arXiv:0907.3076v1 [cs.DM] 17 Jul 2009

On Brambles, Grid-Like Minors, and
Parameterized Intractability of Monadic Second-Orderitog

Stephan Kreutzer Siamak Tazari
University of Oxford Humboldt Universitat zu Berlin
kreutzer@comlab.ox.ac.uk tazari@informatik.hu-berlin.de
Abstract

Brambles were introduced as the dual notion to treewidtl, afrthe most central concepts of the
graph minor theory of Robertson and Seymour. Recently, &aoldl Marx showed that there are graphs
G, in which every bramble of order larger than the square réohe treewidth is of exponential size
in |G|. On the positive side, they show the existence of polynosi@d brambles of the order of
the square root of the treewidth, up to log factors. We prexft first polynomial time algorithm to
construct a bramble in general graphs and achieve this hantt log-factors. We use this algorithm
to construct grid-like minors, a replacement structuregfigd-minors recently introduced by Reed and
Wood, in polynomial time. Using the grid-like minors, wermtluce the notion of a perfect bramble and
an algorithm to find one in polynomial time. Perfect bramlaes brambles with a particularly simple
structure and they also provide us with a subgraph that hasdsal degree and still large treewidth;
we use them to obtain a meta-theorem on deciding certaimedesized subgraph-closed problems on
general graphs in time singly exponential in the parameier;only other result with a similar flavor
that is known to us is due to Demaine and Hajiaghayi and abtidoubly-exponential bound on the
parameter (albeit, for a more general class of parametepzblems).

The second part of our work deals with providing a lower botm€ourcelle’s famous theorem
from almost two decades ago, stating that every graph piyopeat can be expressed by a sentence in
monadic second-order logic (MSO), can be decided by a litieer algorithm on classes of graphs of
bounded treewidth. Whereas much work has been done on desigmproving, and applying algo-
rithms on graphs of bounded treewidth, not much is known ersitie of lower bounds: what bound on
the treewidth of a class of graphs "forbids” polynomial-¢imarameterized algorithms to decide MSO-
sentences? This question has only recently received iattenith the first systematic study appearing
in [Kreutzer 2009]. Using our results from the first part of eork we can improve on it significantly
and establish a strong lower bound for Courcelle’s theorertiasses of colored graphs.


http://arxiv.org/abs/0907.3076v1

1 Introduction

One of the deepest and most far-reaching theories of thetr@feyears in the realm of discrete math-
ematics and theoretical computer science isgrah minor theoryof Robertson and Seymour. Over a
course of over 20 papers, they prove the seminal graph miearém but perhaps even more importantly,
develop a powerful and vast toolkit of concepts and ideasatalle graphs and understand their structure;
indeed, a huge body of work has evolved that applies and @stidmese ideas in various fields of discrete
mathematics and computer science. One of the most centreépts, introduced early on, is the notion of
treewidtf [RS86h]. Treewidth has obtained immense attention eveesiespecially because many NP-
hard problems can be handled efficiently on graphs of boundeividth (e.g. all problems that can be
defined inmonadic second-order log{€ou90]).

The dual notion to treewidth is the concept obamble[ST93,[Ree97]; a bramble of large order is
a witness for large treewidth. It turns out that so far, briasthave received far less attention than tree
decompositions; perhaps the reason is that brambles chrldate complex and do not necessarily have
a “nice” structure to be dealt with reasonably. Indeed, Risba and Seymour figured out that there are
certain brambles with “very nice” structure that are muchrenaseful than general brambles: namely, a
grid-minor of large order In fact, Robertson and Seymour show that a graph has bouresalidth if and
only if it excludes a fixed grid as a minar [RS86a]. A grid is aaaical planar graph and the existence of
large grids has various algorithmic and non-algorithmipligations and implications, e.d. [RS95, Epp00,
Gro04, DFHTO5! GroQO7h, CSHO8, Kre09]. However, the bestmbounds relating treewidth and grid-
minors are the following:

Theorem 1.1. ([JRST94]) Every graph with treewidth at lea212?” contains ary x ¢-grid as a minor. There
are graphs of treewidtli? log ¢ that do not contain arf x ¢-grid as a minor.

So, there is a huge gap between the known lower and upper airtis theorem; Robertson and
Seymour conjecture that the true value should be closeretdotier bound, i.e. that every graph should
have a grid of order polynomial in the treewidth. Recentlge® and Wood [RW08] attacked this problem
by loosening the requirement for the bramble to be a grideads they define a structure that they call a
grid-like minor, as a replacement structure for a grid-minor, and provesyerty graph does indeed contain
a grid-like minor of order polynomial in the treewidth.

All of the results regarding brambles, grid-minors, andldike minors mentioned above agristentiaj
to the best of our knowledge, it is not known so far hovetficientlyconstructany bramble of large order
even when a tree decomposition of optimal width is given. dswot even studied up until recently, how
large a bramble of the order of the treewidth can be; GroheMaik [GMO0S] showed that there exist
brambles of size polynomial in the size of the graph whoserdgiroughly the square root of the treewidth
(up tolog-factors); but they also show that there exist graphs, soatimabramble of order larger than the
square root of the treewidth has segonentiain the size of the graph.

Constructing Brambles. We provide the first polynomial-time algorithm to computéramble that is
guaranteed to have the order of the square-root of the ti#ewip tolog-factors, hence almost matching
the best possible theoretical bound for polynomial-sizedirioles. Our approach is based on the proof given
in [GMQ9] but additionally, involves the approximation algghms for treewidth, balanced separators, and
sparse separators, which in turn are based on linear anddsfmite programming methods to obtain low-
distortion metric embeddings of graphs [LRB88, BGHK95, Flf].(Even though we do not need to get into
all of these topics in this work, it is interesting to notetthié a combination of all of these that finally gives
rise to our algorithm. We also obtain an alternative (simpdégorithm to construct a bramble of smaller

1see the next section for definitions.



size but lower order; in order to do so, we introduce the motba k-weh a structure that is similar to
what Diestel et al [DGJT99] denote bykamesh and show that it can be computed by a polynomial time
algorithm.

Recently, Chapelle et al. [CMT09] presented an algorithat tomputes a bramble of the order of the
treewidth in timeO(n***), wheren is the size of the graph aridthe treewidth; hence, they obtain brambles
of optimal order but naturally, they need exponential timerder to do so. We would also like to mention
a result by Bodlaender et al. [BGKIO5] that provide a polyralirime heuristicto compute brambles in
graphs; they use their algorithm for some computationakgrpents but do not prove any bounds on the
order of the bramble they obtain.

Constructing Grid-Like Minors . Afterwards, we turn our attention to grid-like minors anggent the
first polynomial-time algorithm to construct a grid-like mor of large order in general graphs. Again,
our method is based on the original existence proof of [RWff]involves a number of new ideas and
techniques, most notably the following: first, we make usg-ofebs instead of brambles, and second, we
(non-trivially) apply the very recent result of Moser [M&Qhat provides a certain algorithmic version of
the Lovasz Local Lemma. These two ideas make it possibtethikaalgorithmic bound that we obtain (i.e.
the order of the grid-like minor that we construct), is velgse to the existential bound proved by Reed and
Wood; if we would “just” use our bramble algorithm and prodess in the original proof, the exponents
would have about tripled. Also, we affirmatively answer asfiom by Reed and Wood [RWD08] on whether
the Local Lemma can be improved algorithmically for this laggtion.

Perfect Brambles As a first application of our results, we define the notion gieafect brambleas a
perhaps somewhat more “handy” replacement for grid-mindest notably, a perfect bramble defines a
subgraph that hakounded degredarge treewidth and has the property that every vertex appearatin
most2 bramble elements. We show that every graph contains a pér@nble of order polynomial in the
treewidth and that such a bramble can be computed in polhaldime. This shows that if the upper bound
in Theoreni L1l is to be improved to a polynomial, it is suffitieo prove it for perfect brambles.

A Meta-Theorem. Moreover, we present meta theorenon perfect brambles: we show that essentially
any graph parameter thatssibgraph monotonand islarge on a perfect brambjecan be decided in time
O(2P°¥(k) poly(n)) and that awitnesscan be provided in the same time bound; heris the size of the
input andk is the size of the parameter. In the languagpasmeterized complexity thegyur result states
that such parameters dired-parameter tractable (fpby a singly exponential fpt-algorithm.

One of the most important consequences of the graph minoratreof Robertson and Seymour [R§95,
RS04, FL88] is the following: for a given graphi and parameterr(G) that isminor monotongone can
decide if7(G) < k, in O(f(k)n?)-fpt time, wheref is an arbitrary function. This is, of course, a very
general and very powerful theorem but there is a price to [k fixfor any such parameter, an algorithm is
known to exist, but the algorithm itself can not be known ingyal; (ii) the theorem givesr@on-uniformal-
gorithm, meaning there is a different algorithm for everjueeof £; (iii) the function f (k) is, in general, not
computable and can be arbitrarily large. Frick and Grohed/H(} proved explicit bounds for certain graph
classes and parameters that are definable in first-order, libgiugh the bounds were still non-elementary.
Demaine and Hajiaghayi [DHO7] proved a bouno[’b(f22p°l‘y<k) poly(n)) for general graphs, when the con-
sidered parameter fulfills a few additional constraintseyrise the grid-minor theorem for general graphs,
together with ideas from the bidimensionality thedry [DFJ}E], to obtain this bound. By using a perfect
bramble instead of a grid-minor, we can improve this bountdasingly-exponential ik, although the
additional constraints that we require are somewhat sérotigan the ones in [DHO7]; still, our technique
can be applied to many problems, for which their technigqge applies.

On Monadic Second Order Logic Another very well known meta-theorem, this time from lqgE
Courcelle’s famous result that every graph property defenebmonadic second-order logic with quantifi-



cation over sets of vertices and sets of edges (M®@n be decided in linear time on any class of graphs
of bounded treewidth [Cou90]. This immediately impliesekm time algorithms for a wide range of prob-
lems from deciding whether a graph has a Hamiltonian cycB@wlorability to parameterized algorithms
for problems such as Dominating Set and most other coverioblgms. Following Courcelle’s theorem,

a range of otherlgorithmic meta-theorembave been obtained for more general classes of graphs, e.g.
[FGO01a/ FGO1d, DGKS06, DGKOD7]. See also recent surveysqJ@GrpKre09] on the topic. More recently,
the search for strong algorithmic meta-theorems basedgio las inspired work on parameterized graph
algorithms, for instance in the work on meta-kernaliza{BRL "09].

Courcelle’s theorem provides an easy way of proving thabalpm can be solved efficiently on graph
classes of bounded treewidth and has been used intensiviblg literature. An obvious question is whether
it is tight or can be extended to graph classes of unboun@esvitth, a natural choice being for instance
the clasg of graphsG with treewidthtw (G) < log |G|. We say that the treewidth ¢fis bounded byog n
or, more generally, byog®n if G € C impliestw(G) < log®n, wherec is a constant.

The first systematic study of this question appears in [Kyelfere classes of graphs are studied whose
treewidth is not bounded poly-logarithmically, or more gsely, not bounded bjog® n, for some small
constant. The main result in [KreQ9] essentially says that ik a class of colored graphs whose treewidth
is not bounded bjog® n, then Courcelle’s theorem does not extend {see Sectiohl6 for details). However,
[KreQ9] only refers to classes which are callemhstructible which essentially says that in grapise C
grid-like minors can be computed in polynomial time. Theulssof Sectioi 4 remove this condition and
establish a very strong lower bound for the complexity of adia second-order logic. We show that, with
respect to colored graphs, Courcelle’s theorem is ratght &nd can not be extended to classes of graphs
of treewidth bounded biog® n for ¢ > 24.

Organization. We start by stating some preliminary notions and procedi tlve above mentioned topics,
in the given order.

2 Preliminaries

We usually denote graphs by letteks H, and refer to their vertex/edge sets ByG) and E(G), respec-
tively. Unless otherwise mentioned, our graphs hawertices andn edges. For a subsét C V(G), we
write G[U] to denote the subgraph 6f induced byU. For an edgee = wwv, we define the operation of
contractinge as identifyingu andv and removing all loops and duplicate edges. A grapis aminor of G

if it can be obtained frondz by a series of vertex and edge deletions and contractiomaodelof H in G

is a map that assigns to every vertextof a connected subgraph 6f, such that the images of the vertices
of H are all disjoint inG and there is an edge between them if there is an edge betweenrtiesponding
vertices inH. A graph H is a minor ofG if and only if G contains a model oH{. A subdivisionof a
graphH is a graph that is obtained frofd by iteratively replacing some edges by paths of lergtH is a
topological minorof G if a subdivision ofH is a subgraph ofs. A topological minor ofG is also a minor
of G but the reverse is not true in general. We refer the readddi®DE] for more background on graph
theory.

A tree decompositionf a graphG is a pair(7, 5), whereT' is a tree and3 = {B;|i € V(T)} is a
family of subsets o/ (G), calledbags such that (i) every vertex @i appears in some bag &, (ii) for
every edge = uv of G, there exists a bag that contains batandu; (iii) for every vertexv of G, the set of
bags that contaim form a connected subtrég, of 7. Thewidth of a tree decomposition is the maximum
size of a bag i3 minus1. Thetreewidthof a graphG, denoted byw(G), is the minimum width over all
possible tree decompositions@f Let f : N — N be a function and be a class of graphs. The treewidth
of C is bounded byf, if tw(G) < f(|G]) for all G € C. C hasbounded treewidtlf its treewidth is bounded



by a constant.

Definition 2.1. Let G be a graph. Two subgraphB, B’ of G touchif they share a vertex or if there is an
edgee € E(G) joining B and B’. A bramblein G is a set# of connected subgraphs &f(G) such that
any twoB, B’ € % touch. The subgraphs i# are calledbramble elementsA setS C V(G) is a hitting
setfor 4 if it intersects every element &. The order of% is the minimum size of a hitting set.

The canonical example of a bramble is the set of crossesr(afia row and a column) of afix /-grid.
The following theorem shows the duality of treewidth andnhinées:

Theorem 2.2. ([ST93]) A graphG has treewidth at leagt if and only if G contains a bramble of order at
least/ + 1.

For the algorithmic purposes of this work, the following dhem due to Grohe and Marx is of high
significance; it essentially says that if we are looking f@odynomial-sized bramble, the best order we can
hope for is about the square-root of the treewidth:

Theorem 2.3. ([GM09])
(i) Everyn-vertex graphG of treewidthk has a bramble of ordeﬂ(lo*gk) and sizeO(k% -lnn).
(if) There is a family(Gy)x>1 of graphs such that:
o |V(Gg)| = O(k) and E(Gy) = O(k) for everyk > 1;
o tw(Gy) > k for everyk > 1,
o for everys > 0 andk > 1, every bramble ofs}, of order at least:2 *< has size at leas?®(+*).

We defer the definition of grid-like minorto Sectiori 4. Finally, we briefly review some basic notions
of parameterized complexity theof®F99,[FG06]. We use the terpoly(n) to denote some polynomial
function inn (often written a2 in the literature). Aparameterfor a problem is a function that assigns
a natural number to every instance of the problem. Unlessnatee mentioned, we denote the problem
size byn and the parameter value By A problem is saied to béixed-parameter tractable (fpt)f it
can be solved by an algorithm in ting@( f (k) poly(n)), for some computable functiofi. The class FPT
is the set of all parameterized problems that are fixed-patemmractable. The class XP is the set of all
parameterized problems that can be solved by an algorittimaO (n/ (’“)), for a computable functiorf.
Clearly, FPTC XP; Downey and Fellows [DFE99] showed that, in fact, FRTXP. We say a parameterized
problem can be solved bysngly exponentiaFPT algorithm if there is an algorithm for it with running
time O (2P (5) poly (n)).

3 Constructing Brambles and Webs

In this section, we show two different methods to construgotaamble in a graph. The first one is based on
a randomized construction by Grohe and Marx [GMO09]; it tuons that their proof of the existence of a
large bramble can be made into a polynomial-time algorithomé can find a large set whose sparsest cut
is “not sparse”. In order to find such a set, we use the idedseimpproximation algorithm for treewidth,
where sparse cuts are used to construct balanced cuts amdéadlcuts are, in turn, used to construct a tree
decomposition. Our main idea is to make the approximatigorahm fail in a way that it provides us with
the desired set.

In Sectiong 313-314, we introduce various notiong-efebsand show that they can be found in poly-
nomial time. Our second bramble construction usésveeb in order to obtain a bramble whose order is
less than the order achieved by our first construction butserlsize does not depend an It also has the



advantage that it provides us with a deterministic and sdmésimpler algorithm to construct a bramble.
We also need-webs in Sectiofil4 to construct grid-like minors.

We often need the approximation algorithm for treewidthe ¢tu Bodlaender et al. [BGHK95] and its
improved approximation ratio by Feige et al. [FHIL08]. We suoarize their result in the following lemma:

Lemma 3.1. Given a graphG of treewidthk*, there is a polynomial-time algorithm that constructs eetre
decomposition of widtk,, such that for constants,, ¢{, co, we have

(i) CO\/Ifolg—,ﬂ < k* <k < cok*/log k*;

(ii) by settingky = h’;ﬁJ , we also obtain—E_— <k < k* < cahay/TogFa.

3.1 Finding A Large Set Lacking Sparse Separators

A separatorof a graphG is a partition of its vertices into three clasges B, S), so that there are no edges
betweenA and B. Thesizeof a separator is the size of the setFor a subselV C V(G), we say that a
separator is-balancedor just ay-separatorwith respect tdVv, if [ANW |, | BNW| < ~v|W|. The treewidth
of a graph is closely related to the existence of balancedragys:

Lemma 3.2. (see e.g.[Ree97, FGO6])
(i) If G has treewidth greater thaBk, then there is a sé’ C V(G) of size exactl2k + 1 having no

balanced}-separator of sizé;
(i) if G has treewidth at mogt, then every? C V(G) has a balance(%—separator of sizé + 1.

Thesparsityof a separatofA, B, S) with respect tdV is defined as

5|
(AUS)NW|-|(BUS)NW|’

We denote by:"V (G) the minimum ofaV (A, B, S) for every separatofA, B, S). Itis easy to see that for
every connectedr and nonemptyV/, W <" (@) < ‘% We are interested in a sBt with no sparse
separator i.e. where the sparsity of the sparsest cut is close to thenmian. Grohe and Marx [GMQ9]

showed that the non-existence of balanced separators eaangee the existence of such aBét

aV(A,B,S) =

Lemma 3.3. ([GMQ9]) If |W| = 2k + 1 and W has no balanced separator of sikeén a graphG, then

(@) > Tlﬂ.

The proof of Lemma3]2 is algorithmic, but the algorithm i$ polynomial-time since deciding if a (set
in a) graph has a balanced separator of &ize an NP-complete problem. Hence, we have to work with
approximations. On the other hand, Grohe and Marx note thiairhd 3.B does not remain true for larggr
by showing an example witiV| = 4k anda'' (G) = O(1/k?); so, if we work with approximations, we
can not use this lemma directly. We show in this section hosirmumvent these problems by presenting
a polynomial-time algorithm to find a large sBtf with no sparse separator. Our algorithm follows the
framework of approximating balanced separators by usiagsgpseparators, as introduced by Leighton and
Rao [LR88]. Additionally, we make use of the following twastéts:

Lemma 3.4. (Feige et al. [FHLO8]) LetG be a connected graphi}y C V(G), andT be the optimal%—
separator ofi” in G. There exists a polynomial-time algorithm that computesmagtor (A, B, S) of G,
so thataV (4, B, S) < By (G)/log |T], for some constant.



Lemma 3.5. (adapted from Bodlaender et al. [BGHK95]) Létbe a graph ands € N be given. Suppose
that for any connected subsgtof V(G) and given setV’ C U with |[W| = 4s, there exists &-separator
of W in U of size at most and that such a separator can be found in polynomial time.nTthe treewidth
of G is at mostss and an according tree decomposition can be found in polyabtime.

Now we can state our main technical lemma of this sectionptbef is based on a technique from [LR88]:

Lemma 3.6. LetG be a graph of treewidti*, Uy a connected subset &f(G) and W, C Uy with |IW,| =
451k, wheres, is a constant and a parameter. Then there exists a polynomial-time algorithat either
finds a2-separator of¥; in Uy of size at mosB; k; or determines thak < %k‘*\/log—k‘* and returns a
connected subséf of Uy and a subsetV C U with |[WW| > 33k, so thate" (U) > W, wherefs is
a constant.

Proof. We denote by X |y, the number of elements 6% in a setX. In our algorithm, we maintain a
current component/ initialized to Uy, a current setW C U, W C W, initialized to W,, and a current
separatorS initialized to@. We keep the invariant thatV | > %\WO] = 3B1k. In each iteration, we do the
following: first, we find a separatqrd’, B’, S") of W in U as guaranteed by LemrhaB.4. Then, we know
thata' (A’, B, 5") < BoaW (U)+/log [T, where(Ar, By, T) is the optimal2-separator ofV in U. Note
thatT is at most the size of the optimé#separator and hence, is at mést+ 1, by Lemmd3.2. Now, we
have

1S’ |T|+/log | T <3 k*y/log k*
|A"U S |w - |B"U S |w [ArUT|w - |BrUT|w ~ " W2’

where the first inequality follows from the fact thAtis someseparator o#V in U and so, not sparser than
the sparsest separator Bf in U; and the second inequality fromaly U 7|y, |Br U T|w > 1|W| by

requiring3; > 1805. It follows that|S’| < $1k*+/log k*%. We distinguish two cases:
Case 1:|S’| > B1kIEES W - Then it must be that < 2k*\/log k* and we have

< Bo

[Wol
WAl p! o ’S/‘ Blk /Blk Blk 1
o (4, B, 5) |[A"US |w - |B'"US|w > |A"U S \w - [Wol = [Wol?2 168%k2  16P1k
and hence,
W Al Q!

>
Bo/log |[T| — 22BpB1k*Vlog k*v/logk* +1 — [B2k* log kx’

for a constanly, > 445,05, .

Case 2:|S’| < ﬁlk%. We update our overall separatsito be S U S’ and check if there exists

a connected componeft’ of U \ S that still has more than #-fraction of the elements dft;. If so, we
setU = U’ andW = W, N U and repeat our algorithm. Otherwises a%-separator oV, in Uy and we
claim that|S| < 8;k: w.l.o.g we may always assume that U S|y > |B’ U S’|y and hence, after each
iteration, the seB’ U S is disgarded. So, the total sum, over all iterations, of fBfeJ S’|yy is at most V|
and the claim follows. O

By settings = 1k in Lemmal3.b, we obtain a polynomial-time algorithm thategiva graph& and
a parametek, either finds a tree decomposition Gfof width at most53; &k or returns seté/ andW as
specified in LemmBa3l6. Now, we can apply this algorithm wihgmetek = 2¢ for i = 0,1,2,. .. to find
the firsts, so that it still fails in constructing a tree decompositmm: but succeeds in doing so ont 1.
Hence, we have



Lemma 3.7. There is a polynomial-time algorithm that given a gra@tof treewidthk*, returns a number

k € N, so thatl’gﬁ <k< %k:*\/log k>, together with a connected subgétof VV(G) and a setl’ C U

with 31k < |W| < 481k, so thata'V (U) > W’ wherefy, 32 are constants.

3.2 Randomized Construction of Brambles

Once we are able to find a large set with no sparse cuts in a gita@hest of the probabilistic proof of
Theoren 2.8 (i) in[[GM09] becomes algorithmic. Given a Hétof vertices, aconcurrent vertex flow of
valuec is a collection of|IW|? flows such that for every ordered pair,v) € W x W, there is a flow of
valuee betweenu andv, and the total amount of flow going through each vertex is atrhoA maximum
concurrent vertex flow can be computed in polynomial timagiéinear programming techniques [FHLLO8].

The algorithmFIND-BRAMBLE is given below; steps (2)—(8) are reproduced from [GM0%. Dlasic
ideas are as follows: first, we find a numbeand setd/ and W, as in Lemmad_3]7; then we compute a
maximum concurrent vertex flow divy; we select an arbitrary sét’ C W, of sizek; afterwards, Grohe
and Marx define a certain probability distribution on thehgabetween the vertices &, based on the
solution to the flow problem, and specify how to randomly périd combine a number of these paths to
construct, with high probability, a brambi#.

Algorithm FIND-BRAMBLE (G).
Input. an arbitrary grapltz
Output. abrambleZin G

1. apply Lemm& 317 to obtain a numberand setd/, W, C V (G) as specified;

2. compute a maximum concurrent vertex flow dfy; let p** denote the amount of flow that is sent
from v to v along a pattp;

3. selectW C Wy with |[W| = k arbitrarily;

4. letd := |k%?| ands := {\/ElnkJ; select setsS;,...,S; C W, each of sizes, uniformly and

independently at random; 16} = {u; 1,...,u;is};
. for eachS;, select a vertex; € W \ S; at random;
6. for each(u,v) € W x W, let #,,,, denote the set of all paths betweemandv; define a probability

uUv

distribution on#,,,, by setting the probability of € &, to bezp—

AYE]
p'e uv (p )

o1

7. fori=1,...,sandj =1,...,|Inn| do
e select one random path from each#t,, .., ., ..., Z., 4, according to the probability distri-
bution defined above; I8; ; be the union of these paths;

8. return® :=J, ; Bi ;.

Note that all the steps of the algorithm can be performed ignmonial time; in particular, the"¥ are
also variables in the linear programming formulation of mh@ximum concurrent flow problem and only a
polynomial number of them will have nonzero value (cf. [FH]0

Lemma 3.8. (adapted from Grohe and Marx [GM09]) With probability at Ea — 1/k, the set# con-
structed above is a bramble. With probability at ledst- 1/n, the order of this bramble is at least

k3/2aWo (1)
BsInkIn[Wo’ for a constant3s.

Theorem 3.9. There exists a randomized polynomial time algorithm, thnagiga graphG of treewidthk*,

constructs with high probability a bramble @ of sizeO(k* 2 Ink* In n) and orderQ(lg*)



Proof. We apply the algorithm described in Section]3.2 and use Le@mand Lemma 318 to bound
the order and size of the bramble. For the size of the bramiseknow that|%| = [£*/2] |lnn] =

O((k*/1og F¥)3/2 Inn) = O(k**”* In k* Inn). The order is at least

By kT VR
=~ Bslnkln|Wo| = Buk*Ink*In®k — S5l k*’

for appropriate constant$y, 55 > 0. O

Note that by a slight modification of the algorithm above, @a@& also construct a bramble of size
O(k**”* Inn) and orde)(-4E)

In*k*/"

3.3 Weakk-Webs

Definition 3.10. A weakk-web of orderh in a graphG is a set ofh disjoint treesT?, .. . , Ty, such that for
all 1 <i < j < hthereis aseP; ; of k disjoint paths connectin@; and7};. If the treesIt, ..., T} are all
paths, we denote the resulting structure byeakk-web of paths of ordek.

In [RW08], it is shown that any bramble of order at least contains a weak-web of paths of ordek.
They use this structure to show the existence of grid-likears. Even though we provide a different proof
for grid-like minors, we still include the following lemma d might be of independent interest; also, note
that one could use this lemma to construct grid-like minbud,it would result in worse bounds than what
we obtain in Sectiohl4.

Lemma 3.11. There is a polynomial-time algorithm that given a brami#eof order at leastchk+/log k in
a graphG, computes a weak-web of paths of ordeh in G, wherec is a constant.

Proof.First, as in[[RWO08], we observe that one can find a simple paith G that hits every element o®
by a simple greedy algorithm: suppose by induction, that exeeralready constructed a paft that hits
some elements o#% and that there is one elemeBte # that intersectd”’ in only an endpoinb. If there
is an elemenB3’ € # that is not hit byP’, we extendP’ by a pathP,,, C B, such thatP,, N B’ = {u}; this
is always possible, sincB and B’ touch. Furthermoré’,, is otherwise disjoint from™’ and the extended
path intersects3’ in only one vertex. Hence, our claim follows by induction.

Now, we move onP from left to right and at each vertax we consider the sub-path, and the sub-
bramble#, C £ that is hit by P,. We can use the duality of brambles and tree decompositiods a
Lemma3.1 to find a numbeé,, such thate, < k¥ < ’k,+/log k., wherek} is the order of%, and( is a
constant. Now, letww be an edge oP, so thatk, < k < k,. Note thatk} < k} + 1 and hence, we obtain
that the order of the sub-brambig, is at leastt and at mostk+/log k, for a properly defined constant
We setP; = P, andP’ = P\ P, and%' = %\ %, and iterate this process @ and.%’. Since the order
of the brambleZ,, that is cut away in each iteration, is at meBt/logk and since the order o# is at least
chk+/log k, we indeed obtain at leastdisjoint pathsP, ..., P, and brambles?,, ..., %, each of order
at leastk, such that for alk, P; hits %; and fori < j, P; does not hit%;. Reed and Wood [RW08] show
that in this case, there exist at leadlisjoint paths betweeR; and P; for eachi < j and hence, the lemma
is proven. O

Corollary 3.12. For anye > 0, there is a constant, so that if for a graph, we havew (G) > ch?Tek?*e,
thenG contains a weak-web of paths of ordeh that can be constructed in randomized polynomial time.



3.4 k-Webs

Definition 3.13. A treeT is sub-cubidif its maximum degree is at most A setX C V(7)) is calledflat if
every vertex € X has degree at mo&tin 7T'.

We will need the following lemma, whose simple proof is left the reader.

Lemma 3.14. LetT be a sub-cubic tree and C V(T') be a set o - k - [ vertices, wheré:,[ € N. Then
there arel disjoint sub-treed’, ..., T; of T'such that X NV (T;)| =k, forall 1 <i <.

Definition 3.15. A k-web of orderh in a graphG is a collection(T, (T;)1<i<h, (Ai)1<i<n, B) of sub-graphs
of G such that

(i) Tisasub-cubictree ant¥ (BNT) = Uy <;<p, V (4i);

(i) T1,...,T;, are disjoint subtrees df and forl < i < h, A; C T;is flatinT;
(i) forall 1 <1i < j < hthereis aseP; ; of k disjoint paths inB connectingA; and A;;

Note that the main restriction offaweb compared to a wedkweb is that the path®; ; are required
to be disjoint from the tree%y, ..., T), (except for their endpoints); on the other hand, the adgentd
a weakk-web of paths is that all its trees are paths. Adapting a pbydDiestel et al. [[DGJTS9, Die05]
we show that any graph of large enough treewidth containsvab of large order that can be computed in
polynomial time.

Lemma 3.16. Leth, k > 1 be integers. |G has treewidth at least2 - h + 1) - £ — 1 thenG contains a
k-web of orderh. Furthermore, there is a polynomial time algorithm whiciven G, k, h either computes
a tree decomposition @ of width at mos{2 - h + 1) - k£ — 2 or a k-web of orderh in G.

Proof.W.l.0.g. we assume thét is connected. Ldt:= 2-k-h. A pre-wehis a collectionV := (U, D, {T¢ :
C'is a component off — U}) whereU C V(G), D := (D, (B)iev(p)) is a tree decomposition @f[U]
of width at most + & — 2 and for each component of G \ U, T¢ is a sub-cubic tree ity \ C such that

(i) there is a bag3 of D with N(C') C B;
(i) N(C)isaflatsubset oV (1¢);
(i) T hasaleafinV(C) or |[T'| =1andT C N(C).

U is called the domain of the pre-web. The orden#fis |U|. Inductively, we will construct a sequence
of pre-webs of growing order until we either findcaweb of orderh or a pre-web with domai (G) and
hence a tree decomposition @fof width at most + k& — 2.

To initialize the algorithm choose a vertexc V(G) and letU := {v}, D := {{0}, By := {v}) and
Tc = v for each componer of G — v. Clearly, (U, D, {T¢ : C component of7 — v}) is a pre-web.

Suppose we have already constructed a pre{fe®, {7 : C component of7 \ U}). If U = V(G)
we are done. Otherwise, I€t be a component off \ U and letT" := T. By assumption, there is a node
t € V(D) with bag B, whereD is the tree underlyin@, such thatX := N(C) C B,.

If | X| <then letv be aleaf off" in X, which exists by assumption. Lete V' (C') be a neighbor of
andsetV’ := UU{u}. LetT’ := T+ {u, v} be the tree obtained froffi by addingu as a new vertex joined
to v. Further, letD’ be the tree decomposition 6f{U’] obtained fronD by adding a new vertex with bag
B, := X U {u} joined tot in D’. Now letC’ be a component off \ U’. If C"' N C = @ setT/, := T¢v.
Otherwise,C” C C and we sefl(, to be the minimal subtree & containingN(C’). By construction,
N(C") containsv. Further, asX = N(C) was flat inT', N(C") is flat in T{,,. Hence,(U’,D’,{T}, : C’
component ofy — U'}) is a pre-web of ordej/| + 1.

Now supposeX| = I. LetTy,..., T}, be a collection of disjoint sub-trees @fwith |V (T;) N X| = k,
which exist by Lemma 3.14, and let; := V(7;) N X. For eachl < i < j < h compute a maximal set
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P; ; of disjoint paths inH := G[V (C') U A; U A;] \ E(G[A; U A;]) joining A; andA;. If all P; ; contain at
leastk paths ther(T', (T;)1<i<h, (Ai)1<i<n, C U N(C)) is ak-web of orderh and we are done. Otherwise,
let A;, A; be such that’ := |P; ;| < k. By Menger’s theorem, there is a s&tC V(H) of £’ vertices
separatingd;, A; in H. Clearly, S contains one vertex of eadh ¢ P; ;. We denote by’ € P; ; the path
containings € S.

Let X' := X US andU’ := U U S and letD’ be the tree decomposition 6f{U’] obtained fromD by
adding a new vertex with bag X' joined tot. By construction)X’| < |X|+|S| <+ k — 1. LetC’'be a
component of5 \ U. If C' N C = @ setTy, := Tcr. OtherwiseC’ € C'andN(C') € X'. Furthermore,
C’ must have at least one neighhoin S N C sinceX does not separaté’ from S N C'. By construction of
S, C' cannot have neighbors in both \ S andA; \ S. W.l.o.g. we assume th&{ (C') N A; = @. LetT(,
be the union of/- with all A; — S-subpaths of; for s € CNN(C"). As these sub-paths startih \ S and
have no inner vertices iX’, they do not mee€”. We claim thatV' := (U’, D', {T/,, : C’ component of
G\ U'}) is apre-web. Clearlyp’ is a tree decomposition ¢f[U’] of width at most + k£ — 2. Furthermore,
each trel’/, is clearly sub-cubic. Now lef” be a component off \ U’. If C' N C' = &, thenC” is also a
component of5 \ U and hencd’,, = T» and therefore there is a bdg} in D with N(C’) C B; and the
additional conditions off.» are met. Otherwisey (C’) C X'. LetT := T(,,. ThenT contains a leaf i’
(the vertexv constructed above). The degree conditions imposet are clearly met as well. Furthermore,
N(C") is aterminal subset df/,. It follows thatW' is a pre-web of ordejU’| > |U|.

Obviously, the algorithm takes only a linear number of stdpgthermore, each step can be computed
in polynomial time. This concludes the proof. O

Lemma 3.17. Letk > 1. If G contains a(k + 1)-web of orderk + 1 then the treewidth of7 is at leastk.

Proof.Let (T, (T;)1<i<k+1, (Ai)1<i<k+1, Z) be a(k+1)-web of orderk + 1 in G. Towards a contradiction,
assume’ has a tree decompositiqD, (B;).cy (p)) of width < k. For an edget € E(D), we denote by
D,_, the subtree o) — st that containss and byB(D;,_;), the union of the bags dD;_,;. We orient the
edges ofD as follows. Ifst € E(D), letI, := {T; : T; C B(Ds_.)} and definel; analogously; we orient
the edge towards if |I;| > |I;| and otherwise orient the edge towardsAs D is acyclic, there must be
a nodes* € V(D) such that all incident edges are oriented towardsNow, for each edge*t € E(D),
B(Ds«_) contains at least oriE completely; on the other hand, g3+ | < k, B+ can not contain a vertex
of everyT; and there must be an edg&* € E(D), so thatB(Dy+_s+) also contains somé; completely.
LetT; C B(Dg—) andT; C B(Dy_,+); but then, there argé + 1 disjoint paths betweei; and7; and
each of these must have an inner verteBin N B;«, which is impossible. O

Corollary 3.18. There is a polynomial time algorithm which, given a grapleither computes & +1)-web
of orderk + 1 and thereby proves thatv(G) > k or a tree decomposition @ of width O (k?).
3.5 Constructing a Bramble from ak-Web

In this subsection, we briefly sketch an alternative braneblestruction that differs from the one in Sec-
tion[3.2 in that itssizedoes not involve: but instead, it®rder is Ies.

Lemma 3.19. Given ak2-web of orderk, one can construct a bramble of sizéand orderk.

Proof.Let (T, (Ti)1<i<k, (Ai)1<i<k, B) be ak?-web of orderk and letP; ; = {P},... ,Pi’f} be thek?
disjoint paths betweed; andA;. Let P}j be the pattPig without the last edge that connects it49. Define

2The existence of such a bramble is briefly mentioned in [GM#8]it is not presented; thanks to Daniel Marx for a helpful
discussion on this matter.
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Bl =T;uU U Pfj, for1 <i<kandl <t < k% andlet® = J,, Bf. ThenZ is clearly a bramble

of sizek®. Suppose there is a hitting set &f of order less thark; then there is an, such thatl; is not
covered. Hence, for < t < k?, B! must be covered using verticeslif) ; P;;; but note that any vertex in

this union has degree at mdsand so, at least vertices are needed to cover all thédesets. O

Theorem 3.20. There exists a polynomial time algorithm that, given a grapbf treewidthk*, constructs

a bramble inG of sizeO(k*) and orderQ((\/l’;;W)l/?’).

1
Proof.By Lemmal3.1, we can compu% < ky < k*. We setk = 27 and use LemmBa_3.116 to

obtain ak2-web of orderk in G. Our claim then follows by Lemnia3.119. O

4 Constructing Grid-Like Minors

Let 7 and Q each be a set of disjoint connected subgraphs of a gtapiWe denote byZ(P, Q) the
intersection graplof P and Q defined as followsZ (P, Q) is the bipartite graph that has one vertex for
each element oP andQ and an edge between two vertices if the corresponding sphgjiatersect.

Definition 4.1. Let P and Q be each a set of disjoint paths in a gragh P U Q is called agrid-like
minor of order? in G if Z(P, Q) contains the complete grapki, as a minor. If theK,-minor is, in fact, a
topological minor, we call the structuretapological grid-like minor of ordet.

Theorem 4.2. (Reed and Wood [RWD8]) Every graph with treewidth at leét/Tog ¢ contains a grid-like
minor of order/, for some constant. Conversely, every graph that contains a grid-like minoomfer ¢ has
treewidth at leas{ 5] —

The proof given in[[RW08] is existential and proceeds aofed: first, using a large bramble, a weak
k-web of paths is constructed; then for each pair of sets @idigpaths in the:-web, it is checked whether
their union contains a grid-like minor of large order; ifghis not true for any pair, one can obtain a grid-like
minor using the Lovasz Local Lemma. In this section, we ntaké proof algorithmic by showing how the
individual major steps of the proof can be performed in potyral time. We show

Theorem 4.3. There are constants,, ¢z, c3, ¢}, ¢, so that if a graphG has

(i) tw(G) > c1£°, thenG contains eitherid, as a minor or a topological grid-like minor of ordef
(i) tw(G) > cof®, G contains either,» as a minor or ac3/5-web of order4 that contains a topological
grid-like minor of order¢;
(iii) tw(G) > c2f®, G contains a topological grid-like minor of ordet

Furthermore, the corresponding objects can be construbted randomized algorithm with expected poly-
nomial running time. If the bounds on the treewidth are loesktoc;¢” and c,¢'2, respectively, then a
deterministic algorithm can be used.

The first step of the proof in [RW08] is to find a weakweb of paths; instead, we make use éf-aveb
as described in Sectidn 8.4. We procede with the second rregirosthe algorithm.

4.1 Finding Complete Topological Minors

Once we have &-web, we need to determine if the intersection graph of any qgfathe disjoint paths
contains a large complete graph as a minor. Thomason [Theb@ied that if the average degree of a graph

11



is at leastcp+/log p, then the graph contains, as a minor (and that this bound is tight). His proof is very
complicated and it is not clear if it can be turned into a polyial-time algorithm to actually find such a
minor. However, if we are looking for topological minor we need an average degree of at leastand
Bollobas and Thomasoh [BT98] show that this bound actualffices. Furthermore, it turns out that their
proof is, in fact, algorithmic:

Theorem 4.4. (adapted from BolloAs and Thomasori [BT98]) If a grapfi has average degree at least
cp?, for a constant;, thenG containsk, as a topological minor. Furthermore, a model&f, can be found
in G in polynomial time.

Note that by the defition of a grid-like minor, we do not neeeibg need a topological minor but we use
them for two reasons: first, we know we can compute them inrohjal time; second, we need to have a
topological minor in Sectiohl6. The algorithm for Theored i given by AlgorithmTopP-MINOR below.
We refer for the full proof of correctness to the original pa[BT98] and just argue briefly that each of the
steps can be performed in polynomial time.

Algorithm TOP-MINOR(G, p).

Input.  agraphG with e(G) > 256p*n

Output.  atopological minots, in G
(in the following, the index ranges appropriately)

1. find a subgraplir; of G that is at least28p?-connected;

select an arbitrary séf = {x1,...,x3,} in G; and letG, = G; \ X;
select3p arbitrary disjoint setd7, ..., Y3, in G2 each of sizédp, s.t.Y; consists of neighbours af;;
find aseZ C |JY; of size7p? which is linkable;
letZ; = Z NY; and select indiceg, . . . , j,, so that| Z;,| > p — 1;
return{z;,, ..., z;,} together with the disjoint paths that exist betweenihe

ok wd

The first step of the algorithm is due to a theorem of Mader [Rdsee alsa [Die05], Theorem 1.4.3)
and can be computed as follows: we selggtas a minimal subgrapty, such thatr(G1) > 256p? and
e(G1) > 256p2(e(G1) —128p?); we can start by setting; = G and deleting vertices and edges and finding
minimum cuts to reducé&r; as long as the desired properties are still satisfied. @lé¢hdse operations can
all be performed in polynomial time and Mader shows that @ehd,G; will be 128p?-connected.

The only major difficult step of the algorithm, is the 4th st¥ye call a set of verticelinkableif for any
pairing of its elements, there exist disjoint paths betwdergiven pairs. A graph is said to be, ¢)-linked
if every set ofk vertices contains a subset of sizavhich is linkable. Bollobas and Thomason show that
G4 is (15p2, 7p?)-linked and hence, that the sBtexists. They proceed by first finding a min&r of G
that has large minimum degree; this can be achieved byrgjasith G, and considering certain minimal
minors (and minors thereof), all of which can be construatgzblynomial time by a series of edge deletions
and contractions. By using this minor together with Mengérteorem, they are able to find certain disjoint
paths and modify them until the desired properties are getieSince the application of Menger’s theorem
amounts to a maximum-flow computation, all of the steps cdeed be performed in polynomial time.

4.2 Algorithmic Application of the Lov asz Local Lemma

Recall that a graptyr is calledd-degeneratdf every subgraph ofr has a vertex of degree at masand note
that Theorem 414 implies thatd does not contairk, as a topological minor, the is cp?-degenerate, for
a constant. In this section, we prove the following lemma:

Lemma 4.5. For somer > 2, letV4,...,V, be the color classes in arcoloring of a graphH. Suppose
that2!™! > |V;| > 64(2r — 3)d > n := 2! forall 1 < i < r and some integet, and assumé{[V; U V;]
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is d-degenerate foil < i < j < r. Then there exists a randomized algorithm that finds an ieddent set
{z1,...,x,} of H, such that eacl; € V;, in expected time polynomial im Furthermore, if, instead, we
haven > r(r — 1)d + 1, then a deterministic algorithm can be used.

Reed and Wood [RW08] prove axistentialversion of this lemma, using the Lovasz Local Lemma
(LLL) [EL75] (with the slightly stronger bound of requiring;| > 2e(2r — 3)d, wheree is the base of the
natural logarithm). They note thatif > »(r — 1)d + 1, a simple minimum-degree greedy algorithm will
work, and pose as an open question if this algorithmic boamdbe improved. Our lemma abomaswers
this question affirmativelyThe proof is based on the following very recent algorithwecsion of the LLL
due to Moser [Mos(Q9]; recall thattaCNF formulais a boolean formula in conjunctive normal form where
each clause haxactlyt literals:

Theorem 4.6. ([Mos09]) Let F' be at-CNF formula such that each clauge € F' has common variables
with at mosR!—> — 1 other clauses. Thef is satisfiable and there exists a randomized algorithm tinaisfi
a satisfying assignment 0 in expected time polynomial it"|.

Our proof of Lemma&_ 4]5 is based on the idea of using for eacly;setbinary variables to encode the
index of the vertex that is to be included in the independetfrem this color class. This way, the forbidden
pairs of selections can be expressed using exactariables, so that Theorem 4.6 can be applied.

Proof of Lemmd_4J5. If for any i, we have|V;| > n, we delete some vertices out bf, so as to have

|Vi| = n, forall 4; let V; = {v},...,v._;}. Note that deleting vertices does not change the degeneracy
assumption. We construct2a-CNF formulaF' as follows: we introduce variablebg‘, forl < ¢ < rand

0 < j < t. We think of each sequendg_, ... b, as encoding an indeX in binary, so that:; = v}, is to be
included in the independent set. For each edgev?jvg, we add a claus€, to F' as follows: lety;_1 ...y
andz_; ... 2o be the binary representations gphnd > respectively. Ify; is 0, we include the ternd; in

C., otherwise we includéf in C, and act accordingly fog. This way, it is ensured tha@ andvi are not
selected simultaneously and we obtain thahas size exactlgt.

Now the clause’. has common variables exactly with those clauses that altebyredges that have an
endpoint inV; or V;. There are at mog®r — 3) - 2dn such edges; hence, the number of clauses that have a
common variable withC., including C., can be bounded b(2r — 3)d - n < 2¢75 . 2t = 225 Thus, our
claim follows by Theorerh 4]16. As for a deterministic algonit, recall that ifn is large enough, a simple
minimum-degree greedy algorithm can be used. O

4.3 Putting Things Together

Starting with a (weak)-web of orderh, we consider the disjoint pati; ; between the pairs of trees
from the web; note that these paths can be found by a simpleflmaxcomputation in polynomial time.
For each pair of these paths, we check if the average degride @fitersection graph is large; if so, we
find a topological grid-like minor by Theoreim 4.4; otherwisee consider the intersection graghof all
the r := (g) sets of paths; i.€Z is anr-partite graph, having a vertex for each path outRf;, for

1 < i < j < h, and an edge between two vertices if the corresponding patitisect. Now we can

invoke Lemma4J5 witl, » andd := ¢;p?. We obtain

Lemma 4.7. Let G be a graph and lefl}, ..., T, be given to be the disjoint trees of a (weakjveb of
order h in G with k > ch?p?, for a constant.. Then there exists a randomized algorithm with polynomial
expected running time that finds, @ either a topological grid-like minor of order or a set of(g) disjoint
pathsQ;;,1 < i < j < h, so thatQ;; connectsT; to T;. If k > ¢/h*p?, a deterministic algorithm also
exists.
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By using thek-web of orderh that is guaranteed by Lemina 3.16 and setting ch?p?, we immediately
obtain a randomized algorithm that given a grapbf treewidth at leasth?p? computes irG either a model
of K}, or a topological grid-like minor of ordes; a deterministic variant is obtainedtifr(G) > ¢'h°p?.
This observation, in turn, easily proves Theorend 4.3; we skktch briefly, how claim (iii) is obtained
from claim (ii): consider a graptH that consists of “horizontal” paths ano(g) “vertical” edges, one
connecting each pair of the horizontal paths. ThEhas less tha’ vertices, has maximum degragand
any subdivision of is a topological grid-like minor of ordef; now, any graph that has,. as a minor, has
H as atopological minor and hence, contains a topologicdHd® minor of order/ (recall that if a graph
H has maximum degre®and is a minor of a grapt¥, then it is also a topological minor ©f).

Note that by using the weadkweb of paths that as given by Corollary 3.12, one can alsxthr obtain
a topological grid-like minor of ordes but the bounds would be worse than those obtained by Théa@m 4

5 Perfect Brambles and a Meta-Theorem

In this section, we define perfect brambles and show thahioeparameterized problems can be decided
efficiently using this notion as a replacement for grid-mano

5.1 Perfect Brambles

Definition 5.1. A brambleZ in a graphG is called perfectif

1. any twoB, B’ € 4 intersect;
2. for everyv € V(G) there are at most two elements@fthat contain;
3. every vertex has degree at maésh | £.

Perfect brambles have some interesting properties, suitie @ases given below.

Lemmab5.2. Let# = {Bj,..., By} be a perfect bramble and I1éf = | J #. Then we have

(i) every elemenB € 4 has at leask — 1 vertices;

(i) every elemenB3 € £ has at leask — 2 edges that do not appear in any other elemen#of
(i) H has at Ieastk(kz—_l) vertices and at least(k — 2) edges;

(iv) the order of% is exactly [£] and hence, can be computed in linear time;

(v) the treewidth off is at least[£] — 1.

Proof.Claim (i), (ii), and (iii) follow from the fact thatB intersectst — 1 other elements o4 and because
of Property (ii) in Definitio 5.11, an extra vertex is needed éach; also, at leagt— 2 edges are needed
to connect these at lealst— 1 parts of% together. Since each vertex covers at most two elemen# at
Ieastg vertices are needed for a complete hitting set; on the otlred Isince each two elements#@fmeet
ata vertex,g vertices are also sufficient. This proves claims (iv) and (v) O

Theorem 5.3. There are constants,, co, c3, such that for any graplé-, we have
(i) if tw(GQ) > c1k*\/Tog k, thenG contains a perfect bramble of ordér
(i) if tw(G) > cok®, there is randomized algorithm with expected polynomiainiog time that finds a
perfect bramble of ordek in G;
(iii) if tw(G) > c3k7, a deterministic algorithm for the same purpose exists.

Proof.Consider a grid-like minor of ord@% in G; let P, Q be the sets of disjoint paths, so that Z(P, Q)
containsKy as a minor. Lefly, ..., Iy, be the connected subgraphsiothat define a model oK. For
each of these subgraplig we define a subgrapB; of G that consists of the set of paths out/fand QO
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that are contained ih;. Then# = {Bi,..., By} is a perfect bramble of ordér; this can be checked
straightforwardly by noting that ()P and Q are each a set of disjoint paths; (ii) the séfs. .., Iy, are
disjoint inZ and there is an edge between any two of them; (iii) when treeam iedge between two sdis
and/;, it means that there is a path &) and a path in3;, one fromP and one fromQ, such that these two
intersed.

Also, consider d5,-minor as guaranteed by Theorem|4.3 (i) and constructed tmmat4.7. It consists
of a number of subcubic treds, ..., Ty, and a number of dijoint path@;;,1 <i < j < 2k. Forl <i <
2k, we define a seB; to be the union off; with “the first half” of each of the path®,;,1 < j < k,j # 1,
where “the first half” is defined as follows: for each pady, we select an arbitrary vertex; on Q;;; the
first half of a path);;, starting at the tre@;, is then the part of the path up to and including Then, one
can easily check tha® = { By, ..., By} is a perfect bramble of ordér.

Now our claim follows by Theorenis 4.2 and#4.3. |

Corollary 5.4. For any graphG of treewidthk, there exists a subgrapH of G with treewidth polynomial
in £ and maximum degrege Furthermore,H can be computed in polynomial time.

An interesting consequence of this corollary is that if thkation between treewidth and grid-minors is
indeed polynomial (see Theorém11.1), then it suffices togibenly for graphs of bounded degree, in fact,
only for perfect brambles.

5.2 A Meta-Theorem on Perfect Brambles

Let ¥ denote the set of all graphs; we have the following theorem:

Theorem 5.5. Letc, o > 0 be constants(z be a graph, andr : 4 — N be a parameter, such that
(i) if H is a subgraph oz, thenw(H) < n(G);
(i) on any graphH = |J %4, whereZ is a perfect bramble of ordef, 7(H) > cl;
(iii) given a tree decomposition of widtron a graphH , 7( H ) can be computed in tim@(2P°Y () poly (n));

then there is an algorithm with running ting@(2P°" (%) poly(n)) that decides ifr(G) < k. Furthermore, if
in (i), (ii), and (iii) above, a corresponding witness can @enstructed in time (2P°Y (%) poly(n)), then a
witness, proving or disproving(G) < k, can also be constructed in the given time.

The idea of the proof is as follows: if the treewidth @fis large enough, therr contains a sub-
graph H := |J %4, whereZ# is a perfect bramble of large order, and hence, by condit{@nand (ii),
m(G) > w(H) > k; otherwise, the treewidth af is bounded bypoly(k); a tree decomposition can be
computed using, say, the approximation algorithm of tredw|[BGHK95,[FHLO8] (see Lemmia_3.1) or
the fpt algorithm by Bodlaender [Bod96] (see also [FGO6iid @ solution can be directly computed by
condition (iii) of the Theorem. Using Lemnia 5.2 one can ses tur meta-theorem above can be ap-
plied to a variety of problems, such as vertex cover, edgeirting set £ minimum maximal matching),
feedback vertex set, longest path, and maximum-leaf spgriree. Whereas there already exist better fpt
algorithms for these problems, we do not know of a unifyinguanent like in Theorerh 5.5 that provides
singly-exponential fpt algorithms for all these probleralso, this technique might be applicable to other
problems, for which singly-exponential fpt algorithms a known yet. But the main significance of the
theorem resides in the reasons discussed in the introduatithis work, regarding the algorithmic applica-
tion of the graph minor theorem. Also, the algorithmic nataf Theoreni 5]3 makes it possible to actually
construct avitness as specified by Theorelm b.5; this was, in general, not agtliby previous results.

3A similar proof is also given if [RW08].
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6 Parameterized Intractability of MSO, Model Checking

In this section we use the results established above tdisignily improve on a lower bound on Courcelle’s
theorem for classes of coloured graphs proved_ in [Kre09].fivtde need some notation. Throughout this
section we will work with coloured graphs. L&t:= {By,..., By, C1,...,C;} be a set of colours, where
the B; are colours of edges and th& are colours of vertices. A-coloured graphor simply X-graph, is

an undirected grap&y where every edge can be coloured by colours fi®m. . ., B, and every vertex can
be coloured by colours frord', ..., Cy. In particular, we do not require any additional conditi@ush
as edges having endpoints coloured in different ways. Asalasf >-graphs is said to be closed under
Y.-colourings if wheneve€& € C andG’ is obtained from(G by recolouring, i.e. the underlying un-coloured
graphs are isomorphic, thes € C.

The class of formulas ahionadic second-order logic with edge set quantificabart-coloured graphs,
denoted MS@[X], is defined as the extension of first-order logic by quantificaover sets of edges and
sets of vertices. That is, in addition to first-order vargbthere are variableX, Y, ... ranging over sets
of vertices and variable$’, F’, ... ranging over sets of edges. Formulas of MO are then build up
inductively by the rules for first-order logic with the follang additional rules: ifX is a second-order
variable either ranging over a set of vertices or a set of ®dgely € MSO,[XU{X}], then3Xp €
MSO,[X] andV Xy € MSO,[X] where, e.g., a formulaFy, F' being a variable over sets of edges, is true
in aX-graphG if there is a subset” C E(G) such thatp is true inG if the variableF is interpreted by#”.
We writeG = ¢ to indicate that a formula is true inG. Seel[Lib04] for more on MS©

We are primarily interested in the complexity of checkingx@d formula expressing a graph property
in a given input graph. We therefore study model-checkirapblems in the framework gbarameterized
complexity(see [FGOB] for background on parameterized complexityt (Lbe a class ob-graphs. The
parameterized model-checking probl&C(MSO,, C) for MSO, onC is defined as the problem to decide,
givenG € C andy € MSOQyo], if G |= . The parameteris |p|. MC(MSQOy,C) is fixed-parameter
tractable (fpt), if for all G € C andp € MSO,[0], G |= ¢ can be decided in timé(||) - |G|*, for some
computable functiorf andk € N. The problem is in the class XP, if it can be decided in ti@¢/ ().
As, for instance, the NP-complete problenColourability is definable in MS@Q MC(MSQO,, GRAPHS),
the model-checking problem for MSMn the class of all graphs, is not fixed-parameter tractabless
P = NP. However, Courcelle proved that if we restrict the clasadmissible input graphs, then we can
obtain much better results.

Theorem 6.1([Cou90]) MC(MSO,,C) is fixed-parameter tractable on any claS®f graphs of treewidth
bounded by a constant.

Courcelle’s theorem gives a sufficient condition for SO, C) to be tractable. We now show that
on coloured graphs, Courcelle’s theorem can not be extemdeth further. We first need some definitions.

The treewidth of a clasS of graphs isstrongly unboundedy a functionf : N — N if there is a poly-
nomial p(x) such that for alh € N

1. there is a graphy,, € C of treewidth between andp(n) whose treewidth is not bounded By|G,,|)
2. givenn, G,, can be constructed in tin®", for somes < 1.

The treewidth ofC is strongly unbounded poly-logarithmicaliy it is strongly unbounded byog® n, for

all ¢ > 1. Essentially,strongly means that a) there are not too big gaps between the treevfiditaphs
witnessing that the treewidth 6fis not bounded by (n) and b) we can compute such witnesses efficiently.
This is needed because the proof of the theorem below rati@sreduction of an NP-complete probldm

to MC(MSQO,, C) so that given a woray for which we want to decide ifv € P we construct a graptv,,

of treewidth polynomial inw| and whose treewidth is log?* |G|. If C was not strongly unbounded then
there simply would not be enough graphs of large treewidthtimdefine any reduction.
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The following theorem was proved in [Kre09]. LEtbe a set of colours with at least one edge and two
vertex colours.

Theorem 6.2([KreQ9]). LetC be a constructible class @f-coloured graphs closed under colourings.

1. If the treewidth of is strongly unbounded poly-logarithmically thtdC(MSO,, C) is not in XP, and
hence not fpt, unless all problemsNP (in fact, all problems in the polynomial-time hierarchy)nca
be solved in sub-exponential time.

2. Ifthe treewidth of is strongly unbounded Hyg'6 n thenMC(MSO;, C) is not in XP unles$AT can
be solved in sub-exponential time.

Here, a clasg is calledconstructibleif given a graphG' € C of treewidthc - 18 - /log(i2), for some
constant defined in[[Kre09], we can compute in polynomial time a stngetcalled acoloured pseudo-wall
of orderm. A coloured pseudo-wall of order is a variant of a grid-like minor and can easily be computed
from a given grid-like minor of ordem. Using Theorenh 413, we can now compute grid-like minors and
hence pseudo-walls in plolynomial time, at the expensettigagiraph in which we compute these structures
needs to have treewidth at leaét'? instead ofc - 1% - y/log(I2). Hence, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 6.3. LetC be any class of-coloured graphs closed under colourings.
1. If the treewidth of is strongly unbounded poly-logarithmically thtdC(MSO,, C) is not in XP, and

hence not fpt, unless all problemsNP (in fact, all problems in the polynomial-time hierarchy)nca
be solved in sub-exponential time.

2. Ifthe treewidth of is strongly unbounded Hyg?* n thenMC(MSO;, C) is not in XP unlesS$AT can
be solved in sub-exponential time.
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