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Abstract

It is known that there is a linear dependence between the treewidth of a graph and its balanced
separator number: the smallest integer k such that for every weighing of the vertices, the graph
admits a balanced separator of size at most k. We investigate whether this connection can be lifted
to the setting of coarse graph theory, where both the bags of the considered tree decompositions
and the considered separators should be coverable by a bounded number of bounded-radius balls.

As the first result, we prove that if an n-vertex graph G admits balanced separators coverable
by k balls of radius r, then G also admits tree decompositions T1 and T2 such that:

• in T1, every bag can be covered by O(k log n) balls of radius r; and
• in T2, every bag can be covered by O(k2 log k) balls of radius r(log k + log log n+O(1)).

As the second result, we show that if we additionally assume that G has doubling dimension at
mostm, then the functional equivalence between the existence of small balanced separators and of
tree decompositions of small width can be fully lifted to the coarse setting. Precisely, we prove that
for a positive integer r and a graph G of doubling dimension at mostm, the following conditions
are equivalent, with constants k1, k2, k3, k4,∆3,∆4 depending on each other and onm:

• G admits balanced separators consisting of k1 balls of radius r;
• G has a tree decomposition with bags coverable by k2 balls of radius r;
• G has a tree-partition of maximum degree ⩽ ∆3 with bags coverable by k3 balls of radius r;
• G is quasi-isometric to a graph of maximum degree ⩽ ∆4 and tree-partition width ⩽ k4.
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1 Introduction

The main aim of the area of coarse graph theory is to study the metric structure in graphs. Recently,
Georgakopoulous and Papasoglu [10] have formulated a programme of understanding coarse coun-
terparts of the fundamental tools, techniques, and results from the classic structural graph theory,
particularly the theory of Graph Minors. In the analogy between the classic and the coarse settings, it
is typical that the requirement of disjointness of objects is replaced with farness, and the requirement
of intersection is replaced with closeness.

Let us illustrate this principle on the example of tree decompositions and treewidth, which will also
be the main objects of interest in this work. Classically, in a tree decomposition of a graph G of width
k one requires all the bags to consists of at most k + 1 vertices; thus, the bags are simply bounded in
terms of size. A natural coarse counterpart of this condition is to require the following: every bag can
be covered by at most k balls of radius r in G, for some distance parameter r ∈ N fixed beforehand.
(We will call such vertex sets (k, r)-coverable.) Very recently, Nguyen, Scott, and Seymour [16], and
independently Hickingbotham [14], studied graphs admitting such tree decompositions and showed
that they are quasi-isometric to graphs of bounded treewidth. Here, a quasi-isometry is a mapping
between two graphs that roughly preserves distances, which serves as the basic notion of equivalence
in the coarse theory; see Section 2 for a precise definition. The works of Nguyen et al. [16] and of
Hickingbotham [14] extend the previously known result of Berger and Seymour [1] that admitting a
tree decomposition where every bag has bounded diameter, i.e., is (1, r)-coverable for a constant r, is
equivalent to being quasi-isometric to a tree.

In the classic theory, there are a number of notions that are equivalent to treewidth, either exactly
or functionally. To name just a few, there is the bramble number, the tangle number, or the largest size
of a grid minor; see the survey of Harvey and Wood for an extensive discussion [11]. It is unclear if
any of these notions has a suitable coarse counterpart that would be equivalent to “coarse treewidth”;
the coarse analogue of the Grid Minor Theorem is at this point only a far-reaching conjecture [10].
The goal of this work is to explore whether the probably simplest connection between treewidth and
another notion — balanced separators — can be lifted to the coarse setting.

We need a few definitions. Suppose G is a graph and µ : V (G) → R⩾0 is a weight function that
assigns each vertex of G a nonnegative weight. We say that a set X of vertices of G is a balanced
separator for µ if for every connected component C of G − X , the total weight of vertices within C
is at most half of the total weight of G. On one hand, it is not hard to see that if G admits a tree
decomposition T of width at most k, then there is a bag of T that is a balanced separator for µ; hence
any weight function µ admits a balanced separator of size at most k + 1. On the other hand, using
standard approaches to approximating treewidth (see e.g. [4, Section 7.6]) one can argue that if any
weight function µ on a graph G admits a balanced separator of size ℓ, then the treewidth of G is at
most 3ℓ. Thus, treewidth and the balanced separator number (the smallest ℓ such that every weight
function admits a balanced separator of size at most ℓ) are bounded by linear functions of each other;
see Lemma 2.2.

There is a natural coarse analogue of balanced separators of bounded size: these would be just
separators that are coverable by a bounded number of bounded-radius balls. Let us remark that the
special case that the radius of each ball is 1, i.e., each separator can be covered by a bounded number
of neighborhoods of vertices, has received significant attention due to its strong connections to the
complexity of certain problems in induced-minor-closed classes of graphs [6, 3, 9, 8].

As our main motivation, we postulate the following coarse analogue of the connection between
treewidth and the balanced separator number.

Conjecture 1.1. For all k, r ∈ N there exist ℓ, d ∈ N such that the following holds. SupposeG is a graph
such that every weight function µ : V (G) → R⩾0 admits a balanced separator that is (k, r)-coverable.
Then G admits a tree decomposition whose every bag is (ℓ, d)-coverable.

The converse implication is easy: if G admits a tree decomposition T whose bags are (ℓ, d)-
coverable and µ is a weight function on G, then again there is a bag of T that is a balanced separator
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for µ, hence µ has an (ℓ, d)-coverable balanced separator.
We do not resolve Conjecture 1.1 in this work; in fact, even the resolution of case r = 1 would be

very interesting. Our contribution consists of the following:
• We settle Conjecture 1.1 under the additional assumption that the graph has bounded doubling
dimension: every ball of some radius can be covered by a bounded number of balls of twice
smaller radius. This holds even in the following strong sense: d = r and ℓ depends only on k
and on the doubling dimension.

• We prove two weaker statements where either the number of balls to cover every bag, or the
radii of the balls, may moderately depend on n — the vertex count of the graph. Precisely, we
prove that the existence of (k, r)-coverable balanced separators implies the existence of a tree
decomposition with (O(k log n), r)-coverable bags (this is very easy), and also the existence
of a tree decomposition with (O(k2 log k), r(log k + log log n + O(1)))-coverable bags (this is
quite involved).

We now discuss these statements in more details. In what follows, we say that G has distance-r bal-
anced separator number at most k if every weight function µ : V (G) → R⩾0 admits a (k, r)-coverable
balanced separator.

Doubling dimension. We say that a metric space (X, δ) has doubling dimension at most m if for
every r ∈ R>0, every ball of radius r in (X, δ) can be covered by 2m balls of radius r/2. This def-
inition can be applied to (unweighted) graphs by considering the shortest-path distance metric. The
assumption of the boundedness of doubling dimension is well-established in the area of approxima-
tion algorithms for metric problems. In a nutshell, it is an abstract property inspired by the setting
of Euclidean spaces of fixed dimension, in which multiple natural decompositional techniques can be
applied; see e.g. the fundamental work of Talwar [17]. In the context of Conjecture 1.1, we prove the
following; see Section 2 for undefined terms.

Theorem 1.2. Let C be a class of graphs of doubling dimension bounded by m, for some m ∈ N. Then
the following conditions are equivalent for any r ∈ N>0:
(1) There exist k1,∆1 ∈ N such that every member of C has a tree-partition of spread r, maximum

degree at most∆1, and with (k1, r)-coverable bags.
(2) There exists k2 ∈ N such that everymember ofC has a tree decompositionwith (k2, r)-coverable bags.
(3) There exists k3 ∈ N such that every member of C has distance-r balanced separator number at

most k3.
(4) There exist k4,∆4 ∈ N such that every member of C is (3, 3r)-quasi-isometric with an edge-

weighted graph of tree-partition width at most k4, maximum degree at most∆4, and every edge of
weight 3r.

(5) There exist k5,∆5 ∈ N and α, β, γ ∈ R>0 such that every member of C is (α, βr)-quasi-isometric
with an edge-weighted graph of tree-partition width at most k5, maximum degree at most∆5, and
every edge of weight at least γr.

Let us stress that in Theorem 1.2, the constants k1, k2, k3, k4, k5,∆1,∆4,∆5, α, β, γ can be bounded
by functions of each other and of the doubling dimensionm, but are independent of r. Thus, the equiv-
alence holds at every possible choice of the “scale” r.

The key to the proof of Theorem 1.2 lies in observing that a generic construction of a graph that
is quasi-isometric to a given graph G at a given “scale” r yields a graph H of degree bounded in
terms of the doubling dimension of G, regardless of the choice of r. (This construction is discussed
in Section 3.) This allows us to essentially work on a graph of bounded degree, where separators can
be conveniently “fattened” by including their neighborhoods, and treewidth is functionally equivalent
to the parameter tree-partition width [5]. Tree-partition width is defined similarly to treewidth, except
that the underlying notion of decomposition — called a tree-partition — consists of a tree of bags that
form a partition of the vertex set of the graph, and adjacent vertices must lie in the same bag or in
adjacent bags. Importantly, tree-partitions have the following “spreading” property: if u and v belong
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to bags that are at least d apart in a tree-partition, then u and v must be also at least d apart in the
graph. This property, notoriously lacking in classic tree decompositions, appears very useful in the
coarse setting.

More generally, it seems that in coarse graph theory, the assumption of having bounded doubling
dimension can be interpreted as the assumption of having bounded degree “on every possible scale of
distances”. Given that several fundamental statements in the theory of induced minors benefit from the
assumption of having bounded degree, see [2, 7, 13, 15], one could be hopeful that doubling dimension
might prove insightful in the coarse theory.

General setting. The following statements describe the relaxations of Conjecture 1.1 that we prove.

Theorem1.3. LetG be ann-vertex graph (n ⩾ 2) whose distance-r balanced separator number is at most
k ⩾ 2, for some positive integer r. ThenG has a tree decomposition whose every bag is (k(log n+2), r)-
coverable.

Theorem 1.4. There is a constant c ∈ N such that the following holds. Let G be an n-vertex graph
(n ⩾ 2) whose distance-r balanced separator number is at most k ⩾ 2, for some positive integer r. Then
G has a tree decomposition whose every bag is (ck2 log k, r(log k + log log n+ c))-coverable.

As mentioned, Theorem 1.3 is very simple: we decompose the graph in a recursive way, always
breaking the set of remaining vertices using a balanced separator. This yields a recursion of depth
bounded by log n, and the bags of the resulting tree decomposition are obtained by as the union of the
balanced separators accumulated along every branch of the recursion.

Theorem 1.4 is more involved. On a high level, we emulate a recursive algorithm from the classic
proof of the connection between treewidth and balanced separators. In this algorithm, the part of a
graph that is left to decompose is separated from the rest of the graph by a separatorS, which classically
is bounded in size. In our recursion, we keep the invariant that S can be covered by O(k2 log k) balls,
but for technical reasons we need to allow the radii of those balls to slowly grow in consecutive calls.
To control the growth of the balls, we apply careful bookkeeping using a potential function that grows
expontially with the radius.

2 Preliminaries

By N,N>0,R⩾0,R>0 we denote the sets of nonnegative integers, positive integers, nonnegative reals,
and positive reals, respectively. All logarithms are base-2.

Graphs. We use standard graph notation. All graphs considered in this paper are finite, simple, and
unweighted, unless explicitly stated. The set of vertices of graph G is denoted as V (G) and the set of
edges as E(G). The maximum degree of a graph G is denoted as∆(G).

The distance metric of a graph G is denoted by distG(·, ·): for two vertices u, v ∈ V (G), their
distance, denoted by distG(u, v), is the length (i.e., the number of edges) of a shortest path connecting
u and v, or +∞ if no such path exists. For a vertex u and a nonnegative real r, the radius-r ball
around u is the set BallG(u, r) := {v ∈ V (G) | distG(u, v) ⩽ r}. We say that a set of vertices A
in a graph G is (k, r)-coverable if one can choose k radius-r balls in G whose union contains A. We
emphasize that the distances here are measured in G and the balls do not have to be contained in A.
A distance-r independent set in G is a set of vertices I ⊆ V (G) such that for all distinct u, v ∈ I , we
have distG(u, v) > r.

An edge-weighted graph is a graphG equipped with a weight functionwG : E(G) → R⩾0 on edges.
We can naturally lift the notation for distances, balls, etc. to edge-weighted graphs by considering the
length of a path to be the sum of the weights of its edges.

In all of the notation above, we may omit the graph in the subscript if it is clear from the context.
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Graph decompositions. A tree decomposition of a graphG is a pair T = (T, bag), where T is a tree
and bag is a function assigning every node x a subset bag(x) of vertices ofG (called the bag of x) such
that following conditions are fulfilled:

• for each edge vu ∈ E(G), there is a node x of T such that bag(x) contains both u and v; and
• for each vertex u ofG, the set of nodes ofT whose bags contain u induces a connected non-empty
subtree of T .

The width of a tree decomposition is equal to maxx∈V (T ) |bag(x)| − 1. The minimum width over all
tree decompositions of a graph G is called the treewidth of G and is denoted as tw(G).

A tree-partition of a graph is a similar notion to a tree decomposition, with the main difference that
here the bags should form a partition of the vertex set. A tree-partition of a graph G is again a pair
T = (T, bag), where T is a tree and bag is a function mapping nodes of T to subsets of vertices of G
(called bags). This time, we require the following properties:

• each vertex u of G belongs to exactly one set bag(x) for some x ∈ V (T ); and
• for every edge uv ∈ E(G) either there exists x ∈ V (T ) such that u, v ∈ bag(x) or there exists
an edge xy ∈ E(T ) such that u ∈ bag(x) and v ∈ bag(y).

The width of a tree-partition decomposition is the size of the largest bag. The tree-partition width of a
graph G is the minimum width over all tree-partitions of G and is denoted as tpw(G).

It is straightforward to see that tw(G) ⩽ 2 tpw(G) − 1 for every graph G: given a tree-partition
decomposition (T, bag) of G of width k, we may obtain a tree decomposition of width at most 2k − 1
by subdividing every edge of T once and assigning the vertex subdividing any edge, say xy, the bag
bag(x)∪bag(y). While there is no relation between the two parameters in the other direction (consider
a long path with a universal vertex added), they turn out to be functionally equivalent assuming the
graph in question has bounded maximum degree. The following result with a worse bound was ob-
served by an anonymous reviewer and reported in the work of Ding and Oporowski [5]; the improved
bound is due to Wood [18].

Theorem 2.1 ([5, 18]). For every graph G, it holds that tpw(G) ⩽ 35
4 ∆(G)(tw(G) + 1).

By the maximum degree of a tree-partition (T, bag) we mean the maximum degree of T . In the
context of coarse graph theory, the following parameter of a tree-partition also seems insightful: For
r ∈ N>0, we say that a tree-partition (T, bag) of a graph G has spread r if for every pair of vertices
u, v width distG(u, v) ⩽ r, there is either a node x ∈ V (T ) with u, v ∈ bag(x) or an edge xy ∈ E(T )
with u ∈ bag(x) and v ∈ bag(y). Thus, the standard condition in the definition of tree-partitions is
equivalent to having spread 1, but intuitively, tree-partitions with larger spread break the graph into
pieces that are further apart. The tree-partitions that we will construct within the proof of Theorem 1.2
(the formalization of Theorem 1.2) will have spread r, rather than 1. We note that in a follow-up
work [12], Hatzel and the fifth author investigate some algorithmic aspects of tree-partitions with
spread r and (k, r)-coverable bags.

Balanced separators. Let G be a graph and µ : V (G) → R⩾0 be a weight function on the vertices
of G. For a subset of vertices A we denote µ(A) :=

∑
u∈A µ(u), and for a subgraph H we write

µ(H) := µ(V (H)).
We say that a vertex setX ⊆ V (G) is a balanced separator for µ if for every connected component

C of G−X , we have µ(C) ⩽ 1
2µ(V (G). The balanced separator number of G, denoted bsn(G), is the

smallest k such that for every weight function µ there is a balanced separator of size at most k. We
have the following standard lemma that connects the treewidth with the balanced separator number.

Lemma 2.2 (see e.g. [11, Section 5]). For any graph G, we have

bsn(G)− 1 ⩽ tw(G) ⩽ 3 bsn(G).

Asmentioned in Section 1, wewill workwith the following coarse variant of the balanced separator
number. For r ∈ R⩾0, the distance-r balanced separator number of G is the smallest k such that for
every weight function µ : V (G) → R⩾0, there is balanced separator for µ that is (k, r)-coverable.
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Doubling dimension. The doubling dimension of a graph G is the smallest m such that for every
nonnegative real r, every radius-2r ball inG can be covered by 2m radius-r balls. Note that by applying
this condition to r = 1

2 wemay conclude that if a graphG has doubling dimensionm, then∆(G) < 2m.

Quasi-isometries. Let G and H be (possibly edge-weighted) graphs and α ⩾ 1, β ⩾ 0 be reals. A
mapping φ : V (G) → V (H) is called an (α, β)-quasi-isometry if it satisfies the following properties:

• for every pair of vertices u, v ∈ V (G), it holds that

1

α
· distG(u, v)− β ⩽ distH(φ(u), φ(v)) ⩽ α · distG(u, v) + β; and

• for every w ∈ V (H) there is u ∈ V (G) such that distH(w,φ(u)) ⩽ β.
If such a mapping exists, we will also say that G is (α, β)-quasi-isometric with H .

3 Distance graphs

In this section we describe a generic construction of a quasi-isometry between a graph and its “coars-
ening” with respect to some magnitude of distances. The construction can be considered folklore, see
e.g. [10, Observation 2.1] and further references mentioned there, but as we will later use its specific
properties, we describe it in details.

LetG be a graph and r ∈ N>0. Suppose I is an inclusion-maximal distance-r independent set inG.
The (I, r)-distance graph of G is the edge-weighted graph H = H(G, I, r) defined as follows:

• the vertex set of H is I ; and
• for every two distinct vertices u, v ∈ I satisfying dist(u, v) ⩽ 3r, in H we add an edge uv of
weight 3r.

Thus, all edges of H have weight 3r.
Let us first note that any distance graph derived from a graph of bounded doubling dimension has

bounded maximum degree.

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a graph of doubling dimension m, I be an inclusion-wise maximal distance-r
independent set in G for some r ∈ N>0, and H be the (I, r)-distance graph of G. Then∆(H) < 23m.

Proof. Consider a vertex u ∈ I and let NH [u] be the closed neighborhood of u in H , i.e., the set
comprising u and all its neighbors. Since two vertices x, y ∈ I are adjacent inH only if distG(x, y) ⩽
3r, it follows that NH [u] ⊆ BallG(u, 3r). Since G has doubling dimension at most m, there are 23m

balls B1, . . . , B23m of X , each of radius 3r/8, such that BallG(u, 3r) ⊆
⋃23m

i=1 Bi. Observe that for
each Bi, the maximum distance between any two vertices in Bi is at most 6r/8. Since the vertex set
of H is a distance-r independent set in G, we have distG(x, y) > r for any distinct x, y ∈ NH [u], so
each ball Bi contains at most one vertex of NH [u]. As their union contains every vertex ofNH [u], we
conclude that |NH [u]| ⩽ 23m, hence the degree of u is strictly smaller than 23m.

We now show that every graph is suitably quasi-isometric to any its distance graph.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that G is a graph, I is an inclusion-wise maximal distance-r independent set in
G for some r ∈ N>0, and H is the (I, r)-distance graph of G. For every u ∈ V (G), let φ(u) be an
arbitrary vertex of I such that distG(u, φ(u)) ⩽ r (such a vertex exists by the maximality of I). Then φ
is a (3, 3r)-quasi-isometry from G to H .

Proof. For the second condition of quasi-isometry, observe that for every w ∈ V (H) = I , we have
distG(w,φ(w)) ⩽ 3r. So it remains to show that the first property is also satisfied. We may assume
without loss of generality that G is connected.

Consider any u, v ∈ V (G) and let P be a shortest path connecting u and v. Along P we may
choose vertices x0, x1, . . . , xk, xk+1 in order so that x0 = u, xk+1 = v and

• for each i ∈ {0, 1 . . . , k − 1} we have distG(xi, xi+1) = r, and
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• distG(xk, xk+1) ⩽ r.
Note that

∑k
i=0 distG(xi, xi+1) = distG(u, v) and we have kr < distG(u, v) ⩽ (k + 1)r.

For each i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k + 1}, let vi = φ(xi) ∈ I . Note that distG(xi, vi) ⩽ r by construction.
We claim that for every i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k}, the vertices vi and vi+1 are adjacent in the graphH . Indeed,
distG(vi, vi+1) ⩽ distG(vi, xi) + distG(xi, xi+1) + distG(xi+1, vi+1) ⩽ 3r by the triangle inequality,
so we have vivi+1 ∈ E(H). Consequently, v0, . . . , vk+1 is a walk that connects ϕ(u) = v0 and ϕ(v) =
vk+1 in H . Recalling that each edge in H has weight 3r, we may now estimate distH(φ(u), φ(v)) as
follows:

distH(φ(u), φ(v)) = distH(v0, vk+1) ⩽
k∑

i=0

distH(vi, vi+1) ⩽ 3r · (k + 1) ⩽ 3 · distG(u, v) + 3r.

Next, since distG(x, y) ⩽ 3r for each edge xy ∈ E(H) and every edge of H has weight 3r, it
follows that distG(x, y) ⩽ distH(x, y) for all x, y ∈ I . Now, we can estimate distG(u, v):

distG(u, v) ⩽ distG(u, φ(u)) + distG(φ(u), φ(v)) + distG(φ(v), u) ⩽ r + distH(φ(u), φ(v)) + r.

Thus, we get the following inequalities:

distG(u, v)− 2r ⩽ distH(φ(u), φ(v)) ⩽ 3 · distG(u, v) + 3r,

which means that also the following is true
1
3 · distG(u, v)− 3r ⩽ distH(φ(u), φ(v)) ⩽ 3 · distG(u, v) + 3r.

All in all, we conclude that φ is indeed a (3, 3r)-quasi-isometry.

4 Bounded doubling dimension

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2. We start with the following lemma that encapsulates the key
observation: in the presence of a bound on the doubling dimension, the distance-r balanced separators
in G can be translated into balanced separators in the corresponding distance graph.

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a graph with doubling dimension at most m, for some m ∈ N. Suppose that
for some r ∈ N>0, the graph G has distance-r balanced separator number at most k. Then, for every
inclusion-wise maximal distance-r independent set I in G, the distance graph H(G, I, r) has treewidth
at most 3k · 26m.

Proof. Denote H = H(G, I, r) for brevity. By Lemma 2.2, it suffices to prove that the balanced sep-
arator number of H is bounded by k · 26m. Consider any weight function µH : V (H) → R⩾0 on H .
Let µG : V (G) → R⩾0 be the weight function on G defined by setting µG(u) = µH(u) for all u ∈ I ,
and µG(u) = 0 for all u /∈ I . Since G has distance-r balanced separator number at most k, there exist
radius-r balls B1, B2, . . . , Bk in G such that denoting X :=

⋃k
i=1Bi, every connected component of

G−X has weight at most 1
2µG(V (G)).

Let u1, u2, . . . , uk be the centers of balls B1, B2, . . . , Bk, respectively. Since I is an inclusion-wise
maximal distance-r independent set, we can find vertices v1, . . . , vr ∈ I such that distG(ui, vi) ⩽ r,
for each i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Further, let N2

H [vi] be the second neighborhood of vi in H : the set consisting
of vi, the neighbors of vi, and the neighbors of those neighbors. We define

XH :=
k⋃

i=1

N2
H [vi] ⊆ V (H) = I.

By Lemma 3.1,∆(H) < 23m. It follows that

|N2
H [vi]| ⩽ 1 + ∆(H) + ∆(H) · (∆(H)− 1) = 1 + (∆(H))2 ⩽ 26m, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.
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Therefore, we have |XH | ⩽ k · 26m.
We will show that XH is a balanced separator for µH . Note that since X is a balanced separator

for µG, it suffices to prove the following claim: every two vertices u, v ∈ I \XH that are in different
components of G−X , are also in different components of H −XH .

Consider any path Q connecting u and v inH . Let P be a walk connecting u and v in G obtained
by replacing every edge ofQ, say xy, with a path Rxy in G of length at most 3r. Such a path exists by
the construction ofH as it is the (I, r)-distance graph ofG. Since u and v are in different components
of G −X , the walk P must intersect X . This means that for some edge xy of Q and i ∈ {1, . . . , k},
there exists a vertex w ∈ V (Rxy) such that distG(w, ui) ⩽ r, implying that distG(w, vi) ⩽ 2r.
Since the length of Rxy is at most 3r, we have distG(w, x) ⩽ 3

2r or distG(w, y) ⩽
3
2r, implying that

distG(vi, x) ⩽ 7
2r or distG(vi, y) ⩽ 7

2r. Without loss of generality assume the former. Then on a
shortest path between x and vi we may find a vertex z such that distG(x, z) ⩽ 2r and distG(vi, z) ⩽
2r. Since I is an inclusion-wise maximal distance-r independent set, there exists some z′ ∈ I such that
distG(z, z

′) ⩽ r. In particular we have distG(x, z′) ⩽ 3r and dist(z′, vi) ⩽ 3r, which means that x, z′
are equal or adjacent in H , and also z′, vi are equal or adjacent in H . We conclude that x ∈ N2

H [vi],
so x ∈ XH and therefore Q intersects XH . As Q was chosen arbitrarily, we conclude that u and v lie
in different components of H −XH and we are done.

Theorem 1.2. Let C be a class of graphs of doubling dimension bounded by m, for some m ∈ N. Then
the following conditions are equivalent for any r ∈ N>0:
(1) There exist k1,∆1 ∈ N such that every member of C has a tree-partition of spread r, maximum

degree at most∆1, and with (k1, r)-coverable bags.
(2) There exists k2 ∈ N such that everymember ofC has a tree decompositionwith (k2, r)-coverable bags.
(3) There exists k3 ∈ N such that every member of C has distance-r balanced separator number at

most k3.
(4) There exist k4,∆4 ∈ N such that every member of C is (3, 3r)-quasi-isometric with an edge-

weighted graph of tree-partition width at most k4, maximum degree at most∆4, and every edge of
weight 3r.

(5) There exist k5,∆5 ∈ N and α, β, γ ∈ R>0 such that every member of C is (α, βr)-quasi-isometric
with an edge-weighted graph of tree-partition width at most k5, maximum degree at most∆5, and
every edge of weight at least γr.

Proof. (1)⇒ (2). We use the standard construction sketched in Section 2. Consider any G ∈ C and
let (T, bag) be a tree-partition of G with (k1, r)-coverable bags (we will not use the assumption about
the spread or the maximum degree). We construct a new tree T ′ by subdividing every edge of T , say
xy, with a new vertex zxy . On T ′ we define a new bag function bag′ as follows: bag′(x) = bag(x) for
each x ∈ V (T ) and bag′(zxy) = bag(x)∪bag(y) for each xy ∈ E(T ). It is straightforward to see that
(T ′, bag′) is a tree decomposition of G, and its bag are (k2, r)-coverable, where k2 := 2k1.

(2)⇒ (3). Again, we use the standard argument of finding a balanced bag in a tree decomposition.
Consider a graph G ∈ C and let (T, bag) be a tree decomposition of G with (k2, r)-coverable bags.
Consider also any weight function µ : V (G) → R⩾0. We orient the edges of T according to µ as
follows. Consider an edge xy of T ; then removal of xy from T disconnects T into two subtrees, say
Tx containing x and Ty containing y. If µ(

⋃
x′∈V (Tx)

bag(x)) < µ(
⋃

y′∈Ty
bag(y)), then orient xy

towards y, and if µ(
⋃

x′∈V (Tx)
bag(x)) > µ(

⋃
y′∈Ty

bag(y)), then orient xy towards x; in case of a
tie, orient xy in any way. Since every orientation of a tree has a sink, there exists a node x ∈ V (T )
such that all edges incident to x are oriented towards x. Then each component of G − bag(x) has
µ-weight at most 1

2µ(V (G)), as otherwise the edge connecting x with the tree of T − x containing
this component would need to be oriented outwards from x. Since bag(x) is (k2, r)-coverable, we
conclude that bag(x) is a (k2, r)-coverable balanced separator for µ. And as µ was chosen arbitrarily,
G has distance-r separation number bounded by k3 := k2.
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(3)⇒ (4). Consider a graph G ∈ C . Let I be an inclusion-maximal distance-r independent set in G,
and let H := H(G, I, r) be the (I, r)-distance graph of G. Then G is (3, 3r)-quasi-isometric with H
(by Lemma 3.2), and H has maximum degree bounded by ∆4 := 23m − 1 (by Lemma 3.1) and tree-
partition-width bounded by k4 := 35

4 ∆4 · (3k3 · 26m + 1) (by Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 4.1).

(4)⇒ (5). Trivial, take k5 := k4,∆5 := ∆4, α := 3, β := 3, and γ := 3.

(5)⇒ (1). We may assume without loss of generality that α, β ⩾ 1. Consider a graph G ∈ C and let
H be an edge-weighted graph with tpw(H) ⩽ k5, ∆(H) ⩽ ∆5, and every edge of weight at least γr,
such that there is an (α, βr)-quasi-isometry φ : V (G) → V (H). Let T = (T, bag) be a tree-partition
ofH of width at most k5. Note that we may assume that T has maximum degree at most∆′

5 := k5 ·∆5,
for the total number of neighbors of vertices contained in a single bag of T is at most∆′

5.
Our goal is to construct a suitable tree-partition of G. We first define a new bag function bag′ by

naturally pulling bag through the quasi-isometry φ:

bag′(x) := {u ∈ V (G) | φ(u) ∈ bag(x)} for each x ∈ V (T ).

We claim that for each x ∈ V (T ), bag(x) is (k′5, r)-coverable, where k′5 := k5 · 2m⌈logαβ⌉. For this,
observe that if we have any pair of vertices u, v ∈ V (G) with φ(u) = φ(v), then

1
αdistG(u, v)− βr ⩽ distH(φ(u), φ(v)) = 0, implying distG(u, v) ⩽ αβr.

Therefore, for each v ∈ bag′(x) with non-empty φ−1(v) we can select any vertex uv ∈ φ−1(v),
and then φ−1(v) ⊆ BallG(uv, αβr). Since bag(x) consists of at most k5 elements, it follows that
bag′(x) is (k5, αβr)-coverable. SinceG has doubling dimension at mostm, each radius-αβr ball inG
can be covered by 2m⌈logαβ⌉ radius-r balls. It follows that bag′(x) is (k′5, r)-coverable, as claimed.

It would be natural to consider (T, bag′) as the sought tree-partition, but it is not clear that this
is a tree-partition at all. Instead, we will construct a suitable “coarsening” of (T, bag′) as follows; see
also Fig. 1. Set

p := ⌈(α+ β)γ−1⌉.

Root T in an arbitrary node z and let

I := {y ∈ V (T ) | distT (y, z) ≡ 0 mod p}.

Here, the edges of T are considered to be of unit length. Further, define

Cz := {x ∈ V (T ) | distT (x, z) < 2p},

and for each y ∈ I \ {z},

Cy := {x ∈ V (T ) | p ⩽ distT (x, y) < 2p and distT (x, z) > distT (y, z)}.

Note that {Cy | y ∈ I} is a partition of V (T ). Since T has maximum degree at most ∆′
5, we have

|Cy| ⩽ 1 + ∆′
5 + (∆′

5)
2 + . . .+ (∆′

5)
2p−1 =:M for each y ∈ I. (1)

Next, define T ′′ to be the tree on the node set I where y, y′ ∈ I are adjacent in T ′′ whenever

distT (y, y
′) = p and |distT (y, z)− distT (y

′, z)| = p.

Then, from the construction we immediately obtain the following:

for all x, x′ ∈ V (T ), if x ∈ Cy and x′ ∈ Cy′ with y ̸= y′ and yy′ /∈ E(T ′), then distT (x, x
′) > p.

(2)
Note also that T ′′ has maximum degree bounded by ∆1 := 1 + (∆′

5)
p.
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Figure 1: The construction of T ′′ in the proof of Theorem 1.2. Left: The definition of the sets I (red),
Cz , and Cy for a vertex y ∈ V (T ) (both sets blue). Right: The vertices and edges of T ′′.

We endow T ′′ with bag function bag′′ defined as follows:

bag′′(y) :=
⋃

x∈Cy

bag′(x), for all y ∈ I = V (T ′′).

Since bag′(x) is (k′5, r)-coverable for each x ∈ V (T ), from (1) it follows that bag′′(y) is (k1, r)-
coverable for each y ∈ V (T ), where k1 := M · k′5. It remains to show that T ′′ := (T ′′, bag′′) is a
tree-partition of G of spread r.

First, note that {bag′(y) | y ∈ V (T ′′)} is a partition of V (G). Indeed, this follows from the fact
that φ(v) ∈ V (H) is uniquely defined for every v ∈ V (G) and {bag(x) | x ∈ V (T )} is a partition of
V (H). Now consider any u, v ∈ V (G) with u ∈ bag′′(y) and v ∈ bag′′(y′), where the nodes y and y′
are non-equal and non-adjacent in T ′′. Let x, x′ ∈ V (T ) be such that u ∈ bag′(x) and v ∈ bag′(x′).
By (2), we infer that distT (x, x′) > p. Since u ∈ bag′(x), we have that φ(u) ∈ bag(x), and similarly
φ(v) ∈ bag(x′). Since T is a tree-partition of H and every edge of H has weight at least γr, the
assertion distT (x, x

′) > p implies that

distH(φ(u), φ(v)) > p · γr ⩾ (α+ β)r.

Recall now that H is an (α, βr)-quasi-isometry. Hence,

distH(φ(u), φ(v)) ⩽ α · distG(u, v) + βr.

By combining the two inequalities above we conclude that distG(u, v) > r, as required.

Let us stress that in the equivalences provided by Theorem 1.2, the constants k1, ∆1, k2, k3, k4,
∆4, k5,∆5, α, β, γ can be bounded in terms of each other and of m, but the distance parameter r
is not involved in those bounds. In other words, the equivalence holds for any choice of the “scale”
r ∈ N>0. Also, we note that only implications (3)⇒ (4) and (5)⇒ (1) make use of the assumption that
the doubling dimension is bounded.
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5 General case

In this section we prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. In both cases, we will construct a suitable tree decom-
position explicitly, using a recursive procedure similar to the one used in the classic algorithms for
constructing tree decompositions of graphs, see e.g. [4, Section 7.6]. Theorem 1.3 is very simple: we
just iteratively break the graph using balanced separators, accumulating them on the way throughout
log n levels of recursion. The proof of Theorem 1.4 is much more intricate: the recursion keeps track
of a separator that can be covered only by a constant number of balls, but the radii of those balls will
grow (very slowly) during the recursion.

To facilitate the description of our recursive procedures, we need the following definition of a
partial tree decomposition that encapsulates the task of decomposing a subgraph of the given graph.
Let G be a graph, S be a subset of vertices of G, and U be the vertex set of a connected component
of G− S. Then a partial tree decomposition of (S,U) is a tree decomposition T of G[S ∪ U ] with the
following additional property: there is a bag of T that contains the whole S.

In the description we will use the Iverson notation: for a condition ψ, [ψ] is equal to 1 if ψ is true,
and 0 otherwise.

5.1 Superconstant ball count

We first prove Theorem 1.3.

Theorem1.3. LetG be ann-vertex graph (n ⩾ 2) whose distance-r balanced separator number is at most
k ⩾ 2, for some positive integer r. ThenG has a tree decomposition whose every bag is (k(log n+2), r)-
coverable.

The construction of the required tree decomposition is encapsulated in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Fix r ∈ N>0. Let G be a graph with distance-r balanced separator number at most k, let
S be a set of vertices of G, and let U be the vertex set of a connected component of G − S. Suppose S
is (ℓ, r)-coverable for some ℓ ∈ N, and |U | ⩽ 2m for some m ∈ N. Then there exists a partial tree
decomposition of (S,U) whose every bag is (ℓ+ k(m+ 1), r)-coverable.

Proof. We proceed by induction on |U |. The case |U | = 0 holds vacuously, as we assume U to be a
(non-empty) connected component.

Let us move on to the induction step. Consider the following weight function µ : V (G) → R⩾0:
for u ∈ V (G), we set µ(u) := [u ∈ U ]. Since G has distance-r balanced separator number bounded
by k, we can find a (k, r)-coverable set Z ⊆ V (G) that is a balanced separator for µ. This means that
every connected component of G− Z contains at most |U |/2 vertices of U .

LetA be the family of the vertex sets of all connected components ofG[U ]−Z . Since everyA ∈ A
is entirely contained in one connected component ofG−Z , we have |A| ⩽ |U |/2 ⩽ 2m−1. Noting that
S ∪ Z is (ℓ+ k, r)-coverable, we may apply the induction assumption to the pair (S ∪ Z,A) for each
A ∈ A, thus obtaining a partial tree decomposition TA of (S ∪ (Z ∩ U), A) satisfying the following:

• TA has a node, say xA, whose bag contains S ∪ (Z ∩ U); and
• every bag of TA is ((ℓ+ k) + km, r)-coverable, hence (ℓ+ k(m+ 1), r)-coverable.

We may now combine the tree decompositions {TA | A ∈ A} into a single tree decomposition T by
adding a new node x with bag S ∪ (Z ∩ U), and making x adjacent to all the nodes {xA | A ∈ A}.
It is straightforward to verify that T is a tree decomposition of G[S ∪ U ]. Also, the bag of x contains
S, so T is a partial tree decomposition of (S,U). Finally, S ∪ (Z ∩ U) is clearly (ℓ + k, r)-coverable,
hence every bag of T is (ℓ+ k(m+ 1), r)-coverable.

Now, Theorem 1.3 follows immediately by applying Lemma 5.1 for S = ∅, U = V (G) (assuming
without loss of generality that G is connected), ℓ = 0, andm = ⌈log n⌉.
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5.2 Superconstant radii

We now proceed to the proof of Theorem 1.4. We will need a few extra definitions. Recall that in
the context of Theorem 1.4, we assume the existence of balanced separators consisting of k balls of
radius r, but to cover the bags of the constructed decomposition, we allow balls of varying radii. We
will only use balls of radii being multiples of r, so call a set B of balls round if for every ballB ∈ B, the
radius of B, denoted rad(B), is a positive integer multiple of r. We will use the following potential of
B to keep track of the growth of radii:

Φ(B) :=
∑
B∈B

2rad(B)/r.

Note that these definitions depend on the radius parameter r ∈ N>0, fixed in the context.
Also, we set

Γ := 2000 · k2 log k.

This will be the bound on the number of balls needed to cover every separator of the constructed tree
decomposition. Again, this definition depends on the parameter k ∈ N>0 fixed in the context.

With these definitions in place, our recursive procedure can be captured by the lemma below.

Lemma 5.2. Fix r ∈ N>0. Let G be a graph with distance-r balanced separator number at most k, let S
be a set of vertices of G, and let U be the vertex set of a connected component of G− S. Let B be a round
set of at most Γ balls whose union contains S. Suppose |U | ⩽ 2m for some m ∈ N. Then there exists a
partial tree decomposition T of (S,U) such that each bag of T can be covered with a round set of balls of
size at most Γ + 2k and potential at most Φ(B) + 4k(m+ 1).

Proof. The proof is by induction on the size of U . There is no base of induction needed: the case
|U | = 0 cannot happen, for U is the vertex set of a (non-empty) connected component of G− S.

We proceed to the induction step. First, we need to massage the ball set B in order to achieve a
certain “sparseness” property that will be useful later.

Fix
α := 2 + ⌈log 2k⌉ .

For ℓ ∈ N>0, we shall say that a vertex x ∈ V (G) is ℓ-crowded with respect to B if there exist at least
2α balls in B of radius exactly ℓr whose centers are at distance at most αr from x. Let B′ denote the
set obtained from B by replacing all such balls with a single ball of radius r(ℓ + α) with center at x.
Clearly, we have

|B′| < |B| and Φ(B′) ⩽ Φ(B)− 2α · 2ℓ + 2ℓ+α = Φ(B).

Moreover, by triangle inequality, every ball removed fromB is entirely covered by the ball added, hence⋃
B′ ⊇

⋃
B.

By applying this operation repeatedly as long as there exists an ℓ-crowded vertex for some ℓ, we arrive
at a round set of balls B′ such that

• |B′| ⩽ |B|,
• Φ(B′) ⩽ Φ(B),
•
⋃
B′ ⊇

⋃
B, and

• no vertex u ∈ V (G) is ℓ-crowded with respect to B′, for any ℓ ∈ N>0.
Also, without loss of generality we may assume that no ball in B′ is entirely contained in another ball
from B′, for the smaller ball can be just removed from B′ without breaking any of the properties above.

We observe the following consequence of the construction of B′.

Claim 5.3. For every vertex u ∈ V (G), there are at most 2α · 2α balls in B′ whose centers lie at distance
at most αr from u.
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Proof of Claim. Let B′
u be the set of balls from B′ whose centers are at distance at most αr from u. Pick

any two distinct ballsB1, B2 ∈ B′
u, say with centers o1, o2 and radii ℓ1r, ℓ2r, respectively. Suppose for

a moment that ℓ1 ⩾ ℓ2 + 2α. Then for every vertex v ∈ B2, we have

dist(v, o1) ⩽ dist(v, o2) + dist(o2, u) + dist(u, o1) ⩽ (ℓ2 + 2α)r ⩽ ℓ1r,

implying B2 ⊆ B1, which is a contradiction with the construction of B′. Similarly, supposition ℓ2 ⩾
ℓ1 + 2α also leads to a contradiction. Therefore we have |ℓ1 − ℓ2| < 2α. Since B1, B2 were chosen
arbitrarily, we conclude that there are at most 2α different radii among the balls of B′

u. Since u is not
ℓ-crowded with respect to B′ for any ℓ ∈ N, every fixed radius gives rise to at most 2α balls of B′

u. We
conclude that |B′

u| ⩽ 2α · 2α, as claimed. ⌟

With B′ constructed, we proceed with the proof. Since the balls of B′ are not contained one in
another, they have pairwise different centers. Let then O be the set of centers of balls from B′. We
define the following weight functions: for u ∈ V (G), we set

µU (u) := [u ∈ U ] and µO(u) := [u ∈ O].

Since G has distance-r balanced separator number bounded by k, we may find sets DU and DO of
radius-r balls with |DU |, |DO| ⩽ k such that

⋃
DU is a balanced separator for µU and

⋃
DO is a

balanced separator for µO . Define

D := DU ∪ DO and Z :=
⋃

D.

Observe that |D| ⩽ 2k and Z is a balanced separator both for µU and for µO . In what follows we will
define a number of sets of balls, see Fig. 2.

Let OD be the set of centers of balls from D. Further, let D̂ be the set of those balls from B′ whose
centers lie at distance at most αr from any vertex of OD . By Claim 5.3, we have

|D̂| ⩽ 2α · 2α · |OD| ⩽ 4αk · 2α.

Let W be the vertex set of any connected component of G − Z . Since Z is a balanced separator
for µU and for µO , we have

|W ∩ U | ⩽ |U |/2 ⩽ 2m−1 and |W ∩O| ⩽ |O|/2 ⩽ Γ/2.

Consider all balls of B′ − D̂ with centers outside of W and let RW denote the largest radius among
them. We set RW := (α − 1)r in case there are no such balls or all such balls have radius less than
(α − 1)r. Let DW be the set of balls obtained from the set D by changing the radius of every ball to
RW − (α − 2)r (note that this value is at least r). Next, let B′

W be those balls from B′ whose centers
lie inW . We set

BW := D̂ ∪ DW ∪ B′
W .

Note that
|BW | ⩽ |D̂|+ |DW |+ |B′

W | ⩽ 4αk · 2α + 2k + Γ/2 ⩽ Γ,

where the last inequality can be argued by substituting α = 2 + ⌈log 2k⌉ and Γ = 2000 · k2 log k
followed by direct estimations.

Now let us bound the potential of BW . We consider two cases: either there exists a ballB ∈ B′−D̂
with center outside ofW and radius at least (α− 1)r, or not. If not, then DW = D and all the balls of
DW have radius r, hence

Φ(BW ) ⩽ Φ(D̂ ∪ B′
W ) + Φ(DW ) ⩽ Φ(B′) + |DW | · 2 ⩽ Φ(B) + 4k.

If yes, then since B ̸∈ D̂ ∪ B′
W , we have

Φ(BW ) ⩽ Φ(D̂ ∪ B′
W ) + Φ(DW ) ⩽ Φ(B′ − {B}) + Φ(DW ) ⩽ Φ(B′)− 2RW /r + 2k · 2RW /r−(α−2).
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W

Figure 2: Various sets of balls in the proof of Theorem 1.4. Blue disks indicate balls from D and their
centers, i.e., the set OD , are shown by blue dots. Balls DW are obtained by (possibly) enlarging balls
from D, while keeping the same centers; this is not shown in the picture for the sake of clarity. Red
disks depict balls from B′. Balls filled with diagonal lines have their centers in W , i.e., they belong
to B′

W . Filled red disks indicate the set D̂, i.e., their centers are close to the vertices from OD .

We have α− 2 = ⌈log 2k⌉, so

Φ(BW ) ⩽ Φ(B′)− 2RW /r + 2RW /r · (2k · 2− log 2k) = Φ(B′) ⩽ Φ(B).

The intuition of the remainder of the proof is as follows. Recall thatG[U ] is a connected component
ofG−S, hence the removal of Z breaksG[U ] into several smaller components. Each such component
G[A] is contained in some component of G − Z , say G[W ]. We would like to apply induction for all
components G[A] as above, keeping BW as the cover for a suitable set SA separating A from the rest
of the graph. However, the construction of BW used only a subset of the balls from B′, so we need to
make sure that the part of S contained in SA is still covered by BW . We do this in the following claim.

Claim 5.4. Let W be the vertex set of a connected component of G − Z . Then every ball B ∈ B′ − D̂
whose center lies outside ofW is disjoint fromW −

⋃
DW .

Proof of Claim. Pick any ball B ∈ B′ − D̂, say of radius r′ ⩽ RW , and let o be its center; assume
o /∈ W . Pick any vertex x ∈ W with dist(x, o) ⩽ r′ and let P be a shortest path connecting o and x.
Since o ̸∈W and x ∈W , there exists a ballB′ ∈ D which intersects P ; recall thatB′ has radius r. Let
o′ denote the center of B′ and let z be any vertex on P that belongs to B′. As P is a shortest path, we
have that dist(o, x) = dist(o, z) + dist(z, x), and since z ∈ B′, we have dist(o′, z) ⩽ r. Since B ̸∈ D̂,
we have dist(o, z) ⩾ dist(o, o′)− dist(o′, z) ⩾ (α− 1)r, hence

dist(x, o′) ⩽ dist(o′, z) + dist(z, x) = dist(o′, z) + dist(o, x)− dist(o, z)

⩽ r + r′ − dist(o, z) ⩽ r +RW − (α− 1)r = RW − (α− 2)r.

In particular, the ball of radius RW − (α − 2)r with center at o′ both contains x and belongs to DW .
So x ∈

⋃
DW are the proof is complete. ⌟
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LetA comprise the vertex sets of all the connected components ofG[U ]−Z . ForA ∈ A, letG[WA]
be the connected component of G− Z such that A ⊆WA. We define

SA := (Z ∩ (U ∪ S)) ∪ (S ∩WA).

Let us first verify that that the ball set BWA
covers SA.

Claim 5.5. For every A ∈ A, we have SA ⊆
⋃
BWA

.

Proof of Claim. Pick any x ∈ SA. If x ∈ Z , then x is covered by some ball in DWA
⊆ BWA

(recall that
every ball of DWA

is obtained from a ball of D by possibly increasing the radius). Now, assume that
x ∈ S ∩WA, so in particular there exists a ball B ∈ B′ that contains x. If the center of B lies inWA,
then B ∈ B′

WA
⊆ BWA

and consequently x ∈
⋃
BWA

. If B ∈ D̂, then x ∈
⋃
D̂ ⊆

⋃
BWA

. And if
B ∈ B′−D̂ and the center ofB lies outside ofW , then by Claim 5.4 we have x ∈

⋃
DWA

⊆
⋃
BWA

. ⌟

Observe that since |W ∩U | ⩽ |U |/2 for each componentW ofG−Z , we also have |A| ⩽ |U |/2 ⩽
2m−1 for each A ∈ A. Also, by Claim 5.5 we have that BWA

covers SA, and recall that |BWA
| ⩽ Γ and

Φ(BWA
) ⩽ Φ(B) + 4k. Therefore, we may apply induction to the pair (SA, A) for each A ∈ A, thus

obtaining a partial tree decomposition TA of (SA, A) with the following properties:
• TA has a node, say xA, whose bag contains the whole SA; and
• every bag of TA can be covered by a round set of at most Γ+2k balls with potential bounded by

Φ(BWA
) + 4km ⩽ Φ(B) + 4k + 4km = Φ(B) + 4k(m+ 1).

We now combine the decompositions {TA | A ∈ A} into a tree decomposition T of G[S ∪ U ] by
creating a fresh node x with bag S ∪ (Z ∩ U) and making it adjacent to all the nodes xA for A ∈ A.
It is straightforward to verify that T is a tree decomposition of G[S ∪ U ]; we leave the verification to
the reader. Since S is contained in the bag of x, T is a partial tree decomposition of (S,U).

It only remains to check whether the bag of x — namely S ∪ (Z ∩U) — can be covered by a round
set of at most Γ + 2k balls with potential bounded by Φ(B) + 4k(m + 1). For this, we take B ∪ D.
Note that ⋃

(B ∪ D) =
⋃

B ∪
⋃

D ⊇ S ∪ Z ⊇ S ∪ (Z ∩ U).

Finally, we have

|B ∪D| ⩽ |B|+ |D| ⩽ Γ+2k and Φ(B∪D) ⩽ Φ(B)+Φ(D) ⩽ Φ(B)+4k ⩽ Φ(B)+4k(m+1),

where the pre-last inequality follows from each ball of D having potential 2.

Now Theorem 1.4 follows from an easy application of Lemma 5.2.

Theorem 1.4. There is a constant c ∈ N such that the following holds. Let G be an n-vertex graph
(n ⩾ 2) whose distance-r balanced separator number is at most k ⩾ 2, for some positive integer r. Then
G has a tree decomposition whose every bag is (ck2 log k, r(log k + log log n+ c))-coverable.

Proof. Assuming without loss of generality that G is connected, we apply Lemma 5.2 to S = ∅ and
U = V (G). Thus, we obtain a tree decomposition T of G whose every bag can be covered by a round
set of Γ+ 2k ⩽ 2002k2 log k balls whose potential is at most 4k · (⌈log n⌉+ 1). Let B be any such set
and denote R := maxB∈B rad(B). We have

2R/r ⩽ Φ(B) ⩽ 4k · (⌈log n⌉+ 1) ⩽ 12k log n.

Taking a logarithm, we get R ⩽ r · (log k + log log n+ log 12), which completes the proof.
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