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Abstract

We investigate a pursuit-evasion game on an undirected graph in which a robber,
moving at a fixed constant speed, attempts to evade a team of cops who are blind to the
robber’s location and can quickly travel between any pair of vertices in the graph. The
blind cop-width is the minimum number of cops needed to catch the robber on a given
graph. We link it with other known graph parameters defined in terms of pursuit-evasion
games, and show a new lower bound with respect to treewidth. The proof introduces the
notion of balanced minors, where all branch sets of a minor model have equal size.

1 Introduction

Pursuit-evasion games on graphs have been studied both from a game-theoretic point of view
and through their connections with structural graph theory. Cops and robber games have
been identified as alternative definitions of pathwidth and treewidth in the early days of these
structural parameters. This has led them to play a crucial role in the recent progress of
structural graph theory through the graph minors project of Robertson and Seymour, and has
been used in the development of many parameterized algorithms.

In the version of the game that is used to define treewidth, a robber occupies a vertex of a
graph and tries to escape a fixed number of cops. At each turn, some cops use helicopters to
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fly to new vertices. Right before the helicopters land, the robber can see where the helicopters
are about to land, and move to a new vertex by a path avoiding any vertex currently occupied
by cops that did not fly. If the robber cannot reach an unoccupied position in the next round,
the cops catch the robber and win. In this setting, the minimum number of cops needed to be
certain to catch the robber is equal to the treewidth of the graph plus one [26]. If one makes the
cops unable to see the position of the robber, it is equal to the pathwidth plus one [19]. Instead
of allowing a robber to move along a path of any length, we may also restrict the maximum
speed r of the robber. For each integer r, the minimum number of cops needed to catch the
robber is then called the radius-r copwidth in [28], where it is shown that it is also related to
several structural graph properties.

We consider a variant called the blind cop-width game of radius r, following the presentation
of Torunczyk [28]. This game imposes both conditions simultaneously, meaning that the robber
is both slow and invisible. Initially, a robber can be hidden at any vertex. At each turn, some
cops use helicopters to fly to new vertices. The cops win this game if they end up catching
the robber no matter where he was hidden. During this whole process, the cops cannot see the
location of the robber. The radius-r blind cop-width of a graph G, denoted by becw,.(G), is the
minimum number of cops to catch the robber in this game.

Unlike in the visible robber setting, all radius-r blind cop-width parameters for finite r
are functionally equivalent, see Section 3. In particular, for every class of graphs ¥ and
two integers r and s, bew,. (%) is finite if and only if bewy (%) is finite (where bew,.(4) =
SUPgey bew, (G)). Therefore, we focus our study on the radius-1 case, and derive similar results
for every other radius. It turns out that the radius-1 blind cop-width is equal to the inspection
number, introduced earlier by Bernshteyn and Lee [4], which we will show in Proposition 7.2.

Blind cop-width also shares some relations with other graph parameters defined via similar
pursuit-evasion games, which we discuss in Section 7. The first one is the zero-visibility cop
number co() [10, 9, 29, 30, 31], and the second one is the hunting number hunt() [1, 7, 12, 13].
These relations allow us to get some new results about these parameters as corollaries of our
results on blind cop-width.

Toruriczyk [28] generalized cops and robber games to define flip-width. Flip-width is a new
graph parameter attracting a lot of attention because of its potential to be a good dense analog
of the concept called ‘bounded expansion’ of Nesetfil and Ossona de Mendez [21]. He similarly
introduced a blind variant, called blind flip-width. Motivated by the fact that the infinite-
radius blind flip-width is functionally equivalent to linear clique-width, Torunczyk conjectured
the following.

Conjecture 1.1 (Toruticzyk [28, Conjecture XI.12]). A class € of graphs has bounded blind
flip-width if and only if it has bounded linear clique-width.

We disprove Conjecture 1.1. Indeed, we show that there is a counterexample consisting of
subcubic trees. We remark that the construction we use to refute the conjecture had already
been rediscovered several times in various equivalent forms in independent literature about cop
numbers, including Tayu and Ueno [27], Bernshteyn and Lee [4], Dereniowski, Dyer, Tifenbach,
and Yang [10], and Dissaux, Fioravantes, Galhawat, and Nisse [12].

Theorem 5.1. There is a class of subcubic trees that has bounded radius-r blind cop-width
for every r € N and unbounded pathwidth, thus having bounded blind flip-width and unbounded
linear clique-width.

The proof is done by using the fact that every complete binary tree admits a subdivision
where three cops have a winning strategy. By generalizing this argument, we prove the following.

Theorem 6.3. Fvery graph G of treewidth k has a subdivision H whose radius-1 blind cop-width
is at most k + 3.



Corollary 7.12. Fvery graph G of treewidth k has a subdivision H whose hunting number is
at most k + 3.

The topological blind cop-width of a graph G, denoted by tbew(G), is the minimum k
such that every subdivision of G' has a subdivision with radius-1 blind cop-width at most k.
Bernshteyn and Lee [4, Proposition 23] showed that thew(G) < [V(G)| + 2, which is now a
corollary of Theorem 6.3. Bernshteyn and Lee [4] also proposed four open problems in their
paper. Three of their open problems (Problems 66, 68, and 69) can be rephrased as follows.

Problem 1.2 (Bernshteyn and Lee [4, Open Problem 66]). Determine thew(K,) and thew (K ).

Problem 1.3 (Bernshteyn and Lee [4, Open Problem 68)). Is there n € N such that thew(K,,) >
42 Is it true that in fact lim,, . thew(K,) = oo ?

Problem 1.4 (Bernshteyn and Lee [4, Open Problem 69]). Is there a constant k such that
tbew(G) < k for all planar graphs G¢ Does k = 4 work?

We answer Problem 1.3 positively and Problem 1.4 negatively. To answer these questions,
we prove that every class of graphs of bounded radius-1 blind cop-width has bounded treewidth,
which can be seen as the main contribution of this paper.

Theorem 4.16. For every integer k, there is an integer g(k) such that every graph of treewidth
at least g(k) has radius-1 blind cop-width larger than k.

Corollary 7.7. For every integer k, there is an integer h(k) such that every graph of treewidth
at least h(k) has zero-visibility cop number larger than k.

Corollary 7.11. For every integer k, there is an integer j(k) such that every graph of treewidth
at least j(k) has hunting number larger than k.

For the proof of Theorem 4.16, we want a structure in the graph giving a lower bound for
the radius-1 blind cop-width. For that, we introduce the notion of balanced minors. A minor H
of a graph G is balanced if there is a constant ¢ such that every vertex of H corresponds to
exactly ¢ vertices of G. The following proposition, combined with the celebrated Grid Minor
Theorem of Robertson and Seymour [23], shows that every graph of sufficiently large treewidth
contains a fixed outerplanar graph as a balanced minor.

Proposition 4.10. If a graph contains the n* x 4n grid as a minor, then it contains every
n-vertex outerplanar graph as a balanced minor.

We then show that graphs containing a large complete binary tree as balanced minors have
high blind cop-width, and this achieves the proof of Theorem 4.16 since trees are outerplanar.
Note that having a large complete binary tree as a minor does not guarantee large blind cop-
width, as witnessed by Theorem 5.1. As a corollary, we obtain a theorem of Bernshteyn and
Lee [4, Theorem 3], which states that there is a sequence of subcubic trees of arbitrarily large
radius-1 blind cop-width. We remark that Althoetmar, Schade, and Schiirenberg [2] claimed
that the complete binary tree of height d has radius-1 blind cop-width (1 + o(1))d/2.

Proposition 4.12. There is a function g : N — N such that for all k € N, every graph having
a balanced minor model of a complete binary tree of at least g(k) nodes has radius-1 blind
cop-width larger than k.

We also show that the outerplanarity in Proposition 4.10 cannot be relaxed.

Proposition 4.11. For every non-outerplanar graph G and every integer k, there exists a
graph that contains the k X k grid as a minor and does not contain G as a balanced minor.
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If we replace a complete binary tree with a complete graph in Proposition 4.12, then we
obtain a more explicit bound as follows.

Proposition 4.4. If a graph G contains Kj as a balanced minor, then
bew (G) = min(h, (b + 3)/2).

We will show in Lemma 4.3 that if a graph contains Ky, _; as a minor, then it contains K,
as a balanced minor. This answers Problem 1.2 asymptotically, as tbew(K,,) = O(n) and
tbew (K, ) = O(min(s, t)).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some facts and definitions about
the structural graph parameters and Cops and Robber games. In Section 3, we show that blind
cop-width parameters with finite radius are functionally equivalent, in the sense that if a class
of graphs has bounded radius-r blind cop-width for a finite 7, then it has a bounded radius-r’
blind cop-width for any finite »’. In Section 4, we introduce the notion of balanced minors and
prove a balanced version of the grid theorem for outerplanar graphs. In Section 5, we study
some links between blind cop-width and blind flip-width and refute Conjecture 1.1. We study
the blind cop-width of subdivisions of graphs in Section 6. In Section 7, we discuss the links
with other games studied in the literature. In Section 8, we discuss some ideas for further work.

2 Preliminaries

For integers ¢ and n, we write [¢,n] for the set of integers {¢,¢ + 1,...,n}, and [n] for [1,n].
All graphs in this paper are finite, undirected, and simple. For a graph G, we write V(G) for
its vertex set and F(G) for its edge set. For every vertex v € V(G), let Ng(v) be the set of all
vertices of G adjacent to v. For a set A of vertices of G, we define Ng(A) = Uyea No(u) \ A
and Ng[A] = Ng(A) U A. A clique is a set of pairwise adjacent vertices. A complete graph K,
is a graph on n vertices where every two distinct vertices are adjacent. A complete bipartite
graph K, is a graph isomorphic to a graph on the vertex set AU B with |A| = s, |B| = t,
AN B = () such that two vertices are adjacent if and only if one is in A and the other is in B.
A graph H is a subgraph of G if V(H) C V(G) and E(H) C E(G), in which case we write
H C G. Tt is an induced subgraph if E(H) = E(G) NV (H)?. For any set X C V(G), G[X] is
the subgraph of G induced by X, and G\ X := G[V(G) \ X].

2.1 Minors and subdivisions.

A minor model of a graph H in a graph G is a collection (X, )ucy () of nonempty pairwise
disjoint subsets of V(G) such that

o For every u € V(H), G[X,] is connected.
» For every edge {u,v} € E(H), there exist s € X, and ¢t € X, such that {s,t} € E(G).

The sets X, for each u € V(H) are called the branch sets of the minor model. A graph H is a
minor of a graph G if G' contains a minor model of H. Alternatively, a graph H is a minor of
a graph G if H can be obtained from G by deleting edges and vertices and contracting edges,
where contracting an edge {u, v} is an operation that deletes the edge {u,v} and identifies u
and v. It is well known that if G; is a minor of Gy and (G5 is a minor of (G5, then (G; is a minor
of G3.

A graph H is a subdivision of a graph G if it can be obtained from G by replacing all edges
with internally disjoint paths of nonzero length. Clearly, if H is a subdivision of a graph G,
then GG is a minor of H.



2.2 Sparse graph parameters

A graph parameter is a function that maps a graph to a non-negative integer. A graph parame-
ter p is extended to classes of graphs by setting p(¢’) = supgey P(G). Two graph parameters p
and ¢ are said to be functionally equivalent if there exist functions f, g such that for all graphs G,
p(G) < f(¢(G)) and q(G) < g(p(G)). We write p ~ ¢ to say that p and ¢ are functionally
equivalent.

A class € of graphs is weakly sparse if there exists a positive integer ¢ such that no graph
in ¢ contains a subgraph isomorphic to K ;.

Treewidth. A tree decomposition of a graph G is a pair (T, X') where T is a tree and X is a
family of subsets of vertices X, C V(G),v € V(T) satistying the following three conditions.

° UvEV(T) Xy = V(G)-
« For every e € E(G), there exists v € V(1) such that X, contains both ends of e.

o For every u € V(G), T[{v e V(T) : u € X,}| is connected.

The width of a tree decomposition (7', X') is max,cv () | Xy| — 1. The treewidth of a graph G,
denoted by tw(G), is the minimum width of a tree decomposition of G. The only purpose of
having minus 1 in the definition of width is to make trees have treewidth at most 1.

Pathwidth. A path decomposition is a tree decomposition (7', X') such that T"is a path. The

pathwidth of a graph G, denoted by pw(G), is the minimum width of a path decomposition
of G.

Properties. Trivially, tw(G) < pw(G). If H is a minor of G, tw(H) < tw(G) and pw(H) <
pw(G), see [11, Proposition 12.3.6]. It is an easy exercise to prove that tw(G’) = tw(G) for all
subdivisions G’ of G. Taking a subdivision of a graph may increase its pathwidth by at most
two, implied by results on vertex separation numbers and search numbers [18, 14]. Classes of
graphs of bounded treewidth are weakly sparse, hence so are those of bounded pathwidth.

Binary trees have unbounded pathwidth. The complete binary tree of height h is a rooted
tree such that every non-leaf node has exactly two children and every leaf has distance exactly h
from the root.

Proposition 2.1 (Scheffler [25, Satz 4 on page 39]). The complete binary tree of height n has
pathwidth [n/2].

2.3 Cops and robber games

A variety of pursuit-evasion games on graphs can be framed as a number of cops and one
robber standing on vertices of a graph, consecutively moving on it, the cops trying to catch the
robber and the robber trying to escape from the cops. Following the notation and analysis of
Toruriczyk [28], we focus on “helicopter” games with varying speed € NU {oo} of the robber
and write copwidth, (G) the minimum number of cops needed to catch a robber of speed r on
a given graph G, using the following definitions of games and allowed strategies.

Definition 2.2 (Helicopter games). A game of radius r on a graph G is a pair (A,C) of a
sequence A of vertices a,...,a, € V(G) and a sequence C of sets of vertices Cy,...,Cy, C
V(G) for some m € N such that for all i € [m — 1], a; € C; and there ezists a path from a;
to a;+1 of length at most r in G\ (C; N Ciyq).

The game is winning (for the cops) if a,, € C,,, and losing otherwise. The number of cops
used is MaX;cpm) |Cyl.



The vertices in A represent the positions of the robber moving at speed r avoiding the
cops sitting at positions in C. In the visible variant (the usual one), strategies of the cops
(defining Ci1q given C; and a; for all j € [i]) are allowed to depend on the position of the
robber at the previous turns, while strategies of the robber are allowed to use the positions
of the cops at turns ¢ and ¢ + 1 to define a;.;. The interpretation is that cops move using
helicopters (not being limited to any speed or even to stay in a connected component), and as
such make great noise before landing, allowing the robber to use the information of their next
positions in order to design an escape plan.

A classical result of Seymour and Thomas [26] states that for all graphs G, copwidth (G) =
tw(G) + 1. Another fundamental parameter of sparsity theory, degeneracy, can also be linked
in a similar way to cops and robber games, as copwidth, = degeneracy +1 [28, Theorem 1V .4].

Blind variant. In order to characterize pathwidth, we introduce the blind variant of the
game: cops’ strategies are no longer able to use the position of the robber. Formally, A is now

a sequence of sets Ay, ..., A, C V(G) such that A; = V(G) \ C} and for all i € [m — 1],
A1 ={u e V(G)\ Ciz1 : G\ (C; N Ci41) has a path from A; to u of length at most r}. (1)

The game is winning for the cops if A,, = (. The radius-r blind cop-width of a graph G, denoted
by bew,.(G), is the minimum number of cops so that there is a strategy for the cops to win the
blind radius-r cops and robber game. The sets represent the possible positions of the robber at
each turn, and may also be thought of as sets of vertices infected by a gas spreading at speed r
and cleaned by the cops. We may then say that V(G) \ 4; is the set of clean vertices. Since the
game is only determined by the strategy of the cops, we might speak of a strategy instead. A
classical result of Kirousis and Papadimitriou [19] states that bewo(G) = pw(G) + 1 for every
graph G.

3 Finite radius does not matter much for blind cops

Before relating blind cop-width with other similar parameters, we prove the following important
lemma that justifies speaking about blind cop-width without specifying the speed of the robber
and has direct implications.

Lemma 3.1. For every positive integer r and every graph G,
bew (G) < bew,(G) < 282" hew, (G) < 2rbew, (G).
Consequently, all blind cop-width parameters with finite radius are functionally equivalent.

Proof. Let G be a graph. Clearly, bew,.(G) < bewg(G) whenever r < s; if & cops can catch a
fast robber, they can still catch him if he moves slower.

We claim that bews, (G) < 2bew,(G), from which the statement of the lemma follows. Here
is a strategy for the cops with twice as many cops to catch a robber twice as fast: if cops are
placed at positions C; at step 7 in the speed-r game, the strategy is to place cops at positions
Csi_1 UCY; at step ¢ in the speed-2r game. Let R; and S; be the set of cleaned vertices at step @
in respectively the r and 2r speed games, and let us show that Ry; C S;. Initially, Ry = Sy = 0.
Let © > 1, and assume that Ro;_o C S;_1. If u € Ry;, either u € Cy_1 U Cy;, in which case
u € 5;, or already we had u € Ry;_5 C 5;_1. In the second case, u cannot get infected at step ¢
in the speed-2r game, as it would mean there is some vertex v ¢ S;_1, thus not in Ry; 5, with
a path of length at most 2r connecting it to u not hitting Cy;_; U C;, but then v would also
infect u in the speed-r game, contradicting the fact that u € Ry;. Hence Ry C 5;, and the
result follows by induction. O]



One thing to note is that this property seems to be a consequence of the blindness of
the game, as cops do not need to know what happens between individual rounds to compose
strategies. In particular, this is false for the classical generalized coloring numbers, also known
as non-blind cop-width numbers: if G is a subdivision of K, obtained by replacing each edge
with a path of length 2r — 1, the cop-width of radius r of GG will be less than or equal to 5, but
cop-width of radius 2r is equal to n. Since all finite radii are equivalent, a class € of graphs
admits a function f such that the blind cop-width of radius r of graphs in € is at most f(r)
for all » > 0 if and only if the blind cop-width of radius 1 of graphs in % is bounded.

4 Balanced minors and lower bounds

We introduce balanced minors, which will be useful for obtaining a lower bound for the blind
cop-width. We say that a graph H is a balanced minor of a graph G (or G contains H as a
balanced minor) if there is a minor model (X, )yev(m) of H in G such that all X, have the
same size. In this case, we say the minor model is balanced. We write H < G if H is a minor
of G, and H <, GG if H is a balanced minor of GG. It turns out that containing certain balanced
minors is sometimes actually equivalent to containing usual minors, which will be useful in
deriving lower bounds for the blind cop-width of families of graphs defined by usual structural
properties.

4.1 Lower bound lemma

The only way to prove lower bounds on the blind cop-width of graphs we are aware of is the
following lemma, of which all proofs of the literature and ours ultimately make use (see [4,
Proposition 12] or [29, Lemma 1]).

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a graph. Let a, k be positive integers with a < |V(G)|. If
Al + [Na(A)] = a+ k
for every set A of vertices with |A| > a, then bewy (G) > k.

Proof. Suppose that bew;(G) < k. Let (A,C) be a winning game for k cops in m rounds so
that A = V(G)\ Cy and A, =0 and A;,; = (Ng(A;) UA;) \ Ciyq for all i € [m — 1]. We take
Ay =V(G) and Cy = 0 so that A1 = (Ng(A4;) U A;) \ Cizq holds for i = 0 as well.

Let ¢ be the maximum non-negative integer such that |A;| > a. Then a > |A;41] =
|A;| +|Na(Ai)| — |Cs| = |Ai|+ | Ne(A;)| — k and therefore |A;| + | Ng(A;)| < a+ k, contradicting
the assumption. |

We give a slight strengthening of this lemma which can make some proofs easier. This is
also observed by Althoetmar, Schade, and Schiirenberg [2, Lemma 1] independently.

Lemma 4.2. Let G be a graph and let a, k be positive integers with a < |V(G)|. If [Ng(A)| > k
for all subsets A of V(G) with |A| = a, then bew,(G) > k.

Proof. Suppose not. By Lemma 4.1, there exists a minimal set A such that |A| > a and
|A| + |Ng(A)| < a+ k. If |[A] > a, then for v € A, we have |A\ {v}| + [No(A\ {v})]| <
|A] — 1+ |Ng(A)| + 1 < a + k, contradicting the minimality assumption. Therefore, |A| = a
and |Ng(A)| < k, a contradiction. O



4.2 Complete graph as a balanced minor

Similarly to the Hadwiger number h(G) = max{k € N : K} < G}, we can define the balanced
Hadwiger number hy(G) := max{k € N : K} <, G}. These two parameters end up being tied
to each other.

Lemma 4.3. For every graph G, h(G)/2 < hy(G) < h(G).

Proof. The second inequality follows from the fact that a balanced minor is itself a minor in
the usual sense. Thus, it is enough to prove that if G contains K5, | as a minor, then G
contains K, as a balanced minor. Let (X;)i<i<2,—1 be a minor model of Ky, 1 in G such that
|X1| < |X2| <0 K |X2n—1|- Lett = |Xn’ For all ¢ with |Xz| < t, let v; € Xgn_lmNg(XZ) Since
G[X2,—4] is connected, there exists a subset Z; of X5, ; containing v; such that |Z;| =t — | X}
and G[Z;] is connected. For all j with |X;| = ¢, we define Z; = (). Now, for all 7 with |X;| < ¢,
we define Y; = X; U Z;. Then (Y;)1<;<, is a balanced minor model of K,. O

The bound in Lemma 4.3 is tight for all odd n := h(G) > 5. Indeed, for n > 4, let G,, be
the subdivision of K, obtained by subdividing each edge in a fixed KT, 2 subgraph at least 2n
times. It can be checked that hy(G) = |n/2]| + 1, while h(G) = n. Here we need n > 4 so that
cach branch set of a clique minor model of order greater than [n/2] + 1 is forced to contain a
vertex of degree at least 3.

The following proposition will allow us to give a linear lower bound to the blind cop-width
by the size of a largest clique minor. We introduce the following notations that will be reused
later. For a minor model (X;);ci and a set A of vertices,

o let Fy = {i € [k] : X; N A = X;} be the set of indices of full branch sets with respect
to A,

o let B4 = {i € [k]: X;N A= 0} be the set of indices of empty branch sets with respect
to A, and

o let Ma={ic€[k]: X;nNA#0, X;NA+# X;} be the set of indices of mized branch sets
with respect to A.

In particular, |Fa| + |E4| + |Ma| = k.
Proposition 4.4. If a graph G contains Kj as a balanced minor, then
bew (G) = min(h, (b + 3)/2).

Proof. Let (X;)icin be a balanced minor model of K} in G. Let s = | X;| = | X3 = -+ = | X}
We may assume that U, X; = V(G) by deleting unnecessary vertices, because the blind cop-
width clearly does not increase when taking subgraphs. If h < 2, then bewy(G) > h trivially.
If s =1, then G = K} and bcw;(G) = h. Thus we may assume that h > 3 and s > 2.

Let k = |h/2] and let A be a set of vertices such that |A| = (s—1)k+1. As [(h+3)/2] = k+2,
by Lemma 4.2, it is enough to prove that

INc(A)| = k + 1. (2)

Let Fa, E4, My be the set of indices of full, empty, and mixed branch sets in (X;);cp with
respect to A.

Suppose that F4 = . Then X; is mixed whenever X; N A # 0. Thus, |Ma| > -1 |A| > k.
Since each mixed branch set induces a connected subgraph and partially intersects A, A has a
neighbor in each mixed branch set, thus |[Ng(A)| > |Ma| = k + 1, implying (2).



Figure 1: A graph having radius-1 blind cop-width 6 or 7 and containing Kg as a balanced
minor. Thick red edges have been subdivided 2'? times.

Thus we may assume that F4 # (). Since a full branch set is connected to every empty
branch set, we have [Ng(A)| = |Ma| + |Eal = h — |Fal. Since |Fa| < 1 |A] <k — %2, we have
IN(A)| = h—k+5 2 Ifh >4, thenk—1>0andso [Ng(A)| >h—k+1>k+1. If h=3,
then k =1 and |Ng(A)| > h—k = k+ 1. Thus in both cases, we have (2). This completes the
proof. O]

The bound in Proposition 4.4 is also close to optimal. Let G be a graph obtained from Ko,
on the vertex set [2t] by subdividing all edges {4, j} with t+1 <14 < j < 2t at least 2!~ times,
and appending a sufficiently long path to each vertex i € [t]. See Figure 1 for an illustration.
It can be checked that h(G) = hy(G) = 2t and therefore bew; (G) > ¢ + 2 by Proposition 4.4.
On the other hand, the radius-1 blind cop-width is at most ¢ + 3. The strategy for the ¢ + 3
cops is as follows.

(1) At first, t cops camp the branch vertices in [t] until step (4).
(2) Two other cops clean the long paths appended to the branch vertices in [¢].

(3) The 3 cops can perform a cleaning process so that in the end, a ball of radius 1 around
each of the branch vertices in [2¢] \ [¢] is clean. Let (x1,91), (%2,%2), - - (Tee—1)s Ye—1))
be the list of all pairs (z,y) of distinct elements of [2¢] \ [t] where 21 < @y < -+ < Ty—1).

e From i =1toi = t(t — 1), one cop occupies z; and two other cops clean 2!~
internal vertices closest to x; of the path of G corresponding to the edge x;y; of Ko;.
This takes time at most 2t¢—1=7,

Note that at the end of this process, at each branch vertex in [2¢] \ [¢], a ball of radius 1
around it is clean.

(4) The t cops move from [t] to [2t] \ [t]. By the previous step, the branch vertices in [¢]
remain clean.

(5) The 2 free cops clean the remaining degree-2 vertices.



4.3 Highly connected minors with many cliques

The bounds on the blind cop-width of complete balanced minors are not sufficient to prove our
main theorem in the general case, but can readily be used in certain highly-connected settings,
as we shall see in this subsection. In particular, when applicable, those bounds are much better
than the ones purely in terms of treewidth.

Proposition 4.5. If a graph G has a k-connected minor H having k pairwise disjoint cliques
of k vertices, then G contains Kj as a balanced minor.

Proof. Let C1, Cs, ..., Ck be pairwise disjoint cliques in H such that |C}]| = --- = |C)| = k. Let
(Xi)iev () be a minor model of H in G. We may assume that m = maxjcc, | X;| < max;ec, |Xj]
forall i € [k]. Let S ={i € Cy:|X;| <m}andlet T = {i € U_,C; : |X;| > m}. By the
assumption on Cy, |S| < k—1and |T| > k — 1. Since H is k-connected, by Menger’s theorem,
H\ (C1\S) has |S| pairwise vertex-disjoint paths from S to T'. Each of those paths corresponds
to a path in G joining X; for some 7 € S to X; for some j € T". Since each X, for j € T has
at least m vertices, we can use these paths to increase the size of X; for every ¢ € S to have
exactly m vertices. Thus GG contains K} as a balanced minor. O

A k-tree is a graph built from Kj,.; by repeatedly adding a new vertex adjacent to all
vertices in a clique of size k. We show that every k-tree with many pairwise disjoint cliques of
size k has topological blind cop-width at least (k + 3)/2.

Proposition 4.6. Let k > 3 be an integer. Let G be a k-tree with k pairwise disjoint cliques
of size k. Then every subdivision of G has radius-1 blind cop-width at least (k + 3)/2.

Proof. Since every k-tree is k-connected, by Proposition 4.5, G' contains K as a balanced
minor. By Proposition 4.4, the radius-1 blind cop-width of G is at least (k + 3)/2. O

Here is an easy corollary.

Corollary 4.7. For every integer k > 3, every subdivision of the k-th power of a path on k*
vertices has radius-1 blind cop-width at least (k + 3)/2. O

4.4 QOuterplanar graph as a balanced minor

Applying similar vertex exchange techniques to large grid minors instead of large clique mi-
nors, we can still find a useful type of balanced minors: outerplanar balanced minors. These
outerplanar minors are particularly valuable because they can force the blind cop-width to be
arbitrarily large, as we show in the next subsection.

Definition 4.8. The n x n grid is the graph whose vertex set is [n]° where (k,€) and (K, 0)
are adjacent if and only if |k — K|+ | — 0| = 1.

Robertson and Seymour [24, (1.3)] proved that every n-vertex planar Hamiltonian graph is
a minor of an n x n grid. As observed by Gavoille and Hilaire [15], the proof of Robertson and
Seymour implies that every n-vertex outerplanar graph G is a minor of the upper half of the
n x n grid, that is the subgraph of n x n grid induced on {(4,7) : 1 < i < j < n}, where n
vertices on the diagonal are mapped to the vertices of G. For completeness of this paper, we
include a proof.

Lemma 4.9. For every n-vertex outerplanar graph G, the n x n grid has a minor model
(Xy)vev(a) of G such that

(a) for every vertex v of G, there is a unique k € [n] with (k,k) € X, and
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(b) for every k € [n], Xy contains no vertex (a,b) with a > b.

Proof. We follow the proof of Robertson and Seymour [24, (1.3)]. Let us fix an embedding of G
on the plane, where all vertices are on the infinite face. We may assume that G is maximally
outerplanar, so all inner faces are triangles. Let vi, v, ..., v, be the vertices in the cyclic
order they appear on the boundary of the infinite face. Since G is maximally outerplanar,
v1Vs + - - U, v7 18 a Hamiltonian cycle of G.

For k € [2,n], let (k) € [k — 1] be the minimum index such that v,y is adjacent to vi. For
k€ [n—1], let r(k) € [k + 1,n] be the maximum index such that v, is adjacent to v;. For
kel2,n—1],let

X = {3, k) : 0(k) <i <kYU{(k,5) - k <j <r(k)}

Let X1 ={(1,7) : 1 <j<r(l)} and X,, = {(i,n) : £(n) < i < n}. Then G[X}] is connected
for all k € [n] and X;, Xs, ..., X,, are pairwise disjoint. Since all inner faces of G are triangles,
if k <k, r(k)=F,and (k) =k, then k =1 and ¥’ = g. Now we deduce that if v, and v
are adjacent in G with k& < &/, then (k + 1,k') € Xy, (k, k' — 1) € Xy, and (k, k") belongs to
either X or Xy, implying that the n x n grid has an edge between X, and X;.. Therefore
(Xk)ken) is a minor model of G in the n x n grid. O

Proposition 4.10. If a graph contains the n?

n-vertex outerplanar graph as a balanced minor.

X 4n grid as a minor, then it contains every

Proof. Let G be an n-vertex outerplanar graph. We may assume that n > 4, because it is easy
to check for n < 4. By Lemma 4.9, GG is a minor of the upper half of the n x n grid.

Now let H be a graph containing a minor model (X;;); jcm2 of the n? x 4n grid. Let
I, :=[(a — 1)n+ 1,an] for a € [n]. We then consider the minor model of the n x n grid in H
where each branch set is the union of the branch sets of some n x n subgrid of the n? x n?-grid
model. Let us choose a € [n], b € [4] such that >5;c; ey, |Xi;| is minimized, and let H'.

Either b > 3 or b < 2, so one side of H' faces at least two other rows. Let us assume by
symmetry that b > 3 so that it is the bottom side. Let (Y;);c, be the minor model of G in the
upper half of the n x n grid given by Lemma 4.9 where the branch set Y; intersects the diagonal
vertices exactly on the vertex (7,¢). Then we can find a minor model (Z;);cpn) of G in H' with Z,
intersecting the bottom row exactly at X, by extending each set with a vertical path from
the bottom row to the diagonal vertex. It is then easily seen that one can link the i-th vertex
to the cell spanned by I; x I, 5 using pairwise vertex-disjoint paths (see Figure 2). This allows
us to define new branch sets €2; for each vertex v; as the union of Z; and a connected subgraph
of the path and the cell spanned by I; x I,_5, and still have a minor model of GG. Since the
cells I; x I,_ have more vertices than H' by minimality of H’, we can choose the connected
subgraphs in a way that ensures that all ;’s have the same size, so that we get a balanced
minor model of G in H. O

This result is in fact optimal in the sense that outerplanar graphs are exactly the graphs
which, when forbidden as balanced minors, also forbid arbitrarily large grid minors.

Proposition 4.11. For every non-outerplanar graph G and every integer k, there exists a
graph that contains the k X k grid as a minor and does not contain G as a balanced minor.

Proof. Let G be a non-outerplanar graph, and for a positive integer n, let H,, be a subdivision
of the n x n grid where all horizontal edges of the i-th row (of the form {(b,7),(b+ 1,4)}) are
subdivided (2n |V (G)]) — 1 times. We embed it in the plane by placing the original vertices at
corresponding integer coordinates and the ones obtained from subdividing evenly in-between,
with edges drawn as straight line segments connecting the vertices.
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Figure 2: A binary tree as a balanced minor of a grid minor model.

Assume by contradiction that G is a balanced minor of H,,, witnessed by the minor model
(Xu)uev(e)- By continuously contracting each X, to a point in the embedding of H,,, we obtain
an embedding of G. Since G is not outerplanar, not all vertices of G are on the boundary of
the outer face in the embedding of G. So there must be a vertex u € V(G) such that u is
separated from the outer face by a cycle C' in G. Then H,[U,ey(c) Xo] contains a horizontal
edge at some row of index ¢ strictly greater than the index of any row intersected by X, thus
Sevie) | Xo| = (2n|V(G)|)". By the pigeonhole principle, there exists some vertex v € V(C)

with | X,| > (2n)"|V(G)|'""". But since X, only intersects rows with indices in [i — 1],

i—1
X <D n2n|V(G
7j=1

Sl §<2n>ﬂ'

e ((2n) - 1)

< V(@) (2n)'.

< V@)

Hence | X, | < |X,| and the minor model is not balanced, contradicting the assumption. [

4.5 Complete binary tree as a balanced minor

We aim to prove that graphs of bounded radius-1 blind cop-width have bounded treewidth.
We do this by showing the existence of certain outerplanar balanced minors is sufficient to give
a lower bound on the radius-1 blind cop-width. Specifically, we show this for complete binary
tree balanced minors (contrary to the case of complete binary tree minors in general, which do
not meaningfully constrain the blind cop-width for any radius).

We begin by considering the subgraph induced by the union of the branchsets of a balanced
minor model of a large complete binary tree. Assuming for contradiction that the radius-r
blind cop-width is small, we again use Lemma 4.2 to get some set of vertices A with desired
cardinality (a specific multiple p - t of the size t of the branchsets, to be calculated later)
and small neighborhood with respect to the blind cop-width. We label each branchset of the
balanced minor as either full, empty, or mixed with respect to A, as per Section 4.2. The first
observation is that if there are many mixed branchsets then the neighborhood of A will be
large, giving the desired contradiction. Thus we may assume that almost all branchsets are
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full or empty, allowing us to approximate the number of full and empty branchsets up to a
small additive term (in terms of the ratio p which we selected). By choosing p to be roughly
a third of a sufficiently large power of 4, we can then show that many empty branchsets are
adjacent to full branchsets. This also implies that A has large neighborhood, yielding the
desired contradiction.

Proposition 4.12. There is a function g : N — N such that for all k € N, every graph having
a balanced minor model of a complete binary tree of at least g(k) nodes has radius-1 blind
cop-width larger than k.

The following lemma is an easy observation on the number of vertices in a subtree based
on the location of neighbors and roots.

Lemma 4.13. Let T be a complete rooted binary tree and let T be a subtree of T'. For a node v
of T, let h(v) be the minimum distance from v to a leaf of T. Let u be the unique vertez of T"
with mazimum h(u). Let N be the set of vertices w € Np(V(T")) with h(w) < h(u). Then

’V(T’)’ _ 2h(u)+1 11— Z (2h(w)+1 _ 1).

weN

O

Let us recall the non-adjacent form of a positive integer, mostly from [17, page 98]. A
signed digit representation of an integer k is a sum of the form Zf;é k;2¢, where k; € {0,1, —1}.
A non-adjacent form (NAF) of a non-zero integer k is an expression k& = Y‘7} ;2" where
k; € {0,1,—1}, ky—1 # 0, and k;k;—1 = 0 for all ¢ € [¢ — 1]. Reitwiesner [22] proved that every
non-zero integer k£ has a unique non-adjacent form and furthermore the non-adjacent form of k
minimizes the number of non-zero digits in a signed digit representation of k. Let us write this
number w(k) and call it the NAF weight of k. Assume w(0) = 0. This property implies that
w(x +y) > w(x) —w(y) for integers 2 and y, because w(z +y) + w(y) = w(x +y) + w(—y) =
w(z +y—y) =w(w).

Lemma 4.14. There is a function g : N — N such that for every positive integer k, there is
no integer in [g(k) — k, g(k) + k| that can be written as a sum of at most 3k integers, each of
the form £(2¢ — 1) for some positive integers (.

Proof. Let Si be the set of all integers that can be written as a sum of at most 3k integers of
the form 4(2¢ — 1) for some positive integers /.

Suppose that & € S,. Then z = Y7, (2% — 1) with m < 3k and ¢; € {1,—1} for all
i € [m]. Let C =37, ¢&;. Let w(n) denote the NAF weight of n. Then w(x + C) < m < 3k
and |C| < 3k.

Thus, it is enough to prove that for all integers j and C' with |j| < k and |C| < 3k, we have
w(g(k) +j+ C) > 3k. By taking C" = j + C, it suffices to show that for all integers C’ with
|C"| < 4k, we have w(g(k) + C’) > 3k. By the inequality on w,

w(g(k) +C") = w(g(k)) — w(C).

Let W (k) = max{w(C") : |C’"| < 4k}. Note that the minimum positive integer A,, with NAF
weight w is 2272 — 22w=4 — 92w=d ... 92 90 — L (2271 1), Soif £(2271 + 1) < 4k, then
W (k) > w. Thus, W(k) = |3 (log,(12k — 1) +1)].

So, it is enough to make sure that w(g(k)) > 3k + W (k) + 1. We choose g(k) = 2° 4 2% +
24 oo 2OREWR) = L(43kFWR)FL _ 1) Then by the construction, w(g(k)) = 3k + W (k) +1,
concluding the proof. O

Lemma 4.14 uses g(k) = O(k - 64%), which we did not try to optimize.
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Proof of Proposition 4.12. Let g : N — N be the function given by Lemma 4.14. Let k be a
positive integer. Let G be a graph having a balanced minor model (X,)yecv () of a complete
rooted binary tree 7" with |V(T")| > g(k). Let g = g(k) and let t = | X,| for all v € V(T"). Note
that by taking an induced subgraph of G, we only make it harder for the robber to escape,
without diminishing the capabilities of the cops, so we may assume that V(G) = U{X, : v €
V(T)}.

By Lemma 4.2, it is enough to show that |Ng(A)| > k for every subset A of V(G) with
|A| = gt. Fixsuchaset A, andlet Fy ={v e V(T): X, C A}, Ea={veV(T): X,NA =10},
and My = V(T) \ (FaU Ey). Since each G[X,] is connected, for each v € My, X, contains a
vertex in Ng(A) and therefore |[Ng(A)| = |Mal|. Therefore we may assume that |[Ma] < k.

Then |A| < |Fa|t + [Ma|t and therefore [Fa| > }|A| — [M4| > g — k + 1. Moreover
Fal < 14| =g.

We claim that for each node v € Np(Fy), X, contains at least one vertex in Ng(A). If
v € Ey, then X, contains a neighbor of some vertex of X, with w € F4 by the definition of
a minor model. If v € My, then since G[X,] is connected, X, contains a vertex in Ng(A).
Therefore |[Ng(A)| = |Np(Fa)|.

Let Ty, Ty, ..., T,, be the connected components of T'[F,4]. By Lemma 4.13, |V (T})| can be
written as a sum of at most |Np(V (T;))| integers of the form 4(2° — 1) for a positive integer ¢,
except for possibly one of the subtrees T; containing the root of T, that requires |Np(V(T;))|+1
integers. Note that >, [Np(V(T;))| < 3|Nr(F4)| because a node of T' can be a neighbor of
at most three other nodes in 7. Thus, we deduce that |F4| can be written as a sum of at most
3|Nr(Fa)| + 1 integers of the form +(2° — 1) for a positive integer /.

As g—k < |Fa| < g, by Lemma 4.14, | F4| cannot be written as a sum of at most 3k integers
of the form +(2¢ — 1) for a positive integer £. Therefore 3 |Ny(Fa)| + 1 > 3k + 1 and therefore
[Na(A)| = [Nr(Fa)| = k. 0

Since trees are outerplanar, they appear as a balanced minor in every graph having a
sufficiently large grid minor by Proposition 4.10, and as such in every graph of large treewidth
by the famous grid minor theorem.

Theorem 4.15 (Robertson and Seymour [23]). For every integer k there is an integer f(k)
such that every graph of treewidth at least f(k) has a k X k grid minor.

Theorem 4.16. For every integer k, there is an integer g(k) such that every graph of treewidth
at least g(k) has radius-1 blind cop-width larger than k.

Proof. Let f; be obtained from Proposition 4.12, fo(k) = k* from Proposition 4.10, and f3
from Theorem 4.15. Then every graph with treewidth at least f5(f2(f1(k))) has radius-1 blind
cop-width larger than k. O]

Chuzhoy and Tan [8] showed that the function f; from Theorem 4.15 can be taken as
O(k*10g°M (k). As the function f, from Proposition 4.10 is a quadratic polynomial and our
function f; from Proposition 4.12 is a single exponential function, we can deduce that the
function g in Theorem 4.16 can be taken as a single exponential function.

5 Blind flip-width

Motivated by a conjecture on first-order model checking, Toruriczyk [28] introduced the flip-
width, aiming to be a graph parameter suited for dense graphs defined in terms of games. For
an integer k, a k-flip of a graph G is defined by a pair (P, F') of a partition P of V(&) into
at most k parts and a graph F' with vertex set P, where F' is allowed to have loops. The
graph obtained after flipping G according to (P, F') is then the graph H with vertex set V(G)
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such that an edge is present between two distinct vertices u and v if and only if for their
respective parts P and @ in P, either {u,v} € E(G) and {P,Q} & E(F) or {u,v} ¢ E(G) and
{P,Q} € E(F). The flip-width game is played on a graph G between a robber and a flipper.
Let Gy = G. At the i-th round, the flipper announces a flip that will be performed to G, the
robber moves at speed at most r in GG;_1, and then the flipper performs the announced flip to G
to obtain ;. The robber loses if he is trapped on an isolated vertex in G; for some i > 0. The
flip-width of radius r, denoted by fw,, is the minimum £ such that there is a winning game for
the flipper using k-flips. Here, the number of parts of a partition plays the same role as the
number of cops for cop-width. A class € of graphs is of bounded flip-width if for every finite
radius r € N, there is some ¢, € N such that fw,(G) < ¢, for all G € €. Similarly to cop-width,
one can then define the blind flip-width of radius r denoted by bfw, by further restricting the
flipper to strategies oblivious to the position of the robber, and define the notion of classes of
bounded blind flip-width as classes € admitting a function f : N — N such that bfw,(G) < f(r)
forall € Nand G € €. For r = oo, the parameters fw,, and bfw,, are functionally equivalent
to the well-studied parameters clique-width and linear clique-width [28, Theorems V.17 and
X1.9], respectively.

5.1 Blind flip-width of weakly sparse graphs

The motivating question of this work was to answer the following conjecture of Torunczyk.

Conjecture 1.1 (Toruticzyk [28, Conjecture X1.12]). A class € of graphs has bounded blind
flip-width if and only if it has bounded linear clique-width.

We disprove this conjecture.

Theorem 5.1. There is a class of subcubic trees that has bounded radius-r blind cop-width
for every r € N and unbounded pathwidth, thus having bounded blind flip-width and unbounded
linear clique-width.

We approach this conjecture by its implications in the weakly sparse setting. Here is a
useful proposition due to Gurski [16], showing the equivalence of bounded linear clique-width
and bounded pathwidth for weakly sparse classes of graphs.

Proposition 5.2 (Gurski [16, Theorems 9 and 10]). Let G' be a graph and let k be an integer.
(i) If G has pathwidth at most k, then the linear clique-width of G is at most k + 2.

(ii) If G has linear clique-width at most k and has no K, ,, subgraph for some n > 1, then the
pathwidth of G is at most 2k(n — 1).

The following lemma shows that bounded blind cop-width implies bounded blind flip-width.
This is a blind analog of the inequality between the radius-r flip-width and the radius-r cop-
width [28, Lemma V.5].

Lemma 5.3. For every r € NU {oo} and every graph G, bfw,(G) < bew,.(G) 4 2PV (@),

Proof. Given a winning strategy for the cops, one can simulate it using flips in the following
way; at round ¢, if k cops are at positions C};, given the partition made of the singletons of every
cop position and V(G) \ C; partitioned in at most 2¥ sets, each consisting of vertices having the
same set of neighbors in C;, one can perform a flip that removes every edge adjacent to a cop
without introducing any new edge. In particular, the robber cannot move along a path going
through some vertex in C; N C; 1 before round 7 + 1, so he will eventually end up in a vertex
occupied by a cop, hence isolated, and this strategy is also winning for the flipper. O
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Figure 3: The state of the game when the cops are cleaning the first subtree.

Thus, Conjecture 1.1 would imply that any class of graphs with bounded blind cop-width
also has bounded pathwidth, but we give a counterexample to this property. The counterex-
ample is a sequence of subdivisions of arbitrarily large complete binary trees (which have
unbounded pathwidth by Proposition 2.1) so that three cops are always sufficient to win the
blind cop-width game of radius 1. Here is a theorem of Bernshteyn and Lee [4, Theorem 6] in
a weaker form.

Theorem 5.4 (Bernshteyn and Lee [4, Theorem 6]). Every tree has a subdivision whose radius-1
blind cop-width is at most 3.

In particular, we get the following corollary, which will be sufficient for our needs.

Corollary 5.5. For every positive integer i, there is a subdivision T; of a complete binary tree
of height i whose radius-1 blind cop-width is at most 3.

We give a sketch of its direct proof. A similar idea can be used to prove Theorem 5.4.

Sketch of the Proof. Let Ti = K;. For some integer ¢ > 1, assume that 7T; is constructed. Let ¢;
be the length of a winning strategy for cops in the blind cop-width game of radius 1 on 7;.
Given two copies T; 1, T; 2 of T;, we build T;;, by creating a new vertex u, and connecting u by
an edge to the root of T} ; and by a path P of length ¢; to the root of T; ,.

The winning strategy for the cops is described as follows. See Figure 3 for an illustration.

1. One cop stays on u, while the two others clean the path P.

2. The three cops recursively clean 7} ; top-down.

3. Two cops clean back P, which was recontaminated while cleaning 7 ;.

4. The three cops recursively clean T ». O
Now let us show how to disprove Conjecture 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Let € be the class of subcubic trees having bounded radius-1 blind cop-
width given by Corollary 5.5. By Lemma 3.1, ¥ has bounded radius-r blind cop-width for
every finite r. By Proposition 2.1, % has unbounded pathwidth.

By Lemma 5.3, € has bounded blind flip-width and by Proposition 5.2(ii), ¢ has unbounded
linear clique-width, as trees have no K32 subgraph. O

Toruticzyk [28, Theorem VI.3 and Corollary IV.6] proved that the following are equivalent
for every class € of graphs:
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(i) ¢ has bounded expansion.

(ii) There is a function f : N — N such that for every positive integer r and every graph G
in €, copwidth,.(G) < f(r).

(iii) € is weakly sparse and has bounded flip-width.

We may ask whether the analogous statement regarding the equivalence of (ii) and (iii) is true
for blind versions. In other words, is it true that a class of graphs has bounded blind cop-width
if and only if it is weakly sparse and has bounded blind flip-width? Actually, this is false as
witnessed by the following example.

Proposition 5.6. For a positive integer i, let T; be a subdivision of a complete binary tree of
height © whose radius-1 blind cop-width is at most 3 and let T be a tree obtained from T; by
attaching |V (T;)| + 1 new vertices to each leaf. Then {T/} has bounded flip-width, while it does
not have bounded blind cop-width.

Proof. Note that T; exists by Corollary 5.5. By Proposition 2.1, pw(7T;) > [i/2].

We claim that the radius-1 blind flip-width of T} is at most 11. Note that a strategy of three
cops in the radius-1 blind cop-width game can be simulated by 11-flips, since three vertices
induce a partition of the set of other vertices into at most 8 subsets. Once the flipper has
restrained the robber to a subtree rooted in a leaf of T; by simulating the strategy the three
cops have for T;, he can use one more flip to delete all the new edges adjacent to the leaf of T;,
successfully isolating the robber. This means that the radius-r blind flip-width of {7 : i > 0}
is bounded for every positive integer r.

On the other hand, we claim that for each ¢ > 0, 77 contains a balanced minor model of a
complete binary tree of height [i/2]. Consider a subtree U; of T; obtained by, for each internal
node v of odd distance from the root in the initial complete binary tree, removing the whole
subtree rooted at the right child of v except for one path from v to a leaf through the right
child. So, U; contains a minor model (X;) of a complete binary tree of height [i/2], where
cach X; contains at least one leaf. This minor model can be extended to a balanced minor
model in 7! because T was obtained by attaching many leaves to each leaf of T;. Thus for
the function g in Proposition 4.12, if [i/2] > g(k), then T has radius-1 blind cop-width larger
than k. Lemma 3.1 then implies that the radius-r blind cop-width of {77} : i > 0} is unbounded
for each r > 1. O

5.2 Blind flip-width of graphs of bounded maximum degree

We have seen in Proposition 5.6 that bounded blind cop-width is not equivalent to bounded
blind flip-width, not only for weakly sparse graphs, but also for Ky-free graphs for ¢ > 2.
However, we can recover functional equivalence if we require the stronger condition that the
graphs are K ;-free, or, equivalently, have bounded maximum degree.

Proposition 5.7. If G is a graph of mazimum degree A, then bew;(G) < 2(A + 1)% bfws(G).

Proof. Let G be a graph of maximum degree at most A and radius-3 blind flip-width k. Let
us show that 2k(A + 1)? cops can win on G in the blind cops and robber game. We fix a
winning strategy witnessing bfws(G) < k. We may assume that G is connected, because the
blind cop-width of a graph is equal to its maximum over all its connected components.

We employ the following strategy for the cops: at each step, stay on all vertices of flipped
parts of size at most 2(A+ 1) and the neighbors of these vertices. There are at most 2k(A +1)?
such vertices. Let us show that this ensures that the set of possible moves of the robber in the
blind cop-width game is a subset of those in the radius-3 blind flipper game.
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Let u — v be a possible move of the robber in the blind cop-width game between rounds 7
and 7 + 1, and let P, and P, be the parts of u and v in the partition of the ¢-th round in the
flipper game (note that we may have P, = P,). Since u — v is a valid move, we deduce that
wv € F(G) and u was not guarded by cops in the i-th round. In particular, given the strategy
used in the blind cop-width game, both P, and P, must contain more than 2(A + 1) vertices.
If the edge uwv is not flipped in the i-th round, then u — v is also a valid move in the i-th round
in the radius-3 flipper game.

Therefore, we may assume that (P,, P,) was flipped in the i-th round. Let G; be the graph
obtained after applying the i-th round flip to G. First, since

[N (u) N By = [P\ (Ne(u) U{u})| = |B| = (dg(u) +1) >0,
there is w € P, such that uww € FE(G;). Similarly,
|Pu N N (w) N Ne, (0)] = |Pu\ (N (w) U Ne(v) U{u, wh)] 2 [Pu] = (do(w) + da(v)) > 0,

so there is t € P, such that wt,tv € E(G;) and uwtv is a u-v path of length 3 in G;, which is
a valid move in the flipper game of radius 3.

Hence, the possible moves of the robber between consecutive rounds in the blind cop-width
game using this strategy are a subset of the possible moves of the robber in the radius-3 flipper
game using a winning strategy. What is left to check is that when the robber gets isolated in
the flipper game, a cop lands on it in our strategy; it might be isolated but safe, which is not
sufficient to win in the blind cop-width game.

We may assume that G has at least two vertices. Let u be an isolated vertex in the flipped
graph G;, and v be a neighbor of u in G. Letting P, and P, be the parts of v and v in the last
flip, (P,, P,) must then be a flipped pair. Now if |P,| > 2(A+ 1), u would have neighbors in P,
after flipping, which is not possible since it is isolated. Hence |P,| < 2(A + 1), so according to
our strategy, u is covered by cops, and they win. O]

6 Subdivisions of graphs of bounded treewidth

Theorem 4.16 shows that high blind cop-width can often be explained by structural reasons,
namely high treewidth. This means that a graph of high treewidth has high blind cop-width
no matter how much we subdivide the graph, as subdividing preserves treewidth. However,
by Proposition 4.12, complete binary trees of high pathwidth also have high blind cop-width,
even though they have treewidth 1. But this one can be considered less structural, as those
trees of high blind cop-width can always be subdivided to reduce the radius-1 blind cop-width
to 3 by Corollary 5.5.

In this section, we generalize Corollary 5.5, showing that any graph of treewidth k has a
subdivision whose radius-1 blind cop-width is at most £ + 3.

Before stating our result, let us recall the concept of a nice tree decomposition from Bodlaen-
der and Kloks [6] and Kloks [20, Chapter 13]. A tree decomposition (T, X') with X = (X,)ev (1)
of a graph G is a nice tree decomposition if 7" is rooted and the following are true.

(a) Every node of T has at most 2 children.
(b) If a node u has two children v and w, then X, = X, = X,,.

(¢) Ifanode u has only one child v, then either | X,| = |X,|4+1 and X, C X,,, or | X,| = | X,|—1
and X, C X,.
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In a nice tree decomposition (7, X'), we say a node u of T is a start node if it is a leaf, a join
node if it has two children, a forget node if it has one child v and | X,| > | X,|, and an introduce
node if it has one child v and |X,| < |X,]|.

Lemma 6.1 (Kloks [20, Lemma 13.1.2]). Every n-vertex graph with tree-width at most k has
a nice tree decomposition of width at most k with at most 4n nodes.

To obtain a subdivision of a graph, we need to determine, for each edge e, the length of a
path to be replaced with e. The following lemma provides such a length, which we will later
use to prove the main result of this section.

Lemma 6.2. Let G be a graph having a nice tree decomposition (T,X) of width at most k.
Assume that T is an ordered rooted tree, so that we can distinguish the left child and the right
child of a join node. For a node uw of T, let T[u] be the subtree of T induced by all descendants
of w and V,, = Uyev (r)) Xw- For a node w of T and its child v, let £, , be the set of edges of G
joining a vertex in X, with a vertex in V, \ X, and let I, be the set of edges of G incident
with a vertex in V, \ X,. Then there exists a function { : E(G) — N such that for every join
node a of T" with left child b and right child c and for every edge e € E, ., we have

() > 25 V(@D (1+ 3 (U - 1)), (3)

felab

Proof. Let us define a dependency directed graph D = (E(G), A) on the set of edges of G as
follows. For two edges e and f, we say f is adjacent to e (equivalently, (f,e) € A) if there is
an inequality for ¢(e) in (3) where the right-hand side has ¢(f). Then (f,e) € A if and only if
there exists a join node a with a left child b and a right child ¢ such that f € I,;, and e € E, .

Now, it is enough to show that D is a directed acyclic graph. Note that E,; C 1,5.

First we claim that if an edge e of G' belongs to I, for a join node a of T" with a child b,
then every node u of T containing both ends of e is contained in 7'[b]. Assume that e € I .
Let z, y be the ends of e where z € V,\ X,. Since z € V, \ X, , every node v of T' with z € X,
belongs to T'[b], by the definition of a tree decomposition. This proves the first claim.

For an edge e, let us write r(e) for the node wu closest to the root such that X, contains
both ends of e. Let < be a pre-order traversal of T

Suppose that (f,e) € A. Then there is a join node a of T" with a left child b and a right
child ¢ such that f € I, and e € E, .. Then by the claim, r(f) € V(T'[b]) and r(e) € V(T'[¢]).
Since b is the left child and c¢ is the right child of a, the traversal < visits a, then completely
traverses T'[b], and then completely traverses T'[c]. Since V(T'[b]) NV (T'[c]) = 0, every node
in V(T'[b]) comes before every node in V(T[c]). Therefore we have r(f) < r(e).

Suppose that D contains a directed cycle ejeq - - - exeq for eq, es, ..., ex € E(G). This implies
that r(e;) < r(e2) = -+ =< r(ex) = r(ey). This contradicts the fact that < is a strict total
order. This proves that D is acyclic.

So there is a topological ordering < of V(D) = E(G). Let e; < e < e3 X -++ < e, be the
ordering of F(G) given by <. Let J(e) be the set of all triples (a,b,c) € V(T)? such that a is
a join node, b is a left child of a, c is a right child of a, and e € E, .. Thus, for i =1 to m, we
can determine

{(e;) = max ({1} U {ZE‘” V(T (1 + > (¢ ) : (a,b,¢c) € j(ei)}) ;

felab

because the value of ¢( f) was already computed by the property that f < e; whenever f € I,.
This completes the proof. O
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We are now ready to prove the result. To get some intuition of what is happening in
the proof, one might think of it as applying a similar strategy as the one of Theorem 5.1
on a subdivision of a graph G. The subdivision and the strategy are based on a nice tree
decomposition of G.

Theorem 6.3. Every graph G of treewidth k has a subdivision H whose radius-1 blind cop-width
is at most k + 3.

Proof. We may assume that G is connected. Let G be a graph of treewidth at most k£, By
Lemma 6.1, there is a nice tree decomposition (7', X') with X = (X,,)uev (1) of width at most k.
We may further assume that for the root u of T, | X,,| = 1, because otherwise we can repeatedly
create a parent of the root with one less vertices in its branch set.

Note that | X, | < k+ 1 by the definition of treewidth. We may assume that 7" is an ordered
rooted binary tree so that we can distinguish the left child and the right child of a join node.

Let ¢ : E(G) — N be the function given by Lemma 6.2. Let H be a subdivision of G
obtained by replacing each edge e by a path P, of length £(e).

For a node u of T, let T[u] be the rooted subtree of T" induced by all descendants of u. Let
Vi, € V(G) be the set Uyev (1)) Xw- Let V; be a subset of V(H) such that

vV =V,U U V(Fe).
e€E(GIVu)\E(G[Xu])

We claim that for every u € V(T'), there is a winning strategy (A, Cy) with A, = (Au;)icm.]
and C, = (Cu,i)iejm,] for the radius-1 blind cop-width game on H such that

(a) AUJ = Vu, \ Cu,b Au,i+1 = (Au,z U NH<AU,Z>) \ Cu,i+1 fOI' every 7 - [TTLU — 1] and Au,mu - Q),
(b) Cu1 = Xy, |Cuil < k+3,and A,; N X, =0 for all i € [m,], and
(c) mu < [V(T[u])| (1+ [Vi] = Vi)

If this claim is true, then by applying it to the root, we deduce that the radius-1 blind
cop-width of G is at most k + 3, proving the theorem.

To prove this claim, we proceed by induction on |V (T'[u])|. If u is a start node, then V] = X,
and therefore A, ; = () and we are done with m,, = 1.

If v is an introduce node, let v be the child of u. Then there is a vertex p € X,, such that
X, = X, U{p}. By the definition of a tree decomposition, Ng(p) NV, € X, and therefore
V! =V/U{p} and V] \ X, = V/\ X,. By the induction hypothesis applied to v, there is a
winning strategy (A,,C,) satisfying our conditions for v where A4,; =V, \ X,. Thus we take
Cu1 =X, and C; == C,; for all 1 < i < m,. Then A,; =V, \ X, =V, \ X, and by the
induction we can see that A, ;41 = A, ;41 for all i € [m, — 1]. Thus, we can take m, := m,.
Observe that A,; N X, = 0 for all i € [m,] and therefore p ¢ A, ; for all i € [m,]. In other
words, p is cleaned in the beginning, occupied by a cop and cannot be reinfected later.

If w is a forget node with a unique child v, then let (A,,C,) be the strategy obtained by
the induction hypothesis for v and let p be the unique vertex in X, \ X,. Note that V! =
VI UU{V(P,) : e is an edge of G[X,] incident with p}. Let py,pa,...,p: be a sequence of all
vertices in V/\ V. so that for every edge e in F(G[X,]) incident with p, all internal vertices of P,
appear consecutively according to the order in P, in this sequence. If ¢ < 2, then let C,, 1 1= X,
Cuz = X,U(V\V)), and Cy 14 := C,; forall 1 < i < m,, so that A, 2 = V/\ X, and Ay, +1 =
0. Ift > 2, 1let Cyq := X, and Cy i1 = X, U{ps, pis1} for each i € [t —1]. Then A,; = V) \ X,.
We define A, ;14 = A,; for every 2 < i < m,. Then Ayt 14m, = Apm, = 0. In all cases,
iy < my+max(t—1,1) < V(To])| (14 V] = [Val) mas(t =1, 1) < [V(TTa))| (1 V] = Vi)
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Now let us assume that u is a join node with the left child v and the right child w. Let £, ,,
be the set of edges of G joining a vertex in X, with a vertex in V,, \ X,,. Let I,,, be the set of
edges of GG incident with a vertex in V,, \ X,. Note that

> W) =) =V]]- V.

fe€luw

For convenience, let M = [V(T'[v])| (1 + X ey, , (U(f) = 1)) = [V(T[v])| (1 + [V, = [V4]). Recall
that by the construction of H, every edge e in E, ,, has been replaced with a path P, of length
at least 21PwwIM . Let e, e, ..., eq be the edges in F,,. Note that e; has exactly one end
in X,, say x;. For each i € [q] and j € [297°M], let v;; be the j-th internal vertex from x;
in P,,.

Let ap = 0 and a; = a;_y +297°M for i € [q]. Since 2971 42972 ... + 29 =29 — 1 we have
ag = (22 = 1)M. Let vi,vs,...,v0i—1ym be the sequence of vertices of H such that for each
i € [q) and j € [297'M],

Va; 145 = Viyg-

Let (A,,C,), (A, Cy) be the winning strategies for the cops obtained by applying the induction
hypothesis to v and w, respectively. Now, for each i € [(29 — 1)M + m,, + m,,], let

X, if i =1,
X, U{v,via) ifl<i<(29—1)M,
o ) XuUfvia} if i = (29— 1)M + 1,
o Chi(2a-1)M1 if (29— 1)M+1<4< (29— 1)M +m,,
X, if i = (29— 1)M +m, + 1,
Cuw,i—@i—0)M-m, 1f (29 =1)M +m, +1 <i < (27 = 1)M + my, + my.

Now observe that for each i € [q],

Au,ai—l-l N {Ui,h Uz"g, e ,’U@quiM} = @
As none of vy 1,012, ...,V 00-ip are in Oy q,4; for any j > 1, we deduce that for each 1 < j <
(29 —1)M — a; + 1, we have
!
(Vw \ Au,ai—i-j) N {’UZ‘J, 'UZ‘Q, e avi,2(1—iM} = {Ui,b U@Q, e 7'Ui,2‘1—iM7(jfl)}-

Note that (27 — 1)M — a; = Z;’;f;l 2PM = (297" — 1)M. Therefore for each i € [q],

(VJ) \ Au,(2q—1)M+1) N {Um, Vi, 2y« 7Ui,2‘1*iM} = {%,17 Vi2, - - ;Ui,M}-

Thus, V,, \ Ay e—tym+1 = {vij : @ € [q], j € [M]}. In other words, while cleaning the first
segments of those ¢ paths, recontamination does occur, but since the speed of the robber is
limited, it cannot reach distance M from X, in V; \ X,. This allows us to buy enough time
to clean up V; while maintaining X, clean. Thus, while we follow the strategy from (A4,,C,),
vertices in X, remain clean, meaning that they are out of A, ; for any i with (29 —1)M +1 <
i < (29— 1)M + m,. Afterwards, by the correctness of (A,,C,), Ay 20—1)m does not contain
any vertex in V. Thus, A, 2a—1ym+1 € V,, \ Xy. From that moment we follow the strategy
from (A,,C,) and by the assumption, we end up having Ae_1)pr4m,+m, = 0, thus proving
that (A,,C,) is a winning game for the cops.

By the induction hypothesis, we know that m, < |V(T[v])| (1 + V]| — |V4|) and m,, <
|\V(T[w])| (1 + |V | — |Vw|). By definitions and properties of tree decompositions (recall that
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Xy =Xy = Xo), Vil =Va| = V]| = Vo |+ [V = Vi | and [V(T'[u))| = [V (T[v])|+ |V (TTw])|+1.
Clearly, (27 — 1)M < |V,| — |V.|, because v, va, ..., v@i_1)m € V,, \ Vi, Therefore

V(TTuD)] (14 Vo] = Va])
= ((V(TD| + V(TTwD A + [Vl = Vol + V| = V) + 1+ [V = [V
> my +my, + (27— 1)M.

Therefore m,, := (22 — 1)M + m, + my, < |[V(T[u])| (1 + V| — [V4]), as required. This proves
the claim. This completes the proof. O

7 Connections to other games and parameters

Inspection number. Bernshteyn and Lee [4] introduced the zero-visibility search game and
the inspection number. In this game, cops and robber alternate turns. On the cops’ turn, they
search a set of at most k vertices, and win if the robber is present in this set. Otherwise, on the
robber’s turn, the robber can move along any edge. The minimum number k& such that cops
have a winning strategy on a graph G is the inspection number of G, denoted by in(G). The
inspection number is called the firefighter number by Althoetmar, Schade, and Schiirenberg [2].

Now, let us recall a precise formulation from [4]. A k-search of length ¢ on a graph G is a
sequence S = (51,5, ...,S;) of subsets of V(G) where |S;| < k for all i € [¢(]. Given a k-search
S = (81,5,...,5) of subsets of V(G) of size at most k, a sequence (FC;)f_, of sets of fully
cleared vertices and a sequence (PC;)_, of sets of pre-cleared vertices are defined recursively as
follows:

FC0(5> = Q);
PC,(S) = FC,_; U S, for i € [¢],
FCi(S) = PCi(S)\ Ne(V(G)\ PCi(S)) for i € [{].

A k-search S of length ¢ is called successful if FCy(S) = V(G), which implies PCy(S) =
PCri1(S) = V(G).

Proposition 7.1 (Bernshteyn and Lee [4, Proposition 10]). The inspection number of a graph G
is equal to the minimum number k such that there exists a successful k-search in G.

This game might seem different, but the fact that cops abandon their position after their
turn actually makes them equivalent to the radius-1 blind cop-width.

Proposition 7.2. For every graph G, in(G) = bewy(G).

Proof. First, let us reformulate the radius-1 blind cop-width. If (A,C) is a strategy for the cops
in the radius-1 blind cop-width, then it is easy to see that (1) is equivalent to the following
with the same initial condition Ay = V(G):

Ai = (Ai—l U Ng(Ai_l)) \ Cz for all ¢ 2 1.

The cops win if Ay = () for some /.

Suppose that C = (C;)f_, is a sequence of subsets of V(G). Now we claim that PC;(C) =
V(G)\ A; for all i > 1. We proceed by induction on 4. Clearly, it is true if i = 1. Now let us
assume that ¢ > 1. Then, by the induction hypothesis,

FCi1(C) = (V(G) \ Aim1) \ Na(Ai1) = VI(G) \ (Aim1 U Ne(Ainr)).
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Thus, we deduce that
PC,(C) = V(G) \ (Ai-1 U Ng(A4;-1)) UC; = V(G) \ ((Ai-1 U Na(A4i-1) \ Gy)) = V(G) \ A

If Ay =0, then PC,(C) = V(G) and therefore FC,(C) = V(G). Conversely, if FC,(C) = V(G),
then PCy(C) = V(G) and therefore A, = ). Thus in(G) = bewy(G). O

We define the topological blind cop-width of a graph G, denoted by tbew(G), also known as
the topological inspection number in [4]. For a graph G, tbew(G) is the minimum £ such that
for every subdivision H of G, there is a further subdivision H' of H with bew,(H’) < k.

Bernshteyn and Lee [4, Proposition 23] showed that tbew(G) < |[V(G)| + 2. This is now a
corollary of Theorem 6.3, as thew(G) < tw(G) +3 < (|[V(G)| — 1) + 3.

Here are two of the problems proposed by Bernshteyn and Lee [4].

Problem 1.3 (Bernshteyn and Lee [4, Open Problem 68]). Is there n € N such that thew(K,,) >
42 Is it true that in fact lim, . thew(K,) = 00 ?

Problem 1.4 (Bernshteyn and Lee [4, Open Problem 69]). Is there a constant k such that
tbew(G) < k for all planar graphs G? Does k = 4 work?

Theorem 4.16 answers Problem 1.3 positively and Problem 1.4 negatively. Indeed, as
treewidth is invariant under subdivisions, Theorems 4.16 and 6.3 prove the following.

Proposition 7.3. The topological blind cop-width is functionally equivalent to treewidth.
For complete graphs, Bernshteyn and Lee found the following upper bound.
Proposition 7.4 (Bernshteyn and Lee [4, Proposition 67]). Forn > 1, thew(K,) < [n/3]+2.

Bernshteyn and Lee [4, Theorem 32] showed that tbew(K4) > 4 by a rather technical
proof. The following proposition immediately implies that tbew(K,,) = ©(n), and also answers
Problem 1.3.

Proposition 7.5. [248] < thew(K,) < [™2] for all integers n > 2.

Proof. Proposition 7.4 produces a subdivision H' of K,, with bew;(H') < [n/3]+ 2. This gives
the upper bound. For the lower bound, we may assume that n > 7 because tbew(K3) > 2 and
tbew(K3) > 3. Lemma 4.3 together with Proposition 4.4 gives the lower bound. ]

Since Proposition 7.5 shows that the number of cops needed to clean K, if the cops are
allowed to choose a subdivision to begin with is between n/4 and n/3 + 3, one may wonder if
the cop number of tw(G) 4 3 given by Theorem 6.3 could be optimized.

Proposition 4.6 shows that there are graphs having treewidth & and topological blind cop-
width at least (k + 3)/2, showing that the complete graph on k + 1 vertices is not the graph of
treewidth k& with the maximum topological blind cop-width.

We remark that despite the fact that both Lemma 4.3 and Proposition 4.4 are close to
optimal, we suspect that the upper bound of Proposition 7.4 is closer to the truth.

Zero-visibility cop number. A common variant of cops and robber games, particularly in
the game theory community, considers alternating turns and restricts cops to move along edges
with speed 1 as well.

The associated parameter denoted by ¢ is called the zero-visibility cop number by Dere-
niowski, Dyer, Tifenbach, and Yang [10], and is also studied in [29, 30]. Tt is not functionally
equivalent to blind cop-width, as it is implied by [9, Theorem 3.8] that trees of high pathwidth
have high zero-visibility cop number, while Corollary 5.5 provides trees of radius-1 blind cop-
width at most 3 and arbitrarily large pathwidth. This example is in fact present in [10], as the
addition of a universal vertex can be seen as giving cops infinite speed at the cost of doubling
that of the robber, which does not change much by Lemma 3.1.
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Proposition 7.6. For every graph G, bew(G) < 2¢0(G).

The factor of 2 is necessary, as unlike in the zero-visibility search game, here cops stay at
vertices when the robber is trying to move. Notably, in(K5) = bew; (Ky) = 2 while ¢o(K3) = 1.

Proof. Notice that in the blind setting, whether cops announce their moves or not makes no
difference since we always consider all the possible strategies of the robber, so we might forget
about this condition. The restriction on the movement only makes it harder for cops in the
zero-visibility cops and robber game, so we can also forget about it to prove this inequality.
Given a winning strategy (S;){_, in the zero-visibility cops and robber game, we can set
C; = S; U Si11 in the radius-1 blind cop-width game. This way, in the helicopter game the
robber will be prevented from moving through cops originally at step ¢ in the zero-visibility
game as they would not be lifted, so at most 2¢o(G) cops will win. ]

As a corollary of Theorem 4.16 and Proposition 7.6, we get the following lower bound on
Co.

Corollary 7.7. For every integer k, there is an integer h(k) such that every graph of treewidth
at least h(k) has zero-visibility cop number larger than k.

In order to obtain an upper bound on ¢y in terms of blind cop-width, we need to restrict
ourselves to graphs of bounded diameter.

Proposition 7.8. For a graph G of diameter at most d, we have co(G) < 4dbewq(G).

Proof. First let us show that ¢o(G) < 2bcwy(G). Let k = bewy(G). Consider a winning
strategy (S;)¢_, for k cops in the radius-d blind cop-width game, and let (A;)¢_; be the sequence
of possible positions of the robber in a game using this strategy. We may assume that S; # ) for
all . Here is a strategy for the cops in the zero-visibility cop number game. Start by putting k
cops on S7 and k cops on Sy. Then for each integer i € [¢] \ {1,2} and rounds d(i — 3) + 2 to
d(i—2)+1, make k cops stay on S;_1, and another k cops move from their current positions to S;
following some paths of length at most d in G. Letting (Bi)?gl_2)+1 be the sequence of possible
positions of the robber in this game, we get that Byi_2y41 € A;, in particular Byy—2)+1 = 0.
Thus, ¢o(G) < 2bewy(G). Using the explicit bound bewy(G) < 2d bew; (G) from Lemma 3.1,
we get the desired result. O

Hunting number. We end this section by mentioning another interesting variation of the
zero-visibility search game, studied by Abramovskaya, Fomin, Golovach, and Pilipczuk [1] under
the name Hunters and Rabbit game. The game is defined as the zero-visibility search game, with
the additional condition that the robber is forced to move at each turn. Since this condition
can only make it easier for cops to win, the associated hunting number, denoted by hunt, clearly
satisfies hunt(G) < in(G) = bew(G). On the other hand, the trees of Proposition 5.6 are an
example of graphs with high blind cop-width, hence inspection number, for which four cops
suffice in the Hunters and Rabbit game, so we do not get functional equivalence.

Proposition 7.9. For a positive integer i, let T; be a subdivision of a complete binary tree of
height © whose radius-1 blind cop-width is at most 3 and let T! be a tree obtained from T; by
attaching |V (T;)| + 1 new vertices to each leaf. Then {T!} has bounded hunting number, while
it does not have bounded blind cop-width.

Proof. Note that T; exists by Corollary 5.5. The fact that {7}} has unbounded blind cop-width
follows from Proposition 5.6.

We claim that the hunting number of T; is at most 4. A winning strategy is given by letting
3 cops simulate a winning strategy for 7;. Each time the robber is restrained to 77[u] \ {u} for
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some leaf u (when u would be cleaned in the blind cop-width game), the fourth cop then stays
on u in the next round (recall that T'[u] denotes the subtree of T rooted at node u). That way,
if the robber was hiding in a child of u, it would have to move and be shot by the fourth cop
in the next round. O]

We do however retrieve functional equivalence when restricted to bounded degree graphs.

Theorem 7.10. For any graph G without isolated vertices, bew(G) < (A(G) + 1) hunt(G).

Proof. Let C4,...,C be a winning strategy for the hunters and rabbit game. We will show
that N[C],..., N[Cy] is a winning cop strategy for the blind cop-width game of radius 1. To
do this, we inductively show that the set of possible rabbit locations in the hunters and rabbits
game at step 7 is a superset of the set of possible robber locations given this new strategy. The
base case is trivial.

Suppose for contradiction that at step ¢ 4+ 1 there is some possible robber location v that
is not a possible rabbit location. By induction, every possible robber location at step ¢ is a
possible rabbit location at step i, so v is only a possible location for a robber at step ¢ + 1 by
staying still. That is to say, v is a possible robber/rabbit location at step ¢ that is not adjacent
to another possible robber/rabbit location at step i. Let aj,...a; be a possible path for the
robber ending at v, so that a, = v and each a; for j < i is a possible robber location at step j
which is equal to or adjacent to a;;1. Let ¢ be the smallest integer such that a; is not adjacent
to another possible rabbit location at step . If ¢/ = 1, then C} contains all neighbors of a;, so
N[C] contains aq, contradicting that a; is a possible robber location at step 1. Otherwise, by
induction both ay_; and some neighbor w of a;_; are possible rabbit locations at step i’ — 1.
Since ay_1 is not a possible rabbit location at step ¢’ (by definition of i, as it is a neighbor
of ay), we must then have a;_1 € Cy, as otherwise a rabbit could go from w to ay_;. Hence
ay € N[Cy], which again is a contradiction.

Thus the set of possible robber locations at each step is a subset of the possible rabbit

locations, meaning that since C, ..., C} is a winning strategy for the hunters N[C}], ..., N[C{]
is a winning strategy for the cops. Note that |[N[Ci]| < (A + 1)|Cy|, so this completes the
proof. n

We have the following corollary of Theorem 4.16, generalizing the results of Abramovskaya,
Fomin, Golovach, and Pilipczuk [1, Theorem 2] on the hunting number of grids.

Corollary 7.11. For every integer k, there is an integer j(k) such that every graph of treewidth
at least j(k) has hunting number larger than k.

Proof. Let g be the function of Theorem 4.16. Let k be a positive integer. By Theorem 4.15,
there is an integer j such that every graph G of treewidth at least j contains a subdivision H of a
wall as a subgraph and tw(H) > g(4k). By Theorem 4.16, bew (H) > 4k, but A(H) = 3, so by
Theorem 7.10, hunt(H) > k. Since the hunting number is monotone under taking subgraphs [1],
we have hunt(G) > k. O

Dissaux, Fioravantes, Galhawat, and Nisse [13, Theorem 6] proved that every tree has a
subdivision whose hunting number is at most 2. As a corollary of Theorem 6.3, we get the
following.

Corollary 7.12. Every graph G of treewidth k has a subdivision H whose hunting number is
at most k + 3.
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8 Discussions

The results of Section 7 and Theorem 4.16 allow us to obtain the comparisons of parameters.
Indeed, by Lemma 3.1, for every r € N, bew, is functionally equivalent to bcw; and so we
may omit bcw, for any finite r. By Theorem 4.16, bounded radius-1 blind cop-width implies
bounded treewidth. Also note that Corollary 5.5 separates bew; from pw. Thus we have the
following.

copwidth; < copwidth, < --- < tw < bew; < pw.

Here, the relation < between graph parameters should be understood as p < ¢ if there exists
some function f: N — N such that p(G) < f(¢(G)) for all graphs G.

Theorem 4.16 shows that the blind cop-width of a graph lies asymptotically somewhere
between its treewidth and pathwidth, and can be pushed to either extreme by subdividing edges
appropriately. In terms of algorithmic complexity, the class of problems which are tractable on
bounded pathwidth graphs is strictly broader than the class of problems which are tractable
on bounded treewidth graphs (see [3, 5]). The same may be true of graphs with bounded blind
cop-width, although we suspect not in any meaningful sense given how subdivisions affect the
parameter. We are more interested in understanding the structural properties of the parameter,
which prompt several intriguing questions for future work.

In the direction of upper bounds, it would be interesting to give a better description of the
winning strategies for the cops. Currently, the only general upper bound we have is in terms of
the pathwidth, which is obtained by considering a winning strategy in the case the robber could
move at infinite speed. The strategy is then described by a path decomposition of the graph,
as the cops win by successively occupying the vertices in the branch sets of the decomposition.
Generally speaking, winning strategies are often associated with decompositions of the graphs.
If few cops can win, then the graph has some structure and can be decomposed in a way that
follows a winning strategy. A naive attempt to describe an appropriate decomposition of the
blind cop-width game would be to say that a sequence of vertex sets is a bew-decomposition
if and only if it corresponds to a winning strategy. Note that the analogous definition for the
pathwidth game does not correspond to the notion of path decompositions. Path decompo-
sitions, in general, correspond to winning strategies with some specific minimality conditions.
As a starting point then, it would be helpful to develop an understanding of what “minimal”
winning strategies for the blind cop-width game look like, which we are currently lacking.

Problem 8.1. What is the structure of graphs of radius-1 blind cop-width at most k?

In the dual direction, it would be very interesting to better understand lower bounds as
well. Given that we have shown some obstructions to low blind cop-width, it is natural to ask
if they are exactly the right ones.

Problem 8.2. Is there an unbounded function f such that each graph of blind cop-width at
least k contains a binary tree of height at least f(k) as a balanced minor?

It seems that simple cases may provide good intuitions on this problem, so we recall the
following question that we only answered in an asymptotic way.

Problem 1.2 (Bernshteyn and Lee [4, Open Problem 66]). Determine thew(K,) and thew (K ).

As pointed out in Proposition 7.5, we have a lower bound of [(n 4+ 6)/4] and an upper
bound of [(n + 6)/3] for thew(K,).

Finally, while we have shown that topological blind cop-width is functionally equivalent to
treewidth, it could be interesting to get some more precise characterizations, at least up to
constant terms.
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