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Abstract

We prove that the class of 3D-grids is cannot be transduced from planar graphs, and
more generally, from any class of graphs of bounded Euler genus. To prove our result,
we introduce a new structural tool called slice decompositions, and show that every
graph class transducible from a class of graphs of bounded genus is a perturbation of
a graph class that admits slice decompositions.

1 Introduction

A recent topic in structural and algorithmic graph theory is the study of graph classes
through the lens of first-order transductions. These are logic-based graph transformations
that allow us to create new graphs from old ones, and by extension, new graph classes from
old ones. Roughly speaking, a transduction can be described as follows. We start with
a graph G and color its vertices with a bounded number of color in an arbitrary fashion.
Then we use a first-order formula ψ(x, y) to define a new graph ψ(G) on the same vertex
set as G and with edge set {uv : G |= ψ(u, v)}; here we note that the formula ψ can
speak about the colors introduced in the first step. Finally, we take an induced subgraph
of ψ(G). A transduction T is therefore determined by a number of colors used and formula
ψ.Since the coloring step and taking induced subgraph are non-deterministic operations, a
transduction actually produces a set of graphs from a source graph G instead of a single
graph. We therefore write H ∈ T(G) to denote that H is a result of transduction T applied
to G (instead of H = T(G)). The notion of transduction is naturally extended to graph
classes – the graph class T(C) is obtained by applying T to every graph in C and taking the
union of the results. Finally, we say that a graph class D is transducible from a class C if

∗University of Warsaw, Poland. Email: gajarsky@mimuw.edu.pl.
†University of Warsaw, Poland. Email: michal.pilipczuk@mimuw.edu.pl.
‡No affiliation. Email: fpfilko@gmail.com.

MP is supported by the project BOBR that have received fund-
ing from the European Research Council (ERC) under the Euro-
pean Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (grant
agreement No948057).
JG is supported by the Polish National Science Centre SONATA-18
grant number 2022/47/D/ST6/03421.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

07
55

8v
1 

 [
cs

.L
O

] 
 1

3 
Ja

n 
20

25



there exists a transduction T such that D ⊆ T(C); we denote this situation by D ⪯FO C.
This notation is justified by the fact that if D is transducible from C, then every graph from
D can be encoded in some graph from C by a first-order formula, and therefore we can think
of D being logically ‘simpler’ than C. We note that in some cases we have D ⪯FO C and
C ⪯FO D; in this case C and D are thought to be equally rich from the perspective of FO
logic.

In this work, we are interested in the following question: For which classes C and D
of graphs we have that D is transducible from C? The question is closely related to the
first-order model checking problem. In this problem we are given as input a finite graph G
and a first-order sentence φ, and the task is to determine whether G |= φ. The relevance of
transductions for this problem stems from two different ways how we can specify (families
of) graph classes via transductions:

(i) For a graph class C and a transduction T, we can consider the graph class T(C). Here
one should imagine that C is a graph class that we understand well, and we want
to understand T(C). The underlying idea is that if C has nice (structural, logical,
algorithmic) properties, then it is reasonable to expect some of these properties will
carry over to T(C). Note that this also gives us information about all graph classes D
for which we have D ⊆ T(C), that is, all classes with D ⪯FO C. In fact, one usually
considers not just a single graph class C and single transduction, but whole families
of graph classes and all transductions. An important example of this situation is the
case when we start with the family of nowhere dense graph classes, and consider all
graph classes that can be obtained from such classes by an arbitrary transduction.
Such classes are known as structurally nowhere dense graph classes. A recent result
of Dreier, Mählmann and Siebertz [10] established that the first-order model checking
can be solved efficiently on such graph classes.

(ii) For a class D of graphs, we consider the family all classes C such that for no transduction
T we have that D ⊆ T(C), that is, we study graph classes C such that C ̸⪯FO D. Promi-
nent examples of specifying families of graph classes via this approach are monadically
stable graph classes (here D is the class of all half-graphs) and monadically dependent
graph classes (here D is the class of all graphs). Another way of looking at specifying
graph classes in this way is that for every transduction T there is a graph G ∈ D such
that G ̸∈ T(C). Studying graph classes determined in this way therefore boils down
to studying what graphs cannot be transduced from C. The rationale behind this ap-
proach is that understanding these kind of obstructions for C can lead to establishing
structural results about C, and consequently to algorithmic results. These kind of ideas
played a role in recent important results [4, 9, 11].

Currently, in the realm of the first-order model checking problem, the focus is on monad-
ically dependent graph classes, that is, graph classes C such that G ̸⪯FO C, where G is the
class of all graphs. It has been conjectured [1, 15] that this is all that is needed to obtain
an efficient model checking algorithm. However, the general question when D ⪯FO C for
various graph classes D simpler than G is well-motivated and can lead to interesting progress
in structural graph theory, as we now argue.
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If we want to prove that a graph class D is transducible from a graph class C, it is
enough to exhibit a transduction T such that D ⊆ T(C). While this is conceptually simple,
it requires us to understand both C and D – we need expose enough structure and simplicity
in graphs from D and at the same time enough richness and complexity in graphs from C,
so that we can encode each G ∈ D in a graph from C.

On the other hand, to prove that D is not transducible from C, one typically proceeds as
follows. Let Π be a property a graph class can have (for example, having bounded treewidth
or having bounded clique-width). We will think of Π as the family of all graph classes that
have property Π and write C ∈ Π instead of “C has property Π”. We say that a class Π is a
transduction ideal if C ∈ Π implies that T(C) ∈ Π for all transductions. We also sometimes
say that Π is a transduction invariant property. Important examples of such properties are
having bounded shrub-depth [17], rank [16], clique-width [7], twin-width [5], flip-width [22],
or being monadically stable [21] or monadically dependent [2]. Non-examples are having
bounded treewidth or being planar. Then, to show for example that the class of all 2-
dimensional grids is not transducible from trees, where we can take Π to be the transduction
ideal “having bounded clique-width”. However, it is not possible to use currently known
transduction ideals to answer many (even basic) non-transducibility questions (see below).
Asking such questions will presumably lead to identifying new transduction ideals. Given
how important the currently known transduction ideals are in structural graph theory and
model theory, this could lead to discoveries of new important graph theoretic notions and
enrich our understanding of the connection between structural graph theory and (finite)
model theory.

While, as explained above, studying graph classes and relationships between them using
transductions is well-motivated (see also the new survey [20]), our current understanding
of the relation ⪯FO is fairly limited. One easily checks that the relation ⪯FO is a quasi-
order (known as the first-order transduction quasi-order), and its order-theoretic properties
together with some other fine-grained questions were studied in [19]. However, as mentioned
above, many basic questions are currently unanswered. For example:

• Is it true that for every k the class of all graphs of graphs of treewidth k + 1 is
transducible from the class of graphs of treewidth at most k? The answer is known for
pathwidth [19].

• Is it true that the class of all toroidal graphs is transducible from the class of planar
graphs?

• Is it true that for every k the class of graphs of treewidth k is transducible from planar
graphs?

Presently, probably the biggest bottleneck to obtaining a fine understanding of the first-
order transduction quasi-order is the lack of a robust toolbox for proving non-tranducibility
results that extends beyond commonly studied transduction invariant properties. Overcom-
ing this lack of results and techniques is the motivation behind our research.

Our results. Our main result is the following. In its statement, a cube is a 3-dimensional
grid with all sides of equal length.
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Theorem 1. The class of all cubes is not transducible from any class of graphs of bounded
genus.

To prove Theorem 1, we introduce a new tool called a slice decomposition of a graph.
Fix a function f : N → N and let G be a graph. A slice decomposition of G guarded by f is
a partition V1 ∪ . . . Vℓ of V (G) with the following two properties:

• Every edge of G is either within some part Vi or or between consecutive parts Vi, Vi+1.

• Any k consecutive parts induce a subgraph of G of clique-width at most f(k).

We say that a class C of graphs admits slice decompositions if there exists a function f such
that every G ∈ C has a slice decomposition guarded by f .

Our structural result for graph classes interpretable in classes of bounded genus is The-
orem 2 below. In its statement, a graph H is a k-flip of graph G if H can be obtained from
G by partitioning V (G) into at most k classes and complementing (flipping) the adjacency
between some pairs of classes.

Theorem 2. Let C be a class of graphs of bounded genus and let T be a transduction. Then
there exists a class D of graphs that has slice decompositions and number k ∈ N such that
every graph in T(C) is a k-flip of a graph from D.

The proof of Theorem 2 relies on the product structure theorem for graphs of bounded
genus and Gaifman’s locality theorem. We note that our proof of Theorem 1 does not use
the full power of Theorem 2, as we only use the fact that the clique-width of each part Vi in
the slice decomposition is bounded. Theorem 2 can therefore be useful for proving stronger
non-transducibility results.

1.1 Outline of the proof

Our proof of Theorem 1 can be broken down into the following steps:

1. We will show that if C is such that Q ⊆ T(C) for some transduction T, then there is a
transduction T′ of bounded range such that Q ⊆ T′(C) (Section 4).

2. We will show that if T is a transduction of bounded range and C is a class of graphs
of bounded Euler genus, then T(C) admits slice decompositions for some function f
(Section 3).

3. Assuming that cubes can be transduced from a class of graphs of bounded Euler genus,
by taking C as the class of planar graphs in the previous two statements we get that
the class of cubes admits slice decompositions for some function f .

4. From a result of Berger, Dvorák and Norine [3] we deduce that the class of all 3D-grids
does not admit slice decompositions, which gives us a contradiction (Section 5).

2 Preliminaries

For two integers m,n with m < n we denote by [m,n] the set {m,m+ 1, . . . , n}. We denote
by [n] the set [1, n].
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2.1 Logic

We assume familiarity with basic notions of the first-order logic: signatures, formulas, quan-
tifier rank.

Graphs are modeled as structures over a single binary predicate symbol E. Often, we will
speak of colored graphs – these are graphs equipped with finitely many colors modeled as
unary predicates. To each class of colored graphs, we associate a signature Σ which consists
of the binary predicate symbol E and finitely many unary predicate symbols. Unless explic-
itly specified otherwise, all classes of structures considered in this paper will be (colored)
graphs, and we will therefore use letters G,H, . . . for structures and V (G), V (H), . . . for their
underlying universes.

Interpretations and transductions. We say that a formula ψ(x, y) is antireflexive and
symmetric if for all graphs G and u, v ∈ V (G) we have G ̸|= ψ(u, u) and G |= ψ(u, v) ⇔
G |= ψ(v, u). For a antireflexive and symmetric formula ψ(x, y) and a graph G we denote
by ψ(G) the graph on vertex set V (G) and edge set

E(ψ(G)) = {uv | G |= ψ(u, v)}

We then say that ψ(x, y) is an interpretation formula and that the graph ψ(G) is interpreted
in G.

A transduction is an operation determined by a number m and an interpretation formula
ψ(x, y) that from a graph G produces a new graph as follows:

(i) First, vertices of G are marked with (at most) m unary predicates in arbitrary fashion
to obtain graph G+.

(ii) Then, we apply ψ to G+ to produce graph ψ(G) (the formula ψ can use the unary
predicates introduced in the first step).

(iii) Finally, we take an induced subgraph of ψ(G+).

Since the steps (i) and (iii) are not deterministic, transduction actually does not produce a
single graph but a set of graphs. If T is a transduction, we denote by T(G) the set of graphs
it produces, and if H ∈ T(G), we say that H is transduced from G. For a class of graphs C
and a transduction T , we set T(C) :=

⋃
G∈C T(G).

We say that a formula ψ(x, y) has range d if for every graph G and every u, v ∈ V (G)
we have that G ̸|= ψ(u, v) implies distG(u, v) ≤ d. This means that when creating the graph
ψ(G) from G, the formula ψ(x, y) will not create an edge between two vertices that are far
away in G. We say that a formula ψ(x, y) has bounded range if there exists a bound d such
that ψ(x, y) has range d. Finally, we say that a transduction T has bounded range, if the
interpretation formula used by T has bounded range.

It is easily verified that a composition of two transductions is a transduction; we denote
the composition of transductions S and T by T◦S. Moreover, if both S and T are of bounded
range, then so is T ◦ S (namely, if S has range d1 and T has range d2, then T ◦ S has range
d1d2).
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Gaifman’s theorem Several of our results rely on Gaifman’s locality theorem. We say
that a first-order formula γ(x1, . . . , xk) is r-local if for every G and every v1, . . . , vk ∈ V (G)
we have that G |= γ(v1, . . . , vk) ⇔ BG

r (v1, . . . , vk) |= γ(v1, . . . , vk) where BG
r (v1, . . . , vk) =⋃

1≤i≤k B
G
r (vi). A basic local sentence is a sentence of the form

τ ≡ ∃x1 . . . ∃xk

( ∧
1≤i<j≤k

dist(xi, xj) > 2r ∧
∧

1≤i≤k

α(xi)

)
,

where α(x) is r-local and dist(x, y) > 2r is a formula expressing that the distance between
x and y is larger than 2r.

Theorem 3 (Gaifman’s locality theorem [13]). Every first-order formula φ(x1, . . . , xk) is
equivalent to a boolean combination of a 7q-local formula ρ(x1, . . . , xk) and basic local sen-
tences with locality radius 7q, where q is the quantifier rank of φ.

In our proofs we will use the following two corollaries of Gaifman’s theorem.

Corollary 4. For every formula ψ(x, y) there exists a number r and r-local formula ρ(x, y)
such that for every G one of the following is true:

• ψ(G) is a clique

• ψ(G) is a edgeless

• ψ(G) = ρ(G)

• ψ(G) = ¬ρ(G)

Proof. Apply Gaifman’s theorem to ψ(x, y) to obtain a boolean combination of r-local for-
mula ρ(x, y) and basic local sentences τ1, . . . , τm. Let G be arbitrary. After evaluating all
τi on G, the boolean combination of formulas reduces to ⊤, ⊥, ρ(x, y) or ¬ρ(x, y) and the
result follows.

Let G and H be graphs. We say that H is a k-flip of G if one can obtain H from G by
partitioning V (G) into at most k parts V1, . . . , Vk and complementing the adjacency between
some pairs of parts (not necessarily distinct).

Theorem 5 ([6], also implicit in [14]). Let C be a class of graphs and T a transduction.
Then there exists a transduction R of bounded range such that every graph in T(C) is a k-flip
of a graph from R(C).

2.2 Graph theory

All graphs in this paper are finite, simple, undirected, and unless specified otherwise, they
do not contain loops. We use standard graph-theoretic terminology and notation.

While we will rely on the notions of treewidth and cliquewidth, we will never need to
explicitly work with tree-decompositions and cliquewidth decompositions, and so we omit
their definitions. We will only need the properties stated in Theorems 6 and 7.
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Theorem 6 ([18]). There exists a function g : N×N → N with the following property. If C
is a class of graphs of clique-width at most c such that no graph from C contains Ks,s as a
subgraph, then C has treewidth at most g(c, s).

Theorem 7 ([8]). For every formula ψ(x, y) there exists a function gψ : N → N such that
for every graph G we have cw(ψ(G)) ≤ gψ(tw(G)).

Let G and H be graphs. The strong product of G and H, denoted by G⊠H, is the graph
on vertex set V (G) × V (H) in which there is an edge between distinct vertices (u, x) and
(v, y) if

• u = v and xy ∈ E(H)

• x = y and uv ∈ E(G)

• uv ∈ E(G) and xy ∈ E(H).

In their celebrated result [12], Dujmovic, Joret, Micek, Morin, Ueckerdt and Wood proved
the following result, known as the produc structure theorem for planar graphs.

Theorem 8 ([12]). Every planar G graph is a subgraph of H ⊠ P , where H is a graph of
treewidth at most 8 and P is a path.

More generally, they have proved the following1.

Theorem 9 ([12]). Let C be a class of graphs of bounded Euler genus. Then there exists
t ∈ N such that every G ∈ C is a subgraph of H ⊠ P , where H is a graph of treewidth at
most t and P is a path.

We will work with a subclass of all 3D-grids in which all sides have the same length. We
call such graphs cubes.

Definition 10. The cube with side length N is the graph QN with vertex set [N ]3 such that
for every i, j, k, i′, j′, k′ ∈ [N ] we have (i, j, k)(i′, j′, k′) ∈ E(QN) if and only if |i− i′| + |j −
j′| + |k − k′| = 1.

We define the class Q = {QN | N ∈ N}.

We define three projection functions π1, π2, πr from V (QN) to [N ] in the natural way by
setting π1((i, j, k)) = i, π2((i, j, k)) = j and π3((i, j, k)) = k.

Sometimes we will consider induced subgraphs of cubes that are themselves isomorphic
to a cube. For example, consider Q2N for some N and set S = [N, 2N ] × [N, 2N ] × [N, 2N ].
Then Q2N [S] is isomorphic to the cube QN , but is not equal to it because it has different
vertex set. We will usually ignore this subtlety and treat such induced subgraphs as cubes
(thus, we also consider graphs isomorphic to cubes to be cubes).

1We note that the result of [12] actually states that every graph of Euler genus G is subgraph of (K2g +
H)⊠ P , where H is of treewidth 8. Our version of the theorem follows easily from this, since the treewidth
of K2g +H is at most 2g + 8.
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3 Slice decompositions

In this section we define slice decompositions and prove that

Definition 11. Let f : N → N be a function and G a graph. A slice decomposition of G
guarded by f , is a partition V1, . . . , Vℓ of V (G) such that:

(i) If uv ∈ E(G), then u ∈ Vi and v ∈ Vj such that |i− j| ≤ 1.

(ii) For every k ∈ N and every i ≤ ℓ−k+1 we have that clique-width of G[Vi∪ . . .∪Vi+k−1]
is at most f(k).

Let D be a class of graphs. We say that D has slice decompositions of there exists a
function f such that every G ∈ D ha a slice decomposition guarded by f .

Our main result in this section is the following structural result for graph classes trans-
ducible from graph classes of bounded genus.

Theorem 12. Let C be a class of graphs of bounded genus and let T be a transduction. Then
there exists a class D of graphs that has slice decompositions and number k ∈ N such that
every graph in T(C) is a k-flip of a graph from D.

By Theorem 5 we know there exists a transduction of bounded range T ′ and k ∈ N such
that every graph in T(C) is a k-flip of some graph from T′(C). Thus, it suffices to show the
following lemma.

Lemma 13. Let C be a class of graphs of bounded genus and T be a transduction of
bounded range. Then there exists a function f : N → N such that each G ∈ T(C) has a
f -decomposition.

In the proof of Lemma 13 we will use the following observation, which follows easily from
the definition of strong product.

Lemma 14. For any graph G and number k, we have that tw(G⊠ Pk) ≤ k(tw(G) + 1) − 1.

Proof of Lemma 13. Let G ∈ C be arbitrary and let d be the range of T. By Theorem 9
there exists t such that every G is a subgraph of H ⊠ P , where P is a path and tw(H) ≤ t
for some fixed t depending on (the genus of) C. Let G ∈ C be arbitrary, and fix H and P
such that G is a subgraph of H ⊠ P . Let ψ(x, y) be the interpretation formula of T . By
Corollary 4 we know that ψ(G) is a clique, edgeless graph, ρ(G) or ¬ρ(G), where ρ is a
r-local formula. If ψ(G) is a clique or edgeless graph, then cw(ψ(G)) ≤ 2 an we can take
V1 = V (G) as our f -decomposition of ψ(G). In the rest of the proof we will therefore assume
that ψ(G) = ρ(G) or ψ(G) = ¬ρ(G); both of these cases will be treated in the same fashion,
the only important part is that ρ is r-local.

Let 1, . . . , p be the vertices of P . For every vertex v = (a, i) of G, where a ∈ V (H) and
i ∈ V (P ), we will denote π1(v) = a and π2(v) = i. We partition V (G) into sets U1, . . . , Up
by setting Ui = {(v ∈ V (G) | π2(v) = i}. Note that from the definition of strong product
and construction of sets Ui it follows that if distG(u, v) ≤ d, then we have that u ∈ Vi, v ∈ Vj
with |i − j| ≤ d. Also note that for each i the graph G[Ui] is isomorphic to a subgraph of
H, and so each G[Ui] has treewidth at most t.
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We define the f -decomposition of ψ(G) (with f to be determined later) as follows: We
set

Vi :=
di⋃

j=d(i−1)+1

Uj,

that is, we set V1 := U1 ∪ . . .∪Ud, V2 := Ud+1 ∪ . . . U2d etc. We now argue that the partition
V1, . . . , V⌈ p

d
⌉ satisfies the conditions from the definition of f -decomposition.

(i) We argue that if |i − j| ≥ 2 and u ∈ Vi, v ∈ Vj, then uv ̸∈ E(ψ(G)). From the
definition of Vi and Vj it is easy to verify that u ∈ Ua and v ∈ Ub for which |a− b| > d, and
so distG(u, v) > d. Thus, since ψ is a formula of range d, it cannot create and edge between
u and v.

(ii) Let k and i ≤ ⌈p
d
⌉ − k + 1 be arbitrary. Set

S := Vi ∪ . . . ∪ Vi+k−1 = Ud(i−1)+1 ∪ . . . ∪ Ud(i+k−1)

and S ′ := Ud(i−1)+1−r ∪ . . . ∪ Ud(i+k−1)+r. Note that from the definition of S ′ we have for
every v ∈ S that NG

r [v] ⊆ S ′.
Our goal is to bound the clique-width of ψ(G)[Vi ∪ . . .∪ Vi+k−1] = ψ(G)[S] by a function

of k (where the function itself can depend on C and ψ). We will proceed by showing that
ψ(G)[S] is an induced subgraph of ψ(G[S ′]) and that ψ(G[S ′]) has clique-width bounded by
a function of k. Since clique-width is closed under taking induced subgraphs, this will finish
the proof.

First we will argue that ψ(G)[S] is an induced subgraph of ψ(G[S ′]). We will assume that
ψ(G) = ρ(G); the proof for the case when ψ(G) = ¬ψ(G) is completely analogous. Since ρ
is r-local, we know that for any u, v ∈ V (G) we have

G |= ρ(u, v) ⇐⇒ G[NG
r′ [u] ∪NG

r′ [v]] |= ρ(u, v) (1)

Similarly we have for u, v ∈ S ′ that

G[S ′] |= ρ(u, v) ⇐⇒ (G[S ′])[N
G[S′]
r′ [u] ∪NG[S′]

r′ [v]] |= ρ(u, v) (2)

Since for each u, v ∈ S we have that NG
r [v] ⊆ S ′ and NG

r [v] ⊆ S ′, we have that

G[NG
r [u] ∪NG

r [v]] = (G[S ′])[NG[S′]
r [u] ∪NG[S′]

r [v]] (3)

Thus, for any u, v ∈ S, by combining (1) and (2) with (3) we get that uv is an edge in
ρ(G) if and only if uv is an edge in ρ(G[S ′]), as desired.

Second, we argue that ψ(G[S ′]) has bounded clique-width. Since S ′ consists of d(i+ k−
1) + r− (d(i− 1) − r) = kd+ 2r sets Ui, we know that G[S ′] is isomorphic to a subgraph of
H ⊠ Pkd+2r, and hence tw(G[S ′]) ≤ (kd+ 2r)(tw(H) + 1) − 1 by Lemma 14. By Theorem 7
we know that cw(ψ(G[S ′])) ≤ g(tw(G[S ′])) for some function depending on ψ. Thus we can
set f(k) := g((kd+2r)(t+1)−1). Since t depends on the graph class C, and d and r depend
on ψ(x, y), this finishes the proof.
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4 Reduction to transductions of bounded range

Our goal in this section will be to prove the following theorem, which is a crucial ingredient
in the proof of our main result, Theorem 1.

Theorem 15. Let C be a class of graphs such that Q ⊆ T(C) for some transduction T. Then
there exists a transduction T′ of bounded range such that Q ⊆ T′(C).

We now briefly outline the proof of Theorem 15. Let C be a class of graphs and T a
transduction such that Q ⊆ T(C). By Theorem 5 we know that there exist k ∈ N and
a transduction R of bounded range such that every QN is a k-flip of some graph in R(C).
We will show that there is a bounded range transduction S such that Q ⊆ S(R(C)). Then,
by setting T′ := S ◦ R and noting that a combination of bounded-range transductions is a
bounded-range transduction, we obtain Theorem 15.

To find transduction S, we analyze how we can obtain a large cube QN from a graph G
by complementing adjacency between some of k-parts of a partition of V (G). To perform
this analysis, we first extend G with the precise information about how we obtain QN from
it; this leads to the notion of k-flip structure (see the next section). We then analyse k-flip
structures that produce cubes, and establish some of their properties (Section 4.2). Using
these properties, we show (Lemma 22) that the graphs R(C) either contain large cubes as
induced subgraphs (in this case transduction S does not have to do anything, just take na
induced subgraph) or they are of bounded diameter (in which case the transduction that
prodices the flip of G is already of bounded range).

4.1 Flip-structures

Let H be a graph that can have loops on its vertices. We say that a vertex v of H is isolated
if it does not have a neighbor in H and does not have a loop. We denote the set of isolated
vertices of H by I(H).

Definition 16. A k-flip structure is a triple (G,P , H) where:

• G is a graph.

• P = {V1, . . . , Vℓ} is a partition of V (G) where we allow some parts to be empty.

• H is a graph with with vertex set {1, . . . , k} that can have loops, and in which we have
that if Vi = ∅, then i ∈ I(H).

We remark that the fact that we allow for some parts Vi to be empty is for technical
convenience; this is useful because when we pass to k-flip substructure (see below), some
parts may become empty. Also, we force the indices of empty parts to be isolated in H
to guarantee that all vertices of every nontrivial connected components of H correspond to
non-empty parts.

We define function ρ : V (G) → [k] by setting ρ(v) = i, where i is the unique part Vi ∈ P
such that v ∈ Vi. To every k-flip structure (G,P , H) we associate the graph F (G,P , H)
with vertex set V (G) as follows: We go through all pairs of distinct vertices u, v of G and
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complement (flip) the adjacency between them if u ∈ Vi and v ∈ Vj and ij is an edge of H.
In symbols, we set the edge set of F (G,P , H) to be the set

{uv | u ̸= v ∧ (uv ∈ E(G) ⊕ ρ(v)ρ(u) ∈ E(H))}

where ⊕ denotes the XOR operation. For a class C of flip structures we define F (E) =
{F (G,P , H) | (G,P , H) ∈ E}.

Let (G,P , H) be a k-flip structure. A k-flip substructure of (G,P , H) is a k-flip structure
(G′,P ′, H ′) where G′ is an induced subgraph of G, each V ′

i ∈ P ′ is defined by V ′
i := Vi∩V (G′)

and in which H ′ is obtained from H by isolating every i ∈ [k] with V ′
i = ∅. In particular,

every induced subgraph G′ of G determines a k-flip substructure (G′,P ′, H ′). It is easily
checked that if A ⊆ V (G) and G′ = G[A], then F (G,P , H)[A] = F (G′,P ′, H ′).

Finally, we say that a class E of k-flip structures is hereditary if for every (G,P , H) ∈ E
and every induced k-flip substructure (G′,P ′, H ′) of (G,P , H) we have (G′,P ′, H ′) ∈ E .

Before we proceed further, we make some remarks about how we will think of k-flip
structures in the rest of this section.

• Let (G,P , H) be a k-flip structure and consider the subset S of V (G) given by S :=
∪i∈I(H)Vi. Since vertices from I(H) are isolated in H, the sets Vi with i ∈ I(H) do not
take part in any flips, and so S is the set of vertices that are not affected when going
from G to F (G,P , H). This means that we have G[S] = F (G,P , H)[S].

• The set S̄ given by V (G) \ S is the set of vertices whose adjacency is affected when
going from G to F (G,P , H). This set can be further partitioned as follows. For any
connected component C of H − I(H), let U(C) := ∪i∈V (C)Vi. Let C1, . . . , Cm be the
connected components of H − I(H). Then we have S̄ =

⋃m
j=1 U(Cj). We will later see

(Lemma 21) that the sets U(Cj) induce subgraphs of G of small diameter.

• Finally, remark about notation: In the rest of the section we sometimes treat connected
components of H−I(H) as sets of vertices instead of graphs to unclutter the notation,
so we will for example we write ∪i∈CVi instead of ∪i∈V (C)Vi.

4.2 Properties of flip structures with F (G,P , H) = QN

In this section we establish several useful properties of k-flip structures that produce cubes
QN . We start by a simple observation that identifies a situation when a large cube is already
present in G and remains there after performing the flips.

Lemma 17. Let (G,P , H) be such that F (G,P , H) = QN and let r ≤ N . If there is a vertex
v ∈ V (G) such that NG

r [v] ⊆ ∪i∈I(H)Vi, then G contains Q⌊r/3⌋ as an induced subgraph.

Proof. The lemma follows easily from the following two observations.
Observation 1: Let N be arbitrary and let r be such that 3r ≤ N . Let v be an arbitrary

vertex of V (QN). Then NQN
r [v] contains Q⌊r/3⌋ as an induced subgraph.

Observation 2: Let (G,P , H) be a k-flip structure and set S = ∪i∈I(H)Vi. Then G[S] =
F (G,P , H)[S], since the vertices from S are not affected by the operation F that takes G
to F (G,P , H).
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The next three lemmas will be used in the proof of Lemma 21 that will let us focus only
on flip-structures with desirable properties.

Lemma 18. Let (G,P , H) be a k-flip structure such that F (G,P , H) = Q3N . Assume that
Vi is a part of P with |Vi| ≤ 12. Then there exists a k-flip substructure (G′,P ′, H ′) of
(G,P , H) with V ′

i = ∅ such that F (G′,P ′, H ′) = QN .

Proof. We partition Q3N into 27 cubes of side length N as follows: Set I1 = [1, N ], I2 =
[N+1, 2N ], I3 = [2N+1, 3N ]. For each a, b, c ∈ {1, 2, 3} consider the set Sabc that consists of
vertices v ∈ V (Q3N) with π1(v) ∈ Ia, π2(v) ∈ Ib and π3(v) ∈ Ic. Then each Qabc := Q3N [Sabc]
is a cube of side length N .

Since |Vi| ≤ 12, by pigeonhole principle there are a, b, c ∈ {1, 2, 3} such that Sabc ∩ Vi =
∅. Then G′ = G[Sabc] determines a k-flip substructure (G′,P ′, H ′) of (G,P , H) such that
F (G′,P ′, H ′) = Qabc.

Lemma 19. Let (G,P , H) be such that F (G,P , H) = QN . Let i, j be such that ij ∈ E(H),
|Vi| > 12 and |Vj| > 12. Then we have distG(u, v) ≤ 3 for every u, v ∈ Vi ∪ Vj.

We remark that in the lemma we do not require that i ̸= j; this will not play a role in
the proof.

Proof. We will prove the lemma for two of the four possible cases: (i) u, v ∈ Vi and (ii)
u ∈ Vi, v ∈ Vj. The arguments for the other two cases u, v ∈ Vj and u ∈ Vj, v ∈ Vi are
symmetric.

(i) Assume that u, v ∈ Vi. We know that in QN = F (G,P , H) both vertices u ad v have
degree at most 6, and so in particular they both have at most 6 neighbors in QN [Vj]. Since
|Vj| > 12, there exists w ∈ Vj such that both u and v are not adjacent to w in QN . Since
ij ∈ E(H), by definition of F (G,P , H) we have that u and v are both adjacent to w in G
and hence distG(u, v) ≤ 2.

(ii) Assume that u ∈ Vi and v ∈ Vj. Since in QN the vertex v has at most 6 neighbors
in Vi, we know that there is a non-neighbor w of v in Vi (again, with respect to QN). Since
ij ∈ E(H), we know that vw ∈ E(G). Since w and u are both in Vu, by (i) we have
distG(u,w) ≤ 2, and so distG(u, v) ≤ 3, as desired.

Lemma 20. Let (G,P , H) a k-flip structure be such that F (G,P , H) = QN and |Vi| > 12
for each i ∈ [k] with Vi ̸= ∅. Then G is connected.

Proof. Assume for contradiction that G is disconnected. Since QN is connected, the tran-
sition from G to QN has to make vertices from different components of G adjacent in QN .
Therefore, there exist connected components C and C ′ of G such that there are vertices
u ∈ C and v ∈ C ′ with u ∈ Vi, v ∈ Vj and ij ∈ E(H). Since both Vi and Vj are non-empty,
we have |Vi| > 12 and |Vj| > 12 by the assumptions of the lemma, and so by Lemma 19 the
distance between u and v in G is at most 3. Thus, in particular both u and v are in the
same connected component, a contradiction.

By combining the last three lemmas we obtain the following lemma that summarizes
properties of a class C of k-flip structures for which we have Q ⊆ F (C). Recall that I(H)
denotes the set of vertices of H that do not have a neighbor in H and do not have loops.
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Lemma 21. Let E be a hereditary class of k-flip structures such that Q ⊆ F (E). Then E
contains, for each N ∈ N, a k-flip structure (G,P , H) such that F (G,P , H) = QN and

(i) for each non-empty part Vi ∈ P we have |Vi| > 12,

(ii) the graph G is connected, and

(iii) if C is a connected component of H− I(H), then G[∪i∈CVi] has diameter at most 3|C|.

Proof. (i) Let N ∈ N be arbitrary. Let (G,P , H) be such that F (G,P , H) = Q3kN . By
repeated application of Lemma 18 we can extract from (G,P , H) a k-flip substructure
(G′,P ′, H ′) such that F (G′,P ′, H ′) = QN in which each V ′

i ∈ P ′ is either empty or has
more than 12 vertices.

(ii) Since all non-empty parts of P ′ have more than 12 vertices, by Lemma 20 we know
that G′ is connected.

(iii) Let C is a connected component of H ′ − I(H ′). Let u, v ∈ ∪i∈CVi. Since C is
connected, there is a path P in C between ρ(u) to ρ(v); let m be the length of P . Path P
corresponds to a sequence Vi1 , . . . , Vim of non-empty sets of sets from P ′, where ij is the j-th
vertex of P , and u ∈ Vi1 = ρ(u), v ∈ Vim = ρ(v). From each Vij pick we pick one vertex wj,
where we set w1 = u, wm = v, and for j ∈ [2,m − 1] we pick wj ∈ Vik arbitrarily. Since
every Vij has more than 12 vertices, we can apply Lemma 19 to every pair wj, wj+1, and we
obtain a walk of length at most 3m from u to v. From this walk we can extract a path of
length at most 3m from u to v. Since m ≤ |C|, this finishes the proof.

4.3 Finishing the proof

The proof of Theorem 15 will follow easily from the following lemma.

Lemma 22. Let E be a hereditary class of k-flip structures such that Q ⊆ F (E). Then there
exists a transduction S of bounded range such that Q ⊆ S(D), where D = {G | (G,P , H) ∈
E}.

Proof. For every k-flip structure (G,P , H) we define a number λ(G,P , H) by setting

λ(G,P , H) := max{r ∈ N0 | ∃v ∈ V (G) with NG
r [v] ⊆ ∪i∈I(H)Vi}

We distinguish two cases:
1) For every n there is a k-flip structure (G,P , H) ∈ E with λ(G,P , H) ≥ n such that

F (G,P , H) = QN for some N . In this case, by Lemma 17 we know that G contains Qn/3

as an induced subgraph. Consequently, graphs from the class D from the statement of the
lemma contain all cubes as induced subgraphs. Thus, the transduction S that does not do
anything except for taking induced subgraphs (meaning that there is no coloring step and
we use the trivial interpretation that leaves the graph unchanged) has the property that
Q ⊆ S(D). Clearly, the interpretation formula ψ(x, y) = E(x, y) is of bounded range, as
desired.

2) There exists a number α such that λ(G,P , H) ≤ α for all (G,P , H) ∈ E with
F (G,P , H) = QN . This means that for every (G,P , H) ∈ E and every v ∈ V (G) there
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exists i ∈ V (H) \ I(H) and w ∈ Vi such that distG(v, w) ≤ α. Our goal will be to show that
in this case, for every (G,P , H) ∈ E with F (G,P , H) = QN the graph G has diameter at
most 2kα + 4k. Then, we can consider as S the following transduction that produces QN

from G: We mark vertices of G with unary predicates to encode the partition P and use one
extra predicate to remember the graph H from (G,P , H) (this works because there are only
finitely many possible graphs on k vertices; we can for example mark every vertex of G with
the predicate that encodes H). Then the interpretation formula ψ(x, y) checks whether the
diameter of G is at most 2kα+4k, and if yes, it produces F (G,P , H) from G. Otherwise the
formula just keeps the original edges of G. This formula is clearly of range at most 2kα+4k.

For a connected component C of H − I(H), we will denote by U(C) the subset of V (G)
given by ∪i∈CVi. We define an auxiliary graph K as follows: The vertices of K are the
connected components of H − I(H) and there is an edge between two components C, C ′

if there is a path of length at most 2α + 1 in G between a vertex in U(C) and a vertex
in U(C ′). We will show that graph K is connected. This will imply that G has diameter
at most 2kα + 4k as follows. Let u, v ∈ V (G) be arbitrary. First consider the case when
u ∈ U(C) and v ∈ U(C ′) for some connected components of H−I(H). Since K is connected,
there exists path from C to C ′ in K of length at most k (since k is the number of vertices
in H). Using the fact that between any two consecutive components on the path there is a
path of length at most 2α+ 1 in G, and that by Lemma 21 there is a path of length at most
3 between any two vertices within any connected component, we can connect u and v by a
path of length at most (k − 1)(2α + 1) + 3k. Second, if u ∈ ∪i∈I(H)Ci or v ∈ ∪i∈I(H)Ci (or
both), we know that there exists i ∈ V (H)\I(H) and u′ ∈ U(Ci) such that distG(u, u′) ≤ α,
and similarly we have distG(v, v′) ≤ α for some j and v′ ∈ Vj. As before, we know that
distG(u′, v′) ≤ (k − 1)(2α + 1) + 3k, and so we can upper bound distG(u, v) by 2kα + 4k.

We now proceed with proving that the graph K is connected. If K has only one vertex
(that is, if H−I(H) has only one connected component), then K is clearly connected. From
now on we will assume that K has more than 1 vertex. Let F = {C1, . . . , Cm} be the
connected components of H − I(H). Let S1, S2 be any bipartition of F with both S1, S2

non-empty. Let

W1 =
⋃
C∈S1

U(C) and W2 =
⋃
C∈S2

U(C).

We define the distance dist(S1, S2) between S1 and S2 to be the minimum of distG(u, v) over
all u ∈ W1 and v ∈ W2. Note that since G is connected, we know that dist(S1, S2) <∞. Let
u ∈ W1 and v ∈ W2 be such that they minimize dist(u, v) among all such u, v. We claim that
dist(S1, S2) ≤ 2α+1. Let P be a path of shortest length from u to v in G. Let w be a vertex
of P such that |distG(u,w) − distG(w, v)| ≤ 1; such vertex exists in any path. From our
assumption λ(G,P , H) ≤ α we know that there exists w′ ∈ W1∪W2 such that distG(w,w′) ≤
α. If w′ ∈ W1, then distG(u,w) ≤ distG(w′, w), because if distG(w′, w) < distG(u,w) then
by concatenating paths from w′ to w and from w to v we would get a path from W1 to W2

that is shorter than P ). By analogous reasoning, if w′ ∈ W2, then distG(v, w) ≤ distG(w′, w).
Thus, we get that one of distG(u,w) or distG(w, v) is at most α, and since the difference
between these two distances is at most 1, we have distG(u, v) ≤ 2α + 1.

Proof of Theorem 15. Let C be a class of graphs such that Q ⊆ T(C) for some transduction
T . By Theorem 5, there exists a transduction R of bounded range and k ∈ N such that
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every QN is a k-flip of some graph G from R(C). Let E be the class of all possible k-flip
structures (G,P , H) such that G ∈ R(C). Then clearly Q ⊆ F (E) and E is hereditary, since
R(C) is hereditary. By Lemma 22 there exists a transduction S of bounded range such that
Q ⊆ S(R(C)). Since the composition of two transductions of bounded range is a transduction
of bounded range, we get that Q ⊆ T ′(C), where T ′ = S ◦ R is a transduction of bounded
range, as desired.

5 Proof Theorem 1

Following [3], we define Q̂N to be the supergraph of QN obtained by adding all non-decreasing

diagonals to all 1× 1× 1 cubes in QN . That is, besides keeping all edges of QN , in Q̂N every
vertex (i, j, k) is adjacent also to vertices (i+ 1, j + 1, k), (i+ 1, j, k+ 1), (i, j + 1, k+ 1) and
(i + 1, j + 1, k + 1), whenever these vertices exist. We denote the class consisting of all QN

for N ∈ N by Q̂.
We will use on the following result of Berger, Dvořák and Norin:

Theorem 23 ([3]). For every t there exists N such that for every bipartition A1, A2 of

V (Q̂N) we have that tw(Q̂N [A1]) > t or tw(Q̂N [A2]) > t.

Lemma 24. There exists a transduction R of range 3 such that Q̂N ∈ R(QN) for every N .

Proof. Recall that on QN we have three projection functions π1, π2, π3 such that for v =
(i, j, k) we have π1(v) = 1, π2(v) = j and π3(v) = k. We say that vertex v is a x-successor of
vertex u if π1(v) = π1(u) + 1 and π2(v) = π2(u), π3(v) = π3(u). We define y-successor and z-

successor analogously. Then the defining conditions on diagonal edges of Q̂N can be expressed
in terms of x-, y-, and z-successors. For example, for u = (i, j, k) and v = (i+ 1, j + 1, k) we
have that there exists w such that w is a x-successor of u and v is a y-successor of w.

We will show that one can equip QN in such a way that being a x-, y-, and z-successor
can be expressed by a first-order formula. We assign unary predicates X0, X1, X2, Y0, Y1, Y2,
Z0, Z1, Z2 to vertices of QN as follows. For a, b, c ∈ {0, 1, 2} we mark vertex (i, j, k) with Xa

if i ≡ a (mod 3), with Yb if j ≡ a (mod 3), and with Zc if k ≡ a (mod 3). Then we can check
for two vertices u, v of QN whether v is a x-successor of u by setting

succX(x, y) := E(x, y) ∧
∨

a,b∈{0,1,2}
a≡b+1(mod3)

(Xa(x) ∧Xb(y))

Formulas succy(x, y) and succz(x, y) are defined analogously. Then, as indicated above,
one can express for example whether π1(u) = π1(v) + 1, π2(u) = π2(v) + 1 and π3(u) =
π3(v) by ∃z.succx(x, z) ∧ succy(z, y). One can therefore write a FO formula βdiag(x, y) that
expresses whether two vertices u, v of QN should form a non-decreasing diagonal, and then
set ψ(x, y) := E(x, y) ∨ βdiag(x, y). Then we have Q̂N = ψ(QN), and formula ψ(x, y) has
range 3, as desired.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let C be a class of graph of bounded genus and assume for contradiction
that Q ⊆ T(C) for some transduction T. Then, by Theorem 15 there exists a transduction
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T′ of bounded range such that Q ⊆ T′(C). By Lemma 24 we know that Q̂ ⊆ R(T′(C)),
and since the composition of two bounded range transduction is a transduction of bounded
range, we have that Q̂ ⊆ S(C)), where S = R◦T is a transduction of bounded range. Since C
has bounded genus, by Lemma 13 we know that Q̂ has f -decompositions for some function
f . Since the maximum degree of graphs from Q̂ is at most 14, we have that K15,15 is not a

subgraph of any graph from Q̂. Set t := g(f(1), t), where g is the function from Theorem 6.
Let N be obtained from applying Theorem 23 to t. Let V1, . . . , Vℓ be a f -decomposition of
Q̂N . Set

A1 :=
⋃
i∈[ℓ]
i even

Vi

and A2 := V (Q̂N) \A1. Since for each i the graph Q̂N [Vi] has clique-width at most f(1) and

is K15,15-free, its treewidth is at most t. Since Q̂N [A1] is a disjoint union of graphs Q̂N [Vi],

we have that tw(Q̂N [A1]) ≤ t. The same argument yields that tw(Q̂N [A2]) ≤ t. This is a
contradiction to Theorem 23.
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Twin-width IV: ordered graphs and matrices. J. ACM, 71(3):21, 2024.
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