U\{u}} is a (r − 1)-sunflower in V ⋒ V (G− {u})
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with core K. Since K ̸= ∅ and r − 1 ≥ δ, we have K ∈ ΓG−{u}. However, this contradicts the fact
that Vu does not contain any set in ΓG1−{u}. So we have K = ∅ and the sets in {Vu : u ∈ U} are
disjoint, which implies that v witnesses r disjoint sets in V ⋒ V (G1).

Lemma 4.8. Let S be a solution of the instance (G1,F). If a vertex v ∈ V (G1) witnesses r disjoint
sets in V ⋒ V (G1), then ρ(v, S) ≥ r − wcolγ(G).

Proof. Suppose v witnesses V1, . . . , Vr ∈ V ⋒ V (G1), which are disjoint. For each i ∈ [r] and each
u ∈ Vi, there exists a path πu between v and u in G[Vi ∪ {v}] of length at most γ, since G[Vi] is
connected and v is either in Vi or neighboring to Vi. Let vi ∈ Vi be the largest vertex under σ, and
define I = {i ∈ [r] : vi >σ v}. As V1, . . . , Vr are disjoint, v1, . . . , vr are distinct. Furthermore, for
i ∈ I, the vertex vi is the largest vertex on πvi , which implies that vi ∈ WRγ(G, σ, v). It follows
that |I| ≤ |WRγ(G, σ, v)| ≤ wcolγ(G, σ) = wcolγ(G). Thus, |[r]\I| ≥ r − wcolγ(G). As S is a
solution of (G1,F), we have S∩Vi ̸= ∅ for all i ∈ [r]. Let pi ∈ S∩Vi for i ∈ [r]. Again, as V1, . . . , Vr
are disjoint, p1, . . . , pr are distinct. For i ∈ [r]\I, we have v ≥σ vi and thus v ≥σ u for all u ∈ Vi.
Therefore, v is the largest vertex on πpi and v ∈ WRγ(G, σ, pi), for all i ∈ [r]\I. It follows that
ρ(v, S) ≥ |[r]\I| ≥ r − wcolγ(G).

Corollary 4.9. For any r > max{γ, δ}, there exist at most
wcolγ(G)

r−wcolγ(G) · opt(G1) vertices in G1 of

degree at least rγγ!. In particular, if δ′ ≥ (4+ε
ε · wcolγ(G) + max{γ, δ})γγ!, then |V ∗| ≤ ε

4 · opt(G1)
and S1 is a (1 + ε

2)-approximation solution for the instance (G1,F).

Proof. Let S∗ ⊆ V (G1) be an optimal solution for the instance (G1,F). By Lemma 4.7, every
vertex in G1 of degree at least rγγ! witnesses r disjoint sets in V ⋒ V (G1). Further applying
Lemma 4.8, we have ρ(v, S∗) ≥ r − wcolγ(G) for all v ∈ V (G1) with degG1

(v) ≥ rγγ!. Note that∑
v∈V (G1)

ρ(v, S∗) =
∑
u∈S∗

|WRγ(G, σ, u)| ≤ wcolγ(G) · |S∗| = wcolγ(G) · opt(G1).

By an averaging argument, the number of vertices v ∈ V (G1) with ρ(v, S∗) ≥ r − wcolγ(G) is at

most
wcolγ(G)

r−wcolγ(G) · opt(G1), which also bounds the number of vertices of degree at least rγγ!. If we

set r = 4+ε
ε · wcolγ(G) + max{γ, δ} and δ′ ≥ rγγ!, then r > max{γ, δ} and thus

|V ∗| ≤ wcolγ(G)

r − wcolγ(G)
· opt(G1) ≤

wcolγ(G)
4+ε
ε · wcolγ(G) + max{γ, δ} − wcolγ(G)

· opt(G1) ≤
ε

4
· opt(G1).

Finally, |S1| = |S2|+ |V ∗| ≤ (1 + ε
4) · opt(G2) + ε

4 · opt(G1) ≤ (1 + ε
2) · opt(G1).

4.4 Linear-time implementation

In this section, we show how to implement Algorithm 1 (except the call of the sub-routine Hitting′

in line 8) in linear time, or more precisely, Oε,F (n) time. Note that if this can be done, then the
overall time complexity of Algorithm 1 is f(ε,F) ·nc time for some function f , because line 8 takes
f0(ε,F ,∆) · nc time where ∆ is the maximum degree of G2 which is bounded by δ′ = Oε,F (1). We
divide Algorithm 1 into two parts: the part for computing G2 (line 1-7) and the part for computing
S (line 9-13). We discuss these two parts in the following two sections.
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4.4.1 Computing G2

Consider line 1-7 of Algorithm 1. The sets defined in line 1 are not computed explicitly. It suffices
to the while-loop in line 3-5 in linear time. The idea is to formulate the computation tasks as first-
order model-checking problems, and properly apply the efficient data structure of Theorem 3.9.

Lemma 4.10. Whether a vertex v ∈ V (G1) is in RG1 can be expressed as a first-order formula
φ(v) whose length depends only on ε and F . Thus, the while-loop in line 3-5 can be implemented
in f(ε,F) · n time for some function f .

Proof. Towards the presentation of the formula to check the membership of v in RG1 , we first
present several simpler formulas that will be used as building blocks. Recall that for two vertices
u, u′ ∈ V (G1), Adj(u, u

′) is the atomic formula that is true if and only if u and u′ are adjacent in
G1. We start with some simple formulas.

• For every ℓ ∈ N, Distinct(v1, v2, . . . , vℓ): True iff v1, v2, . . . , vℓ are distinct. Defined as follows:∧
i,j∈[ℓ],i ̸=j

vi ̸= vj .

• For every r, ℓ ∈ N, Subset(u1, u2, . . . , ur, v1, v2, . . . , vℓ): True iff {u1, u2, . . . , ur} ⊆ {v1, v2, . . . , vℓ}.
Defined as follows: ∧

i∈[r]

∨
j∈[ℓ]

ui = vj

 .

For every F ∈ F , we arbitrary order V (F ), denoted by V (F ) = {vF1 , vF2 , . . . , vF|V (F )|}. We
proceed to formulas to check isomorphism.

• For every F ∈ F , F -Isomorphic(v1, v2, . . . , vℓ) where ℓ = |V (F )|: True iff G1[{v1, v2, . . . , vℓ}]
contains a spanning subgraph isomorphic to F where the isomorphism maps vi to vFi for every
i ∈ [ℓ]. Defined as follows:

Distinct(v1, v2, . . . , vℓ) ∧

 ∧
i,j∈[ℓ],{vFi ,vFj }∈E(F )

Adj(vi, vj)

 .

• For every F ∈ F , F -Isomorphicin(v1, v2, . . . , vℓ) where ℓ = |V (F )|: True iff G1[{v1, v2, . . . , vℓ}]
is isomorphic to F where the isomorphism maps vi to vFi for every i ∈ [ℓ]. Defined as follows:

Distinct(v1, v2, . . . , vℓ) ∧

 ∧
i,j∈[ℓ],{vFi ,vFj }∈E(F )

Adj(vi, vj)

 ∧
 ∧

i,j∈[ℓ],{vFi ,vFj }/∈E(F )

¬Adj(vi, vj)

 .

• For every ℓ ∈ N, BelongsToVF (v1, v2, . . . , vℓ): True iff G1[{v1, v2, . . . , vℓ}] contains a spanning
subgraph isomorphic to some graph F ∈ F where the isomorphism maps vi to vFi for every
i ∈ [ℓ]. Defined as follows: ∨

F∈F ,|V (F )|=ℓ

F−Isomorphic(v1, v2, . . . , vℓ).
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Now, we present formulas to check the membership of a set in ΓG1−{v}.

• For every ℓ ∈ N, Core(v, v1, v2, . . . , vℓ): True iff {v1, v2, . . . , vℓ} ∈ ΓG1−{v}. Defined as follows:∨
f :[δ]→[γ](∃u11, u12, . . . , u1f(1), u

2
1, u

2
2, . . . , u

2
f(2), . . . , u

δ
1, u

δ
2, . . . , u

δ
f(δ)∧

i∈[δ]((u
i
1 ̸= v) ∧ ((ui2 ̸= v) ∧ · · · ∧ (uif(i) ̸= v)))

∧
∧

i∈[δ](BelongsToVF (ui1, u
i
2, . . . , u

i
f(i)) ∧ Subset(v1, v2, . . . , vℓ, u

i
1, u

i
2, . . . , u

i
f(i)))

∧
∧

i,j∈[δ],i ̸=j,k∈[f(i)](Subset(u
i
k, v1, v2, . . . , vℓ) ∨ ¬Subset(uik, u

j
1, u

j
2, . . . , u

j
f(j))).

We remark that, here, we use Subset to check the membership of an element (the first argu-
ment) in a set.

• For every ℓ ∈ N, ContainsCore(v1, v2, . . . , vℓ): True iff {v1, v2, . . . , vℓ} contains a set in ΓG1−{v}
w.r.t. Subgraph Hitting. Defined as follows:∨
r∈[ℓ]

(∃u1, u2, . . . , urDistinct(u1, . . . , ur) ∧ Subset(u1, . . . , ur, v1, . . . , vℓ) ∧ Heavy(u1, . . . , ur)) .

We are now ready to present the formula to check whether v ∈ RG1 . We start with Subgraph
Hitting:

∧
ℓ∈[γ]

∀v1, v2, . . . , vℓ ∨
i∈[ℓ]

(v = vi) ∧ (BelongsToVF (v1, v2, . . . , vℓ)→ ContainsCore(v1, v2, . . . , vℓ))

 .

For Induced Subgraph Hitting, the required formula is identical except that every use of F -
Isomorphic(v1, v2, . . . , vℓ) is replaced by the use of F -Isomorphicin(v1, v2, . . . , vℓ).

We have seen how to construct a first-order formula ϕ(v) such that v ∈ RG1 iff ϕ(v) is true. Set
φ = ∃v(ϕ(v)). We build in f(|φ|) ·n time the data structure D of Theorem 3.9 on the graph G with
the first-order formula φ. In each iteration of the while-loop in line 3-5, we test whether G satisfies
φ or not in f(|φ|) time. If not, then RG1 = ∅ and we are done. Otherwise, the data structure can
find a vertex v ∈ V (G1) that satisfies ϕ(v). Then we need to remove v from G1 and proceed to the
next iteration. Note that the data structure D only supports edge deletions. Therefore, instead
of truly deleting v, we delete all edges incident to v from G1. In this way, v still exists in G1 but
becomes an isolated vertex. This is in fact equivalent to deleting v from G1, because the forbidden
patterns in F are all connected (and thus isolated vertices do not influence anything). The time
cost for updating D after each edge-deletion is f(|φ|). As each edge can be deleted at most once,
the total update time of D during the while-loop is f(|φ|) · n due to the sparsity of G1. Also, since
the while-loop can have at most n iterations, the total query time of D is also f(|φ|) ·n. As a result,
the while-loop in line 3-5 can be implemented in f(|φ|) · n time.

4.4.2 Computing S

Consider line 9-14 in Algorithm 1. By Theorem 3.8, line 9 can be done in O(n) time. So it suffices
to show how to compute ρv for all v ∈ V (G) (line 10) in linear time. The key here is an efficient
algorithm for computing the weakly reachable sets.

Lemma 4.11. Let G be a graph of n vertices and m edges. Given an ordering σ of V (G) and
r ∈ [n], one can compute in O(n+ rm · wcolr(G, σ)) time the sets WRr(G, σ, v) for all v ∈ V (G).
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume G is connected and thus m = Ω(n). We shall
compute the sets WRi(G, σ, v) iteratively for i = 0, 1, . . . , r. We have WR0(G, σ, v) = {v} for
all v ∈ V (G). Suppose the sets WRi−1(G, σ, v) are already computed for all v ∈ V (G). To
compute WRi(G, σ, v), the key observation is that WRi(G, σ, v) consists of exactly the vertices
in
⋃

u∈N [v] WRi−1(G, σ, u) which are larger than or equal to v under the ordering σ; here N [v]
is the set of neighbors of v in G (including v itself). Indeed, if x ∈ WRi(G, σ, v), then there
exists a path (u0 = v, u1, . . . , ui = x) in G on which x is the largest vertex under the ordering
σ. We have u1 ∈ N [v] and x ∈ WRi−1(G, σ, u1) because of the sub-path (u1, . . . , ui). Thus,
x ∈

⋃
u∈N [v] WRi−1(G, σ, u) and x ≥σ v. On the other hand, if x ∈ WRi−1(G, σ, u) for some

u ∈ N [v] and x ≥σ v, then there exists a path (u1 = u, . . . , ui = x) in G on which x is the
largest vertex. In this case, (v, u1, . . . , ui) is a path between v and x on which x is the largest
vertex, and thus x ∈ WRi(G, σ, v). With this observation, to compute WRi(G, σ, v), we only
need to check all vertices in

⋃
u∈N [v] WRi−1(G, σ, u) and take the ones larger than v, which can be

done in O(|N [v]| ·wcolr(G, σ)) time because |WRi−1(G, σ, u)| ≤ wcoli−1(G, σ) ≤ wcolr(G, σ). Since∑
v∈V (G) |N [v]| = O(m), computing WRi(G, σ, v) for all v ∈ V (G) takes O(m · wcolr(G, σ)) time.

We need r iterations to compute WRr(G, σ, v), so the overall running time is O(rm·wcolr(G, σ)).

To efficiently implement the while-loop in line 12-13, we first apply the above lemma to compute
WRγ(G, σ, u) for all u ∈ V (G). For every v ∈ V (G), we maintain a number ρv which is equal to
ρ(v, S) for the current S. To compute the initial values of ρv, we consider every vertex u ∈ S and
increase ρv by 1 for all v ∈WRγ(G, σ, u). By Theorem 3.8, wcolγ(G, σ) ≤ wcolγ+1

γ (G). Furthermore,
by Theorem 3.6, wcolγ(G) is bounded by χG(γ) for a function χG , and thus wcolγ(G, σ) is also
bounded by a function of γ. So computing the initial values of ρv takes f(γ) · n time. During the
while-loop, we maintain a queue Q that contains the vertices in V (G)\S whose current rho values
are at least δ − wcolγ(G, σ). In each iteration, we pop a vertex u from Q and add it to S. As S
changes, we need to update the values of ρv, which is done by considering every v ∈WRγ(G, σ, u)
and increasing ρv by 1. In this procedure, if ρv ≥ δ − wcolγ(G, σ) after the update and v /∈ S,
we add it to Q. The while-loop terminates when Q becomes empty. Clearly, there are at most n
iterations and each iteration takes f(γ) time. Therefore, the entire while-loop can be implemented
in f(γ) · n time.

4.5 Putting everything together

We pick a sufficiently large δ that satisfies the condition in Corollary 4.6 and a sufficiently large
δ′ that satisfies the condition in Corollary 4.9. As the weak coloring numbers of G and G1 are
all bounded, we can guarantee that δ = Oε,F (1) and δ′ = Oε,F (1). Here a small technical issue is
that we cannot compute the weak coloring numbers of G and G1 efficiently. However, we can use
the admissibility numbers to approximate the weak coloring numbers. The r-admissibility number
of G, admr(G), satisfies the inequality admr(G) ≤ wcolr(G) ≤ admr+1

r (G) [42]. Furthermore, the
r-admissibility number of bounded-expansion graphs can be computed in O(n) time for any r ≥ 0
[42]. As such, when picking δ and δ′, we can simply use the upper bound of the weak coloring
numbers provided by admissibility numbers to ensure that δ and δ′ are sufficiently large while on
the other hand still bounded by Oε,F (1). (We omit the definition of admissibility numbers, as it is
not used in the paper.)

Next, we consider the overall running time of Algorithm 1. As shown in Section 4.4, all steps
except line 8 can be done in f(ε,F) ·n time. Since G2 is of maximum degree at most δ′ = Oε,F (1),
line 8 takes f(ε,F) ·nc time. As such, the time complexity of Algorithm 1 is f(ε,F) ·nc. Combining
this with the reduction in Section 4.1 (Corollary 4.3) completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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Variants. When the provided degree-sensitive algorithm in Theorem 1.1 has a different running
time or a different approximation factor, the performance of the algorithm we obtain also changes.
Therefore, the same proof can also result in variants of Theorem 1.1. For example, when the
provided algorithm has an approximation factor c+ ε, then we also obtain a (c+ ε)-approximation
algorithm. Also, when the provided algorithm has running time nf0(ε,F ,∆), f0(ε,F ,∆) · ng(ε), and
f0(ε,F ,∆)·ng(F), the obtained algorithm has running time nf(ε,F), f(ε,F)·ng(ε), and f(ε,F)·ng(F),
respectively. We believe that these variants can also find their applications in the future.

4.6 Lossy kernels

In this section, we apply Theorem 1.1 (more specifically, our degree reduction in Algorithm 1) to
prove the lossy kernelization results, i.e., Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be any graph class of bounded expansion. For any fixed (finite) F consisting
of connected graphs, (Induced) Subgraph Hitting on G with forbidden set F admits a (1 + ε)-
approximation lossy kernel of size f(ε) · k for some function f . The kernelization algorithm runs
in g(ε) · n time for some function g.

Let G be a hereditary graph class of bounded expansion and F be a fixed finite set of connected
graphs. Consider an instance (G,F) of (Induced) Subgaph Hitting where G ∈ G. Applying
Algorithm 1 with any ε > 0, we can compute in Oε(n) time an instance (G′,F) such that G′ is an
induced subgraph of G of degree Oε(1), and given a c-approximation solution for (G′,F) one can
compute in Oε(n) time a (1 + ε)c-approximation solution for (G,F).

To further obtain a lossy kernel of linear size, we simply remove all irrelevant vertices from
G′. We say a vertex v ∈ V (G′) is irrelevant if it is not contained in any set in V ⋒ V (G′). Here
the definition of V is the same as in Algorithm 1. Let I ⊆ V (G′) be the set of irrelevant vertices
in G′, and G′′ = G′ − I. Note that a c-approximation solution for the instance (G′′,F) is also a
c-approximation solution for (G′,F), simply because V ⋒V (G′′) = V ⋒V (G′). Therefore, given a c-
approximation solution for (G′′,F), one can compute inOε(n) time a (1+ε)c-approximation solution
for (G,F). To compute I and G′′ in linear time, we can use the data structure of Theorem 3.9,
similarly to that in Section 4.4. Recall that in the proof of Lemma 4.10, we defined the first-order
formula BelongsToVF (v1, v2, . . . , vℓ) that can check whether G′[{v1, . . . , vℓ}] contains a spanning
subgraph isomorphic to some F ∈ F . Now we define

ϕ(v) =
∨
ℓ∈[γ]

∃v1, . . . , vℓ
∨

i∈[ℓ]

v = vi

 ∧ BelongsToVF (v1, v2, . . . , vℓ)

 ,

which is true iff v /∈ I. Let Q = V (G′) be a unary relation on V (G′), and set φ = ∃v(¬ϕ(v)∧Q(v)).
We build the data structure D of Theorem 3.9 on the graph G′ with the unary relation Q and the
formula φ. We then delete all elements from Q and keep updating D, which takes f(|φ|) · n time.
To compute I, we iteratively consider the vertex of G′. For a vertex v ∈ V (G′), to check whether
v ∈ I, we add back v to Q and check whether (G′, Q) satisfies φ (and delete v from Q afterwards).
In this way, we can test whether a vertex is in I in f(|φ|) time, and hence compute I in f(|φ|) · n
time. Finally, we observe the following property of G′′.

Lemma 4.12. |V (G′′)| ≤ f(ε) · opt(G′′,F) for some function f .

Proof. It suffices to prove that there are Ωε(n) vertex disjoint sets of V ⋒ V (G′′). To this end, we
show that there is a subset Z ⊆ V (G′′) of size Ωε(n) such that for any pair (u, v) of distinct vertices
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in Z, the distance between them in G′′ is at least 2γ. We construct Z as follows. Initially, we set
Z = ∅. Then we pick a vertex v1 ∈ V (G′′), add to Z, and mark all the vertices which are at a
distance at most 2γ from v1. There are only Oε(1) such vertices since the degree of G′′ is Oε(1). In
the next round, we further pick an unmarked vertex v2, add to Z and again mark all the vertices
which are at a distance at most 2γ from v2. We continue this process until all the vertices are
marked. Since in each step we mark at most Oε(1) vertices, the number of vertices in Z will be
Ωε(n). Note that every vertex of G′′ is contained in some set in V ⋒ V (G′′), by our construction.
For each z ∈ Z, pick a set Vz ∈ V ⋒ V (G′′) such that z ∈ Vz. We have G[Vz] is connected, since the
graphs in F are all connected. It follows that the sets Vz are pairwise disjoint, since the pairwise
distances among the vertices in Z are at least 2γ.

Note that opt(G′′,F) ≤ opt(G,F), because G′′ is an induced subgraph of G. Given a parame-
terized instance (G, k) for (Induced) Subgaph Hitting with forbidden list F , our kernelization
algorithm simply constructs the graph G′′ as above. If |V (G′′)| ≤ f(ε) · k for the function f in
Lemma 4.12, then we output the parameterized instance (G′′, k), whose size is linear in k. Oth-
erwise, we know that k < opt(G′′,F) ≤ opt(G,F) and thus (G, k) is a NO instance. The running
time of the kernelization algorithm as well as the time cost for turning a solution of (G′′, k) to a
solution of (G, k) is g(ε) · n for some function g. This proves Theorem 1.2.

5 Local search

In this section, we prove and further discuss our results on the local search algorithms in classes
with polynomial expansion. Let us start with some preparatory work.

5.1 Tools

A collection C of subsets of vertices of a graph G is (ω, t)-shallow if every vertex of G appears in
at most ω elements of C and G[C] has radius at most t for every C ∈ C. The packing graph G[C]
is defined as the graph with vertex set C where C1 and C2 are adjacent if there exist v1 ∈ C1 and
v2 ∈ C2 such that v1 = v2 or v1v2 ∈ E(G). In particular, an r-shallow minor is the packing graph
of a (1, r)-shallow collection.

Theorem 5.1 (Har-Peled and Quanrud [75]). Let G be a graph with expansion bounded by a
function f . For every (ω, t)-shallow collection C of subsets of vertices of G, the graph G[C] has
expansion bounded by the function

f ′(r) = 5ω2(2t+ 1)2(2r + 1)2f((2t+ 1)r + t).

Corollary 5.2. For every class G with polynomial expansion and all non-negative integers ω and t,
there exists a class G′ with polynomial expansion such that the packing graph of any (ω, t)-shallow
collection of subsets of vertices of a graph G ∈ G belongs to G′.

Next, we need to introduce an important notion called strongly sublinear separator.

Definition 5.3. Let G be an n-vertex graph. A vertex subset X ⊆ V (G) is called a balanced
separator if each component of G − X has at most 2n/3 vertices. Let s(G) denote the minimum
size of a balanced separator in G. For a graph class G, let sG : N0 → N0 be the function defined
by sG(n) = max{s(H) : H ⊆ G ∈ G, |V (H)| ≤ n}. The graph class G has strongly sublinear
separators if sG(n) = O(nη) for some η < 1.
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The following theorem gives a nice characterization of polynomial-expansion graphs.

Theorem 5.4 ([47]). A graph class is of polynomial expansion iff it has strongly sublinear separa-
tors.

A well-known fact dating back to the work of Lipton and Tarjan [90] is that in any graph G
from a class G with strongly sublinear separators (satisfying sG(n) = O(nη) for some η < 1), we can

for every ε > 0 delete at most ε|V (G)| vertices to break up G to components of size O
(
((1/ε)

1
1−η
)
.

We need a more technical form of this statement, proved in [74]. Let K be a system of subsets of
vertices of a graph G. We say that K is a cover of G if

⋃
K∈KG[K] = G. For K ∈ K, let ∂K be

the set of vertices of K that belong to more than one element of K. The excess of a cover K is∑
K∈K |∂K|.

Lemma 5.5. Let G be a class of graphs with strongly sublinear separators. There exists a polynomial
p such that for every ε > 0, every graph G ∈ G has a cover with excess at most ε|V (G)| consisting
of sets of size at most p(1/ε).

5.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

The proof of Theorem 1.3 follows the idea of Har-Peled and Quanrud [75], with the following crucial
difference: Instead of comparing the local search solution with the optimal one, we compare it with
a suitably chosen enlargement of the optimal solution. Recall that WRr(G, σ, v) denote the set of
vertices in G that are r-weakly reachable from a vertex v under an ordering σ of vertices of G.
Let WR−1

r (G, σ, u) denote the set of vertices v from which u is r-weakly reachable, i.e., the set
{v ∈ V (G) : u ∈WRr(G, σ, v)}. For a set O of vertices a non-negative integer m, we say a vertex
u is (r, σ,m,O)-rich if |WR−1

r (G, σ, u)∩O| ≥ m, i.e., if u is r-weakly reachable from many vertices
in O.

Observation 5.6. Let G be a graph, let O be a set of vertices of G, let r and m be non-negative
integers, and let σ be a linear ordering of vertices of G. Let O′ be the set of all (r, σ,m,O)-rich
vertices. If the weak r-coloring number of G under σ is at most b, then

|O′| ≤ b

m
|O|.

Proof. By the definition of richness, there are at least m|O′| pairs of vertices (u, v) such that u ∈ O′

and v ∈ WR−1
r (G, σ, u) ∩ O. However, then u ∈ WRr(G, σ, v), and |WRr(G, σ, v)| ≤ b for each

v ∈ V (G) by the assumptions. Hence, the number of such pairs is also at most b|O|.

In the proof, O will be an optimal solution and we are going to enlarge it slightly by adding the
vertices of O′. Let us consider the setting of Observation 5.6, and let A be another set of vertices of
G (in the proof, this will be the solution returned by the local search). The key idea of Har-Peled
and Quanrud [75] was to consider an auxiliary packing graph of suitably chosen neighborhoods of
vertices of O ∪ A. In our setting, we are going to consider the packing graph of the following set
system. Let Cr,σ,m,O,A = {Cu : u ∈ A ∪ O ∪ O′} be a system of subsets of vertices of G defined as
follows:

• For u ∈ O′ \O, let Cu = WR−1
r (G, σ, u).

• For u ∈ O, let

Cu = WR−1
r (G, σ, u) ∪

⋃
x∈WRr(G,σ,u)\O′

WR−1
r (G, σ, x).
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• For u ∈ A \ (O ∪O′), let Cu = {u}.

The system is chosen so that we get the following lemma, stating that when O and A both hit
a bounded diameter subgraph, this is reflected by an adjacency in the packing graph of Cr,σ,m,O,A.

Lemma 5.7. Let G be a graph, let A and O be sets of vertices of G, let r and m be non-negative
integers, and let σ be a linear ordering of vertices of G. Let O′ be the set of all (r, σ,m,O)-rich
vertices. Let H be the packing graph of C = Cr,σ,m,O,A. If F is a subgraph of G of diameter at most
r and V (F ) ∩ O ̸= ∅, then there exists u ∈ V (F ) ∩ (O ∪ O′) such that CuCv ∈ E(H) for every
v ∈ V (F ) ∩A \ (O ∪O′). Moreover, if the weak r-coloring number of G under σ is at most b, then
C is (bm+ 1, 2r)-shallow.

Proof. Let x be the largest vertex of V (F ) in the ordering σ. Since F has diameter at most r, for
every y ∈ V (F ), there exists a path from y to x of length at most r in F , and by the choice of x,
the vertices of this path appear before x in the ordering σ. Consequently x ∈WRr(G, σ, y). Since
this holds for every y ∈ V (F ), we have V (F ) ⊆WR−1

r (G, σ, x).
If x ∈ O′, then let u = x, otherwise choose u as an arbitrary vertex of V (F )∩O. In the former

case, we have V (F ) ⊆WR−1
r (G, σ, u) ⊆ Cu. In the latter case, we have x ∈WRr(G, σ, u) \O′, and

thus V (F ) ⊆WR−1
r (G, σ, u) ⊆ Cu. Hence, CuCv ∈ E(H) for every v ∈ V (F ) ∩A \ (O ∪O′).

Next, let us bound the diameter of the sets in C. For any z ∈ V (G) and for every vertex w of
WR−1

r (G, σ, z), there is a path of length at most r from w to z with all vertices appearing before z
in σ; observe that the vertices of this path also belong to WR−1

r (G, σ, z). Therefore, every vertex
of WR−1

r (G, σ, z) is at distance at most r from z in G[WR−1
r (G, σ, z)] and thus G[WR−1

r (G, σ, z)]
has diameter at most 2r. For u ∈ O∪O′, we conclude that Cu is the union of vertex sets of graphs
of diameter at most 2r, each of them containing u, and thus G[Cu] has radius at most 2r. For
u ∈ A \ (O ∪O′), G[Cu] has radius 0.

Finally, let us argue that no vertex belongs to too many of the sets in C. If a vertex z belongs to
Cu for u ∈ O′ \O, then z ∈WR−1

r (G, σ, u), and thus u is one of at most b vertices in WRr(G, σ, z).
If z belongs to Cu for u ∈ O, then either z ∈ WR−1

r (G, σ, u) and u is again one vertices in
WRr(G, σ, z), or z ∈ WR−1

r (G, σ, x) for some x ∈ WRr(G, σ, u) \ O′. There are at most b choices
for x in WRr(G, σ, z), and for fixed x ̸∈ O′, there are less than m vertices u ∈ O such that
x ∈WRr(G, σ, u) (or equivalently, u ∈WR−1

r (G, σ, x) ∩ O). Finally, vertex z belongs to Cu for at
most one u ∈ A\ (O∪O′). Therefore, z belongs to Cv for at most b+b(m−1)+1 = bm+1 vertices
v ∈ A ∪O ∪O′. Therefore, C is (bm+ 1, 2r)-shallow.

We are now ready to prove the main result, Theorem 1.3, which we restate for convenience.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be a graph class of polynomial expansion and π be a property of finite diameter.
Then for every ε > 0, there exists a constant c > 0 such that c-local search gives a (1 + ε)-
approximation solution for π-Hitting on G. Furthermore, if π is first-order definable, the c-local-
search algorithm can be implemented in f(c) · n time for some function f .

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that ε ≤ 1. Let r be the diameter of π. By Theorem 3.6,
there exists b such that the weak r-coloring number of every graph G ∈ G is at most b. Let
m = ⌈3b/ε⌉. Let G′ be the class of graphs with polynomial expansion given by Corollary 5.2 with
ω = bm + 1 and t = 2r. Let p be the polynomial from Lemma 5.5 for this class G′. Let us define
c = ⌈p(18/ε)⌉.

Consider any graph G ∈ G, and let σ be an ordering of vertices of G such that G has weak
r-coloring number at most b under σ. Let O be a π-hitting set in G of size γπ(G), and let A be
the π-hitting set returned by the c-local search algorithm. Let O′ be the set of all (r, σ,m,O)-rich
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vertices in G; by Observation 5.6, we have |O′| ≤ b
m |O| ≤

ε
3 |O|. Let C = Cr,σ,m,O,A; by Lemma 5.7,

C is (bm + 1, 2r)-shallow, and by Corollary 5.2, the packing graph H = G[C] belongs to G′. For
any Y ⊆ V (H), let Y = {v ∈ V (G) : Cv ∈ Y }. By Lemma 5.5, there exists a cover K of H with
excess at most ε

18 |V (H)| ≤ ε
18(|A|+ |O|+ |O′|) ≤ ε

6 |A| such that each element of K has size at most
p(18/ε) ≤ c.

Consider any K ∈ K, and let A′ = (A \ (K \ ∂K)) ∪ ((O ∪ O′) ∩ K). We claim that A′ is a
π-hitting set. Indeed, suppose for a contradiction that there exists Z ⊆ V (G) such that (G,Z)
satisfies the property π, but A′ ∩ Z = ∅. Since A is a π-hitting set, there exists v ∈ A ∩ Z, and
since v ̸∈ A′, we have v ∈ (K \ ∂K) \ (O ∪O′). Since O is a π-hitting set, we have Z ∩O ̸= ∅, and
by Lemma 5.7 applied to F = G[Z], there exists u ∈ Z ∩ (O ∪O′) such that CuCv ∈ E(H). Since
K is a cover of H, there exists K ′ ∈ K such that CuCv ∈ E(H[K ′]). Since Cv ∈ K \ ∂K, it follows
that K ′ = K, and thus this implies Cu ∈ K. Therefore, we have u ∈ (O ∪O′)∩K, and u ∈ A′ ∩Z,
which is a contradiction.

Note that A△A′ ⊆ K, and thus |A△A′| ≤ c. Hence, the c-local search algorithm considered
the solution A′ and did not improve A to A′, which implies that |A′| ≥ |A|. We conclude that

|(O ∪O′) ∩K| ≥ |A ∩ (K \ ∂K)|

for every K ∈ K. Therefore, denoting by s the excess of K, we have

|A| ≤
∑
K∈K
|A ∩K| ≤ s+

∑
K∈K
|A ∩ (K \ ∂K)|

≤ s+
∑
K∈K
|(O ∪O′) ∩K| ≤ 2s+

∑
K∈K
|(O ∪O′) ∩ (K \ ∂K)|

≤ 2s+ |O|+ |O′| ≤ ε
3 |A|+ (1 + ε/3)|O|.

Therefore,

|A| ≤ 1 + ε/3

1− ε/3
|O| ≤ (1 + ε)|O|,

as required. We will discuss the running time of the algorithm in Section 5.3.

The proof for the packing version is much simpler.

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a graph class of polynomial expansion and π be a property of finite di-
ameter. Then for every ε > 0, there exists a constant c > 0 such that c-local search gives (1 − ε)-
approximation solution for (Induced) π-Packing on G, Furthermore, if π is first-order definable,
the c-local-search algorithm can be implemented in f(c) · n time for some function f .

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that ε ≤ 1. Let r be the diameter of π. Let G′ be the
class of graphs with polynomial expansion given by Corollary 5.2 with ω = 2 and t = r. Let p be
the polynomial from Lemma 5.5 for this class G′. Let us define c = ⌈p(4/ε)⌉.

Consider any graph G ∈ G. Let O be an (induced) π-packing in G of size απ(G) (or α′
π(G)),

and let A be the (induced) π-packing returned by the c-local search algorithm. Let C = A ∪ O,
and note that C is (2, r)-shallow. By Corollary 5.2, the packing graph H = G[C] belongs to G′. By
Lemma 5.5, there exists a cover K of H with excess at most ε

4 |V (H)| ≤ ε
4(|A| + |O|) ≤ ε

2 |O| such
that each element of K has size at most p(4/ε) ≤ c.

Consider any K ∈ K, and let A′ = (A \K)∪ (O ∩ (K \ ∂K)). We claim that A′ is an (induced)
π-packing. Indeed, since both A and O have this property, the only way how this could be false
is if there existed P ∈ A \K and P ′ ∈ O ∩ (K \ ∂K) that intersect (or contain adjacent vertices
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in the induced case). However, then PP ′ ∈ E(H), which is a contradiction since P ′ ∈ K \ ∂K
and P ̸∈ K. Observe also that |A′| ≤ |A|, as otherwise the c-local search algorithm would extend
A \K to a solution larger than A (if |A′| > |A|, then K ̸⊆ A, and thus A \K is obtained from A
by deleting less than c elements).

We conclude that
|A ∩K| ≥ |O ∩ (K \ ∂K)|

for every K ∈ K. Therefore, denoting by s the excess of K, we have

|A| ≥
∑
K∈K
|A ∩ (K \ ∂K)| ≥ −s+

∑
K∈K
|A ∩K|

≥ −s+
∑
K∈K
|O ∩ (K \ ∂K)| ≥ −2s+

∑
K∈K
|O ∩K|

≥ −2s+ |O| ≥ (1− ε)|O|,

as required. We discuss the running time of the algorithm in Section 5.3.

5.3 Efficient implementation of the local search algorithms

The time complexity of the c-local-search algorithm (for a straightforward implementation) is
O(nc+1) times the complexity of testing whether a set is π-hitting or finding an extension of a
π-packing. Consequently, the exponent of the time complexity of the algorithms arising from The-
orem 1.3 and 1.5 depends on the desired precision; i.e., we obtain a PTAS, not an EPTAS. However,
in all the problems that we considered (Induced Subgraph Hitting, Distance r-Domination
or Independent Set), the property π is FO-definable in the following sense: There exists a formula
φ(x1, . . . , xm, z) with free variables x1, . . . , xm, and z in the first-order logic (allowing quantifica-
tion over vertices, but not over sets of vertices or over edges) using the adjacency predicate, such
that (G,Z) with Z non-empty has the property π if and only if for some v1, . . . , vm ∈ G,

Z = {v ∈ V (G) : G |= φ(v1, . . . , vm, v)}.

E.g., for the property π used to define r-dominating and 2r-independent set problems, we can set
φ(x1, z) ≡ distr(x1, z), where

distr(x, y) ≡ (∃p0, . . . , pr) x = p0 ∧ y = pr ∧
r∧

i=1

(pi−1 = pi ∨ pi−1pi ∈ E).

In this case, we can express the testing and extension in first-order logic. Let us demonstrate this
on the most difficult example, the c-local search for the π-Packing problem.

Let P be the current π-packing in a graph G that we are trying to improve. To represent P in a
way accessible in a first-order formula, for each element P of P, color the edges of a BFS spanning
tree the subgraph of G induced by P red; we will access this information about edge colors using
a new binary predicate R. Let distRr (x, y) be the predicate defined analogously to distr(x, y), but
with E replaced by R. Let T be the unary predicate interpreted as the set

⋃
P. Note that in this

representation, the sets in P are exactly the components of the red-edge graph contained in the set
T . We can delete at most c − 1 elements from P and add c other elements to obtain a π-packing
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exactly if the following first-order formula is satisfied:

(∃r1, . . . , rc−1, x
1
1, . . . , x

1
m, . . . , x

c
1, . . . , x

c
m)

c∧
j=1

(∃z) φ(xj1, . . . , x
j
m, z)

∧
c∧

j=1

(∀z)
(
φ(xj1, . . . , x

j
m, z) ∧ z ∈ T ⇒

c−1∨
i=1

ri ∈ T ∧ distR2r(z, ri)
)

∧
∧

1≤j1<j2≤c

(∀z1, z2)
(
φ(xj11 , . . . , x

j1
m, z1) ∧ φ(xj21 , . . . , x

j2
m, z2)⇒ z1 ̸= z2

)
.

The elements to be removed from P are those intersected by r1, . . . , rc−1, while those added are
given by the formula φ with parameters xj1, . . . , xjm for j ∈ {1, . . . , c}.

• The second line expresses that for each j, the formula φ parameterized by the m-tuple xj1,

. . . , xjm defines a non-empty set Zj .

• The third line states that Zj intersects T only in the elements containing r1, . . . , rc−1 that
are to be removed from P.

• The final line describes that the sets Z1, . . . , Zm are disjoint.

Using the data structure from Theorem 3.9 (in a variant supporting colors of edges), we can
maintain the predicates T and R representing the current state of P in constant time per recoloring,
and find a value for the variables r1, . . . , rc−1, x

1
1, . . . , x1m, . . . , xc1, . . . , xcm satisfying the formula

above (if they exist) in constant time per query.
We conclude that for an FO-definable property of bounded diameter, an n-vertex graph G from

any fixed class with bounded expansion, and any fixed positive integer c, we can run

• c-local search for minimum π-hitting in time O(n), and

• (induced) c-local search for maximum π-packing in time O(n2).

The reason for the quadratic time in the second case is due to the need to recolor the red edges
after each iteration, which may result in O(n) time in case the sets of the (induced) π-packing have
unbounded size. In case they have bounded size, e.g., for the maximum (induced) F -matching
problem, the time complexity becomes O(n). Moreover, even if the elements of the packing have
unbounded size, it may be possible to use a different way how to represent the packing in the
first-order logic (e.g., in the case of maximum t-independent set, we can just mark the vertices
forming the set), again resulting in total time O(n).

6 Applications to geometric intersection graphs

6.1 Fat-object graphs and pseudo-disk graphs

A graph class G has bounded clique-size if there exists an integer k ∈ N such that ω(G) ≤ k for
all G ∈ G. We say a graph class G is of clique-dependent polynomial expansion if any sub-class
G′ ⊆ G that has bounded clique-size is of polynomial expansion. Similarly, we say a graph class
G is of clique-dependent bounded degeneracy if any sub-class G′ ⊆ G that has bounded clique-size
is of bounded degeneracy. By definition, it is clear that if a graph class is of clique-dependent
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polynomial expansion, then it is also of clique-dependent bounded degeneracy. In what follows, we
shall discuss two examples of geometric intersection graphs that are of clique-dependent polynomial
expansion.

The first example is intersection graphs of fat objects. A geometric object X in Rd is α-fat for a
number α ≥ 1 if X is convex and there are two balls Bin, Bout in Rd such that Bin ⊆ X ⊆ Bout and
rad(Bout) ≤ α · rad(Bin). Clearly, balls are exactly the 1-fat geometric objects. We say G is a class
of fat-object graphs if there exist α ≥ 1 and d ∈ N such that every graph in G is the intersection
graph of a set of α-fat geometric objects in Rd. It was known that fat-object graphs with bounded
clique size form a graph class with strongly sublinear separators [34, 44, 51]. Therefore, a class of
fat-object graphs is of clique-dependent polynomial expansion.

The second example is intersection graphs of pseudo-disks. A set of geometric objects in the
plane are called pseudo-disks if each of them is homeomorphic to a disk and the boundaries of
any two objects are either disjoint or intersect exactly twice. A graph is a pseudo-disk graph if it
is the intersection graph of a set of pseudo-disks in the plane. We show that pseudo-disk graphs
with bounded clique size have strongly sublinear separators, and thus form a graph class of clique-
dependent polynomial expansion.

Lemma 6.1. The class of pseudo-disk graphs is of clique-dependent polynomial expansion.

Proof. Consider a set S of pseudo-disks in the plane and let G be the intersection graph of S.
Suppose ω(G) ≤ p. For each S ∈ S, we denote by vS ∈ V (G) its corresponding vertex. The
boundaries of the pseudo-disks in S subdivide the plane into connected regions called faces. The
depth of a face is the number of pseudo-disks in S containing it. Two faces are adjacent if their
boundaries share a common arc. The arrangement graph A(S) of S is a planar graph whose vertices
are the faces contained in at least one pseudo-disk in S and two vertices are connected by an edge if
they are adjacent. Observe that each S ∈ S, the subgraph of A(S) induced by the faces contained
in S is connected, because S is connected. It is well-known [82] that the number of faces of depth
at most d is bounded by O(dn), where n = |S|. Since ω(G) ≤ p, all faces are of depth at most p and
thus the total number of faces is O(pn), which implies that A(S) has O(pn) vertices. By recursively
applying the separator theorem for planar graphs, we can find a set X of f(p) ·

√
n vertices of A(S)

such that each connected component of A(S)−X has at most n/(2p) vertices. Let S ′ ⊆ S be the
subset consisting of pseudo-disks which contain a face corresponding to some x ∈ X. Since the
depth of each face is at most p, we have |S ′| ≤ p · |X| = f ′(p) ·

√
n where f ′(p) = pf(p). We claim

that S ′ is a balanced separator of G. Let C1, . . . , Cr be the connected components of A(S) − X.
For each pseudo-disk S ∈ S\S ′, let YS be the set of vertices of A(S) whose corresponding faces
are contained in S. Observe that the vertices in YS belong to the same connected component of
A(S)−X, because YS ∩X = ∅ and YS induces a connected subgraph of A(S); we say S belongs to
Ci if the vertices in YS belong to Ci. Also notice that if S, S′ ∈ S\S ′ belong to different connected
components of A(S) − X, then there is no edge between S and S′ in G, since S and S′ do not
intersect. Therefore, the vertices in one connected component of G − S ′ must belong to the same
Ci. Since each Ci has at most n/(2p) vertices and the face corresponding to each vertex can be
contained in at most p pseudo-disks in S, the number of vertices of G − S ′ belonging to Ci is at
most n/2. As a result, each connected component of G − S ′ contains at most n/2 vertices and
thus S ′ is a balanced separator of G. Now we see every n-vertex pseudo-disk graph with maximum
clique size at most p has a balanced separator of size f(p) ·

√
n for some function f . Thus, the class

of pseudo-disk graphs is of clique-dependent polynomial expansion.

Now we show how to extend our results in the previous sections to graph classes of clique-
dependent polynomial expansion. The key is a clique-decomposition scheme. For a graph G and
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an integer k ≥ 1, a k-clique decomposition of G is a partition of V (G) into V0, V1, . . . , Vr such that
ω(G[V0]) < k and G[Vi] is a k-clique for all i ∈ [r]. Note that a k-clique decomposition always
exists for any graph and any k. Indeed, one can keep removing k-cliques from the graph until the
maximum clique is of size smaller than k.

Lemma 6.2. Given a graph G and an integer k ≥ 1, one can compute a k-clique decomposition of
G in f(d) · n time for some function f , where n = |V (G)| and d is the degeneracy of G.

Proof. Using the classical algorithm by Matula and Beck [98], one can compute a degeneracy
ordering of G in O(n + |E(G)|) time, i.e., O(dn) time. Let v1, . . . , vn be the degeneracy ordering
computed. Define Ei = {(vj , vi) ∈ E(G) : j < i} for i ∈ [n]. By the property of a degeneracy
ordering, |Ei| ≤ d for all i ∈ [n]. Furthermore, one can easily compute E1, . . . , En in O(dn) time.
Next, we consider each vertex vi for i from 1 to n. During this procedure, we maintain a k-clique
decomposition of the graph G[{v1, . . . , vi}]. Suppose V0, V1, . . . , Vr is a k-clique decomposition of
the graph G[{v1, . . . , vi−1}]. In order to obtain a k-clique decomposition of G[{v1, . . . , vi}], we
consider the graph G[V0 ∪ {vi}]. If ω(G[V0 ∪ {vi}]) < k, then V0 ∪ {vi}, V1, . . . , Vr is a k-clique
decomposition of G[{v1, . . . , vi}]. Otherwise, there exists a k-clique K in G[V0 ∪ {vi}], which must
contain vi since ω(G[V0]) < k. In this case, V0\V (K), V1, . . . , Vr,K is a k-clique decomposition of
G[{v1, . . . , vi}], because ω(G[V0\V (K)]) ≤ ω(G[V0]) < k. So it suffices to find the clique K (or
verify its non-existence). Since we know vi ∈ V (K), the other vertices of K are all in NG(vi) ∩ V0.
The problem now becomes finding a (k − 1)-clique in G[NG(vi) ∩ V0]. Note that the vertices in
NG(vi) ∩ V0 are exactly those incident to the edges in Ei and contained in V0. As |Ei| ≤ d, by
checking all endpoints of the edges in Ei, we can compute NG(vi)∩V0 in O(d) time. Indeed, we can
determine whether a vertex is in V0 or not in O(1) time by maintaining a mark on each vertex in
V0. After obtaining NG(vi)∩ V0, we then retrieve the edges of G[NG(vi)∩ V0]. This can be done in
O(d2) time since every edge of G[NG(vi)∩V0] is contained in Ej for some vj ∈ NG(vi)∩V0. Once we
have the graph G[NG(vi)∩V0] in hand, we can find a (k− 1)-clique in G[NG(vi)∩V0] or determine
no such a clique in 2O(d) time by brute-force, because G[NG(vi) ∩ V0] has at most d vertices. In
this way, we obtain a k-clique decomposition of G[{v1, . . . , vi}] from the k-clique decomposition of
G[{v1, . . . , vi−1}] in 2O(d) time. After considering all vertices v1, . . . , vn, we finally obtain a k-clique
decomposition of G, and the total time cost is f(d) · n for some function f .

Lemma 6.3. Let G be a hereditary graph class of clique-dependent bounded degeneracy. Given a
graph G ∈ G and an integer k ≥ 1, one can compute a k-clique decomposition of G in f(k) ·n log n+
O(m) time for some function f , where n = |V (G)| and m = |E(G)|.

Proof. For p ∈ N, we write Gp = {G ∈ G : ω(G) ≤ p}. Since G is of clique-dependent bounded
degeneracy, there exists a function d : N → N such that all graphs in Gp has degeneracy at most
d(p) for every p ∈ N. We compute a k-clique decomposition of a given graph G ∈ G using a simple
divide-and-conquer algorithm. First, we evenly partition the vertices of G into two sets V ′ and
V ′′, each of which contains n/2 vertices. Then we recursively compute a k-clique decomposition
V ′
0 , V

′
1 , . . . , V

′
r′ of G[V ′] and a k-clique decomposition V ′′

0 , V
′′
1 , . . . , V

′′
r′′ of G[V ′′]. Finally, we compute

a k-clique decomposition V0, V1, . . . , Vr of G[V ′
0 ∪ V ′′

0 ] using the algorithm in Lemma 6.2. Observe
that V0, V1, . . . , Vr, V

′
0 , V

′
1 , . . . , V

′
r′ , V

′′
1 , . . . , V

′′
r′′ is a k-clique decomposition of G. Indeed, this is

clearly a partition of V (G) in which ω(G[V0]) < k and all the other parts induce k-cliques. Therefore,
we can return it as our output. To analyze the running time of our algorithm, note that ω(G[V ′

0 ∪
V ′′
0 ]) < 2k, because ω(G[V ′

0 ]) < k and ω(G[V ′′
0 ]) < k. Also, G[V ′

0 ∪ V ′′
0 ] ∈ G since G is hereditary.

It follows that G[V ′
0 ∪ V ′′

0 ] ∈ G2k and the degeneracy of G[V ′
0 ∪ V ′′

0 ] is at most d(2k). Therefore,
applying the algorithm in Lemma 6.2 takes f0(d(2k)) ·n time for some function f0. Besides, before
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the recursive calls of the algorithm on G[V ′] and G[V ′′], we need to construct these two graphs.
Also, we need to construct G[V ′

0 ∪ V ′′
0 ] before working on it. If we do these graph constructions

explicitly, it takes O(m) time. In this way, the running time of our algorithm satisfies the recurrence

T (n,m) = T (n/2,m′) + T (n/2,m′′) + f0(d(2k)) · n+O(m),

where m′ and m′′ are the numbers of edges in G[V ′] and G[V ′′], respectively. As m′ + m′′ ≤ m,
This recurrence solves to T (n,m) = f(k) · n log n+O(m log n) for some function f .

In fact, we can further improve the running time to f(k) · n log n + O(m) as follows. The
recursion tree of the above algorithm is a binary tree T of depth O(log n) whose leaves one-to-one
correspond to the n vertices in G. Each node of T corresponds to a recursive call of the algorithm.
For each node t ∈ T , let Gt denote the subgraph of G induced by the vertices corresponding to the
leaves of the subtree of T rooted at t. The call at the node t returns a k-clique decomposition of
Gt. In order to avoid the O(m log n) term in the above algorithm, we do a preprocessing as follows.
We first build the recursion tree T , which can be done in O(n) time. Next, we store every edge
e = (u, v) ∈ E(G) at the lowest common ancestor of the two leaves of T corresponding to u and v.
Using the classical algorithm by Harel and Tarjan [76], the lowest common ancestor can be found in
O(1) time. Thus, this step can be done in O(m) time in total. Let Et denote the set of edges stored
at each node t ∈ T . After this preprocessing, we apply the above recursive algorithm with some
small modifications. First, in the call at a node t ∈ T , we not only return a k-clique decomposition
V0, V1, . . . , Vk of Gt, but also return the induced subgraph G[V0]. Achieving this is not difficult,
as the part V0 is finally obtained by the algorithm of Lemma 6.2 and that algorithm can actually
also return the induced subgraph G[V0] in the same running time. Second, when we recursively
call the algorithm at the children of a node, we do not construct the corresponding graphs of the
children beforehand. This modification brings us an issue: when solving the problem at a node
t, we do not have the graph Gt in hand. In this situation, we can still do the recursive calls at
the children t′ and t′′ of t (as we do not need to construct the corresponding graphs). However,
after we obtain the k-clique decomposition V ′

0 , V
′
1 , . . . , V

′
r′ of Gt′ and the k-clique decomposition

V ′′
0 , V

′′
1 , . . . , V

′′
r′′ of Gt′′ returned by the recursive calls, we have to efficiently construct the graph

G[V ′
0 ∪ V ′′

0 ] without knowing Gt and then apply the algorithm of Lemma 6.2 on G[V ′
0 ∪ V ′′

0 ]. By
assumption, the recursive calls already return us the graphs G[V ′

0 ] and G[V ′′
0 ]. Observe that all

edges of G[V ′
0 ∪ V ′′

0 ] except those in G[V ′
0 ] and G[V ′′

0 ] are in the set Et. Therefore, to construct
G[V ′

0 ∪ V ′′
0 ] provided G[V ′

0 ] and G[V ′′
0 ], we only need to check every edge in Et and find those with

one endpoint in V ′
0 and the other endpoint in V ′

0 , which can be done in O(|Et|) time. Now if we
use T (t) to denote the running time of the call at the node t, it satisfies the recurrence

T (t) = T (t′) + T (t′′) + f0(d(2k)) · |V (Gt)|+O(|Et|).

Since
∑

t∈T |Et| = m, the recurrence solves to T (rt) = f(k) · n log n + O(m) for some function f ,
where rt ∈ T is the root of T .

Based on the clique-decomposition algorithm, we can extend our lossy kernels and approxima-
tion schemes to any classes of geometric intersection graphs that are of clique-dependent polynomial
expansion, which include in particular fat-object graphs and pseudo-disk graphs.

Theorem 6.4. Let G be a class of fat-object graphs or the class of pseudo-disk graphs. For any
fixed (finite) F of connected graphs, Subgraph Hitting on G with forbidden list F admits a
(1 + ε)-approximation lossy kernel of size f(ε) · k for some function f . The kernelization algorithm
runs in g(ε) ·n log n+O(m) time for some function g, where n (resp., m) is the number of vertices
(resp., edges) of the input graph G ∈ G.
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Proof. In this proof, all instances of Subgraph Hitting are with forbidden list F . For p ∈ N,
we write Gp = {G ∈ G : ω(G) ≤ p}. Since G is of clique-dependent polynomial expansion, Gp is of
polynomial expansion for every p ∈ N. Let G ∈ G be a Subgraph Hitting instance and ε > 0 be
the approximation factor. As before, set γ = maxF∈F |V (F )|. Define t = 1+ε

ε · (γ − 1). We first
apply the algorithm of Lemma 6.3 to compute a t-clique decomposition V0, V1, . . . , Vr of G. We
have ω(G[V0]) < t. It follows that G[V0] ∈ Gt, since G is hereditary.

We observe that if S0 ⊆ G[V0] is a c-approximation solution for the instance G[V0], then S =
S0 ∪ (

⋃r
i=1 Vi) is a (1 + ε)c-approximation solution for the instance G. Clearly, S is a feasible

solution for G. Indeed, G − S = G[V0] − S0 and the latter contains no forbidden pattern in F
as a subgraph since S0 is a solution of G[V0]. It suffices to show that |S| ≤ (1 + ε)c · |S′| for
any solution S′ ⊆ V (G). First observe that S′ ∩ V0 is a feasible solution of G[V0], for otherwise
the graph G[V0] − S′ ∩ V0 contains a forbidden pattern in F as a subgraph and so does G − S′,
which contradicts that S′ is a solution for G. Therefore, |S0| ≤ c · |S′ ∩ V0|. Now we consider the
sets V1, . . . , Vr, which induce t-cliques in G. For each i ∈ [r], we must have |Vi\S′| ≤ γ − 1, for
otherwise G− S′ contains a γ-clique and thus contains any forbidden pattern in F . It follows that
|S′ ∩ Vi| ≥ t− (γ − 1) = t

1+ε for each i ∈ [r]. So we have

|S| = |S0|+ rt ≤ c · |S′ ∩ V0|+ (1 + ε) ·
r∑

i=1

|S′ ∩ Vi| = (1 + ε)c · |S′|.

Now we see that given a c-approximation solution for G[V0], one can compute in linear time a
(1 + ε)c-approximation solution for G. So we can reduce the instance G to the instance G[V0]. As
G[V0] ∈ Gt and Gt is of polynomial expansion, we can further apply Theorem 1.2 to reduce G[V0] to
a linear-size lossy kernel. The kernel size is f(ε, t) ·k and the running time is g(ε, t) ·n log n+O(m).
Note that t depends only on ε. Thus, we have the bounds in the theorem.

Theorem 6.5. Let G be a class of fat-object graphs or the class of pseudo-disk graphs. Subgraph
Hitting on G admits an approximation scheme with running time f(ε,F) ·n log n+O(m) for some
function f , where n (resp., m) is the number of vertices (resp., edges) of the input graph G ∈ G.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 6.4. For p ∈ N, we write Gp = {G ∈ G : ω(G) ≤ p}.
Since G is of clique-dependent polynomial expansion, Gp is of polynomial expansion for every p ∈ N.
Let (G,F) be a Subgraph Hitting instance where G ∈ G, and ε > 0 be the approximation factor.
As before, set γ = maxF∈F |V (F )|. Define t = 1+ε

ε · (γ − 1). We apply Lemma 6.3 to compute
a t-clique decomposition V0, V1, . . . , Vr of G. We have ω(G[V0]) < t and G[V0] ∈ Gt. Now apply
Corollary 1.4 to compute (1 + ε)-approximation S0 ⊆ V0 for (G[V0],F) in f(ε, t) ·n time. The same
analysis as in the proof of Theorem 6.5 shows that S = S0 ∪ (

⋃r
i=1 Vi) is a (1 + ε)-approximation

solution for (G,F). As t depends only on ε and F , the total running time is f(ε,F) · n.

Lemma 6.3 also gives us a byproduct for k-Subgraph Isomorphism.

Theorem 6.6. Let G be a class of fat-object graphs or the class of pseudo-disk graphs. k-Subgraph
Isomorphism on G can be solved in f(k) · n log n+ O(m) time for some function f , where n and
m are the numbers of vertices and edges in the input graph G ∈ G, respectively.

Proof. For p ∈ N, we write Gp = {G ∈ G : ω(G) ≤ p}. Since G is of clique-dependent polynomial
expansion, Gp is of polynomial expansion for every p ∈ N. Thus, by Theorem 3.5, for each p ∈ N,
there exists a function fp such that k-Subgraph Isomorphism on Gp can be solved in fp(k)·n time.
Now consider a graph G ∈ G, and let H be the k-vertex graph we are looking for. We first apply
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Lemma 6.3 to compute a k-clique decomposition V0, V1, . . . , Vr of G in f(k) · n log n+O(m) time.
If r ≥ 1, then we find a k-clique that contains H as a subgraph. Otherwise, r = 0 and G = G[V0],
which implies that ω(G) < k, i.e., G ∈ Gk. In this case, we can solve k-Subgraph Isomorphism
on G in fk(k) · n time. Finally, the total running time is bounded by f(k) · n log n+O(m) time for
some function f .

6.2 String graphs

String graphs are intersection graphs of arbitrary connected geometric objects in the plane. Unfor-
tunately, string graphs are not of clique-dependent polynomial expansion. However, these graphs
are “biclique-dependent” polynomial expansion: any subclass of string graphs that has bounded
biclique-size is of polynomial expansion.

For a graph G and an integer k ≥ 1, a k-biclique decomposition of G is a partition of V (G)
into V0, V1, . . . , Vr such that ω′(G[V0]) < k and G[Vi] is a (k, k)-biclique for all i ∈ [r]. We show
that k-biclique decompositions can be computed efficiently on graph classes of biclique-dependent
polynomial expansion.

Lemma 6.7. Let G be a hereditary graph class of biclique-dependent polynomial expansion. Given
a graph G ∈ G and an integer k, one can compute a k-biclique decomposition of G in f(k) ·n2 time
for some function f , where n = |V (G)|.

Proof. For p ∈ N, we write Gp = {G ∈ G : ω′(G) ≤ p}. Since G is of biclique-dependent polynomial
expansion, each Gp is a graph class of polynomial expansion. So Subgraph Isomorphism (for a
fixed subgraph) can be solved in linear time on Gp [45]. In other words, there exists a function fp
such that one can find a subgraph of q vertices in a given G ∈ Gp in fp(q) ·n time. For convenience,
we denote this Subgraph Isomorphism algorithm by Ap.

We compute a k-biclique decomposition of a given graph G ∈ G as follows. Suppose V (G) =
{v1, . . . , vn}. We consider each vi iteratively for i = 1, . . . , n and maintain a k-biclique decompo-
sition of the induced subgraph G[{v1, . . . , vi}]. Let V0, V1, . . . , Vr be a k-biclique decomposition of
G[{v1, . . . , vi−1}]. To compute a k-biclique decomposition of G[{v1, . . . , vi}], we simply call the al-
gorithm Ak to find a (k, k)-biclique in G[V0∪{vi}]. Note that Ak can be applied to G[V0∪{vi}], and
it takes fk(2k) ·n time. Indeed, we have ω′(G[V0∪{vi}]) ≤ ω′(G[V0])+1 ≤ k, since ω′(G[V0]) < k by
the definition of a k-biclique decomposition. If G[V0 ∪ {vi}] does not contain a (k, k)-biclique, then
V0 ∪ {vi}, V1, . . . , Vr is a k-biclique decomposition of G[{v1, . . . , vi}]. Otherwise, let Vr+1 be (the
vertex set of) a (k, k)-biclique in G[V0∪{vi}]. Observe that vi ∈ Vr+1, for otherwise G[V0] contains a
(k, k)-biclique, which contradicts the fact ω′(G[V0]) < k. Therefore, ω′(G[(V0∪{vi})\Vr+1]) < k, as
(V0 ∪ {vi})\Vr+1 ⊆ V0. In this case, (V0 ∪ {vi})\Vr+1, V1, . . . , Vr, Vr+1 is a k-biclique decomposition
of G[{v1, . . . , vi}]. After the last vertex vn is considered, we obtain a k-biclique decomposition of G.
The overall time complexity of the algorithm is f(k) · n2 for some function k, since each iteration
takes linear time.

Based on the biclique-decomposition algorithm, we can extend our lossy kernels and approxi-
mation schemes to string graphs, when the forbidden graphs contain a bipartite graph.

Theorem 6.8. Let G be the class of string graphs. For any fixed (finite) set F of connected graphs
among which at least one is bipartite, Subgraph Hitting on G with forbidden list F admits a
(2 + ε)-approximation lossy kernel of size f(ε) · k for some function f . The kernelization algorithm
runs in g(ε) · n2 time for some function g, , where n is the number of vertices of the input graph
G ∈ G.
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Proof. The proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 6.4. For p ∈ N, we write Gp = {G ∈ G :
ω′(G) ≤ p}. Since G is of biclique-dependent polynomial expansion, Gp is of polynomial expansion
for every p ∈ N. Let G ∈ G be a Subgraph Hitting instance (with forbidden list F) and ε > 0
be the approximation factor. As before, set γ = maxF∈F |V (F )|. By assumption, there exists a
bipartite graph F ∈ F . Define t = 2+ε

ε · (γ − 1). We first apply the algorithm of Lemma 6.7 to
compute a t-biclique decomposition V0, V1, . . . , Vr of G. We have ω′(G[V0]) < t. It follows that
G[V0] ∈ Gt, since G is hereditary.

We observe that if S0 ⊆ G[V0] is a c-approximation solution for the instance G[V0], then S =
S0 ∪ (

⋃r
i=1 Vi) is a (2 + ε)c-approximation solution for the instance G. Clearly, S is a feasible

solution for G. Indeed, G − S = G[V0] − S0 and the latter contains no forbidden pattern in F
as a subgraph since S0 is a solution of G[V0]. It suffices to show that |S| ≤ (2 + ε)c · |S′| for any
solution S′ ⊆ V (G). First observe that S′ ∩ V0 is a feasible solution of G[V0], for otherwise the
graph G[V0]− S′ ∩ V0 contains a forbidden pattern in F as a subgraph and so does G− S′, which
contradicts that S′ is a solution for G. Therefore, |S0| ≤ c · |S′ ∩ V0|. Now we consider the sets
V1, . . . , Vr, each of which forms a (t, t)-biclique in G. For each i ∈ [r], S′ must intersect one side
of G[Vi] with at least t− (γ − 1) vertices, for otherwise G− S′ contains a (γ, γ)-biclique and thus
contains the bipartite forbidden pattern F . It follows that |S′ ∩ Vi| ≥ t − (γ − 1) = 2t

2+ε for each
i ∈ [r]. So we have

|S| = |S0|+ 2rt ≤ c · |S′ ∩ V0|+ (2 + ε) ·
r∑

i=1

|S′ ∩ Vi| = (2 + ε)c · |S′|.

Now we see that given a c-approximation solution for G[V0], one can compute in linear time a
(2 + ε)c-approximation solution for G. So we can reduce the instance G to the instance G[V0]. As
G[V0] ∈ Gt and Gt is of polynomial expansion, we can further apply Theorem 1.2 to reduce G[V0]
to a linear-size lossy kernel. The kernel size is f(ε, t) · k and the running time is g(ε, t) · n2. Note
that t depends only on ε. Thus, we have the bounds in the theorem.

Theorem 6.9. Let G be the class of string graphs. Bipartite Subgraph Hitting on G admits
a (2 + ε)-approximation algorithm with running time f(ε,F) · n2 for some function f , where n is
the number of vertices of the input graph G ∈ G.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 6.8. For p ∈ N, we write Gp = {G ∈ G : ω(G) ≤ p}.
Since G is of biclique-dependent polynomial expansion, Gp is of polynomial expansion for every
p ∈ N. Let (G,F) be a Bipartite Subgraph Hitting instance where G ∈ G, and ε > 0 be the
approximation factor. As before, set γ = maxF∈F |V (F )|. Define t = 2+ε

ε · (γ − 1). We apply
Lemma 6.3 to compute a t-biclique decomposition V0, V1, . . . , Vr of G. We have ω(G[V0]) < t and
G[V0] ∈ Gt. Now apply Corollary 1.4 to compute (1 + ε)-approximation S0 ⊆ V0 for (G[V0],F) in
f(ε, t) · n time. The same analysis as in the proof of Theorem 6.9 shows that S = S0 ∪ (

⋃r
i=1 Vi) is

a (2 + ε)-approximation solution for (G,F). As t depends only on ε and F , the total running time
is f(ε,F) · n2.

7 Hitting shallow minors

In this section, we show that the (Induced) Shallow-Minor Hitting problem can be reduced
to (Induced) Subgraph Hitting, and thus Theorem 1.1 as well as all its applications can be
extended to (Induced) Shallow-Minor Hitting.

39



Lemma 7.1. Given a finite set F of graphs and an integer d ≥ 0, one can compute another finite
set F ′ of graphs such that a graph contains a (induced) d-shallow minor in F iff it contains a
(induced) subgraph in F ′.

Proof. Let δ = maxF∈F |V (F )|. We define F ′ as the set of all graphs F ′ such that |V (F ′)| ≤ (d+1)δ2

and F ′ contains F as an induced d-shallow minor for some F ∈ F . Clearly, if a graph G contains
some F ′ ∈ F ′ as a (induced) subgraph, then it contains some F ∈ F as a (induced) d-shallow
minor. For the other direction, assume G contains some F ∈ F as a (induced) d-shallow minor.
For a vertex v ∈ V (F ), denote by Gv the connected subgraph of G that is contracted to v. In each
Gv, we pick a reference vertex ξv ∈ V (Gv). The diameter of Gv is at most d. Thus, for each edge
(u, v) ∈ E(F ), there exists a path πu,v = (v0, v1, . . . , vr) in G between ξu and ξv such that (i) πu,v
contains at most 2(d + 1) vertices and (ii) there exists i ∈ [r] such that v0, . . . , vi−1 ∈ V (Gu) and
vi, . . . , vr ∈ V (Gv). Let F ′

0 be the subgraph of G consisting of the paths πu,v for all (u, v) ∈ E(F ).
We now add to F ′

0 some extra edges. Specifically, for each v ∈ V (F ), we add to F ′
0 all edges of

Gv with both endpoints in V (F ′
0). Also, for each (u, v) ∈ E(F ), we add to F ′

0 all edges of G with
one endpoint in F ′

0 ∩ Gu and the other endpoint in F ′
0 ∩ Gv. Let F ′ denote the resulting new

graph, which is still a subgraph of G. As |E(F )| ≤ δ2/2, we have |V (F ′)| = |V (F ′
0)| ≤ (d + 1)δ2.

Furthermore, F ′ contains F as an induced d-shallow minor. To see this, notice that F ′ ∩ Gv is
connected for all v ∈ V (F ), simply because F ′

0 ∩Gv is connected. Furthermore, there is an edge in
F ′ between F ′∩Gu and F ′∩Gv iff (u, v) ∈ E(F ). Thus, F can be obtained from F ′ by contracting
each F ′ ∩ Gv to a single vertex. It follows that F ′ ∈ F ′. Clearly, F ′ is a subgraph of G. If F
is an induced minor of G, we claim that F ′ is an induced subgraph of G. Consider two vertices
x, y ∈ V (F ′) such that (x, y) ∈ E(G). If x, y ∈ Gv for some v ∈ V (F ), then (x, y) ∈ E(F ′) by our
construction. If x ∈ Gu and y ∈ Gv where u ̸= v, then (u, v) ∈ E(F ) because F is an induced
minor of G. Again by our construction, (x, y) ∈ E(F ′).

Recall that in (Induced) Shallow-Minor Hitting, we are given a graph G, a forbidden list
F , an integer d ≥ 0, and the goal is to compute a minimum set S ⊆ V (G) such that G − S does
not contain any graph in F as a d-shallow minor. Consider an instance (G,F , d) of (Induced)
Shallow-Minor Hitting. We can use the above lemma to compute a set F ′ of graphs, which only
depends on F and d. Now a subset S ⊆ V (G) is a solution of the (Induced) Shallow-Minor
Hitting instance (G,F , d) iff it is a solution of the (Induced) Subgraph Hitting instance
(G,F ′). On the other hand, there is a trivial reduction from (Induced) Subgraph Hitting
to (Induced) Shallow-Minor Hitting, because (induced) subgraphs are exactly (induced) 0-
shallow minors. As such, Theorem 1.1 can be extended to (Induced) Shallow-Minor Hitting.

Theorem 7.2. Let G be any hereditary graph class of bounded expansion. If (Induced) Shallow-
Minor Hitting on G admits an approximation scheme with running time f0(ε,F , d,∆) · nc for
some function f0, then the same problem also admits an approximation scheme with running time
f(ε,F , d) · nc for some function f , where n is the number of vertices in the input graph G ∈ G and
∆ is the maximum degree of G.

Also, all of our algorithmic results derived from Theorem 1.1 can be extended to (Induced)
Shallow-Minor Hitting, with the same running time.
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[108] Jaroslav Nešetřil and Patrice Ossona de Mendez. Grad and classes with bounded expan-
sion ii. algorithmic aspects. European Journal of Combinatorics, 29(3):777–791, 2008.
URL: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0195669807000571,
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejc.2006.07.014. 15

[109] Rolf Niedermeier and Peter Rossmanith. Upper bounds for vertex cover further improved.
In STACS 99: 16th Annual Symposium on Theoretical Aspects of Computer Science Trier,
Germany, March 4–6, 1999 Proceedings 16, pages 561–570. Springer, 1999. 51

[110] Naomi Nishimura, Prabhakar Ragde, and Dimitrios M. Thilikos. Fast fixed-parameter
tractable algorithms for nontrivial generalizations of vertex cover. Discret. Appl. Math.,
152(1-3):229–245, 2005. 52

[111] Yury L. Orlovich, Alexandre Dolgui, Gerd Finke, Valery S. Gordon, and Frank Werner. The
complexity of dissociation set problems in graphs. Discret. Appl. Math., 159(13):1352–1366,
2011. 51

[112] Micha l Pilipczuk. Problems parameterized by treewidth tractable in single exponential time:
A logical approach. In International Symposium on Mathematical Foundations of Computer
Science, pages 520–531. Springer, 2011. 2, 52

[113] Felix Reidl, Fernando Sánchez Villaamil, and Konstantinos Stavropoulos. Characterising
bounded expansion by neighbourhood complexity. European Journal of Combinatorics,
75:152–168, 2019. 2, 15

48

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0195669807000571
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejc.2006.07.014


[114] Miguel Romero, Marcin Wrochna, and Stanislav Živnỳ. Treewidth-pliability and ptas for max-
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A Other Related Works

We first remark that constant-approximation algorithms are known for various problems on bounded-
expansion graphs, including various versions of Independent Set and Dominating Set [42] as
well as all monotone maximization problems expressible in first-order logic [44]. Next, we consider
the generic (Induced) Subgraph Hitting problem and some (though not all) of its special cases
that were studied independently in the literature. A thorough survey is beyond the scope of our
work. Here, our goal is only to mention some of the known results. Further, we do not survey
results concerning Subgraph Isomorphism since the literature about it is as rich as the literature
on Subgraph Hitting. Still, since it is highly relevant to our work, we note that on graphs of
bounded expansion, testing first-order properties can be done in linear time [45], which implies that
Subgraph Isomorphism can be solved in linear time for any fixed k (the size of the pattern).

The generic (Induced) Subgraph Hitting problem is a special case of (or, more precisely,
trivially reducible to) d-Hitting Set, and hence all results for d-Hitting Set (e.g., approximation
algorithm, FPT algorithms and kernels [128, 30]) directly transfer. For further discussion on the
possibility of better approximation algorithms for (Induced) Subgraph Hitting, we refer to
[15]. On bounded-treewidth graphs, the problem was studied in [31, 115] from the perspective of
parameterized complexity. We remind that, on planar graphs, the classical work of Baker [4] yields
a PTAS, which can be extended to minor-free graphs [33, 43] and unit-disk graphs [60]. We remark
that the generic edge-deletion version of the problem was also considered in the literature (e.g.,
see [50, 64]). Further, there is a substantial body of works on special cases of the edge-deletion
version dedicated to hitting specific graphs on only few vertices such as claws, paws and diamonds,
particularly from the perspective of kernelization (see, e.g., [89, 32, 48, 17, 97] for a few examples).

Vertex Cover: The Vertex Cover problem is widely considered to be the most extensively
studied problem in parameterized complexity, and is often considered a testbed for the introduction
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of new notions and techniques [30]. It is long known that this problem can be approximated within
ratio 2 [128], while ratio (2 − ϵ) is impossible under the Unique Games Conjecture (UGC) [83].
More involved techniques yield slightly better ratios [6, 101, 73, 79]; for example, consider the ratio
of 2 − Θ( 1√

logn
) by [79]. Under the assumption P ̸=NP, the known lower bound is weaker [40].

Constants better than 2 are known for various graph classes, such as bounded degree graphs, where
we know of matching upper [73] and lower [2] bounds (under the UGC) for the approximation ratio,
dense graphs [81], and rectangle graphs [7]. Further, Vertex Cover was already known to admit
a PTAS on bounded expansion graphs [75] and an EPTAS on disk graphs [51, 127, 94].

From the perspective of parameterized complexity, there has been long races to achieve the best
possible running times on general graphs and on bounded degree graphs, as well as when considering
exact exponential-time algorithms (see [5, 16, 27, 23, 27, 109, 28, 118, 132] for a few of the papers);
we only briefly mention that the best known parameterized algorithm for general graphs achieves
the bound 1.28k ·nO(1) [28]. The problem is long known to admit a kernel of size O(k2) [16], which
is essentially optimal unless the polynomial hierarchy collapses [35]. Nevertheless, the number of
vertices in the kernel can be reduced to 2k [27] with slight improvements given in [117, 29], but it
is unlikely that it can be reduced to (2− ϵ)k [26]. Further, Bidimesnionality theory for minor-free
and unit-disk graphs [36, 59, 58] as well as map graphs [57] yields subexponential FPT algorithms.

(Induced) Pk-Hitting: Clearly, Vertex Cover is the special case of Pk-Hitting (also known as
k-Path Vertex Cover) when k = 2. Still, even for small values of k, it is harder. For example,
for k = 3, it is APX-complete on bipartite graphs [85] (whereas Vertex Cover is solvable in
polynomial time), and for k = 4, it is APX-complete on cubic bipartite graphs [39]. Still, for k = 3,
it is solvable in polynomial-time on various graph classes [9, 12, 14, 18, 95, 111] such as P5-free
graphs [12]. Lee [88] gave an FPT O(log k)-approximation algorithm where the parameter is k.
His result was generalized and improved upon (in terms of running time) by Gupta et al. [72]. For
k = 3, a 2-approximation algorithm was given in [126] (improving upon [80]). Recently, for k ≥ 3,
Brüstle [15] presented a (k − 1

2)-approximation algorithm (even for a more general case of hitting
trees). Other approximation algorithms for this problem can be found in [25, 134]. We note that
the problem admits an EPTAS on disk graphs [94] for 3 ≤ k ≤ 5, and a PTAS on ball graphs for any
fixed k [136]. Exact exponential-time algorithms for k = 3 were developed in [80, 25, 24, 132]. Also,
for various fixed values of k ≥ 3, the problem was intensively studied in parameterized complexity:
parameterized algorithms were developed in [20, 21, 120, 122, 124, 3, 116, 125] and kernels were
developed in [131, 19, 52, 130, 131]. Further, the Bidimesnionality theory for minor-free and unit-
disk graphs [36, 59, 58] as well as map graphs [57] yields subexponential FPT algorithms. For more
information on Pk-Hitting, we refer to the survey of [123].

It is known that Induced P3-Hitting is equivalent to the Cluster Vertex Deletion
problem (where the objective is to delete a minimum number of vertices to attain a cluster graph,
which is a collection of cliques), which has been extensively studied in the literature. As such, it
trivially has a 3-approximation (polynomial-time) algorithm. The first non-trivial approximation
algorithm was a 5

3 - approximation due to You et al. [133]. Shortly afterward, Fiorini et al. gave a 7
3 -

approximation [53], and subsequently a 9
4 -approximation [54]. Afterwards, a 2-approximation was

found [1], which is easily seen to be optimal under the UGC (by a simple reduction from Vertex
Cover). The problem also received attention from the perspectives of FPT algorithms [10, 78, 121]
and kernelization [56]. Further, it was studied on special graph classes such as H-free graphs [86].

Degree Modulator: Notice that Degree Modulator, where the goal is to delete a minimum
number of vertices to reduce the maximum degree of the graph to be k, is equivalent to hitting
stars of size k + 1. When k = 0, we derive Vertex Cover, and when k = 1, we derive P2-
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Hitting, both discussed earlier. So, here, we only consider the case where k ≥ 2. First, we remark
that the FPT O(log k)-approximation algorithm by Gupta et al. [72] is also noted to apply to this
problem. However, previously, a randomized (polynomial-time) O(log k)-approximation algorithm
was already known [119]. A matching inapproximability result was given in [37]. The problem
is also known to admit an EPTAS on disk graphs [94]. Moreover, FPT algorithms, kernels and
W[1]-hardness results for this problem (sometimes referred to by a different name) parameterized
by k plus (or only by) the solution size or a structural measure such as treewidth of the graph were
given in [8, 67, 110, 52, 102, 38, 91]. We note that the complexity of the problem of hitting induced
stars on k + 1 vertices, also known as induced k-claws, was also previously studied (see, e.g., [77]).

(Induced) Ck-Hitting: First, note that the (Induced) Ck-Hitting problem only makes sense
for k ≥ 3. The restriction of the case where k = 3 (i.e., when we aim to hit triangles) to disk graphs
admits a subexponential FPT algorithm (when parameterized by solution size) [93] as well as an
EPTAS [94]. Further, the parameterized complexity of (Induced) Ck-Hitting with respect to
treewidth was studied in [112], and a dichotomy concerning its membership in P was given in [70].

Kk-Hitting and (Induced) Biclique Hitting: Approximation and parameterized algorithms
for Kk-Hitting on perfect graphs were given in [55]. Additionally, the parameterized complexity
of (Induced) Biclique Hitting was studied in [68].

Component Order Connectivity: The objective of this problem is delete a minimum number
of vertices in order to hit all connected graphs of size at most k. Clearly, Vertex Cover is its
special case when k = 2. For Component Order Connectivity, Bidimesnionality theory for
minor-free and unit-disk graphs [36, 59, 58] as well as map graphs [57] yields subexponential FPT
algorithms. Drange et al. [41] provided an FPT and a kernel for Component Order Connec-
tivity parameterized by k plus the solution size, and, in addition, studied the complexity of the
problem on special graph classes. Iproved O(ks)-vertex kernels were given by [84, 129], where s is
the solution size. Moreover, an FPT approximation scheme with respect to treewidth was given in
[91]. Additional results can be found in the survey [71].

Treedepth Modulator: The objective of this problem is to delete a minimum-sized t-treedepth
modulator in the given graph, that is, a minimum number of vertices whose deletion from the given
graph yields a graph of treedepth at most t. Here, t ∈ N is a given fixed constant. The problem can
be phrased as a subgraph hitting problem where all subgraphs are of size bounded by a function
of t. The computation and utility of treedepth modulators were studied from the perspective of
parameterized complexity (see, e.g., [11, 49, 65]).
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