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Abstract

The ability of graph neural networks (GNNs) to count homomorphisms has re-
cently been proposed as a practical and fine-grained measure of their expressive
power. Although several existing works have investigated the homomorphism
counting power of certain GNN families, a simple and unified framework for an-
alyzing the problem is absent. In this paper, we first propose generalized folk-
lore Weisfeiler-Leman (GFWL) algorithms as a flexible design basis for expressive
GNNs, and then provide a theoretical framework to algorithmically determine the
homomorphism counting power of an arbitrary class of GNN within the GFWL
design space. As the considered design space is large enough to accommodate
almost all known powerful GNNs, our result greatly extends all existing works,
and may find its application in the automation of GNN model design.

1 Introduction

Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) have achieved remarkable success in the field of graph representa-
tion learning. However, since no deterministic polynomial-time algorithm for graph isomorphism
testing has yet been found [2], none of the popular GNN models are universal approximators of
graph functions even with sufficient number of parameters, according to Chen et al. [5]. This draw-
back of GNNs has been informally stated as the limited expressive power of GNNs.

In particular, Xu et al. [25] has proved that the expressive power of Message Passing Neural Net-
works (MPNNs), a widely adopted class of GNNs, is upper-bounded by that of 1-dimensional
Weisfeiler-Leman (WL) algorithm, or 1-WL [24]. Following Xu et al. [25], numerous works
have proposed more powerful GNNs based on higher-order WL algorithms as well as their vari-
ants [11, 12, 16, 19, 20, 22, 26, 29, 31]. Some of the works [19, 20, 22, 26, 29] even systematically
compare the expressive power of those powerful GNNs, and establish expressiveness hierarchies
among them. However, these comparisons usually fail to quantify the expressiveness gap between
different methods, and provide little insight into what tasks a certain class of GNNs tend to excel at.

Recently, there are several works [17, 27] trying to characterize the expressive power of GNNs by
considering their ability to perform homomorphism counting, namely, the power to determine the
number of homomorphisms from a small query graph to the graph we are interested in. Earlier
on, another line of works [6, 16, 31] has proposed to study GNN expressiveness by considering
their substructure counting power, or the power to determine subgraph isomorphisms instead of
homomorphisms. Both approaches can provide fine-grained knowledge about the expressive power
of GNNs. As an example, the expressiveness gap between two families of GNNs can be made
manifest by examining the substructures whose homomorphism (or isomorphism) counts that one
of them can compute while the other cannot. Despite the similarity between those two perspectives,
it is argued that homomorphism counting power is a better metric for expressiveness, due to reasons
such as that homomorphism counts are known [7] to be a good basis upon which many other graph
parameters (including subgraph isomorphism counts) can be computed, and that there is an exact
equivalence [3, 8] between the ability to count homomorphisms for some certain classes of query
graphs and the well-known Weisfeiler-Leman expressiveness hierarchy, while such equivalence does
not exist for substructure counting.
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As many popular GNNs are designed upon (and easily shown to be as expressive as) variants of WL
algorithms, we may now confine our attention to the following question: what exactly query graphs
whose homomorphisms can a specific variant of Weisfeiler-Leman algorithm count? While the
terminologies in the above question are to be made clear later, we point out that answering the
question is not easy. Even for the well-studied k-dimensional folklore Weisfeiler-Leman algorithms
(k-FWL) [4, 15, 18], determining their exact homomorphism counting power relies on the (not so
intuitive) concept of tree decompositions [8]. Another work [27] closely follows [8], and extends
its result to three other variants of WL algorithms using the language of nested ear decompositions.
Despite those efforts, no answer to the above question has been given in the most general setting.

Main contributions. We now summarize our main contributions as following:

1. We introduce the concept of generalized folklore Weisfeiler-Leman (GFWL) algorithms,
which encompasses most existing variants of WL algorithms, including those proposed in
the latest works such as [12, 31].

2. We derive the exact set of query graphs whose homomorphisms an instance of general-
ized folklore Weisfeiler-Leman algorithm can count. In other words, we find that for any
GFWL algorithm A, A-indistinguishability is always equivalent to identity in homomor-
phism counts from an appropriate set of graphs. Our results greatly extend those in [8, 27].
Our proof of Theorem 4.10 relies on the relationship between GFWL algorithms and two
types of pebble games, namely Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé games and Cops-Robber games,
which have been well-known tools to analyze k-FWL algorithms ever since [4, 10, 13, 23].
Our results show that these tools can be generalized to give a unified characterization of a
much larger family of algorithms.

3. Our main result, Theorem 4.10, actually provides us with a meta-algorithm1 to automate
the procedure of determining the homomorphism counting power of any GFWL algorithm.
We implement the meta-algorithm and validate its correctness by comparing its output
with previous theoretical results in [1, 12, 16, 21, 26, 27, 31]. Our code is present at
https://github.com/zml72062/pebble_game.

Limitations. Although our proposed GFWL framework accommodates a number of existing pow-
erful WL variants, such as k-FWL, local k-FWL [27] and δ-DRFWL(2) [31], it still leaves some
well-known variants out, like k-WL [19] or sparse k-WL [20]. Further, our current work focuses
solely on homomorphism counting power, and does not discuss its connection with substructure
counting power (the latter being more intuitive). Yet existing works [21, 27] have shown that at
least for some specific WL variants, being able to count subgraph isomorphisms from a query
graph H is equivalent to being able to count homomorphisms from all homomorphism im-
ages of H , indicating a deep connection exists between homomorphism counting and substructure
(isomorphism) counting. While we conjecture that the above connection holds for general GFWL
algorithms, we have difficulty proving it. Due to the aforementioned limitations, this paper serves
as a preliminary work, and directions for future works are discussed in Section 5.

2 Notations and definitions

2.1 Basic notations

For any n ∈ N
∗, we denote [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n}. Let G be the set of all simple, undirected graphs.

For a graph G ∈ G, we use VG and EG to denote its node set and edge set respectively. We call
v = (v1, . . . , vk) ∈ Vk

G a k-tuple of nodes, or simply a k-tuple in G. If C ⊆ VG, we let G[C] be the
subgraph of G induced by C.

Given G ∈ G and u, v ∈ VG, we use d(u, v) to denote the shortest-path distance between u and v.
The set of k-th hop neighbors of u ∈ VG is defined as Nk(u) = {v ∈ VG : d(u, v) = k}. We also

denote N6k(u) =
⋃k

i=0 Ni(u) and N (u) = N1(u).

1We call it a meta-algorithm since it takes as input and evaluates another algorithm.
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2.2 Isomorphisms and homomorphisms

Let G,H ∈ G, u = (u1, . . . , uk) ∈ Vk
G and v = (v1, . . . , vℓ) ∈ Vℓ

H . The two tuples u and v are said
to have the same isomorphism type if (i) k = ℓ, (ii) ∀i, j ∈ [k], ui = uj ⇔ vi = vj , and (iii) ∀i, j ∈
[k], {ui, uj} ∈ EG ⇔ {vi, vj} ∈ EH . The above definition gives rise to an equivalence relation
between two arbitrary tuples (which can lie in two different graphs and have different lengths).
Therefore, we may use the symbol atp(u) to refer to the equivalence class induced by the above
relation, to which u belongs; namely, atp(u) = atp(v) if and only if u and v have the same
isomorphism type.

A homomorphism from graph G to graph H is a mapping h : VG → VH such that for every
{u, v} ∈ EG, we have {h(u), h(v)} ∈ EH . H is called a homomorphism image of G if there exists
a homomorphism h from G to H satisfying (i) h is surjective, and (ii) for every u, v ∈ VG such that
{u, v} /∈ EG, we have {h(u), h(v)} /∈ EH . We denote the set of all homomorphism images of G
(up to isomorphism) as Spasm(G).

Given two graphs F,G ∈ G, we use C(F,G) to denote the number of different subgraphs of G that
are isomorphic to F , and use Hom(F,G) to denote the number of different homomorphisms from

F to G. Further given u = (u1, . . . , uk) ∈ Vk
F and v = (v1, . . . , vk) ∈ Vk

G, we use Hom(Fu, Gv)
or Hom(Fu1,...,uk , Gv1,...,vk) to denote the number of different homomorphismsh from F to G that
satisfy h(ui) = vi, for each i = 1, . . . , k.

2.3 Invariant and equivariant sets

Let G,H ∈ G be two graphs and f : VG → VH be a mapping. If v = (v1, . . . , vk) ∈ Vk
G, we adopt

the shorthand f(v) = (f(v1), . . . , f(vk)) ∈ Vk
H . Similarly, if A ⊆ Vk

G is a set of k-tuples in G, we

denote f(A) = {f(v) : v ∈ A} ⊆ Vk
H . We now define invariant and equivariant sets of k-tuples.

Definition 2.1 (Invariant set). Let A(·) be a function that maps every G ∈ G to a set of k-tuples in

G. Namely, ∀G ∈ G, A(G) ⊆ Vk
G. The function A(·) is said to be k-invariant if the following

holds: for any graph H isomorphic to G, with f : VG → VH being an isomorphism, we have
f(A(G)) = A(H). If A(·) is k-invariant, A(G) ⊆ Vk

G is said to be an invariant set of k-tuples, or
simply a k-invariant set of G, given any G ∈ G.

For example, one can easily verify that {(u, v) ∈ V2
G : {u, v} ∈ EG} and {(u, v) ∈ V2

G : d(u, v) 6
2} are both 2-invariant sets of G, given any G ∈ G.

Definition 2.2 (Equivariant set). Let A(·, ·) be a function that maps every G ∈ G along with an

ℓ-tuple u ∈ Vℓ
G to a set of k-tuples in G. Namely, ∀G ∈ G and u ∈ Vℓ

G, A(G,u) ⊆ Vk
G. The

function A(·, ·) is said to be (ℓ, k)-equivariant if the following holds: for any graph H isomorphic
to G, with f : VG → VH being an isomorphism, we have f(A(G,u)) = A(H, f(u)). If A(·, ·)
is (ℓ, k)-equivariant, A(G,u) ⊆ Vk

G is said to be an equivariant set of k-tuples, or simply an

(ℓ, k)-equivariant set of G with respect to u, given any G ∈ G and u ∈ Vℓ
G.

For example, given any graph G and (u, v) ∈ V2
G, {w : d(u,w) 6 2 and d(w, v) 6 2} is a (2, 1)-

equivariant set of G, with respect to (u, v).

3 Related works

Comparisons with [8] and [27]. Prior to our work, Dell et al. [8] and Zhang et al. [27] have stud-
ied the homomorphism counting power of some variants of Weisfeiler-Leman algorithms. Dell
et al. [8] shows that indistinguishability of two graphs G and H by k-FWL is equivalent to
Hom(F,G) = Hom(F,H) for all graphs F with tree-width at most k. Zhang et al. [27] further
extends the result of [8] to three other variants of WL algorithms, namely subgraph k-WL, local
k-WL and local 2-FWL, using the language of nested ear decompositions. However, even [27] has
not completely determined the homomorphism counting power of local k-FWL, for the case of
k > 2; [27] also leaves the question open whether the so-called homomorphism expressivity exists
for any algorithms that adopt a color-refinement paradigm. Our work fills the gap in [27] regarding
the homomorphism counting power of local k-FWL with k > 2, and provides an affirmative answer
to the latter question for the case of GFWL algorithms.
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Our work is also methodologically very different from [8] and [27]. The proof of our result no longer
depends on concepts such as tree decompositions or nested ear decompositions, and is fully stated
in the language of pebble games. Despite its relative conceptual simplicity, our result is much more
general than those in [8] and [27], indicating that our approach (using pebble games) represents a
better perspective to tackle the homomorphism counting problem.

Pebble games on graphs. The Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé games, named after Ehrenfeucht [10] and
Fraïssé [13], have been used to analyze the k-FWL algorithms in [4, 15]. More recent works [26, 28]
generalize the Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé games to provide game-theoretic characterizations for other vari-
ants of WL algorithms.

The Cops-Robber games, initially appearing as an instance of graph searching games, are intensively
studied by Seymour and Thomas [23]. The original version of the game includes k Cops trying to
trap a Robber on a graph G, where Robber is only capable of moving along the edges to a Cop-free
node. The central result of [23] is a vital property of the game: if Cops can guarantee to win the
game, they can win monotonically, meaning that they can ensure Robber never return to a node
they have previously expelled Robber from. One corollary of the property is that Cops can win
the Cops-Robber game on G if and only if k > tree-width(G) + 1. The standard textbook [9] on
graph theory provides a simpler proof for the latter result. Several recent works [21, 26, 27] have
revived the Cops-Robber games by relating them to Fürer graphs [4], which are standard testers for
expressive power. However, none of the existing works have directly examined the relationship
between Cops-Robber games and the homomorphism counting power of WL algorithms. As
is presented in our main theorem (Theorem 4.10), such a relationship is surprisingly simple and
beautiful.

We also remark that Appendix A.1 of [27] provides a detailed review of existing approaches to the
design of expressive GNNs, which is closely related to our work.

4 Results

4.1 Generalized folklore Weisfeiler-Leman algorithms

In this subsection, we present the definition of generalized folklore Weisfeiler-Leman algorithms,
which extend (k, t)-FWL+ defined in [12]. Before embarking on the detailed discussion, we intro-
duce a few notations.

Definition 4.1 (Concatenation). Let v = (v1, . . . , vk) ∈ Vk
G and u = (u1, . . . , uℓ) ∈ Vℓ

G. The

(k + ℓ)-tuple (v1, . . . , vk, u1, . . . , uℓ) ∈ Vk+ℓ
G is called the concatenation of v and u, denoted as

(v,u).

The following definition follows that of neighborhood tuples introduced in [12], but is slightly dif-
ferent.

Definition 4.2 (Replacement). Let v = (v1, . . . , vk) ∈ Vk
G and u = (u1, . . . , uℓ) ∈ Vℓ

G. Denote
vk+1 = u1, . . . , vk+ℓ = uℓ. For any k indices r1, . . . , rk ∈ [k + ℓ] with r1 < r2 < · · · < rk, the
k-tuple

REPLACE(v,u; r1, . . . , rk) = (vr1 , . . . , vrk) ∈ Vk
G (1)

is called a replacement of v by u.

The most basic operation of generalized folklore Weisfeiler-Leman algorithms is aggregation, which
we describe below.

Definition 4.3. Let A ⊆ Vk
G and ℓ < k. For any u = (u1, . . . , uℓ) ∈ Vℓ

G, denote

A\u = {(w1, . . . , wk−ℓ) ∈ Vk−ℓ
G : (u1, . . . , uℓ, w1, . . . , wk−ℓ) ∈ A}. (2)

Let W (·) be a function defined on A. Define A′ ⊆ Vℓ
G and a new function W ′(·) on A′ as following:

A′ = {u ∈ Vℓ
G : A\u 6= ∅}, (3)

W ′(u) = H ({{W (v) : v = (u,w), for some w ∈ A\u}}) , ∀u ∈ A′, (4)
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where H(·) is an injective hashing function operating on multisets. The above procedure producing
A′ and W ′(·) is called an aggregation operation on A and W (·). We adopt the notations

A′ = AGGRH
ℓ (A), (5)

W ′(u) = AGGRH
ℓ (u;W (·),A), ∀u ∈ A′ (6)

as mere shorthands for equations (3) and (4). We often omit the superscript H in AGGRH
ℓ if we are

not interested in the specific choice of H(·). We also note that when ℓ = 0, equation (4) yields a
single value W ′ = H ({{W (v) : v ∈ A}}) with no u dependence.

We are now ready to give a formal description of generalized folklore Weisfeiler-Leman (GFWL)
algorithms. Any specific instance of the algorithm depends on several “hyperparameters”, which we
list below.

Assumption 4.4. Let k, t ∈ N
∗, 0 = i0 < i1 < i2 < · · · < iN = k and 0 = j0 < j1 < j2 < · · · <

jM = t. Further let R(·) be a k-invariant function, and let F(·, ·) be a (k, t)-equivariant function.

Definition 4.5 (Generalized folklore Weisfeiler-Leman algorithms). The algorithm computes W (G)
for any graph G ∈ G by executing the following steps:

• Initialization. Assign an initial color W (0)(v) to every v ∈ R(G). We require that

W (0)(v) = Φ(atp(v)), (7)

where Φ(·) is an injective function.

• Update. An update step includes message computation and aggregation. In the following,

we let W (T )(v) be the color of v ∈ R(G) at the T -th iteration, for T = 0, 1, . . ..

◦ Message computation. For each v ∈ R(G) and u ∈ F(G,v), there are C =
(

k+t

k

)

different replacements of v by u, denoted as

vc(u) = REPLACE(v,u; r
(c)
1 , . . . , r

(c)
k ), c = 1, . . . , C. (8)

We sort {vc(u) : c ∈ [C]} according to the lexicographic order of (r
(c)
1 , . . . , r

(c)
k ).

Compute the message from u to v as following:2

MSG(T )(u;v) =
(

W (T )(v1(u)), . . . ,W
(T )(vC(u))

)

. (9)

Thus, MSG(T )(·;v) is a color-vector-valued function on F(G,v).
◦ Aggregation. For every v ∈ R(G), perform M consecutive aggregation operations

on F(G,v) and MSG(T )(·;v): setting FM (G,v) = F(G,v) and MSG
(T )
M (·;v) =

MSG(T )(·;v), we let

Fm−1(G,v) = AGGRjm−1(Fm(G,v)) ⊆ V
jm−1

G , (10)

MSG
(T )
m−1(u;v) = AGGRjm−1(u;MSG(T )

m (·;v),Fm(G,v)), u ∈ Fm−1(G,v),
(11)

for m = M,M − 1, . . . , 1.3 Since j0 = 0, the last aggregation operation yields

MSG
(T )
0 (v) which is independent of u. We let

W (T+1)(v) = MSG
(T )
0 (v). (12)

• Pooling. Repeat the update step until the colors W (T )(v),v ∈ R(G) go stable. Denote the

stable coloring of v as W (∞)(v). Perform N consecutive aggregation operations on R(G)

and W (∞)(·): setting RN (G) = R(G) and W
(∞)
N (·) = W (∞)(·), we let

Rn−1(G) = AGGRin−1(Rn(G)) ⊆ V
in−1

G , (13)

W
(∞)
n−1(v) = AGGRin−1(v;W

(∞)
n (·),Rn(G)), v ∈ Rn−1(G), (14)

2We implicitly assume that each vc(u) ∈ R(G), for any v ∈ R(G), u ∈ F(G,v) and c ∈ [C].
3For aggregation operations at different steps (i.e., AGGRjm−1 with different m values), different H(·)

functions can be used. A similar remark applies to the pooling step.
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for n = N,N−1, . . . , 1. Since i0 = 0, we eventually get a single color W
(∞)
0 independent

of v. We let W (G) = W
(∞)
0 .

One can see that if we set N = k,M = t and (i0, i1, . . . , iN) = (0, 1, . . . , k), (j0, j1, . . . , jM ) =
(0, 1, . . . , t) in Assumption 4.4, our Definition 4.5 gives a (k, t)-FWL+ instance as defined in [12].
We point out that many other variants of WL algorithms [26, 27, 31] can be unified into the GFWL
framework, as is shown in Appendix A.

4.2 Pebble games

In this paper, we consider two types of pebble games: the Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé game [4, 8, 10, 13, 15]
and the Cops-Robber game [21, 23, 26, 27]. We assume that Assumption 4.4 holds throughout this
subsection.

Definition 4.6 (Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé game). Assume there are a total of (k + t) pairs of pebbles
(p1, q1), . . . , (pk+t, qk+t), all initially off the table. We call the pebbles (p1, q1), . . . , (pk, qk) main
pebbles, and the pebbles (pk+1, qk+1), . . . , (pk+t, qk+t) auxiliary pebbles.

Let G,H ∈ G be two graphs placed on the table. Two players (named Spoiler and Duplicator
respectively)4 play the Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé game on G and H as following:

• The two players first play an initialization round with N putting moves, numbered by
n = 1, . . . , N . The game rule guarantees that before the n-th putting move begins, the

pebbles p1, . . . , pin−1 occupy an in−1-tuple u
(0)
n−1 of G, while the pebbles q1, . . . , qin−1

occupy an in−1-tuple v
(0)
n−1 of H .5 The n-th putting move includes the following steps:

1. Duplicator chooses a bijection f : Rn(G)\u
(0)
n−1 → Rn(H)\v

(0)
n−1, where Rn(·) is

defined in equation (13).

2. Spoiler chooses ∆u
(0)
n ∈ Rn(G)\u

(0)
n−1. Let ∆v

(0)
n = f(∆u

(0)
n ). He then puts peb-

bles (pin−1+1, pin−1+2, . . . , pin) at ∆u
(0)
n , and also puts (qin−1+1, qin−1+2, . . . , qin)

at ∆v
(0)
n .

After the n-th putting move, p1, . . . , pin occupy u
(0)
n = (u

(0)
n−1,∆u

(0)
n ) ∈ Rn(G), and

q1, . . . , qin occupy v
(0)
n = (v

(0)
n−1,∆v

(0)
n ) ∈ Rn(H). Especially, after all N putting moves,

p1, . . . , pk should occupy some u
(0)
N ∈ R(G), while q1, . . . , qk occupy some v

(0)
N ∈ R(H).

• After the initialization round, the two players repeatedly play the update round, each with
M putting moves (numbered by m = 1, . . . ,M ) and one removing move.

Throughout the M putting moves of the T -th update round, the main pebbles p1, . . . , pk
and q1, . . . , qk stay unmoved at u

(T−1)
N and v

(T−1)
N , respectively. The game rule guarantees

that before the m-th putting move begins, the auxiliary pebbles pk+1, . . . , pk+jm−1 occupy

a jm−1-tuple u
′(T )
m−1 of G, while qk+1, . . . , qk+jm−1 occupy a jm−1-tuple v

′(T )
m−1 of H . The

m-th putting move includes the following steps:

1. Duplicator chooses a bijection f : Fm(G,u
(T−1)
N )\u

′(T )
m−1 → Fm(H,v

(T−1)
N )\v

′(T )
m−1,

where Fm(·, ·) is defined in equation (10).

2. Spoiler chooses ∆u
′(T )
m ∈ Fm(G,u

(T−1)
N )\u

′(T )
m−1. Let ∆v

′(T )
m = f(∆u

′(T )
m ). He

then puts pebbles (pk+jm−1+1, pk+jm−1+2, . . . , pk+jm) at ∆u
′(T )
m , and also puts

(qk+jm−1+1, qk+jm−1+2, . . . , qk+jm) at ∆v
′(T )
m .

After the m-th putting move, the pebbles pk+1, . . . , pk+jm occupy u
′(T )
m =

(u
′(T )
m−1,∆u

′(T )
m ) ∈ Fm(G,u

(T−1)
N ), and pebbles qk+1, . . . , qk+jm occupy v

′(T )
m =

(v
′(T )
m−1,∆v

′(T )
m ) ∈ Fm(H,v

(T−1)
N ).

4We will use masculine pronouns for Spoiler, and feminine pronouns for Duplicator.
5Before the first (n = 1) putting move, there should be no pebbles on either graph, since i0 = 0.
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After all M putting moves (now we have p1, . . . , pk+t and q1, . . . , qk+t located on G and
H perspectively), the removing move goes as follows. Spoiler arbitrarily chooses k indices
r1, . . . , rk ∈ [k + t] with r1 < · · · < rk. He then removes all pebbles on G other than
pr1 , . . . , prk , and relabels the pebbles such that prs becomes ps, for s = 1, . . . , k. Accord-
ingly, Spoiler also removes all pebbles on H other than qr1 , . . . , qrk , and relabels qrs to qs,

for s = 1, . . . , k. Finally, he lets u
(T )
N and v

(T )
N be the k-tuples occupied by (pebbles now

labeled as) p1, . . . , pk and q1, . . . , qk, respectively.

Spoiler wins the game if either of the following happens: (i) Duplicator fails to find a bijection f in
a putting move; (ii) when a (putting or removing) move ends, atp(u) 6= atp(v), where u and v are
the tuples of nodes occupied by pebbles on G and H (ordered by the indices of pebbles) at the end
of the move. Duplicator wins the game if Spoiler cannot win the game after any number of moves.

Definition 4.7 (Cops-Robber game). Assume there are a total of (k + t) pebbles p1, . . . , pk+t, all
initially off the table. We call the pebbles p1, . . . , pk main pebbles, and the pebbles pk+1, . . . , pk+t

auxiliary pebbles.

Let G ∈ G be a graph placed on the table. Two players (named Cops and Robber respectively)6

play the Cops-Robber game on G as following:

• Throughout the game, Robber maintains a subset C of VG such that G[C] is connected.
Before the game starts, Robber chooses C as a connected component7 of G.

• The two players first play an initialization round with N guarding moves, numbered by
n = 1, . . . , N . The game rule guarantees that before the n-th guarding move begins, the

pebbles p1, . . . , pin−1 occupy an in−1-tuple u
(0)
n−1 of G. The n-th guarding move goes as

follows:

1. Cops choose ∆u
(0)
n ∈ Rn(G)\u

(0)
n−1, and put pebbles (pin−1+1, pin−1+2, . . . , pin)

at ∆u
(0)
n . After Cops take the action, p1, . . . , pin should occupy u

(0)
n =

(u
(0)
n−1,∆u

(0)
n ) ∈ Rn(G).

2. Let X = {u ∈ VG : u is occupied by a pebble}. Robber chooses a connected compo-
nent C′ of G−X that satisfies C′ ⊆ C, and updates his subset C to C′.

After all N guarding moves, the main pebbles p1, . . . , pk should occupy some u
(0)
N ∈

R(G).

• After the initialization round, the two players repeatedly play the update round, each with
M guarding moves (numbered by m = 1, . . . ,M ) and one unguarding move.

Throughout the M guarding moves of the T -th update round, p1, . . . , pk stay unmoved at

u
(T−1)
N . The game rule guarantees that before the m-th guarding move begins, the auxiliary

pebbles pk+1, . . . , pk+jm−1 occupy a jm−1-tuple u
′(T )
m−1 of G. The m-th guarding move

goes as follows:

1. Cops choose ∆u
′(T )
m ∈ Fm(G,u

(T−1)
N )\u

′(T )
m−1, and put pebbles (pk+jm−1+1,

pk+jm−1+2, . . . , pk+jm) at ∆u
′(T )
m . After Cops take the action, pk+1, . . . , pk+jm oc-

cupy u
′(T )
m = (u

′(T )
m−1,∆u

′(T )
m ) ∈ Fm(G,u

(T−1)
N ).

2. Let X = {u ∈ VG : u is occupied by a pebble}. Robber chooses a connected compo-
nent C′ of G−X that satisfies C′ ⊆ C, and updates his subset C to C′.

After the M guarding moves (now all (k + t) pebbles should be on G), the unguarding
move goes as follows. Cops arbitrarily choose k indices r1, . . . , rk ∈ [k + t] with r1 <
· · · < rk. They then remove all pebbles on G other than pr1 , . . . , prk , and relabel the
pebbles such that prs becomes ps, for s = 1, . . . , k. After Cops are done, let X = {u ∈
VG : u is occupied by a pebble}. Robber chooses a connected component C′ of G − X

6We will use plural verbs and pronouns for Cops, although “Cops” is indeed an individual player. For
Robber, we will use masculine pronouns.

7A connected component of G is an equivalence class on VG under the reachability relation.
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that satisfies C′ ⊇ C, and updates his subset C to C′. Finally, u
(T )
N is set to the new tuple

occupied by (pebbles now labeled as) p1, . . . , pk.

If Robber fails to find a connected component C′ according to the rule in some move, he is said to
lose that move. Cops win the game if they can make Robber lose in some move. Robber wins the
game if Cops can never win the game.

4.3 Homomorphism counting power of GFWL algorithms

In this subsection, we present our main result regarding the homomorphism counting power of
generalized folklore Weisfeiler-Leman algorithms.

Definition 4.8. Let A(·) be a k-invariant function. A(·) is said to be closed under homomorphisms
if for any G,H ∈ G with a homomorphism h from G to H , holds h(A(G)) ⊆ A(H).

Definition 4.9. Let A(·, ·) be an (ℓ, k)-equivariant function. A(·, ·) is said to be closed under

homomorphisms if for any G,H ∈ G with a homomorphism h from G to H , and for any u ∈ Vℓ
G,

holds h(A(G,u)) ⊆ A(H,h(u)).

Our main theoretical result is the following theorem. It is assumed that Assumption 4.4 holds for
the theorem.

Theorem 4.10. Let F ∈ G. Assume that R(·) and F(·, ·) in Assumption 4.4 are both closed under
homomorphisms. Then the following two statements are equivalent:
(a). G and H get different colors W (G) and W (H) from the Weisfeiler-Leman algorithm;
(b). ∃F ∈ G such that Cops win the Cops-Robber game on F and that Hom(F,G) 6= Hom(F,H).

Informally speaking, Theorem 4.10 determines that the set

{F ∈ G : Cops win the Cops-Robber game on F} (15)

is exactly the set of query graphs whose homomorphisms a certain GFWL algorithm (defined by
hyperparameters in Assumption 4.4) can count. The proof of Theorem 4.10 is split into two parts,
each of which we summarize as a theorem below.

Theorem 4.11. Let G,H ∈ G. The following two statements are equivalent:
(a). G and H get different colors W (G) and W (H) from the Weisfeiler-Leman algorithm;
(b). Spoiler wins the Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé game on G and H .

Theorem 4.12. Let G,H ∈ G. Assume that R(·) and F(·, ·) are both closed under homomorphisms.
Then the following two statements are equivalent:
(a). Spoiler wins the Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé game on G and H;
(b). ∃F ∈ G such that Cops win the Cops-Robber game on F and that Hom(F,G) 6= Hom(F,H).

The proofs of Theorems 4.11 and 4.12 are given in Appendices B and C respectively.

5 Future directions

In this paper, we propose generalized folklore Weisfeiler-Leman algorithms to unify a number of
existing designs of powerful GNNs. Currently, our framework is only suitable to describe GNNs (or
WL variants) of folklore Weisfeiler-Leman (FWL) type. Since FWL-type variants usually achieves
higher expressive power at the same computational complexities, it is practically acceptable to con-
sider their homomorphism counting power only. Nevertheless, the homomorphism counting power
of other variants of WL algorithms, such as k-WL [19], sparse k-WL [20] or subgraph WL [26],
remains an interesting theoretic question. A future direction is to generalize our discussion on the
homomorphism counting power of GFWL algorithms to those other variants. This would entail
some modifications in the definitions of GFWL algorithms, as well as the two types of pebble games.
In principle, the generalization would be straightforward.

Another more important question is the connection between homomorphism counting power and
substructure counting power of WL variants. So far, only two works [21, 27] have yielded satisfac-
tory results for some specific WL variants, namely k-FWL, subgraph k-WL, local k-WL and local
2-FWL. For all those mentioned WL variants, their ability to count subgraph isomorphisms from a
query graph H is shown to be equivalent to the ability to count subgraph homomorphisms from all
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graphs within Spasm(H). However, it still remains unknown whether such result can be general-
ized to the case of GFWL. The hard point to establish such equivalence lies in the necessity to prove
the monotonicity of Cops-Robber game (Definition 4.7) that corresponds to an arbitrary GFWL in-
stance. As we have reviewed in Section 3, the monotonicity proof has been made for k-FWL [9, 23],
and the other three variants listed above [27]. The proof methodologies in those works cannot be
easily generalized to the case of GFWL. Therefore, we leave the general monotonicity proof for
GFWL, as well as the problem of determining the exact substructure counting power of GFWL, to
future works.
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A Examples of generalized Weisfeiler-Leman algorithms

Proposition A.1. A GFWL instance with t = 1, N = 1, M = 1, (i0, i1) = (0, k), (j0, j1) = (0, 1),
R(G) = Vk

G and F(G,u) = VG for any u ∈ Vk
G in Assumption 4.4 gives an instance of k-

FWL [4, 18].

Proposition A.2. A GFWL instance with t = 1, N = 1, M = 1, (i0, i1) = (0, k), (j0, j1) = (0, 1),

R(G) = Vk
G and F(G,u) =

⋃k

ℓ=1 N (uℓ) for u = (u1, . . . , uk) ∈ Vk
G in Assumption 4.4 gives

an instance of local k-FWL [27]. When k = 2, this is exactly the SLFWL(2) proposed in Zhang
et al. [26], which is strictly more powerful than all node-based subgraph GNNs (the latter defined
by Frasca et al. [14]).

Proposition A.3. A GFWL instance with k = 2, t = 1, N = 1, M = 1, (i0, i1) = (0, 2),
(j0, j1) = (0, 1), R(G) = {(u, v) ∈ V2

G : d(u, v) 6 δ} and F(G, (u, v)) = {w ∈ VG : d(u,w) 6
δ and d(w, v) 6 δ} in Assumption 4.4 gives an instance of δ-DRFWL(2) [30].

Proposition A.4. A GFWL instance with N = k, M = t, (i0, i1, . . . , iN) = (0, 1, . . . , k) and
(j0, j1, . . . , jM ) = (0, 1, . . . , t) in Assumption 4.4 gives an instance of (k, t)-FWL+ [12]. Further

with R(G) = Vk
G and F(G,u) = Vt

G for any u ∈ Vk
G, the resulting GFWL instance is an instance

of (k, t)-FWL [12].

B Proof of Theorem 4.11

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b). Since W (G) 6= W (H), we have

W
(∞)
0 |G 6= W

(∞)
0 |H , (16)

where we have used the subscripts to disambiguate between the colors computed for graphs G and
H . Our proof relies on the following lemma.

Lemma B.1. Given equation (16), the following statement holds for each n = 1, 2, . . . , N : if
Duplicator has not lost after the (n − 1)-th putting move of the initialization round, then either (i)
Duplicator loses after the n-th putting move of the initialization round, or (ii) Spoiler can maintain
that

W (∞)
n (un)|G 6= W (∞)

n (vn)|H (17)

after the n-th putting move of the initialization round.

Proof of Lemma B.1. We prove by induction. By equation (14), W
(∞)
0 |G 6= W

(∞)
0 |H implies

AGGR0(null;W
(∞)
1 (·)|G,R1(G)) 6= AGGR0(null;W

(∞)
1 (·)|H ,R1(H)), (18)

or simply

H
(

{{W
(∞)
1 (ũ)|G : ũ ∈ R1(G)}}

)

6= H
(

{{W
(∞)
1 (ṽ)|H : ṽ ∈ R1(H)}}

)

, (19)

where H(·) is the same injective hashing function for both sides. Equation (19) implies that either
(i) |R1(G)| 6= |R1(H)|, or (ii) for any bijection f : R1(G) → R1(H), there exist ũ ∈ R1(G) and
ṽ = f(ũ) ∈ R1(H), such that

W
(∞)
1 (ũ)|G 6= W

(∞)
1 (ṽ)|H . (20)

If (i) is the case, Duplicator loses after the first putting move of the initialization round, since she fails
to choose a bijection f : R1(G) → R1(H). Otherwise, for any bijection f : R1(G) → R1(H)
chosen by Duplicator, Spoiler can put pebbles p1, . . . , pi1 at ∆u1 = ũ ∈ R1(G), thus forcing
Duplicator to put pebbles q1, . . . , qi1 at ∆v1 = ṽ ∈ R1(H); after the first putting move, we see

that u1 = ∆u1 = ũ and v1 = ∆v1 = ṽ. Therefore, equation (20) implies W
(∞)
1 (u1)|G 6=

W
(∞)
1 (v1)|H . We have then proved Lemma B.1 for the case of n = 1.

Now assuming that Lemma B.1 holds for the case of n = ñ − 1 with 2 6 ñ 6 N , we now prove
Lemma B.1 for the case of n = ñ. When n = ñ, it is supposed that Duplicator has not lost after
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the (ñ− 1)-th putting move of the initialization round. By the inductive hypothesis, this implies that
Spoiler can maintain

W
(∞)
ñ−1(uñ−1)|G 6= W

(∞)
ñ−1(vñ−1)|H (21)

after the (ñ− 1)-th putting move of the initialization round. By (14), equation (21) means that

AGGRiñ−1(uñ−1;W
(∞)
ñ (·)|G,Rñ(G)) 6= AGGRiñ−1(vñ−1;W

(∞)
ñ (·)|H ,Rñ(H)), (22)

or equivalently,

H
(

{{W
(∞)
ñ ((uñ−1, ũ))|G : ũ ∈ Rñ(G)\uñ−1}}

)

6= H
(

{{W
(∞)
ñ ((vñ−1, ṽ))|H : ṽ ∈ Rñ(H)\vñ−1}}

)

, (23)

in which H(·) is the same injective hashing function for both sides (but can be different from the
one in equation (19)). Equation (23) implies either (i) |Rñ(G)\uñ−1| 6= |Rñ(H)\vñ−1|, or (ii) for
any bijection f : Rñ(G)\uñ−1 → Rñ(H)\vñ−1, there exist ũ ∈ Rñ(G)\uñ−1 and ṽ = f(ũ) ∈
Rñ(H)\vñ−1, such that

W
(∞)
ñ ((uñ−1, ũ))|G 6= W

(∞)
ñ ((vñ−1, ṽ))|H . (24)

If (i) is the case, Duplicator loses after the ñ-th putting move of the initialization round. Otherwise,
for any bijection f : Rñ(G)\uñ−1 → Rñ(H)\vñ−1 Duplicator chooses for the ñ-th putting move,
Spoiler can put pebbles piñ−1+1, piñ−1+2, . . . , piñ at ∆uñ = ũ ∈ Rñ(G)\uñ−1. Duplicator then
puts qiñ−1+1, qiñ−1+2, . . . , qiñ at ∆vñ = ṽ ∈ Rñ(H)\vñ−1. After the ñ-th putting move, we

have uñ = (uñ−1, ũ) and vñ = (vñ−1, ṽ). Therefore, equation (24) implies W
(∞)
ñ (uñ)|G 6=

W
(∞)
ñ (vñ)|H . We have thus proved Lemma B.1 for the case of n = ñ. We assert by induction that

Lemma B.1 holds.
End of proof of Lemma B.1.

Now, using Lemma B.1, we find that given W (G) 6= W (H), either of the two cases happens: (i)
Spoiler wins the game in the initialization round; (ii) Spoiler maintains

W (∞)(uN ) 6= W (∞)(vN ) (25)

after the initialization round, where uN ∈ R(G) and vN ∈ R(H) are the k-tuples occupied by
pebbles p1, . . . , pk and q1, . . . , qk respectively. Since the case (i) trivially implies (b), it suffices to
prove that (ii) leads to (b) in the following.

Equation (25) directly implies the following statement: ∃T > 0,W (T )(uN ) 6= W (T )(vN ). We
assert that

Lemma B.2. If W (T )(uN ) 6= W (T )(vN ) with T > 0, then Spoiler wins the game no later than the
T -th update round ends. (The initialization round is seen as the 0-th update round.)

If Lemma B.2 holds, we have already finished the proof of (a) ⇒ (b). To see why Lemma B.2 is
true, we need another lemma whose proof we will omit because it resembles the proof of Lemma
B.1:

Lemma B.3. Assume that W (T )(uN ) 6= W (T )(vN ) with some T > 1, in which uN and vN are the
k-tuples occupied by the main pebbles in G and H after the initialization round, respectively. The
following statement holds for all m = 1, 2, . . . ,M : if Duplicator has not lost after the (m − 1)-th
putting move of the first update round, then either (i) Duplicator loses after the m-th putting move
of the first update round, or (ii) Spoiler can maintain that

MSG(T−1)
m (u′

m;uN )|G 6= MSG(T−1)
m (v′

m;vN )|H , (26)

after the m-th putting move of the first update round.

Lemma B.3 is a complete analogue to Lemma B.1. Now we can prove Lemma B.2.

Proof of Lemma B.2. We prove by induction. For the case of T = 0, W (0)(uN ) 6= W (0)(vN ) means
that

atp(uN ) 6= atp(vN ), (27)
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becauseW (0)(·) = Φ(atp(·)) is a function of atp(·). Equation (27) immediately implies that Spoiler
wins after the initialization round. We have thus proved the case of T = 0.

Now, assume that Lemma B.2 holds for the case of T = T̃ − 1, in which T̃ > 1. We have to prove

that Lemma B.2 also holds for T = T̃ . When T = T̃ , it is assumed that W (T̃ )(uN ) 6= W (T̃ )(vN ).

Since T̃ > 1, we can make use of Lemma B.3 (taking m = M ) to see that either of the two cases
happens: (i) Duplicator loses in one of the M putting moves of the first update round; (ii) after all
M putting moves, Spoiler can maintain

MSG(T̃−1)(u′
M ;uN )|G 6= MSG(T̃−1)(v′

M ;vN )|H , (28)

in which u′
M and v′

M are the t-tuples occupied by pebbles pk+1, pk+2, . . . , pk+t and
qk+1, qk+2, . . . , qk+t respectively. If (i) is the case, we immediately know that Lemma B.2 is true

for T = T̃ . Otherwise, by equation (9) we know that either

Ψ(atp((uN ,u′
M ))) 6= Ψ(atp((vN ,v′

M ))), (29)

or ∃c ∈ [C], such that

W (T̃−1) ((uN )c(u
′
M )) |G 6= W (T̃−1) ((vN )c(v

′
M )) |H . (30)

If the former is the case, we know that Spoiler already wins in the first update round, since
(uN ,u′

M ) and (vN ,v′
M ) have different isomorphism types. This again leads to Lemma B.2

with T = T̃ > 1. If the latter is the case, let us notice that in equation (30), (uN )c(u
′
M ) =

REPLACE(uN ,u′
M ; r

(c)
1 , . . . r

(c)
k ) is exactly the k-tuple occupied by the pebbles p

r
(c)
1
, . . . , p

r
(c)
k

after all M putting moves; similarly, (vN )c(v
′
M ) is the k-tuple occupied by pebbles q

r
(c)
1
, . . . , q

r
(c)
k

after the M putting moves. From Spoiler’s perspective, he finds that by choosing the sequence

r
(c)
1 , . . . , r

(c)
k in the subsequent removing move, he can ensure that the pebbles p1, . . . , pk and

q1, . . . , qk should be moved to (uN )c(u
′
M ) and (vN )c(v

′
M ), respectively. By equation (30), Spoiler

can actually ensure that

W (T̃−1)(u∗
N )|G 6= W (T̃−1)(v∗

N )|H , (31)

in which u∗
N and v∗

N are the k-tuples occupied by pebbles p1, . . . , pk and q1, . . . , qk when the first
update round ends, respectively. By the inductive hypothesis, equation (31) implies that Spoiler

wins the game in at most another (T̃ − 1) rounds. Therefore, Spoiler wins no later than the T̃ -th
update round ends. We assert by induction that Lemma B.2 is true.
End of proof of Lemma B.2.

Our desired result is now straightforward.

¬(a) ⇒¬(b). Since W (G) = W (H), we have W
(∞)
0 |G = W

(∞)
0 |H . In correspondence to Lemma

B.1, we have

Lemma B.4. If W
(∞)
0 |G = W

(∞)
0 |H , then Duplicator can maintain that

W (∞)
n (un)|G = W (∞)

n (vn)|H (32)

after the n-th putting move of the initialization round, for all n = 1, 2, . . . , N .

Proof of Lemma B.4. We prove by induction. The assumption W
(∞)
0 |G = W

(∞)
0 |H means that

equation (19) is false, or equivalently,

{{W
(∞)
1 (ũ)|G : ũ ∈ R1(G)}} = {{W

(∞)
1 (ṽ)|H : ṽ ∈ R1(H)}}. (33)

In other words, there exists a bijection f : R1(G) → R1(H) such that

∀ũ ∈ R1(G), W
(∞)
1 (ũ)|G = W

(∞)
1 (f(ũ))|H . (34)

By choosing the bijection f that satisfies (34), Duplicator can maintain that W
(∞)
1 (u1)|G =

W
(∞)
1 (v1)|H after the first putting move of the initialization round. We have thus proved the case

of n = 1.
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If Lemma B.4 holds for n = ñ − 1 with some 2 6 ñ 6 N , we know that Duplicator can already
maintain that

W
(∞)
ñ−1(uñ−1)|G = W

(∞)
ñ−1(vñ−1)|H (35)

after the (ñ− 1)-th putting move of the initialization round. Equation (35) means that (23) is false,
which implies that there exists a bijection f : Rñ(G)\uñ−1 → Rñ(H)\vñ−1, such that

∀ũ ∈ Rñ(G)\uñ−1, W
(∞)
ñ ((uñ−1, ũ))|G = W

(∞)
ñ ((vñ−1, f(ũ)))|H . (36)

Choosing the bijection f that satisfies (36) enables Duplicator to maintain W
(∞)
ñ (uñ)|G =

W
(∞)
ñ (vñ)|H after the next putting move (i.e., the ñ-th putting move of the initialization round).

We have thus made the induction step. Now we assert that Lemma B.4 holds.
End of proof of Lemma B.4.

To get our desired result, we still need the following lemma:

Lemma B.5. Assume that W (T )(uN )|G = W (T )(vN )|H with some T > 1, in which uN and vN

are the k-tuples occupied by the main pebbles in G and H after the initialization round, respectively.

Then, Duplicator can maintain W (T−1)(u∗
N )|G = W (T−1)(v∗

N )|H after the first update round, in
which u∗

N and v∗
N are the k-tuples occupied by the main pebbles in G and H after the first update

round, respectively.

To prove Lemma B.5, we make use of the following Lemma B.6. Due to its similarity to Lemma
B.4, we omit its proof.

Lemma B.6. If W (T )(uN )|G = W (T )(vN )|H with some T > 1, then Duplicator can maintain that

MSG(T−1)
m (u′

m;uN )|G = MSG(T−1)
m (v′

m;vN )|H (37)

after the m-th putting move of the first update round, for all m = 1, 2, . . . ,M .

Taking m = M in Lemma B.6, we find that W (T )(uN )|G = W (T )(vN )|H implies that Duplicator
can maintain

MSG(T−1)(u′
M ;uN )|G = MSG(T−1)(v′

M ;vN )|H (38)

after all M putting moves of the first update round. By (9), this means that atp((uN ,u′
M )) =

atp((vN ,v′
M )) and that ∀c ∈ [C], W (T−1) ((uN )c(u

′
M )) |G = W (T−1) ((vN )c(v

′
M )) |H . The

former condition guarantees that Duplicator has not lost after M putting moves, while the lat-

ter means that no matter what sequence r
(c)
1 , . . . , r

(c)
k Spoiler chooses, the removing move must

end up with p1, . . . , pk and q1, . . . , qk moved to some u∗
N and v∗

N that satisfy W (T−1)(u∗
N )|G =

W (T−1)(v∗
N )|H . Lemma B.5 is thus proved.

Now we may turn to proving ¬(a) ⇒ ¬(b). Taking n = N in Lemma B.4, we find that given
W (G) = W (H), Duplicator can maintain that

W (∞)(uN )|G = W (∞)(vN )|H (39)

at the end of the initialization round, where uN and vN are the k-tuples occupied by pebbles

p1, . . . , pk and q1, . . . , qk, respectively. Since W (∞)(·)|G and W (∞)(·)|H are stable colorings of
k-tuples, there exists T ∗ > 1 such that

∀u ∈ R(G), W (T∗)(u)|G = W (T∗
−1)(u)|G = W (∞)(u)|G, (40)

∀v ∈ R(H), W (T∗)(v)|H = W (T∗
−1)(v)|H = W (∞)(v)|H . (41)

Therefore, equation (39) implies that W (T∗)(uN )|G = W (T∗)(vN )|H . By Lemma B.5, Duplica-

tor can maintain W (T∗
−1)(u∗

N )|G = W (T∗
−1)(v∗

N )|H , which by (40) and (41) is equivalent to

W (T∗)(u∗
N )|G = W (T∗)(v∗

N )|H—a result that allows us to apply the above discussion repeatedly.
We eventually find that Duplicator never loses the game.
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C Proof of Theorem 4.12

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b). The key idea of our proof is to first construct a set of graphs S ⊆ G, on each of
which Cops win the Cops-Robber game, and then try to prove that at least one graph F ∈ S satisfies
Hom(F,G) 6= Hom(F,H), given that (a) is true.

We introduce the following notation: given G ∈ G and u = (u1, . . . , uℓ) ∈ Vℓ
G, let G[u] be

the subgraph of G induced by {u1, . . . , uℓ}. It is easy to see that G[u] is uniquely determined by
atp(u), up to isomorphism.

Definition C.1 (Spoiler’s record graph). Let G ∈ G. Assume that Spoiler and Duplicator are playing
the Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé game on two copies of G. For every putting move, Duplicator always
chooses the identity mapping as f . (Therefore, Spoiler never wins the game after any number of
rounds.) Spoiler’s actions in the above game are fully determined by the following sequence,

a =
(

∆u
(0)
1 , . . . ,∆u

(0)
N ,∆u

′(1)
1 , . . . ,∆u

′(1)
M , (r

(c1)
1 , . . . , r

(c1)
k ),

∆u
′(2)
1 , . . . ,∆u

′(2)
M , (r

(c2)
1 , . . . , r

(c2)
k ), . . . , . . .

)

, (42)

in which ∆u
(0)
n (1 6 n 6 N ) is the tuple chosen by Spoiler in the n-th putting move of the

initialization round, ∆u
′(T )
m (T > 1, 1 6 m 6 M ) is the tuple chosen by Spoiler in the m-th putting

move of the T -th update round, and (r
(cT )
1 , . . . , r

(cT )
k ) (T > 1) is the sequence chosen by Spoiler in

the removing move of the T -th update round. Based on the action sequence a, we define a series of
Spoiler’s record graphs as following:

• Construct F
(0)
n (G, a) (n = 0, 1, . . . , N ) via the following steps:

◦ Let F
(0)
0 (G, a) be an empty graph (whose node set and edge set are both ∅). For

the first move of the initialization round, Spoiler puts pebbles p1, . . . , pi1 at u
(0)
1 =

∆u
(0)
1 = (u

(0)
1 , . . . , u

(0)
i1

) ∈ R1(G). Let ĩ1 be the number of nodes occupied by

pebbles p1, . . . , pi1 (̃i1 can be smaller than i1, since two pebbles can occupy the same

node). The graph F
(0)
1 (G, a) is obtained by first adding ĩ1 nodes to F

(0)
0 (G, a), and

then adding a minimum number of edges such that we can find w
(0)
1 , . . . , w

(0)
i1

∈
V
F

(0)
1 (G,a)

that makes

ϕ
(0)
1 : u

(0)
1 7→ w

(0)
1 , · · · , u

(0)
i1

7→ w
(0)
i1

(43)

an isomorphism from G[u
(0)
1 ] to F

(0)
1 (G, a).

◦ For the n-th (2 6 n 6 N ) putting move of the initialization round, Spoiler puts

pebbles pin−1+1, . . . , pin at ∆u
(0)
n = (u

(0)
in−1+1, . . . , u

(0)
in

) ∈ Rn(G)\u
(0)
n−1. Let ĩn

be the number of nodes occupied by pebbles pin−1+1, . . . , pin . Notice that there is
already an isomorphism

ϕ
(0)
n−1 : u

(0)
1 7→ w

(0)
1 , · · · , u

(0)
in−1

7→ w
(0)
in−1

(44)

from G[u
(0)
n−1] to F

(0)
n−1(G, a). The graph F

(0)
n (G, a) is obtained by first adding ĩn

nodes to F
(0)
n−1(G, a), and then adding a minimum number of edges such that by ex-

tending ϕ
(0)
n−1 to

ϕ(0)
n = ϕ

(0)
n−1 ∪

{

u
(0)
in−1+1 7→ w

(0)
in−1+1, · · · , u

(0)
in

7→ w
(0)
in

}

, (45)

with some w
(0)
in−1+1, . . . , w

(0)
in

∈ V
F

(0)
n (G,a)

− V
F

(0)
n−1(G,a)

, we can make ϕ
(0)
n an iso-

morphism from G[u
(0)
n ] to F

(0)
n (G, a), where u

(0)
n = (u

(0)
n−1,∆u

(0)
n ) as before.

15



◦ Let F (0)(G, a) be an alias of F
(0)
N (G, a). Also let

ϕ(0) = ϕ
(0)
N : u

(0)
1 7→ w

(0)
1 , · · · , u

(0)
k 7→ w

(0)
k , (46)

which is an isomorphism fromG[u
(0)
N ] to F (0)(G, a), in whichu

(0)
N = (u

(0)
1 , . . . , u

(0)
k )

is the k-tuple occupied by pebbles p1, . . . , pk after the initialization round.

• For each of T = 1, 2, . . ., construct F
(T )
m (G, a) (m = 0, 1, . . . ,M ) via the following steps:

◦ Start with F
(T )
0 (G, a) = F (T−1)(G, a) and

ϕ
(T )
0 = ϕ(T−1) : u

(T−1)
1 7→ w

(T−1)
1 , · · · , u

(T−1)
k 7→ w

(T−1)
k , (47)

in which u
(T−1)
N = (u

(T−1)
1 , . . . , u

(T−1)
k ) is the k-tuple occupied by the main peb-

bles after the (T − 1)-th update round, and w
(T−1)
1 , . . . , w

(T−1)
k ∈ VF (T−1)(G,a).

For the m-th (1 6 m 6 M ) putting move of the T -th update round,

Spoiler puts pebbles pk+jm−1+1, . . . , pk+jm on ∆u
′(T )
m = (u

′(T )
jm−1+1, . . . , u

′(T )
jm

) ∈

Fm(G,u
(T−1)
N )\u

′(T )
m−1. Denote as j̃m the number of nodes occupied by peb-

bles pk+jm−1+1, . . . , pk+jm . We construct F
(T )
m (G, a) by first adding j̃m nodes to

F
(T )
m−1(G, a), and then adding a minimum number of edges such that ϕ

(T )
m−1 can be

extended to

ϕ(T )
m = ϕ

(T )
m−1 ∪

{

u
′(T )
jm−1+1 7→ w

(T−1)
k+jm−1+1, · · · , u

′(T )
jm

7→ w
(T−1)
k+jm

}

, (48)

with some w
(T−1)
k+jm−1+1, . . . , w

(T−1)
k+jm

∈ V
F

(T )
m (G,a)

− V
F

(T )
m−1(G,a)

, and that ϕ
(T )
m is

an isomorphism from G[(u
(T−1)
N ,u

′(T )
m )] to the subgraph of F

(T )
m (G, a) induced

by (w
(T−1)
1 , . . . , w

(T−1)
k+jm

), where u
′(T )
m = (u

′(T )
m−1,∆u

′(T )
m ) as before. Finally, let

F (T )(G, a) be an alias of F
(T )
M (G, a).

◦ For the removing move of the T -th update round, Spoiler chooses the sequence

(r
(cT )
1 , . . . , r

(cT )
k ). After the removing move, let u

(T )
N = (u

(T )
1 , . . . , u

(T )
k ) be the new

k-tuple occupied by pebbles p1, . . . , pk. We then let ϕ(T ) be

ϕ(T ) : u
(T )
1 7→ w

(T )
1 = w

(T−1)

r
(cT )

1

, . . . , u
(T )
k 7→ w

(T )
k = w

(T−1)

r
(cT )

k

. (49)

One can easily show that ϕ(T ) is an isomorphism from G[u
(T )
N ] to the subgraph of

F (T )(G, a) induced by (w
(T )
1 , . . . , w

(T )
k ).

The graph F
(T )
p (G, a) is called Spoiler’s record graph up to the p-th move of the T -th round, where

T > 0, and p is an integer in {0, 1, . . . , N} for T = 0, or in {0, 1, . . . ,M} for T > 1.

The following lemma is straightforward.

Lemma C.2. Let 4 be a partial order on G such that ∀G,H ∈ G, G 4 H if and only if G is an
induced subgraph of H . Then we have

F
(0)
0 (G, a) 4 F

(0)
1 (G, a) 4 · · · 4 F

(0)
N (G, a) = F

(1)
0 (G, a) 4 F

(1)
1 (G, a) 4 · · ·

4 F
(1)
M (G, a) = F

(2)
0 (G, a) 4 F

(2)
1 (G, a) 4 · · · 4 · · · , (50)

for any G ∈ G and any action sequence a of Spoiler on G.

The following lemma is essential for our proof.

Lemma C.3. Given any T > 0 and p ∈ [N ] (if T = 0) or p ∈ [M ] (if T > 1), Cops win the

Cops-Robber game on F
(T )
p (G, a), with any G ∈ G and any action sequence a of Spoiler on G.
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Proof of Lemma C.3. Cops’ winning strategy is given below: for the n-th (1 6 n 6 N ) guard-

ing move of the initialization round, they put new pebbles at w
(0)
in−1+1, . . . , w

(0)
in

; for the m-th

(1 6 m 6 M ) guarding move of the T̃ -th (T̃ > 1) update round, they put new pebbles at

w
(T̃−1)
k+jm−1+1, . . . , w

(T̃−1)
k+jm

; for the unguarding move of the T̃ -th (T̃ > 1) update round, they choose

the sequence (r
(cT̃ )
1 , . . . , r

(cT̃ )

k ).

One can verify that by implementing the above strategy, Cops can guarantee that the set of edges C
chosen by Robber after the p̃-th guarding move of the T̃ -th update round (1 6 p̃ 6 N for T̃ = 0
and 1 6 p̃ 6 M for T̃ > 1) satisfies C ∩ E

F
(T̃ )
p̃

(G,a)
= ∅; additionally, C remains unchanged after

every unguarding move. Therefore, after the p-th guarding move of the T -th update round, Robber
must lose.
End of proof of Lemma C.3.

Now we can give the construction of S. Given T > 0 and p ∈ [N ] (for T = 0) or p ∈ [M ] (for
T > 1), define

S(T )
p = {F (T )

p (G, a) : G ∈ G, a is an action sequence of Spoiler on G}. (51)

Due to (a), there exists T ∗ > 0 such that Spoiler can guarantee to win the Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé game
no later than the T ∗-th update round ends. We then let

S =

T∗

⋃

T=0

N , if T=0
M , if T>1

⋃

p=1

S(T )
p . (52)

Definition C.4. Given G ∈ G and an action sequence a of Spoiler on G, each of the following tuples
is called a bag:

w(0)
n = (w

(0)
1 , . . . , w

(0)
in

) ∈ V in

F
(0)
n (G,a)

, 1 6 n 6 N, (53)

w(T )
m = (w

(T−1)
1 , . . . , w

(T−1)
k+jm

) ∈ Vk+jm

F
(T )
m (G,a)

, T > 1, 1 6 m 6 M. (54)

They are exactly the ranges of ϕ
(0)
n (for w

(0)
n ) or ϕ

(T )
m (for w

(T )
m ).

Due to Lemma C.2, F
(T )
p (G, a) contains all bags w

(T̃ )
p̃ that satisfy T̃ < T or T̃ = T, p̃ 6 p.

Lemma C.5. S is a finite set.

Proof of Lemma C.5. For given T and p values, the number of bags present in F
(T )
p (G, a) is de-

termined. Furthermore, F
(T )
p (G, a) is uniquely determined up to isomorphism by the isomorphism

types of the bags it contains. Since the number of possible isomorphism types of each bag is finite,

the set S
(T )
p is finite, given any T > 0, and p ∈ [N ] for T = 0 or p ∈ [M ] for T > 1. Hence S is

finite.
End of proof of Lemma C.5.

Definition C.6. Let F
(T )
p (G, a) be a Spoiler’s record graph. For any H ∈ G, a bag-wise iso-

morphic homomorphism from F
(T )
p (G, a) to H is a homomorphism h : V

F
(T )
p (G,a)

→ VH ,

such that for every bag w present in F
(T )
p (G, a), h is an isomorphism from F

(T )
p (G, a)[w] to

H [h(w)]. The number of bag-wise isomorphic homomorphisms from F
(T )
p (G, a) to H is denoted

as bIsoHom(F
(T )
p (G, a), H).

Lemma C.7. Assume that Spoiler wins the Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé game on G and H no later than the
T ∗-th update round ends. Then ∃F ∈ S that satisfies

bIsoHom(F,G) 6= bIsoHom(F,H). (55)
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Proof of Lemma C.7. Assume that the contrary is the case. Namely, ∀F ∈ S, bIsoHom(F,G) =
bIsoHom(F,H). We can prove that Duplicator will not lose the game in the first (T ∗ + 1) rounds,
by explicitly constructing a strategy for Duplicator.

By our assumption above, given any F
(0)
1 (G̃, ã) ∈ S

(0)
1 , we have bIsoHom(F

(0)
1 (G̃, ã), G) =

bIsoHom(F
(0)
1 (G̃, ã), H), where G̃ ∈ G is an arbitrary graph, while ã is an action sequence on G̃.

Since F
(0)
1 (G̃, ã) contains only one bag w

(0)
1 , the above fact implies

∣

∣{u
(0)
1 ∈ V i1

G : atp(u
(0)
1 ) = atp(w

(0)
1 )}

∣

∣ =
∣

∣{v
(0)
1 ∈ V i1

H : atp(v
(0)
1 ) = atp(w

(0)
1 )}

∣

∣. (56)

Equation (56) holds for any F
(0)
1 (G̃, ã) ∈ S

(0)
1 , in which different choices of G̃ and ã may lead to

different atp(w
(0)
1 ). If atp(w

(0)
1 ) can traverse over all possible isomorphism types that a u

(0)
1 ∈

R1(G) or v
(0)
1 ∈ R1(H) can possess, we can conclude that Duplicator can choose a bijection

f : R1(G) → R1(H) and ensure that atp(u
(0)
1 ) = atp(v

(0)
1 ) for any u

(0)
1 ∈ R1(G) and v

(0)
1 =

f(u
(0)
1 ) ∈ R1(H). In other words, Duplicator will not lose after the first putting move of the

initialization round.

We now show that this is indeed the case; namely, by choosing different G̃ and ã, the corresponding

atp(w
(0)
1 ) does encompass every possible isomorphism type of u

(0)
1 ∈ R1(G) or v

(0)
1 ∈ R1(H).

Notice that w
(0)
1 ∈ V i1

F
(0)
1 (G̃,ã)

is the isomorphism image (via ϕ
(0)
1 ) of some ũ

(0)
1 ∈ R1(G̃). When

traversing over all G̃ and ã, the value space of atp(w
(0)
1 ) is actually

⋃

G̃∈G

{atp(ũ) : ũ ∈ R1(G̃)}, (57)

which is definitely a superset of {atp(u
(0)
1 ) : u

(0)
1 ∈ R1(G)} and {atp(v

(0)
1 ) : v

(0)
1 ∈ R1(H)}.

Similarly, for 2 6 n 6 N , the fact that ∀F
(0)
n (G̃, ã) ∈ S

(0)
n , bIsoHom(F

(0)
n (G̃, ã), G) =

bIsoHom(F
(0)
n (G̃, ã), H) implies that

∣

∣{u(0)
n ∈ V in

G : atp(u(0)
n ) = atp(w(0)

n )}
∣

∣ =
∣

∣{v(0)
n ∈ V in

H : atp(v(0)
n ) = atp(w(0)

n )}
∣

∣. (58)

With a completely analogous argument, we will find that there exists a bijection f ′ : Rn(G) →

Rn(H), such that for any u
(0)
n ∈ Rn(G) and v

(0)
n = f ′(u

(0)
n ) ∈ Rn(H), holds atp(u

(0)
n ) =

atp(v
(0)
n ). Assuming that Duplicator has not lost after the (n− 1)-th putting move of the initializa-

tion round, the tuples u
(0)
n−1 ∈ V

in−1

G and v
(0)
n−1 ∈ V

in−1

H (occupied by pebbles p1, . . . , pin−1 and

q1, . . . , qin−1 respectively) should have the same isomorphism type. If we restrict the bijection f ′

on

{(u
(0)
n−1,∆u(0)

n ) : ∆u(0)
n ∈ Rn(G)\u

(0)
n−1},

we can easily see that Duplicator can choose the bijection f : Rn(G)\u
(0)
n−1 → Rn(H)\v

(0)
n−1

such that f ′((u
(0)
n−1,∆u

(0)
n )) = (v

(0)
n−1, f(∆u

(0)
n )) for any ∆u

(0)
n ∈ Rn(G)\u

(0)
n−1. By doing so,

Duplicator will continue to survive the n-th putting move of the initialization round. By induction,
we have proved that Duplicator can prevent herself from losing in the initialization round.

The above technique can also be used to find Duplicator’s strategy for the m-th putting move of the
T -th update round, with 1 6 T 6 T ∗ and 1 6 m 6 M . We only need to replace (58) with

∣

∣{(u
(T−1)
N ,u′(T )

m ) ∈ Vk+jm
G : atp((u

(T−1)
N ,u′(T )

m )) = atp(w(T )
m )}

∣

∣

=
∣

∣{(v
(T−1)
N ,v′(T )

m ) ∈ Vk+jm
H : atp((v

(T−1)
N ,v′(T )

m )) = atp(w(T )
m )}

∣

∣, (59)

where atp(w
(T )
m ) traverses over

⋃

G̃∈G

{atp((ũ, ũ′)) : ũ ∈ R(G̃), ũ′ ∈ Fm(G̃, ũ)}, (60)
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as we consider all graphs F
(T )
m (G̃, ã) ∈ S

(T )
m . With an argument similar to above, one can show

that Duplicator indeed survives the m-th putting move of the T -th update round, given that she has
survived the (m− 1)-th putting move. Finally, the removing move poses no threats to Duplicator, if
she has not lost after all M putting moves in an update round.

Combining all the above results, we conclude that Duplicator can ensure that she will not lose the
game in the first (T ∗+1) rounds, a result contradicting the assumption that Spoiler can win no later
than the T ∗-th update round ends. Therefore, Lemma C.7 is true.
End of proof of Lemma C.7.

We now turn to proving (a) ⇒ (b). As in the above discussion, we assume that Spoiler wins the
Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé game on G and H no later than the T ∗-th update round ends. Our desired result
is that ∃F ∈ S, Hom(F,G) 6= Hom(F,H). In Lemma C.7, we have already proved something
similar, i.e., ∃F ∈ S, bIsoHom(F,G) 6= bIsoHom(F,H). To bridge the gap, it suffices to find
connections between Hom(F,G) and bIsoHom(F,G), for F ∈ S and G ∈ G.

Definition C.8. Assume that F ∈ S and w = (w1, . . . , ws) ∈ Vs
F is a bag in F . Further assume

that wi 6= wj and {wi, wj} /∈ EF for some i, j ∈ [s]. Define two operations on F :
(i) Bag extension. Let F ′ be the graph obtained by adding an edge {wi, wj} to F . We say that F ′

is obtained by extending the bag w in F .
(ii) Bag surjection image. Let F ′ be the graph obtained by removing node wj in F , and then
adding an edge between wi and every node that is adjacent to wj but not adjacent to wi in F . We
say that F ′ is obtained by taking surjection image of bag w in F .

From Definition C.8, one can easily see that if F ′ is obtained by extending (or taking surjection
image of) a bag w in F ∈ S, then there exists an in-bag homomorphism h from F to F ′, which
satisfies (i) h is surjective, and (ii) u 6= v ⇔ h(u) 6= h(v) and {u, v} ∈ EF ⇔ {h(u), h(v)} ∈ EF ′

if no single bag in F contains both u and v. Furthermore, we have

{atp(h(w̃
(T̃ )
p̃ )) : F ∈ S and F contains the bag w̃

(T̃ )
p̃ }

⊆ {atp(w̃
(T̃ )
p̃ ) : F ∈ S and F contains the bag w̃

(T̃ )
p̃ }, (61)

by our assumption that R(·) and F(·, ·) are both closed under homomorphisms. Equation (61)
implies that the image of every bag in F under h has the isomorphism type of a valid bag. Therefore,
we assert that F ′ ∈ S. In other words, S is closed under bag extension and taking bag surjection
images.

In the following, we use bInHom(F, F ′) to denote the number of in-bag homomorphisms from F
to F ′, if F = F ′, or if F ′ can be obtained by taking a series of bag extension or bag surjection image
operations on F , given F, F ′ ∈ S. If neither of above is the case, we define bInHom(F, F ′) = 0.

Notice that bInHom(F, F ′) 6= 0 only if F and F ′ lie in the same set S
(T )
p for some T and p.

One can see that the following identity holds for any F ∈ S and G ∈ G,

Hom(F,G) =
∑

F ′∈S

bInHom(F, F ′)

bAut(F ′)
· bIsoHom(F ′, G), (62)

in which bAut(F ′) (F ′ ∈ S) is the number of automorphisms of F ′ that is an automorphism of
F ′[w] for any bag w in F ′. The above identity can be rewritten in matrix form, namely

HomG = bInHom · bAut−1 · bIsoHomG, (63)

where HomG = [Hom(F,G)]F∈S and bIsoHomG = [bIsoHom(F,G)]F∈S are column vectors,
given G ∈ G, while bInHom = [bInHom(F, F ′)]F,F ′∈S and bAut = diag[bAut(F )]F∈S are
|S| × |S| matrices. Since one can easily show that the binary relation 4 on S defined by F 4 F ′ ⇔
bInHom(F, F ′) 6= 0 is a partial order on S, there is a proper ordering of graphs in S that makes
bInHom an upper triangular matrix whose diagonal entries are all non-zero. Furthermore, every

diagonal entry of bAut−1 is non-zero. We thus assert that bInHom · bAut−1 is a full-rank matrix.
Hence, given G,H ∈ G with bIsoHomG 6= bIsoHomH , we have HomG 6= HomH . Since we
already have bIsoHomG 6= bIsoHomH from Lemma C.7, we finally arrive at the desired result that
HomG 6= HomH , or that ∃F ∈ S, Hom(F,G) 6= Hom(F,H).

(b) ⇒ (a). We prove by giving a winning strategy for Spoiler. Before our proof, we have to introduce
some concepts associated with the Cops-Robber game.
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Definition C.9. LetF ∈ G andu = (u1, . . . , uk) ∈ Vk
F . Assume that {C1, . . . , CK} is the complete

set of different CCEs of F induced by A = {u1, . . . , uk}. Namely, we require Ci ∩Cj = ∅ for any

1 6 i < j 6 K , and
⋃K

i=1 Ci = EF .
(i) Boundary nodes. The set

Bi = {u ∈ A : ∃e1 ∈ Ci and e2 ∈ Cj with i 6= j, e1 and e2 have u as their common end} (64)

is called the set of boundary nodes of Ci.
(ii) Internal nodes. The set

Ii = {u ∈ A : ∃e ∈ Ci, e has u as one of its ends} − Bi (65)

is called the set of internal nodes of Ci.

The following lemma is quite straightforward, but will be useful for our proof.

Lemma C.10. Keep all assumptions in Definition C.9. Further let G ∈ G and v = (v1, . . . , vk) ∈
Vk
G. If Bi ∪ Ii = {uci,1, . . . , uci,ni

} for i ∈ [K], with 1 6 ci,1 < · · · < ci,ni
6 k, we define the

operator bi such that bi(u) = (uci,1 , . . . , uci,ni
) ∈ Vni

F and bi(v) = (vci,1 , . . . , vci,ni
) ∈ Vni

G . We
have

Hom(Fu, Gv) =
K
∏

i=1

Hom(C
bi(u)
i , Gbi(v)). (66)

With a slight abuse of notation, in equation (66) we use Ci to mean the subgraph of F edge-induced
by edges in Ci.

In the following, we assume that Cops have a winning strategy for the Cops-Robber game on F ∈ G.
The case is the worst for Cops if no internal nodes become unoccupied in any unguarding move.
Actually, if Cops have a winning strategy such that they first put a pebble p on u, and u remains
internal until u becomes unoccupied again in an unguarding move, then Cops can choose to put p
at an alternative boundary node (already occupied by a pebble) and still win. Therefore, we always
assume that the aforementioned condition holds.

Let Hom(F,G) 6= Hom(F,H), for some G,H ∈ G. We will state Spoiler’s winning strategy for
the Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé game on G and H . Briefly speaking, Cops will play the role of an oracle
that Spoiler should consult before taking each move.

Without loss of generality, we assume that F is connected. Otherwise, the fact that Cops win the
Cops-Robber game on F implies that they must win on each connected component of F separately.
Moreover, Hom(F,G) 6= Hom(F,H) implies that at least one connected component F ′ of F satis-
fies Hom(F ′, G) 6= Hom(F ′, H). Then we can apply the proof on F ′.

Assume that for the first guarding move of the initialization round, Cops should put pebbles
p1, . . . , pi1 at u1 = ∆u1 = (u1, . . . , ui1) ∈ R1(F ). Since R(·) is closed under homomor-
phisms, every homomorphism from F to G (or H) should map u1 to some v1 ∈ R1(G) (or
w1 ∈ R1(H)). The fact that Hom(F,G) 6= Hom(F,H) implies that if there exists a bijection
f : R1(G) → R1(H), then we can find v1 ∈ R1(G) and w1 = f(v1) ∈ R1(H) such that

Hom(Fu1 , Gv1) 6= Hom(Fu1 , Hw1). (67)

Now let us consider Spoiler’s strategy for the Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé game on G and H . Notice that
Duplicator either fails to choose a bijection f : R1(G) → R1(H) for the first putting move of
the initialization round, or has to choose f such that equation (67) holds. If the former is the case,
Spoiler already wins. Otherwise, we let Spoiler put pebbles p1, . . . , pi1 at v1 ∈ R1(G) that makes
(67) hold, and Duplicator then puts pebbles q1, . . . , qi1 at w1 ∈ R1(H). By following the above
strategy, Spoiler can maintain equation (67) at the end of the first putting move of the initialization
round, if he has not yet won at that time.

To proceed, let us further assume that the set of nodes {u1, . . . , ui1} splits F into K
(0)
1 CCEs,

denoted as C1, . . . , CK
(0)
1

. Using Lemma C.10, we can rewrite equation (67) as

K
(0)
1
∏

i=1

Hom(C
bi(u1)
i , Gbi(v1)) 6=

K
(0)
1
∏

i=1

Hom(C
bi(u1)
i , Hbi(w1)), (68)
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which further implies ∃i ∈ [K
(0)
1 ], such that

Hom(C
bi(u1)
i , Gbi(v1)) 6= Hom(C

bi(u1)
i , Hbi(w1)). (69)

One can naturally see Ci as the CCE chosen by Robber in the first guarding move of the initialization
round, as he plays the Cops-Robber game. Now, there are two cases. For the first case, Ci already
contains only one edge whose both ends are occupied by pebbles, then equation (69) directly implies
that v1 and w1 have different isomorphism types. Therefore, Spoiler already wins. Otherwise, we

are sure that whatever Ci (i ∈ [K
(0)
1 ]) chosen by Robber, Cops have a way to respond properly,

by choosing a corresponding ∆u2 ∈ R2(F )\u1. Since R(·) is closed under homomorphisms, any
homomorphism from F to G (or H) should map u2 = (u1,∆u2) to some v2 ∈ R2(G) (or some
w2 ∈ R2(H)). Therefore, we can repeat the above procedure to give Spoiler’s strategy for the
second (and further the n-th, with 2 6 n 6 N ) putting move of the initialization round.

Let 1 6 n 6 N . Assume that after the (n − 1)-th putting move of the initialization round, nei-
ther Duplicator (in the Ehrenfeucht-Fraïssé game) nor Robber (in the Cops-Robber game) has lost.
Moreover, we assume that Spoiler can maintain

Hom(Cb(un−1), Gb(vn−1)) 6= Hom(Cb(un−1), Hb(wn−1)), (70)

where un−1 is the in−1-tuple occupied by pebbles on F , and C is the CCE held by Robber, both at
the end of the (n − 1)-th guarding move of the initialization round; vn−1 and wn−1 are the tuples
occupied by pebbles p1, . . . , pin−1 (on G) and q1, . . . , qin−1 (on H), at the end of the (n − 1)-th
putting move of the initialization round; b is the operator corresponding to C, as defined in Lemma
C.10. Notice that equation (70) goes back to Hom(F,G) 6= Hom(F,H) when n = 1, or to (69)
when n = 2. Using a completely analogous argument to the case of n = 1, we can show that Spoiler
either wins in the n-th putting move of the initialization round, or can maintain that

Hom(Cb(un), Gb(vn)) 6= Hom(Cb(un), Hb(wn)), (71)

after the n-th putting move, where the notations are similar to above except that we are now consid-
ering the n-th putting/guarding move. Similar arguments apply to the putting moves of the update
rounds.

What we only need to take care of is the removing moves. Assume that after the M -th putting move
of some update round, holds

Hom(Cb((uN ,u′

M )), Gb((vN ,v′

M))) 6= Hom(Cb((uN ,u′

M )), Hb((wN ,w′

M))). (72)

Now Spoiler must choose some r
(c)
1 , . . . , r

(c)
k with c ∈ [C], such that only the tuples (vN )c(v

′
M )

and (wN )c(w
′
M ) will remain occupied on G and H , respectively. The proof cannot move on to the

next update round unless we have

b((uN ,u′
M )) = b((uN )c(u

′
M )). (73)

Namely, we require that the union of boundary and internal nodes of C remains unchanged after the
corresponding unguarding move. Since Cops can win the Cops-Robber game onF , Cops can keepC
itself unchanged after the unguarding move. Therefore, the boundary nodes of C remain unchanged.
Thanks to our assumption that no internal nodes become unoccupied after the unguarding move, we
assert that the internal nodes of C also remain unchanged. We thus see (73) holds. So far, we have
made the proof.
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