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Abstract

This paper studies the structure of graphs with given tree-width and excluding a fixed
complete bipartite subgraph, which generalises the bounded degree setting. We give a
new structural description of such graphs in terms of so-called quasi-tree-partitions. We
demonstrate the utility of this result through applications to (fractional) clustered colouring.
Further generalisations of these structural and colouring results are presented.

1 Introduction

Treewidth is the standard measure of how similar a graph is to a tree. It is an important
parameter in structural graph theory, especially Robertson and Seymour’s Graph Minors
project, and also in algorithmic graph theory, since many NP-complete problems are solvable
in linear time on graphs with bounded tree-width. See [6, 47, 71] for surveys on tree-width.

We now define tree-width. For a tree T , a T -decomposition of a graph G is a collection
(Bx)x∈V (T ) such that:

• Bx ⊆ V (G) for each x ∈ V (T ),
• for every edge vw ∈ E(G), there exists a node x ∈ V (T ) with {v, w} ⊆ Bx, and
• for every vertex v ∈ V (G), the set {x ∈ V (T ) : v ∈ Bx} induces a non-empty (connected)

subtree of T .

The width of such a T -decomposition is max{|Bx| : x ∈ V (T )} − 1. A tree-decomposition is a
T -decomposition for some tree T , denoted (T, (Bx)x∈V (T )). The tree-width tw(G) of a graph G
is the minimum width of a tree-decomposition of G. Treewidth is a standard measure of how
similar a graph is to a tree. Indeed, a connected graph has tree-width at most 1 if and only if
it is a tree.

At the heart of this paper is the following question: What is the structure of graphs with
tree-width k? Without some additional assumption, not much more can be said beyond the
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Figure 1: A tree-partition of width 2.

definition. But with some additional assumption about an excluded subgraph, much more can
be said about the structure of graphs with tree-width k. We need the following definition,
illustrated in Figure 1. For a tree T , a T -partition of a graph G is a collection (Bx)x∈V (T ) such
that:

•
⋃

x∈V (T )Bx = V (G) and Bx ∩By = ∅ for distinct x, y ∈ V (T ),
• for every edge vw of G, if v ∈ Bx and w ∈ By, then x = y or xy ∈ E(T ).

The width of such a T -partition is max{|Bx| : x ∈ V (T )}. A tree-partition is a T -partition for
some tree T , denoted (T, (Bx)x∈V (T )). The tree-partition-width tpw(G) of a graph G is the
minimum width of a tree-partition of G. Tree-partitions were independently introduced by
Seese [74] and Halin [46], and have since been widely investigated [7–9, 19, 20, 34, 35, 78, 80].
Tree-partition-width has also been called strong tree-width [8, 74]. Tree-partitions are also
related to graph product structure theory, since for any tree T , a graph G has a T -partition of
width at most k if and only if G is isomorphic to a subgraph of T ⊠Kk; see [11, 25, 30] for
example.

It is easily seen that tw(G) ⩽ 2 tpw(G) − 1 for every graph G [74]. But conversely, tree-
partition-width cannot be upper bounded by a function of tree-width. For example, the
n-vertex fan has tree-width 2 and tree-partition-width Θ(

√
n), which was implicitly shown by

Ding and Oporowski [20, (3.6)]. On the other hand, tree-partition-width is upper bounded by
a function of tree-width and maximum degree. In particular, a referee of a paper by Ding and
Oporowski [19] showed the following:

Theorem 1 ([19]). For k,∆ ∈ N, every graph with tree-width k and maximum degree ∆ has
tree-partition-width O(k∆).

This result is incredibly useful, and has found applications in diverse areas including graph
drawing [13, 18, 27, 29, 83], graphs of linear growth [12], nonrepetitive graph colouring [3],
clustered graph colouring [1, 59], fractional fragility [34], monadic second-order logic [56],
network emulations [4, 5, 10, 42], statistical learning theory [84], size Ramsey numbers [23,
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50], and the edge-Erdős-Pósa property [14, 43, 70]. The essential reason for the usefulness
of Theorem 1 is that in a tree-partition each vertex appears only once, unlike in a tree-
decomposition.

Note that the dependence on tree-width and maximum degree in Theorem 1 is best possible
up to a constant factor. Wood [80] showed that for any k ⩾ 3 and sufficiently large ∆ there is
a graph with tree-width k, maximum degree ∆, and tree-partition-width Ω(k∆).

Theorem 1 has been extended in various ways. For example, Distel and Wood [21, 22]
showed the same result where the underlying tree has maximum degree O(∆(G)) and at most
max{ |V (G)|

2k , 1} vertices.

This paper explores structural descriptions of graphs with tree-width k that satisfy some weaker
assumption than bounded degree. A graph G contains a graph H if some subgraph of G is
isomorphic to H. On the other hand, G is H-subgraph-free if no subgraph of G is isomorphic
to H.

The following definitions are a key aspect of the paper. Consider a tree T rooted at node
r ∈ V (T ). For each node x ∈ V (T ), let

T ↑ x := {y ∈ V (T ) : distT (r, y) < distT (r, x)},

where distT (r, y) is the distance in T between r and y, which is the minimum number of edges
of a path in T between r and y. As illustrated in Figure 2, for k ∈ N0 and a rooted tree T , a
k-quasi-T -partition of a graph G is a pair T = ((Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G)) where:

• (Bx)x∈V (T ) is a T -partition of G−
⋃

v∈V (G)Ev, and
• for each v ∈ V (G), Ev is a set of at most k edges in G incident with v, and for each edge
vw ∈ Ev, if v ∈ Bx and w ∈ By then y ∈ T ↑ x.

The width of T is max{|Bx| : x ∈ V (T )}. The degree of T is ∆(T ). A k-quasi-tree-partition is
a k-quasi-T -partition for some rooted tree T , denoted (T, (Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G)). Note that
0-quasi-tree-partitions are exactly tree-partitions.

A k-quasi-T -partition ((Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G)) of a graph G is clean if for each edge vw ∈ Ev,
if v ∈ Bx and w ∈ By then y is a non-parent ancestor of x in T . This strengthens the condition
that y ∈ T ↑ x.

Our main results apply to graphs satisfying a certain sparsity condition, which we now introduce.
Let δ(G) and ∆(G) be the minimum degree and maximum degree of a graph G respectively.
The 1-subdivision of a graph H is the graph obtained from H by replacing each edge vw of H
by a path vxw internally disjoint from the rest of the graph. Let ρ(G) be the maximum of
δ(H) taken over all graphs H such that the 1-subdivision of H is a subgraph of G.

We prove the following result for graphs of given tree-width that exclude a complete bipartite
subgraph, where the ‘weight’ term is explained in Section 1.1.

Theorem 2. For any s, t, k, ρ ∈ N, every Ks,t-subgraph-free graph G with tw(G) ⩽ k and
ρ(G) ⩽ ρ has a clean (s − 1)-quasi-tree-partition of width O(tρs−1k), degree O(tρs−1), and
weight O(k).
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Figure 2: A k-quasi-tree-partition, where Ev = {vx, vy, vz}. Dashed edges are not allowed.
Without edge vz, the quasi-tree-partition is clean.

The main point of Theorem 2 is that the ‘quasiness’ of the quasi-tree-partition depends only on
s (which we may assume is at most t by symmetry, and is often much less than k). Moreover,
we show that the “(s− 1)-quasi” term in Theorem 2 is best possible (see Section 4.1).

In (3) below, we show that ρ(G) ⩽ tw(G). Thus, Theorem 2 implies:

Corollary 3. For any s, t, k ∈ N, every Ks,t-subgraph-free graph G with tree-width at most k
has a clean (s− 1)-quasi-tree-partition of width O(tks), degree O(tks−1), and weight O(k).

Note that a graph is K1,t-subgraph-free if and only if it has maximum degree less than t, and
a 0-quasi-tree-partition is precisely a tree-partition. So the s = 1 case of Corollary 3 implies
Theorem 1, as well as matching the known degree bound from [21, 22] (up to a constant factor).

We are mainly interested in graphs of bounded tree-width, but we emphasise that the dependence
on k in Theorem 2 is linear (for fixed s, t, ρ). Thus Theorem 11 gives interesting results even
when tree-width is not bounded, such as for planar graphs and more generally for graphs
G of Euler genus g. It follows from Euler’s formula that G is K3,2g+3-subgraph-free, and
ρ(G) ∈ O(

√
g + 1). Results about balanced separators by Gilbert, Hutchinson, and Tarjan [44]

imply that tw(G) ∈ O(
√
(g + 1)|V (G)|). The next result thus follows directly from Theorem 2.

Corollary 4. For any g ∈ N0 every graph G with Euler genus g has a clean 2-quasi-tree-
partition of width O((g + 1)2 tw(G)) = O((g + 1)5/2|V (G)|1/2), degree O((g + 1)2), and weight
O(tw(G)) = O((g + 1)1/2|V (G)|1/2).

We prove Theorem 2 in Section 3, where we also give more motivating examples for minor-closed
and non-minor-closed graph classes.

Corollary 3 has applications to clustered colouring and fractional clustered colouring, which we
present in Section 4.
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Section 5 presents a number of extensions and generalisations of Theorem 2 and Corollary 3 for
(non-clean) quasi-tree-partitions, where we relax the Ks,t-subgraph-free assumption as follows.
As illustrated in Figure 3, for s, t ∈ N, a graph G is a 1-extension of Ks,t if G contains a
connected subgraph H such that contracting H into a vertex creates a graph isomorphic to
K1,s,t. Note that Ks+1,t is a minor of any 1-extension of Ks,t. A graph G is a skewered Ks,t

if it can be obtained from Ks,t by adding a path disjoint from the s-vertex side and passing
through all vertices in the t-vertex side.

(a) (b)

Figure 3: (a) 1-extension of K4,6, and (b) skewered K4,6.

We prove the following extension of Theorem 2 (see Theorem 28 for a more precise statement).

Theorem 5. For any s, a, b, k, ρ ∈ N with a, b ⩾ 2, every graph G with tw(G) ⩽ k and
ρ(G) ⩽ ρ that contains no 1-extension of Ks,a and contains no skewered Ks,b has a clean
(s− 1)-quasi-tree-partition of width O(((s+ ab)ab+ k)ρs−1k).

The width in Theorem 5 can be improved by dropping the cleanness of the quasi-tree-partition.

Theorem 6. For any s, a, b, k, ρ ∈ N with a, b ⩾ 2, every graph G with tw(G) ⩽ k and
ρ(G) ⩽ ρ that contains no 1-extension of Ks,a and contains no skewered Ks,b has an (s− 1)-
quasi-tree-partition of width O((s+ ab)abρs−1k).

Recall that ρ(G) ⩽ tw(G) by (3). Thus Theorem 6 implies the following extension of Corollary 3
(see Corollary 30 for a more precise statement).

Corollary 7. For any s, a, b, k ∈ N with a, b ⩾ 2, every graph G of tree-width at most k that
contains no 1-extension of Ks,a and contains no skewered Ks,b has an (s−1)-quasi-tree-partition
of width O((s+ ab)abks).

This result with s = 1 implies the following qualitative strengthening of the original result for
tree-partitions (Theorem 1), since every graph with maximum degree ∆ contains no 1-extension
of K1,∆+1 and contains no skewered K1,∆+1

Corollary 8. For any a, b, k ∈ N every graph G with tw(G) ⩽ k that contains no 1-extension
of K1,a and no skewered K1,b has tree-partition-width O(a2b2k).

1.1 Weight

We now explain the ‘weight’ term in the above results. Intuitively, the weight of a quasi-tree-
partition is the ‘cost’ of converting it into a tree-decomposition without extensively changing the
ancestor-descendant relation of the bags. More formally, say T = (T, (Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G))
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is a clean quasi-tree-partition of a graph G. For each node x ∈ V (T ), define the load Cx to be
the set of vertices w ∈ V (G), such that there exists an edge vw ∈ Ev with v ∈ By and w ∈ Ba,
where a is a non-parent ancestor of x in T , and y = x or y is a descendent of x in T . The
weight of T is max{|Cx| : x ∈ V (T )}. This property is interesting for the following reason.
If r is the root of T , then define B̂r := Br. For each non-root node x ∈ V (T ) with parent
y ∈ V (T ), define B̂x := Bx ∪By ∪ Cx. Then T̂ := (T, (B̂x)x∈V (T )) is a tree-decomposition of
G, since for each edge vw ∈ E(G) with v ∈ Bx and w ∈ By, where y is an ancestor of x or
y = x, the vertex w is in B̂q for each node q on the xy-path in T . So, if T has width k and
weight w, then T̂ has width at most 2k + w − 1, and tw(G) ⩽ 2k + w − 1. Thus, if T comes
from Theorem 2, then T̂ has width O(tρs−1k). Without a bound on the weight of T , this
construction of a tree-decomposition might not have bounded width. Indeed, as illustrated in
Figure 4, for all n ∈ N there is a graph with tree-width n that has a 1-quasi-tree-partition of
width 1 and degree 2. A feature of Theorem 2 is that it produces a quasi-tree-partition that is
not far from a tree-decomposition with small width.

Figure 4: Order the vertices of the n × n grid (which has tree-width n) by following the
blue path P . This defines a clean quasi-P -partition of width 1. Each vertex v has at most
one neighbour that is not a neighbour in P and appears before v in P . Thus this is a clean
1-quasi-P -partition.

2 Preliminaries

In this paper, N := {1, 2, . . . } and N0 := {0, 1, 2, . . . }.

We consider simple finite undirected graphs G with vertex-set V (G) and edge-set E(G).

A rooted tree is a tree T with a nominated vertex called the root . Consider a tree T rooted
at a vertex r. A path P in T is vertical if the vertex in P closest to r is an endpoint of P .
Consider a non-root vertex x in T , and let P be the xr-path in T . Every vertex y in P − x is
an ancestor of x, and x is a descendent of y. The neighbour y of x on P is the parent of x,
and x is a child of y.

A graph class is a collection of graphs closed under isomorphism. A graph class G is proper
if some graph is not in G. A graph class G is hereditary if for every graph G, every induced
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subgraph of G is in G. A graph class G is monotone if for every graph G ∈ G, every subgraph
of G is in G.

A graph H is a minor of a graph G if a graph isomorphic to H can be obtained from G by
deleting vertices and edges, and contracting edges. A graph class G is minor-closed if for every
graph G ∈ G, every minor of G is in G. For example, for each k ∈ N0, the class of graphs with
tree-width at most k is minor-closed.

A surface is a compact 2-dimensional manifold. For any fixed surface Σ, the class of graphs
embeddable on Σ (without crossings) is minor-closed. A surface with h handles and c cross-caps
has Euler genus 2h+ c. The Euler genus of a graph G is the minimum Euler genus of a surface
in which G embeds.

Consider a graph G. For each vertex v ∈ V (G), let NG(v) be the set of neighbours of v in G.
Now consider a set X ⊆ V (G). For s ∈ N, let N⩾s

G (X) be the set of vertices in V (G)−X with
at least s neighbours in X. Let NG(X) := N⩾1

G (X). A common neighbour of X is a vertex v

with X ⊆ NG(v); that is, v ∈ N
⩾|X|
G (X).

Let G be a graph. By considering a leaf bag, it is well-known and easily seen that,

δ(G) ⩽ tw(G). (1)

For d ∈ N0, G is d-degenerate if δ(H) ⩽ d for every subgraph H of G. The degeneracy degen(G)
of G is the maximum of δ(H), taken over all subgraphs H of G. It is well-known and easily
seen that

χ(G)− 1 ⩽ degen(G) ⩽ tw(G). (2)

Note that degeneracy can be characterised via quasi-tree-partitions.

Proposition 9. For k ∈ N, a graph G is k-degenerate if and only if G has a (k − 1)-quasi-
tree-partition of width 1.

Proof. (⇐=) Assume G has a (k−1)-quasi-tree-partition (T, (Bx)x∈V (T )) of width 1. Given any
subgraph H of G, let x be a deepest bag of T such that Bx∩V (H) ̸= ∅, and let v ∈ Bx∩V (H).
Let y be the parent of x in T . By the choice of x, degG(v) ⩽ |Ev| + |By| ⩽ k. Hence G is
k-degenerate.

(=⇒) We proceed by induction on |V (G)|. The base case is trivial. Let G be a k-degenerate
graph. So G has a vertex v of degree at most k. By induction, G− v has a (k − 1)-quasi-tree-
partition of width 1. Let y be a deepest node in T such that By ∩NG(v) ̸= ∅; if NG(v) = ∅.
then let y be the root of T . Add a child node x of y to T . Let Bx := {v}. We obtain a
(k − 1)-quasi-tree-partition of G of width 1, where Ev := {vw ∈ E(G) : w ∈ NG(v) \By}.

Note that Proposition 9 generalises the construction of a quasi-tree-partition of the grid graph
illustrated in Figure 4.

Note the following upper bound on ρ(G). Say the 1-subdivision H ′ of a graph H is a subgraph
of a graph G. Then δ(H) ⩽ tw(H) by (1), and tw(H ′) ⩽ tw(G) since tree-width is monotone
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under taking subgraphs. It is well-known and easily seen that tw(H) = tw(H ′) (for any
subdivision H ′ of H). Combining these facts, δ(H) ⩽ tw(H) = tw(H ′) ⩽ tw(G). Hence

ρ(G) ⩽ tw(G). (3)

We need the following variation on a result of Ossona de Mendez, Oum, and Wood [69], where
K∗

s,t is the graph obtained from Ks,t by adding
(
s
2

)
new vertices, each adjacent to a distinct

pair of vertices in the colour class of s vertices in Ks,t, as illustrated in Figure 5.

Lemma 10. For any s, t, ρ ∈ N, let

c := c(s, t, ρ) :=

{
t when s = 1

1 + ρ+ (t− 1)
(

ρ
s−1

)
when s ⩾ 2.

Then for every K∗
s,t-subgraph-free graph G with ρ(G) ⩽ ρ, and for any set X ⊆ V (G),

|N⩾s
G (X)| ⩽ (c− 1)|X|.

Proof. If s = 1 then every vertex in X has degree at most t − 1, implying |N⩾s
G (X)| ⩽

(t − 1)|X| = (c − 1)|X|. Now assume that s ⩾ 2. Let H be the bipartite graph with
bipartition {N⩾s

G (X),
(
X
2

)
}, where v ∈ N⩾s

G (X) is adjacent in H to {x, y} ∈
(
X
2

)
whenever

{x, y} ⊆ NG(v) ∩X. Let M be a maximal matching in H. Let Q be the graph with vertex-set
X, where xy ∈ E(Q) whenever {v, {x, y}} ∈ M for some vertex v ∈ N⩾s

G (X). Thus, the
1-subdivision of every subgraph of Q is a subgraph of G. Hence, Q is ρ-degenerate, implying
|M | = |E(Q)| ⩽ ρ|V (Q)| = ρ|X|. Moreover, Q contains at most

(
ρ

s−1

)
|X| cliques of size

exactly s [68, 79]. Exactly |M | vertices in N⩾s
G (X) are incident with an edge in M . For each

vertex v ∈ N⩾s
G (X) not incident with an edge in M , by maximality, NG(v) ∩ X is a clique

in Q of size at least s. Define a mapping from each vertex v ∈ N⩾s
G (X) to a clique of size

exactly s in Q[NG(v) ∩ X]. At most t − 1 vertices v ∈ N⩾s
G (X) are mapped to each fixed

s-clique in Q, as otherwise G contains K∗
s,t (including the vertices matched to

(
X
2

)
). Hence

|N⩾s
G (X)| ⩽ ρ|X|+ (t− 1)

(
ρ

s−1

)
|X| = (c− 1)|X|.

Note that c(s, t, ρ) ⩽ tρs−1 + 1.

Since K∗
s,t contains Ks,t, any result for K∗

s,t-subgraph-free graphs is also applicable for Ks,t-
subgraph-free graphs. On the other hand, there is only a small difference between K∗

s,t and
Ks,t since Ks,t+(s2)

contains K∗
s,t. The advantage in considering K∗

s,t over Ks,t is improved
dependence on t.

(
s
2

)

s

t

Figure 5: The graph K∗
4,7.
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3 Structural Results I

This section proves Theorem 2 from Section 1. Theorem 2 follows from the case S = ∅ in the
following stronger result (Theorem 11) which has some additional properties. In particular,
Property (2) of Theorem 11 is used in Section 5. The proof of Theorem 11 relies on a technical
lemma (Lemma 12), which is stated and proved below.

Theorem 11. Fix s, t, ρ ∈ N and define c := c(s, t, ρ) as in Lemma 10. Then for any k ∈ N
and any K∗

s,t-subgraph-free graph G with tw(G) ⩽ k − 1 and ρ(G) ⩽ ρ, for any set S ⊆ V (G)
with |S| ⩽ 12ck, there exists a clean (s− 1)-quasi-tree-partition (T, (Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G)) of
G of width at most 18ck, degree at most 6c, and weight at most 12k − 1, such that:

(1) if z is the root of T then S ⊆ Bz, and
(2) for every X ⊆ V (G), if X has at least k + 1 common neighbours in G, then there exists

a vertical path in T passing through each node x ∈ V (T ) with X ∩Bx ̸= ∅.

Proof. First assume that |V (G)| < 4k. Let T be the tree with V (T ) = {x} and E(T ) = ∅.
Let Bx := V (G). Let Ev := ∅ for each v ∈ V (G). Then ((Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G)) is a clean
0-quasi-T -partition. The width is |Bx| = |V (G)| < 4k ⩽ 18ck, the degree is ∆(T ) = 0 ⩽ 6c,
and the weight is 0. Property (2) is trivial.

Now assume |V (G)| ⩾ 4k. If |S| ⩾ 4k then we are done by Lemma 12 below. Otherwise, let
S′ ⊆ V (G) with S′ ⊇ S and |S′| = 4k. The result now follows from Lemma 12 replacing S by
S′.

The next lemma is the heart of the paper.

Lemma 12. Fix s, t, ρ ∈ N and define c := c(s, t, ρ) as in Lemma 10. Then for any k ∈ N, for
any K∗

s,t-subgraph-free graph G with tw(G) ⩽ k − 1 and ρ(G) ⩽ ρ, for any set S ⊆ V (G) with
4k ⩽ |S| ⩽ 12ck, there exists a clean (s − 1)-quasi-tree-partition (T, (Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G))
of G of width at most 18ck, degree at most 6c, and weight at most 12k − 1, such that:

(1) if z is the root of T , then S ⊆ Bz, |Bz| ⩽ 3
2 |S| − 2k, and degT (z) ⩽ |S|

2k − 1, and
(2) for every X ⊆ V (G), if X has at least k + 1 common neighbours in G, then there is a

vertical path in T passing through each node x ∈ V (T ) with X ∩Bx ̸= ∅,

Proof. We proceed by induction on the lexicographic order of (|V (G)|, |V (G) \ S|).

Case 1. |V (G) \ S| ⩽ 18ck: Let T be the 2-vertex tree with V (T ) = {y, z} and E(T ) = {yz}.
Consider T to be rooted at z. Note that ∆(T ) = 1 ⩽ 6c and degT (z) = 1 ⩽ |S|

2k −1. Let Bz := S
and By := V (G) \ S. Thus |Bz| = |S| ⩽ 3

2 |S| − 2k ⩽ 18ck and |By| ⩽ |V (G) \ S| ⩽ 18ck.
Moreover, there exists a vertical path in T passing through each node of T . Let Ev := ∅ for each
v ∈ V (G). So the loads satisfy Cz = Cy = ∅, and the weight is 0. Thus ((Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G))
is the desired clean (s− 1)-quasi-T -partition of G.

Now assume that |V (G) \ S| ⩾ 18ck. We first deal with the case when |S| is small.

Case 2. |V (G) \ S| ⩾ 18ck and 4k ⩽ |S| ⩽ 12k − 1: Let u be any vertex in V (G) \ S, and let
S′ := S∪{u}∪N⩾s

G (S∪{u}). By Lemma 10, |S′| ⩽ |S|+1+(c−1)(|S|+1) = c(|S|+1) ⩽ 12ck.
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Since |S′| > |S| ⩾ 4k, by the induction hyposthesis, G has a clean (s− 1)-quasi-tree-partition
(T ′, (B′

x)x∈V (T ′), (E
′
v)v∈V (G)) of width at most 18ck, degree at most 6c, and weight at most

12k − 1 such that:

• if z′ is the root of T , then S′ ⊆ B′
z′ , |B′

z′ | ⩽ 3
2 |S

′|−2k ⩽ 18ck, degT ′(z′) ⩽ |S′|
2k −1 ⩽ 6c−1,

and
• for every X ⊆ V (G), if X has at least k + 1 common neighbours in G, then there exists

a vertical path in T ′ passing through each node x ∈ V (T ′) with X ∩B′
x ̸= ∅.

Let C ′
x be the load of each x ∈ V (T ′), so |C ′

x| ⩽ 12k − 1.

Let T be the tree obtained from T ′ by adding one new node z adjacent to z′. Consider z to be
the root of T . Let Bz := S and Bz′ := B′

z′ \ S and Bx := B′
x for each x ∈ V (T ′) \ {z′}. For

x ∈ V (T ), we have |Bx| ⩽ max{18ck, |S|} ⩽ max{18ck, 12k} = 18ck. Hence the width bound
is satisfied. Also, S = Bz and |Bz| = |S| ⩽ 3

2 |S| − 2k.

Let Ev := ∅ for each v ∈ Bz ∪ Bz′ . For each child x of z′ and for each v ∈ Bx, let Ev :=
{vw ∈ E(G) : w ∈ NG(v) ∩Bz}, which has size at most s− 1 (since v ̸∈ B′

z′ ⊇ S′ ⊇ N⩾s
G (S) =

N⩾s
G (Bz)), and for each edge vw ∈ Ev, w is in By for some non-parent ancestor y of x in

T ′. For every other node x of T and for each v ∈ Bx, let Ev := E′
v, which has size at most

s− 1, and for each edge vw ∈ Ev, w is in By for some non-parent ancestor y of x in T ′. Since
Bz ⊆ B′

z′ and each of z and z′ has no non-parent ancestor, T := ((Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G)) is a
clean (s− 1)-quasi-T -partition of G.

Now consider the degree of T . By construction, degT (z) = 1 ⩽ |S|
2k − 1 and degT (z

′) =
degT ′(z′) + 1 ⩽ (6c− 1)+ 1 = 6c. Every other vertex in T has the same degree as in T ′. Hence
∆(T ) ⩽ 6c, as desired.

Now consider the weight of T . Observe that Cz = Cz′ = ∅. For each child x of z′ in T , we have
Cx ⊆ Bz = S and thus |Cx| ⩽ |S| ⩽ 12k − 1. For every other node x of T , we have Cx = C ′

x

and thus |Cx| = |C ′
x| ⩽ 12k − 1. Hence T has weight at most 12k − 1.

By construction, for every X ⊆ V (G), if there exists a vertical path in T ′ passing through each
node x ∈ V (T ′) with X ∩B′

x ̸= ∅, then we can extend this path to be a vertical path in T from
z such that it passes through all nodes x ∈ V (T ) with X ∩Bx ̸= ∅. Hence (2) is satisfied.

Now we deal with the last case in the proof.

Case 3. |V (G) \ S| ⩾ 18ck and 12k ⩽ |S| ⩽ 12ck: By the separator lemma of Robertson
and Seymour [72, (2.6)], there are induced subgraphs G1 and G2 of G with G1 ∪ G2 = G
and |V (G1 ∩ G2)| ⩽ k, where |S ∩ V (Gi) \ V (G3−i)| ⩽ 2

3 |S| for each i ∈ {1, 2}. Let Si :=
(S ∩ V (Gi)) ∪ V (G1 ∩G2) for each i ∈ {1, 2}.

We now bound |Si|. For a lower bound, since |S ∩ V (G1) \ V (G2)| ⩽ 2
3 |S|, we have |S2| ⩾

|S ∩ V (G2)| ⩾ 1
3 |S| ⩾ 4k. By symmetry, |S1| ⩾ 4k. For an upper bound, |Si| ⩽ 2

3 |S| + k ⩽
8ck + k ⩽ 12ck. Also note that |S1|+ |S2| ⩽ |S|+ 2k.

We have shown that 4k ⩽ |Si| ⩽ 12ck for each i ∈ {1, 2}. Thus, we may apply induction
to Gi with Si the specified set. Hence Gi has a clean (s − 1)-quasi-tree-partition T i :=
(Ti, (B

i
x)x∈V (Ti), (E

i
v)v∈V (Gi)) of width at most 18ck, degree at most 6c, and weight at most

12k − 1 such that:
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• if zi is the root of Ti then Si ⊆ Bi
zi , |B

i
zi | ⩽

3
2 |Si| − 2k, and degTi

(zi) ⩽ |Si|
2k − 1, and

• for every X ⊆ V (Gi), if X has at least k + 1 common neighbours in Gi, then there is a
vertical path in Ti passing through each node x ∈ V (Ti) with X ∩Bi

x ̸= ∅.

Let Ci
x be the load in T i of each node x ∈ V (Ti), so |Ci

x| ⩽ 12k − 1.

Let T be the tree obtained from the disjoint union of T1 and T2 by merging z1 and z2 into a node
z. Consider T to be rooted at z. Let Bz := B1

z1 ∪B2
z2 . Let Bx := Bi

x for each x ∈ V (Ti) \ {zi}.

Let Ev := Ei
v for each v ∈ V (Gi). This is well-defined since V (G1 ∩G2) ⊆ B1

z1 ∩B2
z2 , implying

E1
v = E2

v = ∅ for each v ∈ V (G1 ∩ G2). By construction, for each v ∈ V (G), if v ∈ Bx

for some x ∈ V (T ), then Ev is a set of at most s − 1 edges of G incident with v, and for
each edge vw ∈ Ev, w ∈ By for some non-parent ancestor y of x in T . Since G = G1 ∪ G2

and V (G1 ∩ G2) ⊆ B1
z1 ∩ B2

z2 ⊆ Bz, we have that T := ((Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G)) is a clean
(s− 1)-quasi-T -partition of G.

Consider the width of T . By construction, S ⊆ Bz and since V (G1 ∩G2) ⊆ Bi
zi for each i ∈ [2],

|Bz| ⩽ |B1
z1 |+ |B2

z2 | − |V (G1 ∩G2)|
⩽ (32 |S1| − 2k) + (32 |S2| − 2k)− |V (G1 ∩G2)|
= 3

2(|S1|+ |S2|)− 4k − |V (G1 ∩G2)|
⩽ 3

2(|S|+ 2|V (G1 ∩G2)|)− 4k − |V (G1 ∩G2)|
⩽ 3

2 |S|+ 2|V (G1 ∩G2)| − 4k

⩽ 3
2 |S| − 2k

< 18ck.

Every other part has the same size as in T 1 or T 2. So |Bx| ⩽ 18ck for each x ∈ V (T ).

Now consider the degree of T . Note that

degT (z) = degT1
(z1) + degT2

(z2) ⩽ ( |S1|
2k − 1) + ( |S2|

2k − 1)

= |S1|+|S2|
2k − 2

⩽ |S|+2k
2k − 2

= |S|
2k − 1

< 6c.

Every other node of T has the same degree as in T1 or T2. Thus ∆(T ) ⩽ 6c.

Finally, consider the weight of T . Let Cx be the load of each x ∈ V (T ). Since z is the root,
Cz = ∅. For each node x ∈ V (Ti) \ {zi}, we have Cx = Ci

x, so |Cx| ⩽ 12k − 1. Hence T has
weight at most 12k − 1.

Let X be an arbitrary subset of V (G) such that nodes in X have at least k + 1 common
neighbours in G. If X \ V (G1) ̸= ∅ ≠ X \ V (G2), then all of the at least k + 1 common
neighbours of X are contained in V (G1∩G2), which is a set with size at most k, a contradiction.
Hence there exists i ∈ [2] such that X ⊆ V (Gi). So every node x ∈ V (T ) with X ∩Bx ≠ ∅ is a
node of Ti with X ∩Bi

x ≠ ∅. If X has at least k+1 common neighbours in Gi, then there exists
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a vertical path in Ti (and hence in T ) passing through each node x ∈ V (T ) with X ∩Bx ̸= ∅. If
X does not have at least k+ 1 common neighbours in Gi, then at least one common neighbour
of X is contained in V (G3−i) \ V (Gi), so X ⊆ V (G1 ∩G2) ⊆ Bz, so the path consisting of z is
a vertical path in T passing through each node x ∈ V (T ) with X ∩Bx ̸= ∅. This completes
the proof.

The next result is a more precise version of Corollary 3. It follows from Theorem 11 and (3)
since ρ(G) ⩽ tw(G) ⩽ k − 1, implying c ⩽ tks−1.

Corollary 13. For any k, s, t ∈ N, any K∗
s,t-subgraph-free graph G with tw(G) ⩽ k − 1 has a

clean (s− 1)-quasi-tree-partition of width at most 18tks, degree at most 6tks−1, and weight at
most 12k − 1.

Corollary 13 with s = 1 recovers Theorem 1 for tree-partitions of graphs with given tree-width
and maximum degree, and also recovers the degree bound in [21, 22] mentioned above.

We now give more examples of Theorem 2. First consider Kt-minor-free graphs G. Here G
is Kt−1,t−1-subgraph-free, since contracting a matching in Kt−1,t−1 with size t − 2 gives Kt.
It follows from a result of Kostochka [54, 55] and Thomason [75, 76] that ρ(G) ∈ O(t

√
log t).

And Alon, Seymour, and Thomas [2] showed that tw(G) ⩽ t3/2|V (G)|1/2. The next result thus
follows directly from the S = ∅ case of Theorem 11.

Corollary 14. For any t ∈ N there exists c1, . . . , c5 ∈ N such that every Kt-minor-free graph
G has a clean (t− 2)-quasi-tree-partition of width at most c1 tw(G) ⩽ c2|V (G)|1/2, degree at
most c3, and weight at most c4 tw(G) ⩽ c5|V (G)|1/2.

Theorem 2 is also applicable and interesting for non-minor-closed classes. The following
definitions by Dujmović, Morin, and Wood [28] are useful for this purpose. A layering of a
graph G is an ordered partition (V1, V2, . . . ) of V (G) such that for each edge vw ∈ E(G), if
v ∈ Vi and w ∈ Vj then |i− j| ⩽ 1. The layered tree-width ltw(G) of a graph G is the minimum
k ∈ N such that G has a layering (V1, V2, . . . ) and a tree-decomposition (T, (Bx)x∈V (T )) such
that |Vi ∩Bx| ⩽ k for each i ∈ N and x ∈ V (T ). For example, Dujmović et al. [28] proved that
every planar graph has layered tree-width at most 3; more generally, every graph with Euler
genus g has layered tree-width at most 2g + 3; and most generally, a minor-closed class G has
bounded layered tree-width if and only if some apex graph is not in G. Dujmović et al. [28,
Lemma 8] noted in its proof that for every graph G,

δ(G) ⩽ 3 ltw(G)− 1. (4)

The next lemma is proved using an idea from [28, Lemma 9].

Lemma 15. For every graph G,

ρ(G) ⩽ 6 ltw(G)− 1.

Proof. Let k := ltw(G). Say H is a graph such that the 1-subdivision H ′ of H is a subgraph of
G. So ltw(H ′) ⩽ k. Consider a layering and tree-decomposition of H ′ such that each layer has
at most k vertices in each bag. For each vertex x of H ′ obtained by subdividing an edge vw of H,
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replace each instance of x in the tree-decomposition of H ′ by v. We obtain a tree-decomposition
of H without increasing the bag size. In the layering of H ′, group pairs of consecutive layers
to produce a layering of H. Hence, ltw(H) ⩽ 2k, and δ(H) ⩽ 3 · 2k − 1 = 6k − 1. This says
that ρ(G) ⩽ 6k − 1.

Several non-minor-closed graph classes are known to have bounded layered tree-width [24, 28].
Here is one example. For g, k ∈ N0, a graph is (g, k)-planar if it has a drawing in a surface
of Euler genus at most g such that each edge contains at most k crossings. Every (g, k)-
planar graph G has layered tree-width at most 2(2g + 3)(k + 1) [24], and thus ρ(G) ⩽
12(2g + 3)(k + 1) − 1 by Lemma 15. Also, G is K3,(24k+1)(2g+2)+13-subgraph-free [49] and
tw(G) ∈ O(

√
(g + 1)(k + 1)|V (G)|) [24]. Thus the S = ∅ case of Theorem 11 with s = 3

implies:

Corollary 16. There exists c1, . . . , c5 ∈ N such that for any g, k ∈ N0 every (g, k)-planar
graph G has a clean 2-quasi-tree-partition with:

• width at most c1(g + 1)3(k + 1)3 tw(G) ⩽ c2(g + 1)7/2(k + 1)7/2|V (G)|1/2,
• degree at most c3(g + 1)3(k + 1)3, and
• weight at most c4 tw(G) ⩽ c5(g + 1)1/2(k + 1)1/2|V (G)|1/2.

Note that Corollary 4 is the special case k = 0 of Corollary 16 (with lightly worse dependence
on g)

4 Defective and Clustered Colouring

This section presents applications of our structural results from the previous section for graph
colouring.

A colouring of a graph G is simply a function f : V (G) → C for some set C whose elements
are called colours. If |C| ⩽ k then f is a k-colouring . An edge vw of G is f -monochromatic if
f(v) = f(w). A colouring f is proper if no edge is f -monochromatic. An f-monochromatic
component , sometimes called a monochromatic component , is a connected component of the
subgraph of G induced by {v ∈ V (G) : f(v) = α} for some colour α ∈ C. We say f has
clustering c if every f -monochromatic component has at most c vertices. The f -monochromatic
degree of a vertex v is the degree of v in the monochromatic component containing v. Then
f has defect d if every f -monochromatic component has maximum degree at most d (that is,
each vertex has monochromatic degree at most d).

The clustered chromatic number χ⋆(G) of a graph class G is the infimum of the set of nonnegative
integers k such that for some c ∈ N every graph in G has a k-colouring with clustering c. The
defective chromatic number χ∆(G) of a graph class G is the infimum of the set of nonnegative
integers k such that for some d ∈ N0 every graph in G has a k-colouring with defect d. Every
colouring of a graph with clustering c has defect c− 1. Thus χ∆(G) ⩽ χ⋆(G) ⩽ χ(G) for every
class G, where χ(G) is the infimum of the set of nonnegative integers k such that every graph
in G has a proper k-colouring.
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Clustered and defective colouring have recently been widely studied [15–17, 26, 33, 34, 36–
38, 40, 48, 51, 52, 57–63, 65–67, 77, 81]; see [82] for a survey.

4.1 List Colouring

A list-assignment for a graph G is a function L that assigns a set L(v) of colours to each vertex
v ∈ V (G). A graph G is L-colourable if there is a proper colouring of G such that each vertex
v ∈ V (G) is assigned a colour in L(v). A list-assignment L is a k-list assignment if |L(v)| ⩾ k
for each vertex v ∈ V (G). The list-chromatic-number χℓ(G) of a graph G is the minimum
k ∈ N0 such that G is L-colourable for every k-list-assignment L of G.

For a list-assignment L of a graph G and d ∈ N0, define G to be L-colourable with defect d if
there is a colouring of G with defect d such that each vertex v ∈ V (G) is assigned a colour
in L(v). Define G to be k-list-colourable with defect d if G is L-colourable with defect d for
every k-list assignment L of G. Similarly, for c ∈ N, G is L-colourable with clustering c if there
is a colouring of G with clustering c such that each vertex v ∈ V (G) is assigned a colour in
L(v). Define G to be k-list-colourable with clustering c if G is L-colourable with clustering c
for every k-list assignment L of G.

The defective list-chromatic-number of a graph class G, denoted by χℓ
∆(G), is the infimum k ∈ N

such that for some d ∈ N every graph in G is k-list-colourable with defect d. The clustered
list-chromatic-number χℓ

⋆(G) of a graph class G is the infimum k ∈ N such that for some c ∈ N
every graph in G is k-list-colourable with clustering c.

Ossona de Mendez et al. [69] proved the following result about defective colouring and sparsity.
For a graph G, let ∇(G) be the maximum of |E(H)|

|V (H)| , taken over all graphs H such that
some (⩽ 1)-subdivision of H is a subgraph of G. (Note that ∇(G) ⩽ ρ(G) ⩽ 2∇(G) since
|E(H)|
|V (H)| ⩽ δ(H) ⩽ 2|E(H)|

|V (H)| .)

Theorem 17 ([69]). For any s, t ∈ N and ∇ ∈ R>0 there exists d ∈ N such that every
K∗

s,t-subgraph-free graph G with ∇(G) ⩽ ∇ is s-list-colourable with defect d.

A balanced separator in a graph G is a set X ⊆ V (G) such that every component of G−X has
at most |V (G)|

2 vertices. For a function f : N → R⩾0, a graph G admits f-separators if every
induced subgraph H of G has a balanced separator in H of size at most f(|V (H)|). A graph
class G admits strongly sublinear separators if there exists a function f with f(n) ∈ O(nβ) for
some fixed β ∈ [0, 1) such that every graph in G admits f -separators. If G admits strongly
sublinear separators, then G has bounded ∇ [32, 39]. Theorem 17 thus implies:

Corollary 18. For every monotone graph class G admitting strongly sublinear separators and
with K∗

s,t ̸∈ G,
χ∆(G) ⩽ χℓ

∆(G) ⩽ s.

The authors proved the following result in a previous paper.

Theorem 19 ([60]). For k, s, t ∈ N with t ⩾ s, there exists c ∈ N such that every Ks,t-subgraph-
free graph with tree-width at most k is (s+ 1)-list-colourable with clustering c.
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The proof of Theorem 19 also works for K∗
s,t-subgraph-free graphs. Our structure theorem

(Theorem 11) can be used to prove Theorem 19. In fact, we use Theorem 11 to prove a more
general “fractional” version below (Theorem 25). Also note that s+ 1 colours in Theorem 19 is
best possible [60]. Since Theorem 11 implies Theorem 19, this says that the “(s − 1)-quasi”
term in Theorems 2 and 11 and Corollary 3 is also best possible.

4.2 Fractional Colouring

Let G be a graph. For p, q ∈ N with p ⩾ q, a p:q-colouring of G is a function ϕ : V (G) →
(
C
q

)

for some set C with |C| = p. That is, each vertex is assigned a set of q colours out of a palette
of p colours. For t ∈ R, a fractional t-colouring is a p:q-colouring for some p, q ∈ N with p

q ⩽ t.
A p:q-colouring ϕ of G is proper if ϕ(v) ∩ ϕ(w) = ∅ for each edge vw ∈ E(G).

The fractional chromatic number of G is

χf (G) := inf {t ∈ R : G has a proper fractional t-colouring} .

The fractional chromatic number is widely studied; see the textbook [73], which includes a
proof of the fundamental property that χf(G) ∈ Q.

Fractional 1-defective colourings were first studied by Farkasová and Soták [41]; see [45, 53, 64]
for related results. Fractional defective and clustered colouring (with general bounds on the
defect and clustering) were introduced by Dvořák and Sereni [34] and subsequently studied by
Norin et al. [67] and Esperet and Wood [40]. For a p:q-colouring f : V (G) →

(
C
q

)
of G and

for each colour α ∈ C, the subgraph G[{v ∈ V (G) : α ∈ f(v)}] is called an f-monochromatic
subgraph or monochromatic subgraph when f is clear from the context. A connected component
of an f -monochromatic subgraph is called an f -monochromatic component or monochromatic
component . Note that f is proper if and only if each f -monochromatic component has exactly
one vertex.

A p:q-colouring has defect d if every monochromatic subgraph has maximum degree at most d.
A p:q-colouring has clustering c if every monochromatic component has at most c vertices.

The fractional defective chromatic number χf
∆(G) of a graph class G is the infimum of all t > 0

such that, for some d ∈ N every graph in G is fractionally t-colourable with defect d. The
fractional clustered chromatic number χf

⋆(G) of a graph class G is the infimum of all t > 0 such
that, for some c ∈ N, every graph in G is fractionally t-colourable with clustering c.

For k, n ∈ N, let Tk,n be the rooted tree in which every leaf is at distance k − 1 from the root,
and every non-leaf has n children. Let Ck,n be the graph obtained from Tk,n by adding an edge
between every pair of two vertices, where one is an ancestor of the other (called the closure of
Tk,n). Colouring each vertex by its distance from the root gives a k-colouring of Ck,n, and any
root-leaf path in Ck,n induces a k-clique. So χ(Ck,n) = k. The class Ck := {Ck,n : n ∈ N} is
important for defective and clustered colouring, and is often called the ‘standard’ example. It
is well-known and easily proved (see [82]) that

χ∆(Ck) = χ⋆(Ck) = χ(Ck) = k. (5)
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Norin et al. [67] extended this result (using a result of Dvořák and Sereni [34]) to the setting
of defective and clustered fractional chromatic number by showing that

χf
∆(Ck) = χf

⋆(Ck) = χf (Ck) = χ∆(Ck) = χ⋆(Ck) = χ(Ck) = k. (6)

Let ω∆(G) := sup{k ∈ N : |G ∩ Ck| = ∞}. Hence (6) implies that for every graph class G,

χ⋆(G) ⩾ max{χ∆(G), χf
⋆(G)} ⩾ min{χ∆(G), χf

⋆(G)} ⩾ χf
∆(G) ⩾ ω∆(G).

For every proper minor-closed class G, Norin et al. [67] showed that

χf
∆(G) = χf

⋆(G) = ω∆(G),

and Liu [58] strengthened it by showing that

χ∆(G) = ω∆(G).

As another example, the result of Norin et al. [67] implies that the class of graphs embeddable in
any fixed surface has fractional clustered chromatic number and fractional defective chromatic
number 3.

Assuming bounded maximum degree, Dvořák [31] and Dvořák and Sereni [34] proved the
following stronger results1:

Theorem 20 ([31, 34]). Let f : N → R⩾0 be a function such that f(n) ∈ O(nβ) for some fixed
β ∈ [0, 1). Then for any ∆ ∈ N and ϵ ∈ R>0, there exist p, q, c ∈ N with p ⩽ (1 + ϵ)q such
that every graph of maximum degree at most ∆ admitting f-separators is p:q-colourable with
clustering c.

Corollary 21 ([31, 34]). Every hereditary graph class admitting strongly sublinear separators
and with bounded maximum degree has fractional clustered chromatic number 1.

These results lead to the following.

Corollary 22. For every hereditary graph class G admitting strongly sublinear separators,

χf
∆(G) = χf

⋆(G).

Proof. It follows from the definitions that χf
∆(G) ⩽ χf

⋆(G). We now prove that χf
⋆(G) ⩽ χf

∆(G).
Fix a graph G. Let k := χf

∆(G). Thus, for each ϵ > 0, there exist p, q, d ∈ N with p ⩽ (k + ϵ)q
such that d only depends on G and ϵ, and G is p:q-colourable with defect d. By Theorem 20,
for each ϵ′ > 0, there exist p′, q′, c ∈ N with p′ ⩽ (1+ ϵ′)q′ such that c only depends on G, d and
ϵ′, and every monochromatic subgraph of G (under the first colouring) is p′:q′-colourable with
clustering c. Taking a product colouring, we find that G is pp′:qq′-colourable with clustering c.
Now, pp′ ⩽ (k+ ϵ)(1 + ϵ′)qq′. We may choose ϵ and ϵ′ so that (k+ ϵ)(1 + ϵ′) is arbitrarily close
to k. So χf

⋆(G) ⩽ k.
1Theorem 20 is not explicitly stated in [31, 34], but it can be concluded from Lemma 19 in [31] (restated as

Theorem 15 in [34]) and Lemma 2 in [34] where f(G) is the maximum order of a component of G.
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Corollaries 18 and 22 immediately imply:

Corollary 23. If G is a monotone graph class admitting strongly sublinear separators and with
K∗

s,t ̸∈ G, then
χf

⋆(G) = χf
∆(G) ⩽ χ∆(G) ⩽ s.

Note that Corollary 23 implies the upper bound of the above-mentioned result of Norin et al. [67]
which says that if G is the class of graphs with Euler genus g, then χf

⋆(G) = χf
∆(G) = 3 (since

K3,2g+3 ̸∈ G). In fact, the following more general result follows from Corollary 23 since the
class of (g, k)-planar graphs is monotone, admits O(

√
(g + 1)(k + 1)n) separators (see [24]),

and does not contain K3,(24k+1)(2g+2)+13 (see [49]):

Corollary 24. For any g, k ∈ N0, if Gg,k is the class of (g, k)-planar graphs, then

χf
⋆(Gg,k) = χf

∆(Gg,k) = χ∆(Gg,k) = 3.

4.3 Fractional List Colouring

We now show how to use our structural result about quasi-tree-partitions to strengthen
Corollary 23 to choosability for graphs with bounded tree-width.

For a list-assignment L of a graph G, an L:q-colouring of G is a function ϕ such that ϕ(v) is a
q-element subset of L(v) for each vertex v of G. A graph G is p:q-list-colourable with clustering
c if for every p-list-assignment L of G, there is an L:q-colouring of G with clustering c.

The following is the main result of this subsection, where the non-fractional (ℓ = 1) case
(Theorem 19) was proved by the authors [61].

Theorem 25. For any k, s, t, ℓ ∈ N there exists c ∈ N such that every K∗
s,t-subgraph-free graph

with tree-width at most k is (ℓs+ 1):ℓ-list-colourable with clustering c.

Theorem 25 follows from Theorem 11 and the next lemma.

Lemma 26. For any s, ℓ, k, d ∈ N, if a graph G has a clean (s − 1)-quasi-tree-partition of
width at most k and degree at most d, then G is (ℓs + 1):ℓ-list-colourable with clustering
max{ℓk2, 2kdℓk−1}.

Proof. Let L be an (ℓs + 1)-list assignment for G. We may assume that L(v) ⊆ N for each
v ∈ V (G). By assumption, there exists (Ev ⊆ E(G) : v ∈ V (G)) with |Ev| ⩽ s − 1 for each
v ∈ V (G), such that G −

⋃
v∈V (G)Ev has a T -partition (Bx)x∈V (T ) of width at most k and

degree at most d, and for each v ∈ V (G) and for each edge vw ∈ Ev, if v ∈ Bx and w ∈ By,
then y is a non-parent ancestor of x in T . We add edges to G so that Bx ∪By is a clique for
each edge xy ∈ E(T ). To prove this lemma, it suffices to show that G has an L:p-colouring.

Let z be the root of T . Let ⪯T be a total order on V (T ) where for all x, y ∈ V (T ), if
distT (z, x) ⩽ distT (z, y) then x ⪯T y. Let ⪯G be a total order on V (G) where for all
v, w ∈ V (G), if v ∈ Bx and w ∈ By and x ⪯T y, then v ⪯G w. Finally, let ⪯ be a total
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order on X := {(v, i) : v ∈ V (G), i ∈ L(v)}, where for all (v, i), (w, j) ∈ X, if v ⪯G w then
(v, i) ⪯ (w, j), and if v = w and i < j, then (v, i) ≺ (w, j).

We will colour the vertices of G in order of ⪯G. For any monochromatic subgraphs A and
B of some partially coloured induced subgraph of G, we say that A is older than B if
(vA, iA) ≺ (vB, iB), where for every C ∈ {A,B}, iC is the colour of C, and vC is the minimum
vertex in C with respect to ⪯G.

Colour the vertices of G in order of ⪯G, where each vertex v is assigned a set of ℓ colours in L(v)
distinct from the ℓ colours assigned to the end (distinct from v) of each edge in Ev, and distinct
from the colour of the currently oldest monochromatic component adjacent in G−

⋃
u∈V (G)Eu

to v. Such a colouring exists, since |L(v)| − ℓ|Ev| − 1 ⩾ |L(v)| − ℓ(s− 1)− 1 ⩾ ℓ.

Since for each v ∈ V (G), the ends of each edge in Ev are assigned disjoint sets of colours, if vw
is any monochromatic edge of G with v ∈ Bx and w ∈ By then x = y or xy ∈ E(T ). That is,
monochromatic edges of G map to vertices or edges of T . This implies that when colouring
a vertex v, since Bx ∪ By is a clique for each edge xy ∈ E(T ), no two distinct pre-existing
monochromatic components are merged into one monochromatic component. So colouring a
vertex does not change the older relationship between pre-existing monochromatic components.
That is, if C1 and C2 are distinct monochromatic components at some point, and C1 is older
than C2 at this point, then at any later time, the monochromatic component containing C1 is
older than the monochromatic component containing C2.

Consider an edge xy ∈ E(T ) with x the parent of y. Say C is the j-th oldest monochromatic
component intersecting Bx immediately after all the vertices in Bx have been coloured, where
j ⩽ ℓ|Bx| ⩽ ℓk. Note that when colouring vertices in By, C is always contained in the j-th
oldest monochromatic component intersecting Bx (although this j-th oldest monochromatic
component intersecting Bx can change from time to time). When colouring vertices in By, by
the above colouring procedure, the oldest monochromatic component intersecting Bx cannot
intersect By. So after colouring all the vertices in By, if the monochromatic component C ′

containing C intersects By, then C ′ is the i-th oldest monochromatic component intersecting
By, for some i ⩽ j − 1.

Now we bound the clustering of the colouring. Let M be a monochromatic component when
all vertices of G are coloured. Assume that M intersects all of Bx1 , . . . , Bxp , where xi is
the parent of xi+1 for each i ∈ {1, . . . , p}. For each i ∈ {1, . . . , p}, let di be the smallest
integer such that when we just finished colouring all vertices of xi, the di-th oldest component
intersecting Bxi is contained in M . Then d1 ⩽ ℓk, and di ⩽ di−1 − 1 for each i ∈ {2, . . . , p}.
Thus 1 ⩽ dp ⩽ d1 − p + 1 ⩽ ℓk − p + 1, implying p ⩽ ℓk. Since ∆(T ) ⩽ d and |Bx| ⩽ k
for each x ∈ V (T ), we have |V (M)| ⩽ k(1 + d+ d2 + · · ·+ dℓk−1). Note that if d ⩾ 2, then
(1 + d+ d2 + · · ·+ dℓk−1) ⩽ 2dℓk−1. So |V (M)| ⩽ max{ℓk2, 2kdℓk−1}.

5 Structural Results II

This section establishes extensions of the structural results in Section 3 for graphs containing
no 1-extension of Ks,a and no skewered Ks,b.
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Lemma 27. Let s, a, b ∈ N with a ⩾ 2. For any graph G and set X ⊆ V (G) with |X| = s, if
some component C of G−X contains at least (a− 1)(b− 1) + 1 vertices in N⩾s

G (X), then G
contains a 1-extension of Ks,a or a skewered Ks,b.

Proof. Let T be a spanning tree of C rooted at a vertex r in N⩾s
G (X). If there exists a path P

in T from r containing b vertices in N⩾s
G (X), then G[X ∪ V (P )] contains a skewered Ks,b. So

we may assume that every path in T from r contains at most b − 1 vertices in N⩾s
G (X). In

particular, b ⩾ 2.

Define a poset Q = (N⩾s
G (X)∩ V (C),⪯) such that for any two elements x, y in the ground set,

x ⪯ y if and only if x = y or x is an ancestor of y in T . Since every path in T from r contains at
most b− 1 vertices in N⩾s

G (X), every chain of Q has size at most b− 1. By Dilworth’s Theorem,
Q has an antichain A of size ⌈|N⩾s

G (X) ∩ V (C)|/(b− 1)⌉ ⩾ a. Since a ⩾ 2, r ̸∈ A. Let T ′ be
the subtree of T consisting of all paths from r to the parents of vertices in A. Contracting T ′

into a vertex, and deleting vertices not in X ∪ V (T ′) ∪A gives a 1-extension of Ks,a.

If (Bx)x∈V (T ) is a partition of a graph G indexed by a rooted tree T , then a node y ∈ V (T ) is
s-heavy (with respect to (Bx)x∈V (T )) if |NG(By) ∩

⋃
q∈T↑y Bq| ⩾ s.

Theorem 28. Fix k, s, a, b, ρ ∈ N with a, b ⩾ 2. Let t := (s+(a−1)(b−1))(a−1)(b−1)+k+1.
Define c := c(s, t, ρ) as in Lemma 10. If G is a graph with tw(G) ⩽ k − 1 and ρ(G) ⩽ ρ
that contains no 1-extension of Ks,a and no skewered Ks,b, then for any set S ⊆ V (G) with
|S| ⩽ s+(a−1)(b−1), there exists a clean (s−1)-quasi-tree-partition (T, (Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G))
of G of width at most 18ck such that:

• if z is the root of T , then S ⊆ Bz,
• every node in T has at most 6c (s+ 1)-heavy children, and
• for every Y ⊆ V (G), if Y has at least max{k + 1, s+ 1} common neighbours in G, then

there exists a vertical path in T passing through each node x ∈ V (T ) with Y ∩Bx ̸= ∅.

Proof. We proceed by induction on |V (G)|. If G is Ks,t-subgraph-free, then the result follows
from Theorem 11 (since |S| ⩽ s + (a − 1)(b − 1) ⩽ t ⩽ c ⩽ 12ck). This proves the base
case. Now assume that G contains Ks,t. Hence there exists X ⊆ V (G) with |X| = s with
|N⩾s

G (X)| ⩾ t.

By Lemma 27, every component of G−X contains at most (a− 1)(b− 1) vertices in N⩾s
G (X).

So G−X contains at least ⌈ t
(a−1)(b−1)⌉ ⩾ s+ (a− 1)(b− 1) + 1 ⩾ |S|+ 1 components. Hence

there exists a component C of G−X disjoint from S. By induction, G− V (C) has a clean
(s−1)-quasi-tree-partition (T 1, (B1

x)x∈V (T 1), (E
1
v)v∈V (G−V (C))) of width at most 18ck such that

• if z1 is the root of T 1, then S ⊆ B1
z1 ,

• every node of T 1 has at most 6c (s+ 1)-heavy children, and
• for every Y ⊆ V (G)− V (C), if Y has at least max{k + 1, s+ 1} common neighbours in
G− V (C), then there exists a vertical path in T 1 passing through each node x ∈ V (T 1)
with Y ∩B1

x ̸= ∅.

Let S′ := X ∪ (N⩾s
G (X)∩ V (C)). Note that |S′| = |X|+ |N⩾s

G (X)∩ V (C)| ⩽ s+ (a− 1)(b− 1)
by Lemma 27. By induction applied to G[V (C) ∪X] with S′ the specified set, G[V (C) ∪X]
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has a clean (s− 1)-quasi-tree-partition (T 2, (B2
x)x∈V (T 2), (E

2
v)v∈V (C)∪X) of width at most 18ck

such that

• if z2 is the root of T 2 then S′ ⊆ B2
z2 ,

• every node of T 2 has at most 6c (s+ 1)-heavy children, and
• for every Y ⊆ X ∪ V (C), if Y has at least max{k + 1, s + 1} common neighbours in
G[X∪V (C)], then there exists a vertical path in T 2 passing through each node x ∈ V (T 2)
with Y ∩B2

x ̸= ∅.

Note that E2
v = ∅ for each v ∈ B2

z2 , since z2 has no parent in T 2. Similarly, for each child x of
z2, we may assume that E2

v = ∅ for each v ∈ B2
x.

Let T 3 be the tree obtained from T 2 by adding a new node z3 adjacent to z2. Consider T 3

to be rooted at z3. Let B3
z3 := X, and let B3

z2 := B2
z2 \ X. For each x ∈ V (T 2) \ {z2}, let

B3
x := B2

x. For each x ∈ V (T 2) that is not a child of z2 and for each v ∈ B3
x, let E3

v := E2
v . For

each x ∈ V (T 2) that is a child of z2 and for every v ∈ B3
x, let E3

v be the set of edges between
v and X. By construction, (B3

x)x∈V (T 3) is a tree-partition of G[X ∪ V (C)] −
⋃

v∈X∪V (C)E
3
v .

Since N⩾s
G (X) ∩ V (C) ⊆ S′ ⊆ B2

z2 , E
3
v is a set of at most s− 1 edges of G[V (C) ∪X] incident

with v for every v ∈ V (C).

Note that X has at least t common neighbours in G, and V (C) contains at most (a− 1)(b− 1)
common neighbours of X. So X has at least t− (a− 1)(b− 1) = (s− 1 + (a− 1)(b− 1))(a−
1)(b− 1) + k + 1 ⩾ s+ k ⩾ max{k + 1, s+ 1} common neighbours in G− V (C). Thus, there
exists a vertical path P in T 1 passing through each node x ∈ V (T 1) with X ∩ Bx ̸= ∅. Let
z∗ be the vertex of P furtherest from z1 such that X ∩B1

z∗ ̸= ∅. Thus each vertex x ∈ V (T 1)
with X ∩B1

x ̸= ∅ is an ancestor of z∗ or equal to z∗.

Let T be the tree obtained from the disjoint union of T 1 and T 3 by identifying z∗ and z3.
Consider T to be rooted at z1. So the parent of z3 in T is the parent of z∗ in T 1. For each
x ∈ V (T 1), let Bx := B1

x. For each x ∈ V (T 3) − {z3}, let Bx := B3
x. Then (Bx)x∈V (T ) is a

partition of V (G) of width at most 18ck, and S ⊆ Bz1 .

For each v ∈ V (G) − V (C), let Ev := E1
v . For each v ∈ V (C) − B2

z2 , let Ev := E3
v . By

construction, for every v ∈ V (G)− (B2
z2 −X), Ev is a set of at most s− 1 edges incident with

v, and for each edge vw ∈ Ev, if v ∈ Bx and w ∈ By, then by the choice of z∗, y is a non-parent
ancestor of x.

For each v ∈ B2
z2 −X, let Ev be the set of edges between v and X −B1

z∗ . Since X ∩B1
z∗ ̸= ∅,

we know |X − B1
z∗ | ⩽ |X| − 1 ⩽ s − 1, so v ∈ N⩽s−1

G (X − B1
z∗) for every v ∈ V (C). Hence

|Ev| ⩽ s− 1 for every v ∈ V (G). And by the choice of z∗, for every v ∈ B2
z2 −X and for each

edge vw ∈ Ev, if v ∈ Bx and w ∈ By, then y is a non-parent ancestor of x.

By the definition of Ev for v ∈ B2
z2−X, we know (Bx)x∈V (T ) is a T -partition of G−

⋃
v∈V (G)Ev.

Hence ((Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G)) is a clean (s− 1)-quasi-T -partition of G of width at most 18ck.

We now prove the claim about the number of heavy children of a node in T . For each
x ∈ V (T 1) and child y of x in T 1, if X ∩ B1

y = ∅, then NG(By) = NG(B
1
y) ⊆ V (G) − V (C),

so |NG(By) ∩
⋃

q∈T↑y Bq| = |NG(B
1
y) ∩

⋃
q∈T 1↑y B

1
q |; if X ∩ B1

y ≠ ∅, then by the choice of
z∗, T ↑ y is disjoint from V (T 2) and hence equal to T 1 ↑ y, so |NG(By) ∩

⋃
q∈T↑y Bq| =
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|NG(B
1
y)∩

⋃
q∈T 1↑y B

1
q |. If x ∈ V (T 1) and y is a child of x in T but not in T 1, then x = z∗ and

y = z2, so NG(By) ⊆ X ∪ V (C), and hence NG(By) ∩
⋃

q∈T↑y ⊆ X, which has size s < s+ 1.
And for every x ∈ V (T 2) and child y of x in T 2, we have NG(By) ⊆ X ∪ V (C) and X ⊆ B2

z2
and z2 ∈ T 2 ↑ y, so NG(By) ∩

⋃
q∈T↑y Bq ⊆ NG[X∪V (C)](B

2
y) ∩

⋃
q∈T 2↑y B

2
q . Therefore, every

node of T has at most 6c (s+ 1)-heavy children.

Let Y be an arbitrary subset of V (G) such that Y has at least max{k + 1, s + 1} common
neighbours in G. If Y ∩ V (C) ̸= ∅ ≠ Y − (X ∪ V (C)), then X contains all common neighbours
of Y , but there are at least s+ 1 > |X| common neighbours of Y , a contradiction. So either
Y ⊆ V (G) − V (C) or Y ⊆ X ∪ V (C). If Y ⊆ X, then the vertical path in T from z1 to z∗

contains all nodes x ∈ V (T ) with Bx ∩ Y ̸= ∅ by the definition of z∗. So we may assume
Y ̸⊆ X. Hence, if Y ⊆ V (G)− V (C), then all common neighbours of Y in G are contained
in V (G) − V (C); if Y ⊆ X ∪ V (C), then all common neighbours of Y in G are contained
in V (C) ∪ X. Hence there exists a vertical path in T containing all nodes x ∈ V (T ) with
Y ∩Bx ̸= ∅. This completes the proof.

The value t (and hence c) in the previous theorem depends on k. We can make it independent
of k if drop the ‘clean’ requirement. The proof is almost identical to the previous theorem, but
we rewrite it for completeness.

Theorem 29. Fix s, a, b, ρ ∈ N with a ⩾ 2 and b ⩾ 2. Let t := (s+(a−1)(b−1))(a−1)(b−1)+1.
Define c := c(s, t, ρ) as in Lemma 10. For any k ∈ N, if G is a graph with tw(G) ⩽ k − 1 and
ρ(G) ⩽ ρ that contains no 1-extension of Ks,a and no skewered Ks,b, then for any set S ⊆ V (G)
with |S| ⩽ s+(a−1)(b−1), there exists an (s−1)-quasi-tree-partition (T, (Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G))
of G of width at most 18ck, such that:

• if z is the root of T then S ⊆ Bz, and
• every node of T has at most 6c (s+ 1)-heavy children.

Proof. We proceed by induction on |V (G)|. If G is Ks,t-subgraph-free, then the result follows
from Theorem 11 (since |S| ⩽ s + (a − 1)(b − 1) ⩽ t ⩽ c ⩽ 12ck). This proves the base
case. Now assume that G contains Ks,t. Hence there exists X ⊆ V (G) with |X| = s with
|N⩾s

G (X)| ⩾ t.

By Lemma 27, every component of G−X contains at most (a− 1)(b− 1) vertices in N⩾s
G (X).

So G − X contains at least ⌈ t
(a−1)(b−1)⌉ ⩾ s + (a − 1)(b − 1) + 1 ⩾ |S| + 1 components.

Hence there exists a component C of G −X disjoint from S. By induction, G − V (C) has
an (s− 1)-quasi-tree-partition (T 1, (B1

x)x∈V (T 1), (E
1
v)v∈V (G)\V (C)) of width at most 18ck, such

that if z1 is the root of T 1 then S ⊆ B1
z1 , and every node of T 1 has at most 6c (s+ 1)-heavy

children.

Let S′ := X ∪ (N⩾s
G (X)∩ V (C)). Note that |S′| = |X|+ |N⩾s

G (X)∩ V (C)| ⩽ s+ (a− 1)(b− 1)
By induction applied to G[V (C) ∪X] with specified set S′, there exists an (s− 1)-quasi-tree-
partition (T 2, (B2

x)x∈V (T2), (E
2
v)v∈V (C)∪X), such that if z2 is the root of T 2 then S′ ⊆ B2

z2 , and
every node of T has at most 6c (s+ 1)-heavy children. Note that E2

v = ∅ for every v ∈ B2
z2 ,

since z2 has no parent in T 2. Similarly, for every child x of z2, we may assume E2
v = ∅ for

every v ∈ B2
x.
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Let T 3 be the tree obtained from T 2 by adding a new node z3 adjacent to z2. Consider T 3 to
be rooted at z3. Let B3

z3 := X and B3
z2 := B2

z2 −X. For each x ∈ V (T 2)− {z2}, let B3
x := B2

x.
For each x ∈ V (T 2) that is not a child of z2 and for each v ∈ B3

x, let E3
v := E2

v . For each
x ∈ V (T 2) that is a child of z2 and for every v ∈ B3

x, let E3
v be the edges between v and

X. By construction, (B3
x)x∈V (T 3) is a tree-partition of G[X ∪ V (C)]−

⋃
v∈X∪V (C)E

3
v . Since

N⩾s
G (X) ∩ V (C) ⊆ S′ ⊆ B2

z2 , E
3
v is a set of at most s− 1 edges of G[V (C) ∪X] incident with

v for every v ∈ V (C).

Let z∗ be a node of T 1 with B1
z∗ ∩X ̸= ∅, and maximising the distance in T 1 between z∗ and

z1. Let T be the tree obtained from the disjoint union of T 1 and T 3 by identifying z∗ and
z3. Note that T is rooted at z1, and the parent of z3 in T is the parent of z∗ in T 1. For each
x ∈ V (T 1), let Bx := B1

x. For each x ∈ V (T 3) − {z3}, let Bx := B3
x. Then (Bx)x∈V (T ) is a

partition of V (G) with |Bx| ⩽ 18ck for every x ∈ V (T ), and S ⊆ Bz1 .

For each v ∈ V (G) − V (C), let Ev := E1
v . For each v ∈ V (C) − B2

z2 , let Ev := E3
v . By

construction, for each v ∈ V (G)− (B2
z2 \X), Ev is a set of at most s− 1 edges incident with v,

and for each edge vw ∈ Ev, if v ∈ Bx and w ∈ By, then by the choice of z∗, y ∈ T ↑ x.

For each v ∈ B2
z2 −X, let Ev be the set of edges between v and X −B1

z∗ . Since X ∩B1
z∗ ̸= ∅,

we know |X − B1
z∗ | ⩽ |X| − 1 ⩽ s − 1, so v ∈ N⩽s−1

G (X − B1
z∗) for each v ∈ V (C). Hence

|Ev| ⩽ s− 1 for each v ∈ V (G). And by the choice of z∗, for every v ∈ B2
z2 −X and for each

edge vw ∈ Ev, if v ∈ Bx and w ∈ By, then y ∈ T ↑ x.

By the definition of Ev for v ∈ B2
z2 − X, we know (Bx)x∈V (T ) is a tree-partition of G −⋃

v∈V (G)Ev.

For each x ∈ V (T 1) and child y of x in T 1, if X ∩ B1
y = ∅, then NG(By) = NG(B

1
y) ⊆

V (G)− V (C), so |NG(By)∩
⋃

q∈T↑y Bq| = |NG(B
1
y)∩

⋃
q∈T 1↑y B

1
q |; if X ∩B1

y ̸= ∅, then by the
choice of z∗, T ↑ y is disjoint from V (T 2) and hence equal to T 1 ↑ y, so |NG(By)∩

⋃
q∈T↑y Bq| =

|NG(B
1
y)∩

⋃
q∈T 1↑y B

1
q |. If x ∈ V (T 1) and y is a child of x in T but not in T 1, then x = z∗ and

y = z2, so NG(By) ⊆ X ∪ V (C), and hence NG(By) ∩
⋃

q∈T↑y ⊆ X, which has size s < s+ 1.
And for every x ∈ V (T 2) and child y of x in T 2, we have NG(By) ⊆ X ∪ V (C) and X ⊆ B2

z2
and z2 ∈ T 2 ↑ y, so NG(By)∩

⋃
q∈T↑y Bq ⊆ NG[X∪V (C)](B

2
y)∩

⋃
q∈T 2↑y B

2
q . Therefore, for every

x ∈ V (T ), there are at most 6c children y of x in T such that |NG(By) ∩
⋃

q∈T↑y Bq| ⩾ s+ 1.
This completes the proof.

Theorem 29 is applicable with ρ(G) ⩽ tw(G) by (3), in which case c(s, t, ρ) ⩽ max{t, t ·
tw(G)s−1 + 1} ⩽ t(tw(G) + 1)s−1. The next result follows, which implies Corollary 7.

Corollary 30. Fix s, a, b ∈ N with a, b ⩾ 2. Let t := (s+ (a− 1)(b− 1))(a− 1)(b− 1)+ 1. For
any k ∈ N, if G is a graph with tw(G) ⩽ k − 1 that contains no 1-extension of Ks,a and no
skewered Ks,b, then G has an (s− 1)-quasi-tree-partition (T, (Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G)) of width
at most 18tks, such that every node has at most 6tks−1 (s+ 1)-heavy children.

Theorem 29 leads to the following strengthening of Corollary 8 and the known result that
graphs with bounded tree-width and maximum degree have bounded tree-partition width
(Theorem 1).
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Corollary 31. For any a, b.k ∈ N with a, b ⩾ 2, if G is a graph with tw(G) ⩽ k−1 that contains
no 1-extension of K1,a and no skewered K1,b, then G has a tree-partition (T, (Bx)x∈V (T )) of
width at most 18a2b2k, such that for every x ∈ V (T ), there are at most 6a2b2 children y of x
such that |NG(By) ∩Bx| ⩾ 2.

Proof. By assumption, Theorem 29 is applicable with s = 1 and ρ = k. Let
(T, (Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G)) be the 0-quasi-tree-partition of G obtained. Since s = 1, the width
of (T, (Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G)) is at most 18ck, where c ⩽ (1+(a−1)(b−1))(a−1)(b−1)+1 ⩽
((a − 1)(b − 1) + 1)2 ⩽ a2b2. Since (T, (Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G)) is a 0-quasi-tree-partition,
Ev = ∅ for every v ∈ V (G). Thus (Bx)x∈V (T ) is a tree-partition of G, and for any x ∈ V (T )
and child y of x, NG(By) ∩

⋃
q∈T↑xBq = NG(By) ∩ Bx. Since each node of T has at most

6c ⩽ 6a2b2 2-heavy children, the final claim follows.

6 Colouring II

This section proves colouring results for graphs with no 1-extension of Ks,a and no skewered
Ks,b. The next lemma enables this.

Lemma 32. Fix d, r ∈ N0 and w ∈ N. If G is a graph that has an r-quasi-tree-partition
(T, (Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G)) of width at most w such that every node of T has at most d
(r + 2)-heavy children, then G is (r + 2)-list-colourable with clustering w(d+ 1)w.

Proof. We may add edges to G so that Bx is a clique for each x ∈ V (T ), and for each edge xy
of E(T ), if y is an (r + 2)-heavy child of x, then every vertex in Bx is adjacent in G to every
vertex in By.

Let ⩽T be a BFS-ordering of V (T ). Let ⩽G be a linear ordering of V (G) such that for any
distinct x, y ∈ V (T ) with x ⩽T y, if u ∈ Bx and v ∈ By, then u ⩽G v. For any S ⊆ V (G),
let m(S) be the smallest vertex in S according to ⩽G. For each subgraph H of G, let
m(H) := m(V (H)). For any S1, S2, where each Si is a subset of V (G) or a subgraph of G, we
define S1 ⩽G S2 if and only if m(S1) ⩽G m(S2). Denote V (T ) by {t1, t2, . . . , t|V (T )|} such that
ti ⩽T tj for every i ⩽ j.

Let L be an arbitrary (r + 2)-list-assignment of G.

Define f1 to be an L|Bt1
-colouring of G[Bt1 ] by defining f1(v) to be an arbitrary element in L(v)

for every v ∈ Bt1 . For every i ∈ [|V (T )|]−{1}, define an L|⋃i
j=1 Btj

-colouring fi of G[
⋃i

j=1Btj ]

as follows:

• For each v ∈
⋃i−1

j=1Btj , let fi(v) := fi−1(v).
• Let pi be the parent of ti in T .
• Let Mi be the fi−1-monochromatic component intersecting Bpi with the smallest m(Mi).
• Let ai be the colour of Mi.
• If |NG(Bti) ∩

⋃
q∈T↑ti Bq| ⩾ r + 2, then for every v ∈ Bti , let fi(v) be an element in

L(v)− {ai, fi−1(u) : uv ∈ Ev}.
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• If |NG(Bti) ∩
⋃

q∈T↑ti Bq| ⩽ r + 1, then for every v ∈ Bti , let fi(v) be an element in
L(v)− {fi−1(u) : u ∈ NG(Bti) ∩

⋃
q∈T↑ti Bq}.

Since |L(v)| ⩾ r + 2, fi(v) can be defined as above.

Let f = f|V (T )|. It suffices to show that f has clustering c := w(d+ 1)w.

Let M be an arbitrary f -monochromatic component. Let SM = {t ∈ V (T ) : Bt ∩ V (M) ̸= ∅}.
To prove |V (M)| ⩽ c, it suffices to show that SM induces a subtree TM with maximum degree
at most d + 1 (Claim 32.3 below) such that every path in TM from the root of TM to any
other vertex contains at most w vertices (implied by Claim 32.5 below). This will imply that
|V (M)| ⩽ w|SM | ⩽ w

∑w−1
i=0 (d+ 1)i ⩽ w(d+ 1)w = c, as desired.

Claim 32.1. If uv is an edge of G with {u, v} ⊆ V (M) and u ⩽G v, then there exists an edge
xy of T such that {u, v} ⊆ Bx ∪By.

Proof. Let x, y ∈ V (T ) such that u ∈ Bx and v ∈ By. Since u ⩽G v, x ⩽T y. Suppose
to the contrary that x ≠ y and x is not the parent of y. Since (Bt : t ∈ V (T )) is a tree-
partition of G −

⋃
q∈V (G)Eq, uv ∈ Eu ∪ Ev. By the property of Eu and Ev, we know that

uv ∈ Ev and x ∈ T ↑ y. Note that x ∈ T ↑ y implies that u ∈ NG(By) ∩
⋃

q∈T↑y Bq. If
|NG(By) ∩

⋃
q∈T↑y Bq| ⩾ r + 2, then since uv ∈ Ev, f(u) ̸= f(v) by the definition of f . If

|NG(By) ∩
⋃

q∈T↑y Bq| ⩽ r + 1, then since u ∈ NG(By) ∩
⋃

q∈T↑y Bq, f(u) ̸= f(v) by the
definition of f . Hence f(u) ̸= f(v) in either case, contradicting that M is monochromatic.

Since M is connected, by Claim 32.1, we know TM = T [SM ] is a subtree of T .

Claim 32.2. For every edge ty of TM , where t is the parent of y, |NG(By)∩
⋃

q∈T↑y Bq| ⩾ r+2.

Proof. Since {t, y} ⊆ SM , there exist u ∈ Bt∩V (M) and v ∈ By∩V (M). Since M is connected,
there exists a path P in M between u and v. We choose u and v such that P can be chosen to
be as short as possible. By Claim 32.1, uv ∈ E(G). Since t ∈ T ↑ y, u ∈ NG(By) ∩

⋃
q∈T↑y Bq.

So if |NG(By) ∩
⋃

q∈T↑y Bq| ⩽ r + 1, then f(u) ̸= f(v), a contradiction.

Claim 32.3. TM has maximum degree at most d+ 1.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that there exists t ∈ V (TM ) with degree at least d+ 2. So t
has at least d+ 1 children in TM . By the property of (Bx)x∈V (T ), there exists a child y of t in
TM such that |NG(By) ∩

⋃
q∈T↑y Bq| ⩽ r + 1, contradicting Claim 32.2.

Claim 32.4. For every vertical path P in TM , there exists a path PM in M such that
|V (PM ) ∩Bt| = 1 for every t ∈ V (P ), and V (PM ) ∩Bt = ∅ for every t ∈ V (T )− V (P ).

Proof. By Claim 32.2, for every edge ty of P , where t is a parent of y, |NG(By)∩
⋃

q∈T↑y Bq| ⩾
r + 2, so Bt ∪By is a clique of G by assumption. Then the claim follows.

Claim 32.5. For any k ∈ N, if there exists a vertical path P in TM on at least k vertices,
then there exist at least k − 1 f-monochromatic components Q with m(Q) <G m(M) and
V (Q) ∩BtP ̸= ∅, where tP is the root of P .
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Proof. We prove this claim by induction on k. The case k = 1 is obvious. So we may assume
k ⩾ 2.

By Claim 32.4, there exists a path PM in M such that |V (PM ) ∩Bt| = 1 for every t ∈ V (P ),
and V (PM )∩Bt = ∅ for every t ∈ V (T )− V (P ). Let y be the end of P other than tP (y exists
since k ⩾ 2). Let vP be the vertex in V (PM ) ∩By. Let p be the parent of y. Let i ∈ [|V (T )|]
such that y = ti. Note that there exists a fi−1-monochromatic component M ′ containing
PM − vP . Since M ′ ⊆ M , m(M) ⩽G m(M ′). By considering the path in TM from the root of
TM to p, we know m(M) = m(M ′) by Claims 32.2 and 32.4.

By Claim 32.2, |NG(By) ∩
⋃

q∈T↑y Bq| ⩾ r + 2. Since V (M) ∩By ̸= ∅, ai is not the colour of
M . That is, there exists a fi−1-monochromatic component Ci intersecting Bp with m(Ci) <G

m(M ′) = m(M). Let C be the f -monochromatic component containing Ci. So m(C) ⩽G

m(Ci) <G m(M). Applying Claims 32.1, 32.2 and 32.4 to C, we know m(C) = m(Ci), and
the root rC of the subtree TC induced by {t ∈ V (T ) : Bt ∩ V (C) ̸= ∅} is an ancestor of
the root rM of TM or equal to rM . Hence there exists a vertical path in TC from tP to p
on at least k − 1 vertices, and V (C) ∩ BtP ̸= ∅. By the induction hypothesis, there exist at
least k − 2 f -monochromatic components Q with m(Q) <G m(C) and V (Q) ∩ BtP ̸= ∅. By
collecting those Q together with C, we obtain at least k − 1 f -monochromatic components Q
with m(Q) <G m(M) and V (Q) ∩BtP ̸= ∅.

Let rM be the root of TM . Since |Bx| ⩽ w for every x ∈ V (T ), there are at most w − 1
f -monochromatic components Q with m(Q) <G m(M) and V (Q) ∩BrM ̸= ∅. By Claim 32.5,
every vertical path in TM contains at most w vertices. This completes the proof.

If the tree of the tree-partition has bounded maximum degree, then we can do fractional
colouring that reduces the ratio for the number of colours. The proof is very similar, but we
write it again for completeness.

Lemma 33. For any integers w, ℓ ⩾ 1 and d, r ⩾ 0, if a graph G has an r-quasi-tree-partition
(T, (Bx)x∈V (T ), (Ev)v∈V (G)) of width at most w and degree at most d, then G is ((r+1)ℓ+1):ℓ-
list-colourable with clustering wdw.

Proof. We may add edges to G so that Bx is a clique for every x ∈ V (T ), and for any edge xy
of E(T ), every vertex in Bx is adjacent in G to every vertex in By.

Let ⩽T be a BFS-ordering of V (T ). Let ⩽G be a linear ordering of V (G) such that for
any distinct x, y ∈ V (T ) with x ⩽T y, if u ∈ Bx and v ∈ By, then u ⩽G v. For any
S ⊆ V (G), let m(S) be the smallest vertex in S according to ⩽G. For any subgraph H of G,
let m(H) = m(V (H)). For any S1, S2, where each Si is a subset of V (G) or a subgraph of G,
we define S1 ⩽G S2 if and only if m(S1) ⩽G m(S2). Denote V (T ) by {t1, t2, ..., t|V (T )|} such
that ti ⩽T tj for every i ⩽ j.

Let L be an arbitrary ((r + 1)ℓ+ 1)-list-assignment of G.

Define f1 to be an L|Bt1
-colouring of G[Bt1 ] by defining f1(v) to be an arbitrary subset of L(v)

with size ℓ for every v ∈ Bt1 . For every i ∈ [|V (T )|]− {1}, we define an L|⋃i
j=1 Btj

-colouring fi

of G[
⋃i

j=1Btj ] as follows:
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• For each v ∈
⋃i−1

j=1Btj , let fi(v) := fi−1(v).
• Let pi be the parent of ti in T .
• Let Mi be the fi−1-monochromatic component intersecting Bpi with the smallest m(Mi).
• Let ai be the colour of Mi.
• For each v ∈ Bti , let fi(v) be a subset of L(v)− ({ai} ∪

⋃
uv∈Ev

fi−1(u)) with size ℓ.

Since |Ev| ⩽ r and |L(v)| ⩾ (r + 1)ℓ+ 1, fi(v) can be defined as above.

Let f = f|V (T )|. It suffices to show that f has clustering c := wdw.

Let M be an arbitrary f -monochromatic component. Let SM = {t ∈ V (T ) : Bt ∩ V (M) ̸= ∅}.
To prove |V (M)| ⩽ c, it suffices to show that SM induces a subtree TM such that every path
in TM from the root of TM to any other vertex contains at most w vertices (since it implies
that |V (M)| ⩽ w|SM | ⩽ w

∑w−1
i=0 di ⩽ wdw = c, as ∆(T ) ⩽ d).

Claim 33.1. If uv is an edge of G with {u, v} ⊆ V (M) and u ⩽G v, then there exists an edge
xy of T such that {u, v} ⊆ Bx ∪By.

Proof. Let x, y ∈ V (T ) such that u ∈ Bx and v ∈ By. Since u ⩽G v, x ⩽T y. Suppose to the
contrary that x ̸= y and x is not the parent of y. Since (Bt : t ∈ V (T )) is a tree-partition
of G −

⋃
q∈V (G)Eq, uv ∈ Eu ∪ Ev. By the property of Eu and Ev, we know that uv ∈ Ev

and x ∈ T ↑ y. Since uv ∈ Ev, f(u) ̸= f(v) by the definition of f , contradicting that M is
monochromatic.

Since M is connected, by Claim 33.1, we know TM = T [SM ] is a subtree of T .

Claim 33.2. For every vertical path P in TM , there exists a path PM in M such that
|V (PM ) ∩Bt| = 1 for every t ∈ V (P ), and V (PM ) ∩Bt = ∅ for every t ∈ V (T )− V (P ).

Proof. Since for every edge ty of P , Bt∪By is a clique of G by assumption, the claim follows.

Claim 33.3. For any k ∈ N, if there exists a vertical path P in TM on at least k vertices,
then there exist at least k − 1 f-monochromatic components Q with m(Q) <G m(M) and
V (Q) ∩BtP ̸= ∅, where tP is the root of P .

Proof. We prove this claim by induction on k. The case k = 1 is obvious. So we may assume
k ⩾ 2.

By Claim 33.2, there exists a path PM in M such that |V (PM ) ∩Bt| = 1 for every t ∈ V (P ),
and V (PM )∩Bt = ∅ for every t ∈ V (T )− V (P ). Let y be the end of P other than tP (y exists
since k ⩾ 2). Let vP be the vertex in V (PM ) ∩By. Let p be the parent of y. Let i ∈ [|V (T )|]
such that y = ti. Note that there exists a fi−1-monochromatic component M ′ containing
PM − vP . Since M ′ ⊆ M , m(M) ⩽G m(M ′). By considering the path in TM from the root of
TM to p, we know m(M) = m(M ′).

Since V (M) ∩By ̸= ∅, ai is not the colour of M . That is, there exists a fi−1-monochromatic
component Ci intersecting Bp with m(Ci) <G m(M ′) = m(M). Let C be the f -monochromatic
component containing Ci. So m(C) ⩽G m(Ci) <G m(M). Applying Claim 33.1 and Claim 33.2
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to C, we know m(C) = m(Ci), and the root rC of the subtree TC induced by {t ∈ V (T ) :
Bt ∩ V (C) ̸= ∅} is an ancestor of the root rM of TM or equal to rM . Hence there exists
a vertical path in TC from tP to p on at least k − 1 vertices, and V (C) ∩ BtP ≠ ∅. By
the induction hypothesis, there exist at least k − 2 f -monochromatic components Q with
m(Q) <G m(C) and V (Q) ∩ BtP ̸= ∅. By collecting those Q together with C, we obtain at
least k − 1 f -monochromatic components Q with m(Q) <G m(M) and V (Q) ∩BtP ̸= ∅.

Let rM be the root of TM . Since |Bx| ⩽ w for every x ∈ V (T ), there are at most w − 1
f -monochromatic components Q with m(Q) <G m(M) and V (Q) ∩BrM ̸= ∅. By Claim 33.3,
every vertical path in TM contains at most w vertices. This proves the lemma.

Theorem 34. For any s, a, b, k ∈ N with a, b ⩾ 2, there exists c ∈ N such that for any ℓ ∈ N
and graph G with tw(G) ⩽ k − 1:

1. If G contains no 1-extension of Ks,a and no skewered Ks,b, then G is (s+1)-list-colourable
with clustering c.

2. If G is Ks,a-subgraph-free, then G is (sℓ+ 1):ℓ-list-colourable with clustering c.

Proof. Recall that ρ(G) ⩽ tw(G) by (3). Statement 1 follows from Theorem 29 and Lemma 32.
Statement 2 follows from Lemma 12 and Lemma 33.
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