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Abstract
We study the design of robust subexponential algorithms for classical connectivity problems on
intersection graphs of similarly sized fat objects in Rd. In this setting, each vertex corresponds to a
geometric object, and two vertices are adjacent if and only if their objects intersect. We introduce a
new tool for designing such algorithms, which we call a λ-linked partition. This is a partition of the
vertex set into groups of highly connected vertices. Crucially, such a partition can be computed in
polynomial time and does not require access to the geometric representation of the graph.

We apply this framework to problems related to paths and cycles in graphs. First, we obtain the
first robust ETH-tight algorithms for Hamiltonian Path and Hamiltonian Cycle, running in
time 2O(n1−1/d) on intersection graphs of similarly sized fat objects in Rd. This resolves an open
problem of de Berg et al. [STOC 2018] and completes the study of these problems on geometric
intersection graphs from the viewpoint of ETH-tight exact algorithms.

We further extend our approach to the parameterized setting and design the first robust
subexponential parameterized algorithm for Long Path in any fixed dimension d. More precisely, we
obtain a randomized robust algorithm running in time 2O(k1−1/d log2 k) nO(1) on intersection graphs
of similarly sized fat objects in Rd, where k is the natural parameter. Besides λ-linked partitions,
our algorithm also relies on a low-treewidth pattern covering theorem that we establish for geometric
intersection graphs, which may be viewed as a refinement of a result of Marx-Pilipczuk [ESA 2017].
This structural result may be of independent interest.

2012 ACM Subject Classification Theory of computation → Graph algorithms analysis

Keywords and phrases Robust algorithms, geometric intersection graphs, subexponential FPT
algorithms

1 Introduction

Given a set F of objects in Rd, the intersection graph of F is defined as the graph having one
vertex for each object in F , and an edge between two vertices whenever the corresponding
objects intersect. One of the most extensively studied classes of intersection graphs are the
unit disk graphs, obtained when the objects are disks in R2 of identical radius. In this work,
we consider families F of similarly sized β-fat objects in Rd (for some constants d, β ≥ 1)
which means that for every object O ∈ F , there are two balls Bin and Bout of Rd such that
Bin ⊆ O ⊆ Bout, where Bin has radius 1 and Bout has radius β.

In their seminal work, de Berg et al. [4] introduced a general framework for deriving
algorithms with running times that are tight under the Exponential Time Hypothesis (ETH)
for a broad range of classical problems on intersection graphs of similarly sized fat objects.
Their framework encompasses problems such as Maximum Independent Set, Dominating
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Set, Steiner Tree, and Hamiltonian Cycle. The key idea of their approach is the
construction of a partition P = (V1, . . . , Vt) of the vertex set of the input graph G satisfying
the following properties:

(i) each induced subgraph G[Vi] can be further partitioned into at most κ cliques, and
(ii) the quotient graph of the parts, denoted GP , has bounded degree and treewidth O(n1−1/d).

Notice that P can be computed without access to the geometric representation of F , and is
enough to solve all the aforementioned problems except for Hamiltonian Cycle. Algorithms
of this type, which operate solely on the intersection graph and do not require a geometric
representation, are referred to as robust algorithms. We stress here that robustness is a
substantial advantage since for many classes of intersection graphs such as unit disk graphs,
computing a representation is ∃R-complete [11].

However, the algorithm of [4] solving Hamiltonian Cycle requires one additional
step: computing a partition of each Vi into a bounded number of cliques. For this step,
de Berg et al. used the geometric representation. They explicitly left open the question of
whether a robust ETH-tight algorithm for Hamiltonian Cycle could be obtained. One
possible direction toward such a result would be to design a robust algorithm that computes
a partition into a constant number of cliques whenever the input graph is known to contain
one. Unfortunately, recent advances on clique partitions of geometric graphs suggest that
this task is likely to be difficult [12].1 It is worth noting that, in the case of unit disk graphs,
such a clique partition can be obtained using the approach of [14].

We circumvent this problem by using a new type of partition into highly connected
subgraphs called λ-linked partitions. We show the two following crucial properties : these
partitions can be used to solve the considered problems (instead of partitions into cliques)
and they can be computed in polynomial time (and, importantly, without relying on the
geometric representation) in graphs known to admit a partition into a constant number of
cliques.

Combining these findings with the framework of de Berg et al., we obtain the following.

▶ Theorem 1. For every constants d ⩾ 1 and β ⩾ 1 there is a robust algorithm solving
Hamiltonian Path (resp. Hamiltonian Cycle) in time 2O(n1−1/d) on intersection graphs
of similarly sized β-fat objects in Rd.

This result matches the ETH-based lower bound of [4] and resolves an open problem
from the same paper.

To further demonstrate the applicability of our techniques, we show in a second part of
the paper how they can be used to deal with parameterized version of Hamiltonian Path,
that is, Long Path parameterized by the length of the path. For this problem and for Long
Cycle, Fomin et al. proved in [9] that there are algorithms running in time 2O(

√
k) · nO(1) on

intersection graphs of similarly sized fat objects in R2. Their approach relies on computing
a clique partition of the vertex set and analyzing the resulting clique-grid graph. The idea
of using clique partitions in the context of subexponential parameterized algorithms was
introduced in [8] and has since become a central tool in the area [16]. However, the clique-grid
graph is typically defined using a geometric representation of the input graph. Designing
a robust subexponential parameterized algorithm for Long Path in dimensions d ⩾ 3 has
remained an open problem. Indeed, while the bidimensionality-based approach of [9] does

1 There is no 2o(n)-time algorithm for this problem in unit ball graphs of R5, unless the ETH fails [12].
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not generalize to higher dimensions, the high-dimensional approach of [8], based on Baker’s
technique [5], again requires access to the geometric representation.

We show that this dependency can be removed by combining two key techniques. The
first consists, as in the case of the Hamiltonian Path problem, in replacing the clique
partition with a partition into highly connected parts. The second is an adaptation of the
low-treewidth pattern covering technique, introduced by Fomin et al. [7] for planar graphs
and later extended to graphs of polynomial growth by Marx and Pilipczuk [13]. Formally, we
prove that there exists a randomized polynomial-time algorithm which, given an intersection
graph of similarly sized objects in Rd with bounded degree, outputs a vertex set A ⊆ V (G)
such that G[A] has treewidth O(k1−1/d log k), and for every set X ⊆ V (G) of size at most
k, we have X ⊆ A with probability at least 2−Ω(k1−1/d log2 k). This result can be viewed as
a strengthening of that of Marx and Pilipczuk [13] in the case where the input graph has
additional geometric structure rather than merely polynomial growth. Combined together,
these techniques yield the first robust subexponential FPT algorithm for Long Path.

▶ Theorem 2. For every constants d ⩾ 1 and β ⩾ 1, there is a robust randomized paramet-
erized algorithm solving Long Path in time 2O(k1−1/d log2 k)nO(1) on intersection graphs of
similarly sized β-fat objects of Rd.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Graph Theory
Unless otherwise specified we use standard graph theory terminology. All graphs considered
in this paper are simple, undirected, and finite. For a graph G, we denote by V (G) and E(G)
its vertex set and edge set, respectively. We write n = |V (G)| and m = |E(G)| its number of
vertices and edges when G is clear from the context. For a vertex v ∈ V (G), we write NG(v)
for its open neighborhood, that is, the set of vertices adjacent to v, and NG[v] = NG(v) ∪ {v}
for its closed neighborhood. For X ⊆ V , we denote by G[X] the subgraph of G induced by X,
and by G − X the subgraph induced by V \ X. The degree of a vertex v is dG(v) = |NG(v)|,
and the maximum degree of G is denoted by ∆(G). An independent set I ⊆ V (G) is a subset
of pairwise non-adjacent vertices of G. The independence number of G, denoted by α(G), is
the maximum size of an independent set of G.

A path in a graph G is a sequence of distinct vertices (v1, v2, . . . , vk) such that any two
consecutive vertices are adjacent in G. A cycle is also a sequence of vertices (v1, v2, · · · vk)
such that any two consecutive vertices are adjacent in G, and vkv1 ∈ E(G). Given a path P

(resp. a cycle), we denote by V (P ) the set of vertices appearing in the sequence.
For two vertices u, v of a graph G, the distance between u and v, denoted by distG(u, v),

is the minimum number of edges on a path from u to v in G. For an integer r, and a vertex
v ∈ V (G), we define BG(v, r) = { w ∈ V (G) : distG(v, w) < r }, that is, the set of vertices
at distance strictly less than r from v in G. Similarly, we let ∂BG(v, r) = { w ∈ V (G) :
distG(v, w) = r } denote the set of vertices at distance exactly r from v.

2.2 Treewidth, κ-partition and P-contraction
A tree decomposition of a graph G = (V, E) is a pair (T, {Xt}t∈V (T )) where T is a tree,
{Xt}t∈V (T ) is a collection of subsets of V (G) (called bags), and satisfying the following:

(i)
⋃

t∈V (T ) Xt = V (G),
(ii) for every edge uv ∈ E(G), there exists a bag Xt containing both u and v, and
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(iii) for every vertex v ∈ V , the set {t ∈ V (T ) | v ∈ Xt} induces a connected subtree of T .

Given a graph G and a weight function γ : V (G) → R⩾0, the weighted width of a tree
decomposition (T, {Xt}) is maxt∈V (T )

∑
v∈Xt

γ(v). The weighted treewidth of G (w.r.t. a
given weight function) is the minimum weighted treewidth over all tree decompositions
of G [15].

In [4], de Berg et al. introduced the notion of a κ-partition as a generalization of a clique
partition, in order to obtain separator theorems for intersection graphs of similarly sized fat
objects in Rd.

▶ Definition 3 (κ-partition [4]). Let G be a graph and let κ ⩾ 1 be an integer. A κ-partition
of G is a partition P = (V1, . . . , Vt) of V (G) such that each class Vi induces a connected
subgraph G[Vi] whose vertex set can be partitioned into at most κ cliques. If κ = 1, P is
called a clique partition of G.

▶ Definition 4 (P-contraction [4]). Given a a graph G and a partition P = (V1, . . . , Vt) of
V (G), the P-contraction of G, denoted by GP , is the (simple) graph whose vertex set is
{V1, . . . , Vt}, where ViVj is an edge if and only if there is an edge in G between a vertex of
Vi and a vertex of Vj. The degree of the partition P refers to the maximum degree of GP .
Given a weight function γ : R → R, we define the weighted treewidth of GP (w.r.t. γ) by
assigning to each vertex Vi ∈ V (GP) the weight γ(|Vi|).

The following result shows that for intersection graphs of similarly sized fat objects, it is
possible to construct a κ-partition for which GP has bounded maximum degree and sublinear
weighted treewidth.

▶ Theorem 5 (de Berg et al. [4, Theorem 12]). Let d ⩾ 2, β ⩾ 1 and ε > 0 be constants, and
let γ be a weight function satisfying 1 ⩽ γ(x) = O(x1−1/d−ε). There exist constants κ and ∆
such that the following holds :

Any intersection graph G of similarly-sized β-fat objects in Rd has a κ-partition P such
that GP has weighted treewidth O(n1−1/d) (with respect to γ) and maximum degree ∆.
There is a polynomial-time algorithm that, given such a graph G (without the repres-
entation), returns such a κ-partition, and a 2O(n1−1/d)-time algorithm which returns the
corresponding tree decomposition.

▶ Remark 6. We provide here a few additional observations regarding the construction and
properties of the κ-partition.

The κ-partition can be obtained in a greedy manner as follows: consider a maximal
independent set S of G and create one part for each vertex of this independent set. By
maximality, every vertex v ∈ V (G) \ S has a neighbor in S. We pick any u ∈ N(v) ∩ S

and add v to the same part as u. As a consequence, in any geometric representation of G

with similarly sized β-fat objects, two objects belonging to the same part of a κ-partition
can be assumed to be at distance at most 2β (see Figure 1).
The graph GP defined in the theorem above has (unweighted) treewidth O(n1−1/d) when
γ is the unit function.

2.3 Hamiltonicity and Connectivity
A path (or cycle) is said to be Hamiltonian if it contains all vertices of the graph. The
Hamiltonian Path (resp. Cycle) problem asks, given a graph G, whether G has a
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2β

Figure 1 An example of 3 fat objects, the blue disks representing the enclosing disks of each
object. The objects on left and right intersect the same object so there are at distance at most 2β.

Hamiltonian path (resp. cycle). The Long Path problem asks, given a graph G and a
parameter k, whether G has a path on k vertices.

Since the problems we study are either trivially infeasible on disconnected graphs, or
can be handled by considering each connected component independently, we restrict our
attention to connected graphs throughout the paper.

A vertex separator in a connected graph G is a subset A ⊆ V (G) such that G − A =
G[V (G) \ A] is disconnected. The vertex connectivity of G, denoted by cv(G), is the size of a
minimum vertex separator of G, or |V (G)| − 1 if G is complete. Since we will not consider
edge connectivity, we simply refer to cv(G) as the connectivity of G. A graph G is said
ℓ-connected whenever ℓ ⩽ cv(G).

A graph G is said to be ℓ-linked if |V (G)| ⩾ 2ℓ and, for every collection of ℓ disjoint pairs
of distinct vertices (s1, t1), (s2, t2), . . . , (sℓ, tℓ), there exist ℓ vertex-disjoint paths P1, . . . , Pℓ

such that each Pi connects si to ti. The graph G is Hamiltonian-ℓ-linked if there are such
path that, in addition, span all the vertices of G.

Let H and G be graphs. A topological minor embedding (or TM-embedding) of H into G

is a pair (M, f), where M is a subgraph of G and f : V (H) → V (M) is an injective mapping
such that, for every edge {u, v} ∈ E(H), there exists a path Puv in M connecting f(u) and
f(v), and all these paths are pairwise internally vertex-disjoint. We say that H is a topological
minor of G if such a TM-embedding exists. Moreover, when V (G) =

⋃
uv∈E(H) V (Pu,v), we

say that the TM-embedding is spanning all vertices of G.
The following lemma, due to Fomin et al. [6], establishes that in highly connected graphs,

either a given small graph H can be TM-embedded in a spanning way, or there exists a large
independent set.

▶ Lemma 7 ([6, Lemma 4]). Let H and G be graphs, with H non-empty. Let f : V (H) → V (G)
be an injective mapping, and let k be a positive integer. Assume that G is (max{k +2, 10} ·h)-
connected, where h = |V (H)| + |E(H)|. Then there exists an algorithm with running time
2(h+k)O(k) + |G|O(1) that computes either a subgraph M ⊆ G such that (M, f) is a TM-
embedding of H in G spanning all vertices of G, or an independent set of size k in G.

Note that when H is the disjoint union of ℓ edges and k > α(G), Lemma 7 implies that
the algorithm returns a TM-embedding of H spanning all vertices of G, regardless of the
choice of the injective mapping f . It is straightforward to observe that in this case, H is
Hamiltonian-ℓ-linked.

▶ Lemma 8 (Corollary of Lemma 7). Let G be a graph and let ℓ ≥ 1 be an integer. If
G is (max{α(G) + 3, 10} · 2ℓ)-connected, then G is Hamiltonian-ℓ-linked. Moreover, there
exists an algorithm with running time g(α(G), ℓ) · |G|O(1) (for some computable function
g) which, given a graph G and 2ℓ distinct vertices {si, ti}1≤i≤ℓ, constructs ℓ vertex-disjoint
paths P1, . . . , Pℓ such that each Pi connects si to ti, and the union of these paths spans all
vertices of G.
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3 A Robust Algorithm for Hamiltonian Path and Cycle

This section is devoted to our main tool, namely λ-linked partitions of intersection graphs of
similarly sized fat objects, and to their application in proving Theorem 1.

3.1 Linked Partitions
We now generalize the notion of κ-partition to the concept of a λ-linked partition, where
each part has to be highly connected.

▶ Definition 9 (λ-linked partition). Let G be a graph and let λ ⩾ 1 be an integer. A λ-linked
partition of G is a partition P = (V1, . . . , Vt) of V (G) such that each part Vi either induces
a clique or a Hamiltonian λ-linked graph.

▶ Theorem 10. Let d ⩾ 2 and β ⩾ 1 be constants. There exist two constants ∆, λ with
∆ < λ such that the following holds:

Any intersection graph G of similarly-sized β-fat objects in Rd has a λ-linked partition P
of G such that GP has treewidth O(n1−1/d) and maximum degree ∆.
There is a 2O(n1−1/d)-time algorithm that, given such a graph (without a representation),
returns such a partition as well as the corresponding tree decomposition.

Moreover, the difference between λ and ∆ can be made arbitrarily large.

Proof. Let P0 = (V 0
1 , . . . , V 0

t ) be the κ-partition obtained in Theorem 5, so that GP0 has
maximum degree ∆ and treewidth O(n1−1/d). This partition can be computed in polynomial
time, and a tree decomposition of width O(n1−1/d) in time 2O(n1−1/d). We now refine each
part V 0

i of P0 using the following key claim. Let g : N → N be a function to be set later.

▷ Claim 11. Let X ⊆ V (G) be a vertex set such that X admits a (unknown) clique partition
of size κ. Then X can be partitioned into at most 2κ subsets, each of which either induces a
clique or a g(κ)-connected subgraph, and such a partition can be found in polynomial-time.

Proof. We first construct a separator tree T for G[X]. This is a rooted tree defined as follows.
If G[X] has no vertex separator of size at most g(κ), then T consists of a single leaf, which
is also the root, and whose label is X. Otherwise, let S ⊆ X be a vertex separator of G[X]
of size at most g(κ), and let X1, . . . , Xℓ be the vertex sets of the connected components of
G[X \ S], where ℓ ≥ 2. For each i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}, recursively construct a separator tree Ti

for G[Xi]. Then T is obtained by creating a new root node labelled with S and making it
adjacent to the roots of T1, . . . , Tℓ.

By construction, every leaf of T is labelled with a set C ⊆ X such that G[C] has no
separator of size at most g(κ); that is, each G[C] is g(κ)-connected.

Furthermore, T has at most κ leaves. Indeed, suppose for contradiction that T had at
least κ + 1 leaves C1, . . . , Cκ+1. Since the labels of distinct leaves lie in distinct connected
components after removing all separators encountered on their respective root–leaf paths,
they are pairwise non-adjacent. Thus picking one vertex from each Ci yields an independent
set of size κ + 1, which is a contradiction with the existence of a clique partition of size κ.

Since every internal node has at least two children and the tree has at most κ leaves,
it follows that T has at most κ − 1 internal nodes. Each internal node is labelled with a
separator of size at most g(κ), so the union X ′ of those labels satisfies |X ′| ⩽ (κ − 1)g(κ).

Finding a vertex separator of size at most g(κ) can be done in time |X|g(κ). Since T

contains at most 2κ − 1 nodes, this operation is performed at most 2κ − 1 times. Hence the
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total running time for constructing T is (2κ − 1) |X|g(κ). Since X ′ ⊆ X, the set X ′ admits
a partition into at most κ cliques. As |X ′| ⩽ (κ − 1)g(κ), one can find such a partition by
brute force in time κ(κ−1)g(κ), by enumerating all partitions of X ′ into κ (possibly empty)
parts. Finally, note that the leaf labels of T , together with the clique partition of X ′, yield a
partition of X into at most 2κ parts, each of them being either a clique or g(κ)-connected. ◁

Applying Claim 11 to each V 0
i yields a refined partition of V (G) into at most 2κ subsets

per class, each of which induces a clique or a g(κ)-connected subgraph. Let P denote the
resulting partition of V (G), and consider the contraction GP .

Since each V 0
i was replaced by at most 2κ subsets, GP has maximum degree at most

∆′ := (∆ + 1) · 2κ. Moreover, its treewidth remains O(n1−1/d), since κ is a constant.
Finally, fix λ > ∆′ as large as desired (but constant), and fix g(κ) large enough such that

g(κ) ⩾ max(κ + 3, 10) · 2λ. Then each part of P is either a clique or Hamiltonian λ-linked
by Lemma 8, which proves the theorem.

Note that P can be computed in polynomial time: the partition P0 is obtained in
polynomial time, and by Claim 11, the refinement of each V 0

i ∈ P0 can also be computed in
polynomial time.

Moreover, a tree decomposition of GP of treewidth O(n1−1/d) can be obtained from a
tree decomposition of GP0 by replacing each vertex V 0

i with the vertices of its refinement
in P. Since the treewidth remains O(n1−1/d), such a decomposition can be computed in
time 2O(n1−1/d). ◀

▶ Remark 12. Given a graph G, the partition P = (V1, ..., Vt) of V (G) obtained in The-
orem 10 is a refinement of the partition P0 obtained from Theorem 5. By Remark 6, in any
representation O = {Ov}v∈V (G) of G with similarly sized β-fat objects in Rd, two objects
Ou and Ov are at distance at most 2β whenever u, v ∈ Vi for some 1 ⩽ i ⩽ t.

3.2 The Algorithm
We begin by adopting the technique introduced by Ito and Kadoshita, who observed that
when looking for a Hamiltonian cycle in a graph G admitting a clique partition P such that
the P-contraction has bounded degree, it is sufficient to consider only a constant number of
vertices from each clique. In particular, they proved that there always exists a Hamiltonian
cycle that uses only a bounded number of edges between any two fixed cliques of the partition.

▶ Lemma 13 ([10, Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3]). Let G be a graph and P = (Q1, . . . , Qt) a clique
partition of G such that GP has maximum degree ∆. There is a family {Ei,j}1⩽i<j⩽t of edge
sets such that the two following points hold:

(i) for every i, j such that 1 ⩽ i < j ⩽ t, Ei,j ⊆ E(G) ∩ (Qi × Qj) and |Ei,j | ≤ 4(2∆ − 1)2;
(ii) G admits a Hamiltonian cycle if and only if it admits one C that, for every i, j as above,

uses at most two edges from (Qi × Qj), all belonging to Ei,j.

Moreover, the sets {Ei,j} can be computed in polynomial time.

In addition, we will use as a black box the FPT algorithms for Hamiltonian Path and
Hamiltonian Cycle, both running on a graph G in time 2O(tw(G)) · |G|O(1), where tw(G)
denotes the treewidth of G.

▶ Theorem 14 ([1, 3]). Given a graph G together with a tree decomposition of width w, there
exists an algorithm that solves Hamiltonian Cycle in time 2O(w) · nO(1).
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Figure 2 Illustration of the proof of Theorem 1, when turning a Hamiltonian cycle C in H (left) to
a Hamiltonian cycle in G (right), focusing on a part Vi. In both figures, the grey box represents the
set Vi, and the blue box represents the (partial) Hamiltonian cycle going through Vi. Left: C uses
blue edges to enter and leave Vi, and uses edges from G as well as red edges inside Vi (notice that
we only represented the red edges which are used by C). Right: since G[Vi] is Hamiltonian-λ-linked,
the (si, ti)-paths which were using red edges in H can be replaced by actual paths in G.

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 1. We give here an algorithm for Hamiltonian Cycle and explain at
the end how to obtain that for Hamiltonian Path. According to Theorem 10, for some
constants ∆ and λ with ∆ < λ we can compute a λ-linked partition P = (V1, . . . , Vt) of G

and a tree decomposition of GP in time 2O(n1−1/d). In order to be able to apply Lemma 13,
we define G× as the graph obtained by turning each Vi into a clique (i.e., by adding all
missing edges inside each Vi). We call the edges of E(G×) \ E(G) the red edges.

Compute the edge sets {Ei,j}1⩽i<j⩽k from Lemma 13, and call these blue edges. Let
H be the graph obtained from G× by removing every vertex not incident to a blue edge,
except for one special vertex vi per part Vi (if such a vertex exists). Denote by V H

i the
set of vertices of Vi that remain in H. Since GP has maximum degree at most ∆, at most
4∆(2∆ − 1)2 vertices from each Vi are incident to blue edges, so |V H

i | ⩽ 4∆(2∆ − 1)2 + 1.
Observe that H is a subgraph of the lexicographic product of GP with a clique of constant
size (depending on d only), hence its treewidth is O(n1−1/d).

We now prove that G admits a Hamiltonian cycle if and only if H does.
Suppose that G has a Hamiltonian cycle. Then so does G× as it is a supergraph of G.

By Lemma 13, G× admits a Hamiltonian cycle C that uses at most two blue edges between
any Vi and Vj , that belong to Ei,j . Removing from C any vertex v ∈ Vi \ V H

i preserves
Hamiltonicity in H (as V H

i is a clique in H, and the neighbors of v in C must belong to Vi,
otherwise v would be adjacent to a blue edge), hence H has a Hamiltonian cycle.

Conversely, suppose that H has a Hamiltonian cycle C. We reconstruct a Hamiltonian
cycle of G as follows. For each i ∈ [t], if G[Vi] is a clique, we can insert the missing vertices
of Vi \ V H

i along C. Indeed, if V H
i contains a special vertex vi, then C must contain an edge

uvi with u ∈ Vi, and thus all vertices of Vi \ V H
i can be inserted between u and vi in C. If

V H
i do not contain a special vertex, then V H

i = Vi and C already contain all vertices of Vi.
If instead G[Vi] is Hamiltonian-λ-linked, fix an orientation of C and let s1, . . . , sm be the

vertices of Vi where C enters Vi, and t1, . . . , tm where it exits. Observe that 2m ⩽ 2∆ as one
can map each sj (resp. tj) to the unique blue edge that C uses to enter (resp. exit) V H

i , and
C uses at most 2∆ blue edges adjacent to V H

i (at most two blue edges per adjacent part of
Vi in GP). Since G[Vi] is Hamiltonian-λ-linked with λ > ∆, there exist m vertex-disjoint
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paths in G[Vi] covering Vi and connecting each sj to tj . Replacing the subpaths of C within
Vi by these paths yields a Hamiltonian cycle of G. See Figure 2 for an illustration.

To sum up, we reduced the problem to that of deciding whether H has a Hamiltonian
cycle. Recall that H has treewidth O(n1−1/d). This can this be done in time 2O(n1−1/d) using
Theorem 14 on the tree decomposition of H computed above. Each local reconstruction
inside a part Vi can be carried out using the algorithm of Lemma 8 in polynomial time.

With minor adjustments, Lemma 13 also applies to the Hamiltonian Path problem.
More precisely, if G admits a Hamiltonian path, one can construct a graph G′ by adding
a special edge between the two endpoints of that path. The resulting graph G′ admits a
clique partition of bounded degree, and thus Lemma 13 applies to it. The Hamiltonian cycle
obtained in G′ may include the special edge; removing this edge then yields a Hamiltonian
path in the original graph G. Then, the very same proof carries over to Hamiltonian Path,
yielding an algorithm with identical running time. ◀

4 A Subexponential FPT algorithm for Long Path

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 2. We first present a low-treewidth pattern
covering technique adapted to geometric graphs, and then solve the Long Path problem
using both this technique with λ-linked partitions.

4.1 Low-Treewidth Pattern Covering
We say that a graph class G has growth at most f if for every G ∈ G and v ∈ V (G), the ball
BG(v, r) contains at most f(r) vertices. The next lemma shows that intersection graphs of
similarly sized fat objects of bounded maximum degree have growth at most a polynomial
function.

▶ Lemma 15. For every constants d ⩾ 2, β ⩾ 1 and ∆ > 0, any intersection graph of
similarly sized β-fat objects in Rd has growth O(rd).

Proof. Let {Ov}v∈V (G) be a representation of G with similarly sized β-fat objects in Rd.
Let v ∈ V (G). Observe than since the object associated to every neighbor of v intersects
Ov, and these objects are β-fat, there is a d-dimensional hypercube of side length 6β that
delimits a region containing the objects of v and all its neighbors. More generally for any
integer r ⩾ 1, all the vertices at distance at most r from v in G have their objects in the
region of Rd enclosed by a d-dimensional hypercube of side length cβr, for some constant cβ

depending only on β.
This hypercube can be partitioned into at most cd

βrd smaller hypercubes of unit side
length. Since the objects are β-fat, the object Ou associated to each u ∈ V (G) contains a
ball of radius 1. Let us denote by zu the center of such a ball. Observe that if a smaller
hypercube contains zu and zu′ for some u, u′ ∈ V (G), then Ou and Ou′ intersect and so u

and u′ are adjacent. Hence each such smaller hypercube contains at most ∆ + 1 points of
the form zu for u ∈ V (G) (whose associated vertices form a clique of order at most ∆ + 1).
Therefore, the ball BG(v, r) contains at most cd

β(∆ + 1) · rd vertices, as claimed. ◀

▶ Remark 16. As a consequence of the previous lemma and the algorithm of [13], there exists
a randomized algorithm that solves Long Path in time 2O(n1−1/(d+1)) in intersection graphs
of similarly sized fat objects in Rd, provided that the maximum degree is constant.
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We will use the following lemma showing that in graphs of polynomial growth, one can
select a subset of vertices inducing connected components of radius O(k log k) and that has
good probability of containing an unknown subset X ⊆ V (G) of size at most k.

▶ Lemma 17 ([13, Lemma 2.1]). Let G be a graph class of growth O(rδ). There exists a
constant c > 0 and a polynomial-time randomized algorithm that, given G ∈ G and an integer
k ⩾ 4, outputs a subset A ⊆ V (G) satisfying:

1. every connected component of G[A] has radius at most ck log k;
2. for every set X ⊆ V (G) of size at most k, the probability that X ⊆ A is at least 17

256 .

We then give a low-treewidth pattern covering lemma for intersection graphs of similarly
sized fat objects and bounded maximum degree, with diameter polynomial in k. The proof,
given in Appendix A, follows essentially the same clustering procedure as in [13]. Roughly
speaking, the idea is to construct a collection of disjoint clusters in the graph, where each
cluster induces a subgraph of small treewidth, and then add a small number of vertices
that are adjacent to these clusters in order to ensure connectivity between them. The main
difference with [13] lies in the analysis of the treewidth of the clusters, which can be improved
in the case of geometric graphs.

▶ Lemma 18 (✂). For every constants d ⩾ 2, β ⩾ 1, ∆ ⩾ 1 and c > 0, there exists
a constant c′ > 0 and a polynomial-time randomized algorithm that, given k ⩾ 4 and a
connected intersection graph G of similarly-sized β-fat objects in Rd of maximum degree ∆
and radius at most ck log k, outputs a subset A ⊆ V (G) such that:

1. the treewidth of G[A] is O(k1−1/d log k);
2. for every set X ⊆ V (G) of size at most k, the probability that X ⊆ A is at least

2−c′(|X|+k)k−1/d log2 k.

4.2 Robust Subexponential FPT algorithm for Long Path
Recall that there exists an algorithm solving Long Path and Long Cycle in subexponential
FPT time 2O(

√
k) · nO(1) in unit-disk graphs [9], and that this running time is tight under the

Exponential Time Hypothesis (ETH). The approach to obtain this algorithm is very similar
that used to obtain a subexponential algorithm running in time 2O(

√
n).

The key idea is to view G as a clique-grid graph. Informally, a clique-grid graph is a
graph equipped with a mapping f : V (G) → [t]2 such that, for all (i, j) ∈ [t]2, the preimage
f−1(i, j) induces a clique, and edges between vertices in f−1(i, j) and f−1(i′, j′) exist only if
the distance between the cells (i, j) and (i′, j′) is less than a fixed constant. The algorithm
can then be seen as consisting of two main steps:

(i) marking a constant number of vertices in each clique such that the path only traverses
the cliques via these marked vertices, and

(ii) applying bidimensionality techniques to solve a weighted version of Long Path on the
subgraph induced by the marked vertices in time 2O(

√
k) · nO(1).

The mapping f is straightforward to obtain when a geometric representation of the
underlying objects is available. However, at the time of writing, it is not know how to do so
without the representation. Importantly, the marking scheme does not fundamentally rely
on G being a clique-grid graph, but only on the existence of a clique partition P such that
GP has bounded degree. The following lemma is a straightforward rewriting of the marking
scheme of [9]. It can be viewed as a generalization of Lemma 13, which additionally handles
the case where the path is not necessarily Hamiltonian.
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▶ Lemma 19 (Reformulation of [9, Lemma 14]). Let G be a graph and P = (Q1, . . . , Qt) a
clique partition of G such that the P-contraction GP has degree at most ∆. There exists a
family of vertex subsets {M(i)}1≤i≤t with M(i) ⊆ Qi for every i ∈ {1, . . . , t} and satisfying
the following property. If G contains a path with k vertices, then it also contains a path P

with endpoints x, y such that, for every 1 ≤ i ≤ t,

1. either V (P ) ⊆ Qi, or
2. V (P ) ∩ (Qi \ M(i)) = ∅, or
3. there exist distinct vertices u, v ∈ (V (P )∩M(i))∪({x, y}∩Qi) such that the set of internal

vertices of the (resp. a) subpath of P between u and v is precisely

(V (P ) ∩ Qi) \ (M(i) ∪ {u, v}).

In addition, M can be computed in polynomial time, and for any 1 ⩽ i ⩽ t, |M(i)| = ∆O(1).

In the Weighted Long Path problem, the input is a graph G, a weight function
w : V (G) → N and an integer W , and the goal is to find a path (u1, . . . , uq) in G (q > 0),
such that

∑
i∈[q] w(ui) ⩾ W . Adapting the classical dynamic programming algorithm for

Long Path on graphs with bounded treewidth [2], we can obtain the following result.

▶ Proposition 20 (see [2]). Weighted Long Path is solvable in time 2O(w) · nO(1) on
n-vertex graphs of treewidth at most w.

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

G

VjVi

G×

VjVi

H

VjVi

22

H ′

VjVi

22

H×

VjVi

22

Figure 3 Illustration of the five graphs of the proof of Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. We begin by computing, in polynomial time, the λ-linked partition
P = (V1, . . . , Vt) guaranteed by Theorem 10, such that GP has maximum degree ∆, for some
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constants λ and ∆ such that ∆ < λ. Let G× denote the graph obtained from G by turning
each Vi into a clique, that is, by adding all missing edges inside each Vi. Again, the edges in
E(G×) \ E(G) are called red edges.

We apply Lemma 19 to the pair (G×, P), yielding the marking function M defined on
V (G×). From this, we build the weighted graph H as follows: for each 1 ⩽ i ⩽ t, let
Ui := Vi \ M(i), and contract all vertices in Ui into a single vertex vi with weight wi := |Ui|.
Whenever Ui ̸= ∅, define Qi := M(i) ∪ {vi}. If Ui = ∅, do not create vertex vi and define
Qi := M(i). All remaining vertices (the marked ones) receive weight 1. Note that, for all
1 ⩽ i ⩽ t, Qi is a clique in H.

We now define two auxiliary graphs derived from H:

1. H ′ is obtained from H by deleting every edge viu with u ∈ Vj and j ̸= i.
2. H× is obtained from H by adding, for every 1 ⩽ i < j ⩽ t, all edges between Qi and Qj

whenever there exists an edge uv ∈ E(H ′) with u ∈ Qi and v ∈ Qj . Note that, for any
u, v ∈ Qi, u and v are true twins in H×, meaning that NH× [u] = NH× [v]. Moreover, H ′

is a subgraph of H×.

See Figure 3 for an illustration of the graphs G, G×, H, H ′ and H×. We first prove that
H× is the intersection graph of similarly sized fat objects in Rd.

▷ Claim 21. There exist constants β′ and ∆′ such that H× is the an intersection graph of
similarly-sized β′-fat objects in Rd, and has maximum degree at most ∆′.

Proof. Let O = {Ov}v∈V (G) be a geometric representation of G with d-dimensional similarly
sized β-fat objects. For each i, let Oi =

⋃
v∈Vi

Ov. Since Vi is λ-linked, the diameter of Oi is
bounded by O(β) by Remark 12, and Oi contains a ball of radius 1 (as each Ov does). We
represent every vertex u ∈ Qi by the same object Oi.

Note that for each 1 ⩽ i ⩽ t, the objects representing Qi pairwise intersect, since they are
all represented by the same geometric object. Moreover, for any 1 ⩽ i < j ⩽ t, the objects
Oi and Oj intersect whenever there exist vertices u ∈ Vi and v ∈ Vj such that Ou and Ov

intersect. It follows that H× is indeed the intersection graph of {Ou : u ∈ V (H×)}. In
addition, its degree is bounded by ∆′ = ∆O(1), as each Oi intersects only a bounded number
of other regions corresponding to adjacent parts in GP . ◁

We now show that G has a long path if and only if H ′ does.

▷ Claim 22. G has a path on at least k vertices if and only if H ′ has a weighted path of
total weight at least k. Moreover, given such a path in H ′, one can construct a path in G

with at least the same number of vertices in polynomial time.

Proof. Suppose that G contains a path P on k vertices with endpoints x and y. Since G is
a subgraph of G×, P is also a path in G×. By Lemma 19, P can be modified into a path
P ′ such that for each i, P ′ contains all vertices in (V (P ) ∩ Vi) \ M(i) consecutively along
P ′, and we call Pi such a subpath. By contracting each such Pi into a single vertex vi, we
obtain a path PH in H ′ whose total weight equals |V (P )| ⩾ k.

Conversely, let PH be a weighted path in H ′ of total weight at least k. For each contracted
vertex vi of weight wi, we expand it into an arbitrary path of wi distinct vertices from Ui.
The two vertices (if they exist) adjacent to vi in PH must belong to M(i) by definition of H ′,
so the resulting expanded path P ′ exists in G× and has at least k vertices.

It remains to transform the path P ′ in G× into a path in G. Currently, P ′ may use red
edges inside some Vi that is not a clique in G, but each G[Vi] is Hamiltonian λ-linked. Fix i
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such that G[Vi] is Hamiltonian λ-linked, and let s1, . . . , sm be the vertices of Vi where P ′

enters Vi, and t1, . . . , tm the vertices where it exits. Since P ′ must enter and exit through
marked vertices, we have m = ∆O(1). If λ is chosen so that λ > m, there exist m vertex-
disjoint paths {Pi,j}1⩽j⩽m covering all vertices of Vi, each connecting sj to tj . Replacing
each subpath between sj and tj in P ′ by Pi,j yields a new path with at least the same
number of vertices, and without using red edges. Performing this replacement for every part
Vi such that G[Vi] is Hamiltonian λ-linked yields a path on at least k vertices in G. This
construction can be carried out in polynomial time by Lemma 8. ◁

We now describe the algorithm. Suppose that G has a path P with k vertices. We
apply successively Lemma 17 and Lemma 18 to H× (which, by the previous claim, is the
intersection of similarly-size fat objects in Rd, and has bounded maximum degree) to obtain
a set A ⊆ V (H×) such that:

1. the treewidth of H×[A] is O(k1−1/d log k);
2. with probability at least 2−O(k1−1/d log2 k), we have V (P ) ⊆ A.

Since H ′ is a subgraph of H×, H ′[A] also has treewidth O(k1−1/d log k). Then, one
can find a path on k vertices in H ′[A] using Proposition 20 in time 2O(k1−1/d log k) · nO(1).
Repeating this process 2O(k1−1/d log2 k) times ensures constant success probability. If a path
on k vertices is found in H ′, we construct in polynomial time a path on k vertices of G using
Claim 22. If no such path is found after all repetitions, the algorithm reports that G has no
path on k vertices. ◀

5 Conclusion

In this paper we have presented a robust algorithm for solving Hamiltonian Path and
Hamiltonian Cycle in intersection graphs of similarly sized fat objects in Rd in time
2O(n1−1/d), which is tight under ETH. In addition, we extended our method to obtain a
robust randomized FPT algorithm for Long Path, running in time 2O(k1−1/d log2 k). We
conclude with two open questions:

Is it possible to remove the log2 k factor in the exponent of our algorithm for Long Path,
and to make the algorithm deterministic?
Our method does not directly yield a robust subexponential FPT algorithm for Long
Cycle. Is it possible to obtain one using a different approach?
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A Proof of Lemma 18

In this appendix we give the proof of Lemma 18, which we will restate below for convenience.
We start with a basic observation about the treewidth of intersection graphs of similarly
sized fat objects of bounded maximum degree. The statement is an immediate consequence
of Theorem 5.

▶ Observation 23. Let d ⩾ 1, β ⩾ 1, and ∆ ⩾ 1 be constants. Any intersection graph G of
n similarly-sized β-fat objects in Rd that has maximum degree ∆ has treewidth O(n1−1/d).
In addition, a tree decomposition of width O(n1−1/d) can be computed in time 2O(n1−1/d).

Proof. Let P = (V1, . . . , Vt) be the κ-partition obtained from Theorem 5, together with a
tree decomposition T = (T, {Xt}) of GP of width O(n1−1/d). Since G has maximum degree
∆, each part Vi contains at most κ∆ vertices of G. Recall that since d and β are fixed, κ is
a constant. Consider the tree decomposition T ′ = (T, {Yt}) defined by Yt :=

⋃
Vi∈Xt

Vi for



M. Marin, J.-F. Raymond and R. Watrigant 15

every t ∈ V (T ). Then T ′ is a tree decomposition of G whose width is at most κ∆ times the
width of T , and therefore still O(n1−1/d). Given T , this transformation can be performed in
polynomial time. ◀

▶ Lemma 18 (✂). For every constants d ⩾ 2, β ⩾ 1, ∆ ⩾ 1 and c > 0, there exists
a constant c′ > 0 and a polynomial-time randomized algorithm that, given k ⩾ 4 and a
connected intersection graph G of similarly-sized β-fat objects in Rd of maximum degree ∆
and radius at most ck log k, outputs a subset A ⊆ V (G) such that:

1. the treewidth of G[A] is O(k1−1/d log k);
2. for every set X ⊆ V (G) of size at most k, the probability that X ⊆ A is at least

2−c′(|X|+k)k−1/d log2 k.

Proof. We use the same random process as in [13]. We initialize G0 = G, A0 = ∅, and
B0 = ∅.

At iteration i, we consider the graph Gi−1. If Gi−1 is empty, the process stops. Otherwise,
we pick an arbitrary vertex vi ∈ V (Gi−1) and draw a radius ri from a geometric distribution
with success probability k−1/d log k, capped at value R := cRk1/d (where cR is a constant yet
to be fixed). Concretely, we start with ri = 1, accept this value with probability k−1/d log k,
or increase ri by one and repeat, stopping unconditionally when ri = R. We then set

Ai := Ai−1 ∪ BGi−1(vi, ri), and Gi := Gi−1 \
(
BGi−1(vi, ri) ∪ ∂BGi−1(vi, ri)

)
.

With probability 1 − 1
k|V (G)| , we set Pi = ∅ and Bi = Bi−1. Otherwise, we proceed as follows:

we choose uniformly at random an integer

1 ⩽ ℓi ⩽ k1−1/d log k,

and then select uniformly at random a subset Pi of ∂BGi−1(vi, ri) of size ℓi (or all boundary
vertices if fewer than ℓi exist). We finally set Bi := Bi−1 ∪ Pi.

Let i0 be the index of the last iteration. If |Bi0 | > k1−1/d log k, we output A = ∅;
otherwise, we output A := Ai0 ∪ Bi0 .

The following claim is the point where our proof diverges from that of [13].

▷ Claim 24. The treewidth of G[A] is O(k1−1/d log k).

Proof. If A = ∅ the claim is trivial, so assume otherwise. In particular, |Bi0 | ⩽ k1−1/d log k.
Note that after deleting the at most k1−1/d log k vertices of Bi0 , we are left with G[Ai0 ].

Thus, we will construct a tree decomposition of G[Ai0 ], and then add the vertices of
Bi0 to every bag. Let C ⊆ Ai0 be a connected component of G[Ai0 ]. Observe that by
construction, C is of the form BGi−1(vi, ri) for some iteration i of the clustering procedure
so in particular V (C) ⊆ BG(vi, R + 1). By Lemma 15, there exists a constant cg such that
|C| ⩽ cg(R + 1)d = cg(cRk1/d + 1)d = O(k). Thus, by Observation 23, G[C] has treewidth
O(k1−1/d).

We can compute a tree decomposition for each connected component, add Bi0 to each
bag and add a root with bag Bi0 connected to the root of every tree decomposition, and we
obtain a tree decomposition of G[Ai0 ] of width O(k1−1/d log k). ◁

▷ Claim 25. For every subset X ⊆ V (G) of size at most k, the probability that X ⊆ A is at
least 2−c′|X|k−1/d log2 k, for some constant c′ > 0.
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Proof. Fix X ⊆ V (G). The claim is trivial for X = ∅, so assume |X| ⩾ 1.
For an iteration i, given vi and Gi−1, we call a radius r ∈ {1, . . . R} bad if

|X ∩ ∂BGi−1(vi, r)| > k−1/d log k · |X ∩ BGi−1(vi, r)|. (1)

Let 1 ⩽ ρ0 < ρ1 < · · · < ρt denote all bad radii for iteration i. We first bound t, the number
of bad radii in a fixed iteration. For any j ⩾ 1, we have

∂BGi−1(vi, ρj) = BGi−1(vi, ρj + 1) \ BGi−1(vi, ρj) ⊆ BGi−1(vi, ρj+1).

It follows that

|X ∩ BGi−1(vi, ρj+1)| ⩾ |X ∩ BGi−1(vi, ρj)| + |X ∩ ∂BGi−1(vi, ρj)|

⩾
(

1 + k−1/d log k
)

|X ∩ BGi−1(vi, ρj)|,

where the last inequality follows from Equation (1). Since |X ∩ BGi−1(vi, ρ1)| ⩾ 1 and
|X ∩ BGi−1(vi, ρt)| ⩽ k, we obtain

k ⩾
(

1 + k−1/d log k
)t−1

. (2)

Note that there is a positive constant c1 < 1, depending only on d, such that for all k ⩾ 1,

c1 k−1/d log k ⩽ log
(

1 + k−1/d log k
)

.

Taking logarithm in (2) and using the above, we get

t < c−1
1 k1/d. (3)

Let A denote the event that (i) every chosen radius ri is not bad, and (ii) ri < R.
Whenever a bad radius r is skipped, at least one vertex from X ∩ ∂BGi−1(vi, r) joins Ai;
hence there are at most |X| bad radii in total. Each such radius is not accepted independently
with probability 1 − k−1/d log k. Therefore, the probability of (i) is at least

(1 − k−1/d log k)|X|.

By Equation (3), there are at most c−1
1 k1/d bad radii in iteration i. Thus, the probability

that ri reaches the cap R without accepting a good radius is at most

(1 − k−1/d log k)R−c−1
1 k1/d

= e(cR−c−1
1 )k1/d log(1−k−1/d log k) ⩽ e−(cR−c−1

1 ) log k,

where the last inequality holds since log x ⩽ x − 1 for all x > 0. By the union bound and
Lemma 15, the probability that some ri reaches the cap R is at most

|V (G)| k−(cR−c−1
1 ) ⩽ cg(ck log k)d k−(cR−c−1

1 ).

Choosing cR sufficiently large ensures this probability is at most k−1. Hence, the event A
occurs with probability at least

(1 − k−1)(1 − k−1/d log k)|X| ⩾ 2−cA|X|k−1/d log k

for some constant cA > 0.
Assume now that A occurs and fix the realizations of all vi and ri. Then the sets Ai and

graphs Gi are determined, and only the choices of Pi ⊆ ∂BGi−1(vi, ri) remain random. For
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each iteration i, define Xi := X ∩ ∂BGi−1(vi, ri). We consider the event B that Pi = Xi for
all i. If B holds, then X ⊆ A.

Whenever Xi = ∅, the algorithm may incorrectly set Pi ̸= ∅ with probability 1/(k|V (G)|).
By the union bound, the probability that such an error occurs for at least one iteration is at
most k−1.

Assuming all these empty cases are handled correctly, consider an iteration i with Xi ̸= ∅.
Since ri is good, we have

|X ∩ ∂BGi−1(vi, ri)| ⩽ k−1/d log k · |X ∩ BGi−1(vi, ri)|. (4)

It follows that |X ∩ BGi−1(vi, ri)| ⩾ k1/d

log k . Hence, there can be at most k1−1/d log k iterations
i such that Xi ̸= ∅. Moreover,∑

i:Xi ̸=∅

|Xi| ⩽ k−1/d log k
∑

i:Xi ̸=∅

|X ∩ BGi−1(vi, ri)| ⩽ |X|k−1/d log k. (5)

We are now ready to bound the probability of event B. In each iteration with Xi ̸= ∅,
the algorithm must independently:

(i) guess that Pi is nonempty (probability 1/(k|V (G)|));
(ii) guess ℓi = |Xi| (probability at least 1/(k1−1/d log k));
(iii) guess Pi = Xi (probability at least |V (G)|−|Xi|).

The bound in (ii) follows since ℓi is chosen uniformly at random in {1, . . . , k1−1/d log k}, and
|Xi| ⩽ k1−1/d log k by combining Equation (4) with |X ∩ BGi−1(vi, ri)| ⩽ k.

Hence, the probability that all Xi ̸= ∅ are guessed correctly is at least∏
i:Xi ̸=∅

1
k|V (G)| · 1

k1−1/d log k
· 1

|V (G)||Xi|

⩾

(
1

k|V (G)| · 1
k1−1/d log k

)k1−1/d log k (
1

|V (G)|

)|X|k−1/d log k

,

where the inequality follows from Equation (5). Let c2 > 0 be a sufficiently large constant
such that both k|V (G)|k1−1/d log k ⩽ kc2 and |V (G)| ⩽ kc2 . Then the probability of B is at
least

(1 − 1/k) · k−c2(|X|+k)k−1/d log k ⩾ 2−cB(|X|+k)k−1/d log2 k

for some constant cB > 0. This concludes the proof of the claim. ◁

Combining the two claims yields the desired lemma. ◀
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