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—— Abstract
We consider COLOURING on graphs that are H-subgraph-free for some fixed graph H, i.e., graphs that

do not contain H as a subgraph. A variety of problems can be fully classified on H-subgraph-free
graphs if they are (C1) polynomial-time solvable on graphs of bounded treewidth; (C2) NP-complete
for subcubic graphs, and (C3) stay NP-complete under edge subdivision of subcubic graphs. However,
COLOURING is polynomial-time solvable for subcubic graphs due to Brooks’ Theorem. Hence, it
does not satisfy C2 and is therefore not a so-called C123-problem.
Can we still classify the complexity of COLOURING on H -subgraph-free graphs?
It is known that even 3-COLOURING is NP-complete for H-subgraph-free graphs whenever H has a
cycle; or a vertex of degree at least 5; or a component with two vertices of degree 4, while COLOURING
is polynomial-time solvable for H-subgraph-free graphs if H is a forest of maximum degree at most 3,
in which each component has at most one vertex of degree 3. For connected graphs H, this means
that it remains to consider when H is tree of maximum degree 4 with exactly one vertex of degree 4,
or a tree of maximum degree 3 with at least two vertices of degree 3. We let H be a so-called
subdivided “H”-graph, which is either
(i) asubdivided Ho: a tree of maximum degree 4 with exactly one vertex of degree 4 and no vertices
of degree 3, or
(ii) a subdivided H;: a tree of maximum degree 3 with exactly two vertices of degree 3.
In the literature, only a limited number of polynomial-time and NP-completeness results for cases (i)
and (ii) are known. We develop polynomial-time techniques that allow us to determine the complexity
of COLOURING on H-subgraph-free graphs for all the remaining subdivided “H”-graphs, so we fully
classify both cases (i) and (ii). As a consequence, the complexity of COLOURING on H-subgraph-free
graphs has now been settled for all connected graphs H except when H is
a tree of maximum degree 4 with exactly one vertex of degree 4 and at least one vertex of
degree 3; or
a tree of maximum degree 3 with at least three vertices of degree 3.
So far, for similar graph problems that are not C123, only partial classifications have been shown
for H-subgraph-free graphs for cases (i) and (ii). Our goal was therefore to develop techniques of
wider applicability. To illustrate this, we also employ our new techniques to obtain the same new
polynomial-time results for another classic graph problem, namely STABLE CUT.
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Colouring Graphs Without a Subdivided H-Graph: A Full Complexity Classification

1 Introduction

For an integer k > 1, a k-colouring c of a graph G = (V, E) maps every vertex u € V to an
integer c(u) € {1,2,...,k} such that c(v) # c¢(w) for every two vertices v and w with vw € E.
The corresponding decision problem COLOURING has as input a graph G and integer k and is
to decide if G has a k-colouring. If &k is not part of the input but a fixed constant, we denote
this problem as k-COLOURING. It is well known that 3-COLOURING is NP-complete [18].
This led to an extensive study of the complexity of COLOURING for special graph classes.

Most studied graph classes are hereditary, i.e., closed under vertex deletion. In particular,
Krél et al. [16] determined, for every graph H, the complexity of COLOURING for H-free
graphs, i.e., graphs that do not contain H as an induced subgraph. For connected H,
this classification implies that COLOURING is polynomial-time solvable if H is an induced
subgraph of the 4-vertex path P, and NP-complete otherwise. The complexity classification
becomes much more involved for (H, Hz)-free graphs, see [8], and is not yet settled. The
same holds for the classification of k-COLOURING for H-free graphs; see e.g. [2, 10, 12] for
recent progress.

We consider monotone graph classes, which are not only closed under vertex deletion but
also under edge deletion. Complexity aspects of COLOURING have been less well studied for
monotone graph classes than for hereditary graph classes, but see e.g. [24] for complexity
results for graphs with only odd cycles of length 3 or 5 as a subgraph. Here, we focus on
H -subgraph-free graphs, i.e., graphs that do not contain some graph H as a subgraph. Every
H-subgraph-free graph is also H-free, but the reverse implication only holds if H is a complete
graph. A range of graph problems on partitioning, covering, network design, width parameter
computation etc. can be fully classified on H-subgraph-free graphs (even on H-subgraph-free
graphs for finite sets of forbidden subgraphs ) if they are (C1) polynomial-time solvable on
graphs of bounded treewidth; (C2) NP-complete for subcubic graphs (graphs of maximum
degree at most 3), and (C3) stay NP-complete under edge subdivision of subcubic graphs [13].
Such problems are called C123. For a connected graph H, every C123-problem is polynomial-
time solvable on H-subgraph-free graphs if H is a subcubic tree with at most one vertex of
degree 3 and NP-complete otherwise. However, COLOURING does not satisfy C2, as it is
polynomially solvable for subcubic graphs due to Brooks’ Theorem. Our research question is:

Is it still possible to classify the complexity of COLOURING for H-subgraph-free graphs?

To get a handle on answering this question we restrict ourselves to connected H. Even the
classification of COLOURING on H-subgraph-free graphs for connected H turns out to be
much more problematic than the corresponding one for H-free graphs, as we now discuss.

Known Results. It follows from a result of Emden-Weinert, Hougardy and Kreuter [5] (see
also [16, 19]) that 3-COLOURING is NP-complete for graphs of girth g for every g > 4, that
is, for (Cs,...,Cy_1)-subgraph-free graphs, so in particular for H-subgraph-free graphs if
H has a cycle Cs. Hence, we may assume H is a tree. Garey, Johnson and Stockmeyer [7]
proved that 3-COLOURING is NP-complete for graphs of maximum degree 4, so for H-
subgraph-free graphs if H is a tree of maximum degree at least 5. On the positive side,
Kobler and Rotics [15] proved that COLOURING is polynomial-time solvable even for graphs
of bounded clique-width and thus also for graphs of bounded treewidth (the latter also
follows as the chromatic number of a graph is bounded by its treewidth thus allowing for
a standard dynamic programming algorithm for colouring graphs of bounded treewidth).
So, COLOURING satisfies C1. It follows from results of Robertson and Seymour [23] that for
a connected graph H, the class of H-subgraph-free graphs has bounded treewidth if and
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Figure 1 The trees T1,...,7Ts from [9]; note that 77 = HT’Q’QQ and T3 = S2,2,2,2.

only if H is a subcubic tree with at most one vertex of degree 3. Hence, COLOURING is
polynomial-time solvable for H-subgraph-free graphs if H is a subcubic tree with at most
one vertex of degree 3.

Golovach et al. [9] initiated a more systematic study in the complexity of COLOURING for
H-subgraph-free graphs. To explain their results, we first consider the trees of maximum
degree at most 4 displayed in Figure 1. The subdivision of an edge e = uv in a graph replaces
uv with a new vertex w made adjacent to u and v. For a graph F', a subdivided F' is a graph
obtained from F' by subdividing each edge zero or more times. The “H”-graph H = Hj is
the graph displayed in Figure 2 that looks like the letter “H”. For d > ¢ >b>a > 1 and
i > 1, a subdivided “H”-graph H?’b’c’d is obtained from H by subdividing the horizontal
edge ¢ — 1 times and the vertical edges a — 1, b — 1, ¢ — 1 and d — 1 times, respectively. For
example, H = H}’l’l’l and T1 = H%’2’2’2. For p > 0, let T3 be the tree obtained from 75 by
subdividing p times the edge st, so Ty = Ty. Golovach et al. [9] proved that 3-COLOURING is
NP-complete for H-subgraph-free graphs if H is a tree with at least two vertices of degree 4,
or contains as a subgraph either a subdivided 717, i.e., a tree H?’b’c’d with i > 1 and a > 2; or
a tree T3 with 0 < p <9, or a tree from {73, Ty, Ts,Ts}. They also proved that COLOURING
is polynomial-time solvable for H-free graphs if H is a forest of maximum degree at most 4
on at most seven vertices, which includes the cases where H € {H}""' HY MY Hp b)Y

Johnson et al. [14] focussed on the case where H is a subdivided star S, ; , s of maximum
degree 4 for some s > r > ¢ > p > 1, which is obtained from the 5-vertex star K; 4 by
subdividing each edge p—1, ¢—1, r—1 and s—1 times, respectively; for example, K1 4 = S1,1,1,1
and T3 = S5 2.2 2. From the above it follows that COLOURING on S, 4 . s-subgraph-free graphs
is polynomial-time solvable if (p,q,r,s) € {(1,1,1,1),(1,1,1,3), (1,1,2,2)} and NP-complete,
even for k = 3, if p > 2. Johnson et al. [14] extended these results by showing polynomial-time
solvability if p = ¢ =1 and r > 1. In fact, they showed this not only for COLOURING but for
every graph problem that (i) can be solved in polynomial time on subcubic graphs; (ii) can
be solved in polynomial time on graphs of bounded treedepth; and (iii) can be solved on
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Figure 2 The “H”-graph H = H; = Hi’l’l’l and for ¢ > 1, the graph H; = H;’l’l’l obtained from
H by subdividing i — 1 times the horizontal edge uv. The other edges of H are the vertical edges.
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graphs with proper bridges by using a polynomial-time reduction to a family of instances
on graphs that are either of bounded treedepth or subcubic. Here, a proper bridge in a
connected graph G is an edge e that is not incident to a vertex of degree 1 such that G —e
is disconnected. As other examples of such problems, they gave (INDEPENDENT) FEEDBACK
VERTEX SET, CONNECTED VERTEX COVER and MATCHING CUT.

Our Focus. The graph S 11,1 is also known as the graph Hy, which is part of an infinite
sequence Ho, H,Hs, ..., where H; = Hi’l’l’l for ¢« > 1; see also Figure 2. We note that
the infinite set M = {C5,Cy, ..., Hy, H;,Hs, ...} is a maximal antichain in the poset of
connected graphs under the subgraph relation. Conditions C2 and C3 ensure that for every
finite set M’ C M, C123-problems are NP-complete on M’-subgraph-free graphs. If C2 or
C3 is not satisfied, as is the case with COLOURING, we must consider graphs H from M. For
example, this has been done by Lozin et al. [20] for HAMILTON CYCLE, k-INDUCED DISJOINT
ParHs, STAR 3-COLOURING and C3-COLOURING, which all satisfy C2 but not C3. For each
of these four problems they left some challenging open cases of graphs H;. As COLOURING is
NP-complete for (Cs,...,Cy_1)-subgraph-free graphs for every g > 3 [5], we only need to
focus on graphs from {Hy, H;,Ho,...}. However, in order to generalize the known results,
we will consider every subdivided Hy and every subdivided Hj.

Our Results. We fully classify the complexity of COLOURING on H-subgraph-free graphs if
H is a subdivided Hy (subdivided S711,1), which is a subdivided star of maximum degree 4,
or subdivided Hy, which is a subcubic tree with exactly two vertices of degree 3. We do this
by proving that all the remaining cases are polynomial-time solvable. Combining this with
the results from [9, 14] yields:

» Theorem 1. Ford>c>b>a > 1 and i > 1, COLOURING on H?’b’c’d—subgmph—free
graphs is polynomial-time solvable if a =1 and NP-complete, even for k =3, if a > 2.

» Theorem 2. For s > r > g > p > 1, COLOURING on Sy qr s-subgraph-free graphs is
polynomial-time solvable if p =1 and NP-complete, even for k =3, if p > 2.

Combining Theorems 1 and 2 with the other aforementioned known results [9, 5, 23] shows
that the following two cases are still unresolved:

H is a tree of maximum degree 4 with exactly one vertex of degree 4 and at least one
vertex of degree 3; or
H is a subcubic tree with at least three vertices of degree 3.

We discuss the open cases in more detail in Section 8 after first, in Section 7, discussing the
broader applications of our techniques for other problems. In particular, we employ our new
techniques, in Section 7, to obtain the same new polynomial-time results as for COLOURING
for another classic graph problem, namely STABLE CuUT. This problem is to decide if a
connected graph G has an independent set I such that G — I is disconnected.

Proof Ideas behind Our New Technique. As COLOURING is polynomial-time solvable
for subcubic graphs by Brook’s Theorem, we may assume the input graph G has a vertex
of degree at least 4. We may also assume that G is 2-connected; else we can consider
its 2-connected components separately. Hence, G has no proper bridge. The approach of
Johnson et al. [14] was to show that a connected St 15 s-subgraph-free graph G with a vertex
of degree at least 4 and no proper bridges has bounded treedepth (note that we may assume
r = s, as every 511, s-subgraph-free graph is Sj 1 s s-free if s > r). Their idea is to take
a vertex u of degree at least 4. If G — u has unbounded treedepth, G — v must contain a
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long path P. Due to the 2-connectivity u can be connected to a middle vertex of P by two
vertex-disjoint paths, and this yields an 571 5,5, & contradiction.

Johnson et al. [14] explained that 3-edge connectivity is needed for their approach to
work for S ., -subgraph-free graphs and that it is not clear if a suitably modified graph-
structural result can be obtained in this way. They left the case where H = S} , ,, as an open
problem. In our paper we solve this open problem by showing a new structural decomposition
theorem. Section 5, is dedicated to this theorem which states that if an S ., -subgraph-free
graph G of maximum degree at least 4 contains no proper bridge alongside some other special
substructure, then it must have bounded treedepth. To prove this statement we assume G
has unbounded treedepth. By a result of Galvin, Rival, and Sands [6], G must have a long
induced path (as it contains no large balanced bicliques because it is Si , , r-subgraph-free).
We take a vertex on this path and argue the existence of three long vertex-disjoint paths,
giving an S1 ;. r, which is the desired contradiction. It then remains to show that we can
preprocess instances of COLOURING in polynomial time to obtain a polynomial number of
instances that satisfy the conditions of our new structural decomposition theorem.

Paper Organisation. To prove that COLOURING is polynomial-time solvable for H% rdidid_
subgraph-free graphs we use a similar technique, but the details are different. For this case, we
need the Hg’d’d’d—subgraph—free input graph to have minimum degree at least 3 while it may
not contain some fan (path with dominating vertex) and another special type of substructure.
We note that in both proofs the connections of the fan and other special substructures to the
rest of the graph must be in some controlled way, as else the preprocessing to obtain instances
satisfying the structural decomposition theorems will not preserve the H-subgraph-freeness.

The additional notation and concepts that we need to show our structural results are
introduced in Sections 2 and 3. Our structural results for ]HI; ’d’d’d—subgraph—free graphs and
for Sy, r-subgraph-free graphs are proven in Sections 4 and 5, respectively. The algorithms
to solve COLOURING on both graph classes are presented in Section 6. Finally, as mentioned,
we show in Section 8 that there exist other problems to which our general techniques apply.

2 Preliminaries

All graphs considered here are finite, simple, and undirected. That is, a graph G = (V, E)
consists of a finite set V of vertices and a set E C V@ of edges, where V@ is the set of
2-element subsets of V. We may also denote the set of vertices and edges of G by V(G) and
E(G) respectively. Let G be a graph. We denote the neighbourhood of a vertex v € V(G) by
Ng(v) ={u € V(G) | wv € E(G)}. Note that we may also write N(v) if the graph is clear
from the context. For a subset S C V(G), we write Ng(S) = {J,cg Na(v). A graph H is
a subgraph of G if H can be obtained from G by a sequence of vertex deletions and edge
deletions. If H is a subgraph of G, we write H C G. A graph H is an induced subgraph of G
if H can be obtained from G by a sequence of vertex deletions. For a vertex set S C V(G),
we write G[S] to denote the subgraph of G induced by S, that is, the graph obtained from G
after deleting the vertices not in S. We further let G — S denote the graph G[V \ S]. For
S = {u}, for some u € V(G), we also write G — u instead of G — {u}. The contraction of
an edge e = wv in G replaces u and v by a new vertex w that is adjacent to every vertex in
(Ng(u) U Ng(v)) \ {u, v} (without creating parallel edges).

We may refer to a path P with vertices p1,...,p, and edges p;_1p; for 2 < i < n by
the sequence (p1,p2,...,pn). The length of P is its number of edges n — 1. The distance
distg (u, v) between two vertices v and v of a graph G is the length of a shortest path from u
to v. An edge uv € FE is a bridge if its removal increases the number of connected components.
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Figure 3 An illustration of the notation regarding paths. The subpath P[p; : p2] = P[1 : 2]
is highlighted by the purple box, P[ps : p7] = P[4 : 7] is highlighted by the teal box and P[ps :
p1o] = P[8:10] is highlighted by the orange box. Note that negative indexing may also be used i.e.,
P[8:—-1] = P[-3:—1] = P[8:10].

Figure 4 The fan graph Fio with poles drawn in orange.

A bridge is proper if neither incident vertex has degree 1. A graph is quasi-bridgeless if it
contains no proper bridge.

An elimination forest of a graph G is a rooted forest T such that V(G) = V(T') and for
every uwv € F(G) both v and v are on the same root-to-leaf path of T. The treedepth td(G)
is the minimum height of an elimination forest of G.

We further highlight the following two results from the literature regarding treedepth.
Let K, denote the complete bipartite graph with partitions of size r and s respectively.

» Theorem 3 ([22]). Let G be a graph of treedepth at least d. Then G has a subgraph
isomorphic to a path of length at least d.

» Theorem 4 ([6]). For all r,s,£ > 1, there is a number c(r,s, ) such that every K, s-
subgraph-free graph of treedepth c(r,s,t) has an induced Py.

We also consider ordered lists. For lists A = [a1,...,a,] and B = [by,...,bn], let
A+ B =[ay,...,an,b1,...,by]. For paths P = (p1,...,p,) C G and Q = (q1,...,qm) C
G — (V(P)\ {pn}) such that p, = q1, we let P + @ denote the path (p1,...,0n,¢2,---,qm)-

For a path P = (p1,...,pn), for every i € {—n, ..., —1}, we refer to p,+;+1 as p;, i.e.,
P—1 = pn. See Figure 3. For 4,5 € {—n,...,n}\ {0}, let i =4 ifi>1,and i =n+i+1
otherwise. Likewise, if j > 1, let 7/ = j, and j/ = n + 7 + 1 otherwise. If i/ < 7/, let
Pli:j] = (pi,pirs1,-..,pjr), else let Pli: j] = (pjr, pjr+1,--.,pir). For vertices u,v € V(P),
if distp(p1,u) =i —1 and distp(p1,v) = 7 — 1, then let Plu : v] = P[i: j]. Further, for every
integer ¢ € {—n,...,n}\ {0} and vertex v € V(P), let P[: i] = P[1 : 4], Pli:] = P[i : —1],
P[: u] = Plp; : u] and Plu:] = Plu: p_1].

The fan graph F,, is obtained by taking some path P of length n — 1 and adding a new
vertex adjacent to every vertex of P. We call this new vertex the centre of the fan and those
vertices at the ends of P the ends of the fan. We also say that the centre and ends are the
three poles of the fan, see Figure 4. We say G contains some protected fan of order n, if there
is some @ C V(@) such that G[Q)] is isomorphic to F,,_; and for all v € Q, either v is a pole
or N(v) C Q.

3 T-type and L-type subgraphs, Jumps and Chain Extensions

The following definitions allow us to formalise the structural results which will be developed
in Sections 4 and 5. In particular, the key results of those sections show that if a graph does
not contain one of those ‘H’-type graphs we are concerned with, i.e., H-subgraph-free with
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H € {HLFFk, S1.k.kk}, for some m, k > 1, then either the graph contains a large protected
fan (see Preliminaries), or there exists a pair of vertices whose removal leaves a component
of bounded treedepth. As we explain in Section 6, when such a component also satisfies
additional properties, we can preprocess the input graph to an equivalent instance which is
also H-subgraph-free but contains no such cut vertices. Towards this we define T-type and
L-type subgraphs.

» Definition 5 (T-type subgraph). A subgraph G' C G is a T-type subgraph, for some
treedepth bound ¢ > 1, if G’ has treedepth at most ¢ and there exists some witness set
S CV(G)\V(G) of size at most 2 such that N(V(G"))\ V(G') = S and for each v € S,
IN(w)N (V(G"YuS)| > 2.

» Definition 6 (L-type subgraph). A subgraph G’ C G is an L-type subgraph, for some
treedepth bound ¢ > 1 and some length bound ¢ > 1, if G' is a T-type subgraph with
treedepth at most c, the witness set S has size 2 and there exists an induced path of length at
least € between the two vertices of S in the graph G[V(G')U S].

The following definition and lemma regarding minimal T-type and L-type subgraphs will
be especially useful in Section 6. The reason is that they ensure that T-type and L-type
subgraphs can be preprocessed in polynomial time. This will then allow us to assume that
they do not exist in our input graph G anymore.

» Definition 7 (Minimal T-type (L-type) subgraph). G’ C G is a minimal T-type (L-type)
subgraph if there is no G C G’ such that G" is a T-type (L-type) subgraph, with respect to
the same treedepth bound (and length).

Note that T-type and L-type graphs may be disconnected. We now prove the following
lemma.

» Lemma 8. For anyc> 1 and G' C G, if G' is either a minimal T-type or L-type subgraph
with treedepth bound ¢ and witness set S, then td(G[V(G') U S]) < 3¢+ 2.

Proof. We note that by definition td(G’) < e¢. We first suppose, for contradiction, that
G’ contains at least 4 connected components. As |S| < 2, there must exist components
Cy,C5,C3 C G, such that either both N(V(C1))\V(C1) = S and N(V(C3))\V(Cy) = S or
there is some v € S such that N(V(C1))\V(C1) = {v} and N(V(C2))\V(C2) = {v}. Further,
if G’ is an L-type subgraph then we assume that for some component C' € {Cy,C5,C3},
there is an induced path meeting that length bound in G[V(C) U S].

We let G” be the disjoint union of C7, Cy and C3. Since G’ contains at least 4 connected
components, G C G. In the first case it holds by definition that N(V(G"))\ V(G") = S.
Given each vertex in S has some neighbour in C; and some neighbour in Cs, it follows that
for each v € S, [N(v) N (V(G")US)| > 2. It follows that G” is a T-type (L-type) subgraph,
with respect to the same treedepth bound (and length) and witness set S. As G” C G
this contradicts the minimality of G’. Likewise, in the second case there is some v € S
such that N(V(G")) \ V(G") = {v} and |N(v) N (V(G")U S)| > 2, that is G” is a T-type
subgraph, with respect to the same treedepth bound and with the witness set {v}. Again
this contradicts the minimality of G’.

That is we now assume that G’ contains at most 3 connected components. Recall that
each of these components has treedepth at most ¢ and |S| < 2. As adding a new vertex
increases the treedepth by at most one, it follows that td(G[V(G') U S]) < 3¢ + 2. <
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Further, the core of both of the key structural theorems (Theorems 20 and 19) will be in
finding several long paths with a single common vertex.

Towards this, we identify a path P in our graph such that, for specific vertices in P, if
removing these vertices disconnects P, then we obtain either a T-type or an L-type subgraph.
That is, if no T-type or L-type subgraph exists, we conclude that there must exist additional
paths between specific vertices which are disjoint from P.

These additional disjoint paths will then be used to construct long, internally disjoint
paths between designated vertices. In turn, the existence of such paths will be used to show
that our graph contains either an Sy % or an HLF** subgraph, for k,m > 1.

The following definitions and corresponding notation will help us to formalise this
reasoning and ensure that the constructed paths are indeed internally disjoint.

Figure 5 An illustration of Definitions 9, 10, and 11. The jump Z¥ (ps,p1o) is highlighted
in teal and the jump Z¥(ps,po) in orange. There is a negative jump out of (ps,pr). There
are three positive jumps out of (ps4,pr) and these have endpoints (ps,p9), (ps,p10) and (ps,pio),
respectively. Here the maximum positive jump out of (ps4,p7) has endpoints (ps,pio), that is
(" (pa, p7),y™" (ps,p7)) = (ps, Pr0)-

» Definition 9 (Jump). Let G be a graph, and let P = (p1,...,pn) € G be a path in G. For
a pair of vertices a,b € V(P), a jump between a and b (with respect to P) is a path from a
to b that is both edge-disjoint from P and internally vertez-disjoint from P, see Figure 5.

While there does not necessarily exist a unique jump between any pair of vertices, for a
graph G and path P C G, for every u,v € V(P), we fix an arbitrary jump between u and v
and call this Z% (u,v), if such a jump exists.

» Definition 10 (Positive/negative jump out of an interval). Let G be a graph, and let
P=(p1,...,pn) € G be a path in G.

For u,v € V(P), suppose u € V(P[: v]). We say that the pair (a,b) are the endpoints of
some jump out of the interval (u,v) if there is some jump ZF (a,b) between a and b, with
a € V(P :v))\ {u,v}, b € V(P)\V(Plu :v]). Ifb € V(P[v:]) then we say this is a
positive jump out of (u,v), else this is a negative jump out of (u,v), see Figure 5.

» Definition 11 (Maximum positive/negative jump out of an interval). Let G be a graph,
and let P = (p1,...,pn) € G be a path in G. For u,v € V(P), without loss of generality
u € V(P[: v]). We consider jumps with respect to P.

Suppose there is some positive (negative) jump out of the interval (u,v) with endpoints
(a,b) such that a € V(Plu:v]) \ {u,v} and b € V(P[v:]) (b € V(P[: u]) if this is a negative
jump). This jump is the maximum positive (negative) jump out of the interval (u,v), if b
mazimises distp(v,b) (distp(u,b) if this is a negative jump) and a minimises distp(a,b). See
Figure 5 for an example.

We note that every maximum positive jump out of an interval has the same endpoints. For
a path P and vertices u,v € V(P), we let 7 (u,v) and y T (u,v) denote the endpoints of a
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maximum positive jump out of (u,v), with 7 (u,v) € V(P[u : v]) \ {u,v} and y*(u,v) €
V(P)\ V(Plu : v]). Likewise, let 2~ (u,v) and y~ (u,v) be the endpoints of a maximum
negative jump out of (u,v) with = (u,v) € V(Plu : v]) \ {u,v} and y~ (u,v) € V(P)\
V(Plu : v]).

» Definition 12 (Jump sequence). For a graph G and a path subgraph P = (p1,...,pn) we
say the list I = [(x1,91),---, (1, ¥1)] @5 a jump sequence if there is a jump between x;
and y; (with respect to P) for everyi € {1,...,|I|}, see Figure 6.

Suppose I = [(z1,¥1),--.,(z|7,¥7))] is a jump sequence. Throughout this paper, for
1 €{1,...,|I|} we will let I¥ =x;, I! =y; and I; = (x;,y;). Further, for i € {—|I],...,—1}

K2

we will let I = x714i41, 1) = yjrj4is1 and I; = (@)714i41, Yj1j+i+1), that is, Iy = Ijp =

(@1, Y1)

DP9 10 p11 D12
O O

Figure 6 An illustration of notation and definitions regarding paths, jumps, jump sequences
and chain extensions (Definitions 12, 13, and 14). I = [(p2,ps), (3, ps), (D5, D8), (P7,D10), (P9, P11)]
is a jump sequence. To illustrate notation, I = (ps,ps), -1 = (py,p11), I5 = ps and IY| = p11.
Further, I is a maximum length positive chain extension of (p1,ps). That is I = T (p1,ps). I does
not describe a single path, but the odd and the even path as described in Observation 15 are drawn
in teal and magenta respectively.

» Definition 13 (Chain extension). Let G be a graph with some path subgraph P = (p1,...,pn).
Let u,v € V(P). Without loss of generality, we say that w € V(P[: v]). We say a jump
sequence I = [(x1,y1),...,(7|7),yj1))] 98 a positive chain extension of (u,v) (with respect
to P), if (z1,51) = (27 (u,v),y" (u,0)) and (zi,y;) = (@F(w,yi-1),y" (4, yi—1)) for every
1€{2,...,|I|}. See Figure 6. Likewise, I is a negative chain extension of (u,v) if (x1,y1) =
(@7 (u, ),y (u,v)) and (x5,y:) = (&~ (v, ¥i-1), ¥~ (v, ¥i-1))-

When considering a specific graph G and a subpath P C G, for a pair of vertices u,v € V(P),
we let T (u,v) denote the maximum length positive chain extension from (u,v) and T~ (u,v)
denote the maximum length negative chain extension from (u,v). We note that T (u,v)
and T~ (u,v) do not necessarily exist but if they do they are unique. Note that as T (u, v)
is maximal, there is no positive jump out of (u, T (u,v)¥,). Likewise, there is no negative
jump out of (T~ (u,v)Y |, v).

» Definition 14 (Paths associated with a jump sequence). For a jump sequence I we say the
path Z¥ (x1,91) U Us<iciry(Plyi-1 : 2] U ZFP(x;,1,)) is associated with I, where, for every
i€ {l,.... I}, ZF(zs,v:) is that arbitrary jump fized between x; and y;.

We highlight that there is not necessarily a path associated with a given jump sequence.
Moreover, depending on which arbitrary jumps have been chosen, the resulting vertices
may or may not form a valid path. Nonetheless, whenever it is relevant, we will justify the
existence of such a path and explain why it suffices to consider an arbitrary path.

» Observation 15. Let G be a graph containing some path P C G. Suppose that for
u,v € V(P), T is a chain extension of (u,v), with respect to P. There exist paths associated
with the jump sequences [(TF,T}) : i mod 2 =1,1 <4 < |T|] and [(TF,T/) : i mod 2 =
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0,1 <14 <|T|], which we call the odd and even path of T, respectively. Further, if |T| > 2
the odd and the even path of T are disjoint.

Proof. We will prove this observation by induction on the length of |T'|. We will assume that
T is a positive chain extension. The case where T is a negative chain extension will follow
symmetrically. For the notation, we direct the reader to the above definitions and notation
regarding jump sequences. Suppose |T| = 2. The paths ZF(TF,T}) and ZP(T§,Ty) are
disjoint else there exists some jump from T to Ty, thus contradicting that the jump between
T7 and T was a maximum jump.

We now assume that for some ¢ > 2, every chain extension of (u,v) with length ¢ results
in an odd path and an even path which are disjoint. Suppose |T'| = § + 1. If for some
i€{l,...,|T| — 1}, the path ZP(T*,,TY,) intersects the path Z¥(T*,T¢) at some vertex
which is not 7%, then there is some jump from T to TY;, hence the jump between T and
T} were not maximum.

As T — (T*,,T",) is a chain extension of (u,v) with length §, by assumption the paths
associated with the jump sequences [(T77,77) : 4 mod 2=1,1<i <|T|-1] and [(TF*,T}) : i
mod 2 = 0,1 < i < |T| — 1] are disjoint. We note that by definition 7%, and T?, are the
endpoints of the maximum jump from (u,T?,) but not of a jump from (u,TY;) (or (u,v)
if |T| = 3), else the jump between (T%5,T%;) (or (u,v) if |T| = 3) was not maximum. It
follows that, 7%, € V(P[TY; : TY,]) \ {TY5} (or V(Plv: TY])\ {TY,} if |T| = 3). Suppose
d is even.

It follows that the path P[TY, : T%, ]+ Z¥(T*,,T",) — (T",) is disjoint from both the odd
and the even path of T'— (7%, TY,). That is, if § is even, then the odd path of T — (T*,,TY,)
extended via P[T"; : T%,] + Z¥(T*,,T",) is disjoint from the even path of T' — (T%,,TY,),
that is the odd and the even paths of T" are disjoint. That is, if § is even, then our observation
holds in the inductive case.

Suppose now that ¢ is odd, then the even path of T'— (7%,,T",) extended via P[T", :
7%+ ZP(T%,,T?,) is disjoint from the even path of T — (T%;,T",), that is the odd and
the even paths of T are disjoint. Thus concluding the inductive case and so also the proof of
this observation. |

4 Subdivided H; Graphs: Structural Results

In this section we develop those structural results concerning subdivided H; graphs. As
outlined in the previous section, jumps will play a central role in the proofs. The next two
lemmas form the foundation of our reasoning: the first shows that we can either identify a
desired subgraph or reason about the endpoints of jumps, while the second guarantees the
existence of such jumps in the graph.

» Lemma 16. For any m,k > 1, let G be a graph with minimum degree at least 3. Suppose
G contains vertices a,b and an induced path P with length at least 3m? + Tk + 2, such that:
a€V(Pk+1:—(k+1)])
distp(a,b) > 2k
there is a jump from a to b with respect to P, see Definition 9
Then G contains a protected fan on m + k + 2 vertices or some HLF** subgraph.

Proof. Let G be a graph with those properties described in the Lemma statement and let
P = (p1,...,pe) be that induced path of length at least 3m? + 7k + 2. Given P has length
at least 3m? + 7k + 2, after possibly relabelling a and b, we claim that at least one of the
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B A A’

o ° ° ~— e ———o °
b | by bg—1 Am242k41 -+ Q1] @ [ @y -+ ay P-1

Figure 7 An illustration Lemma 16, in particular of the case where a € V(P[b :]) and distp(a, b) >
m? + 3k + 1. The paths A, A’ and B are highlighted alongside the vertices ay, .. G2 43kt
ay,...,al and by,...,bg_1. We note that the vertices a1,... and b1, ... each have a pair of labels,
i.e. a1 = bdistp(a,b)—1 aNd b1 = Qdistp(a,b)—1-

following must hold.

distp(a,b) > m? + 3k + 1
distp(p1,a) > m? + 2k + 1 and a € V(P[: b]) or
distp(a,p_1) >m? +2k+ 1 and a € V(P[b:])

Suppose towards a contradiction that none of the above inequalities hold. We will consider
the case where a € V/(P[: b]), the case where a € V(P[b:]) will follow symmetrically. Given
that distp(p1,a) < m?+ 2k and distp(a,b) < m? + 3k it follows that distp(p1,b) < 2m? + 5k
and so distp(b,p_1) > m? + 2k + 1. That is exchanging a and b we find that a € V(P[b:])
and distp(a,p_1) > m? + 2k + 1, a contradiction. We may therefore assume that at least
one of the above inequalities hold.

We will now define disjoint paths A, A’ and B. The path A will have length m? + 2k, the
path A’ will have length k—1 and the path B will have length k—2. Further, the paths (a)+ A,
(a) + A" and (b) + B will each be a subpath of P. Let (a,...,bx—1,...,b1,b) = Pla : ] be
the subpath of P between a and b and B = (by,...,by_1). If distp(a,b) > m? + 3k + 1, then
let (a,a1,...,Qm213k41,---,b) = Pla: b] be the subpath of P between a and b, note that for
ie{l,...,distp(a,b) — 1}, a; = baist(a,p)—i- In addition, we let (a,a},...,ay,...,p-1) =
Pla:],if b€ V(P[: a]), and (p1,...,0a},...,a},a) = P[: a] otherwise. See Figure 7.

If a € V(P[: b)) and distp(p1,a) > m?+2k+1, then let (py, ..., am2 10841, ---,01,a) = P[:
al and (a,al,...,aL,...,b) = Pla:b]. Else, a € V(P[b:]) and distp(a,p_1) > m? + 2k + 1.
Let (a,a1,...,am242k41,---,P—1) = Pla :] and (a,a,...,a},...,b) = Pla : b]. Let A =
(@1,...,am2425+1) and A" = (af,...,a}). We note that the paths A, A" and B have the
properties outlined.

Let Z denote that path from a to b in G — (V(P)\ {a, b}). We will first consider the case
where Z has length 2, that is without loss of generality there is a vertex x € V(G) such that
Z = (a,x,b).

> Claim 16.1. Either G contains a HL*** subgraph or the vertices {z, dm2 —m+1, - - - > Gm2 441}
form a protected fan on m + k + 2 vertices.

Proof. To simplify arguments, we will also denote a by ag. Recall that the paths A, A’ and
B are disjoint subpaths of P and have length m? + 2k, k — 1 and k — 2 respectively. We also
make the following pair of observations.

Observation 1: if there is some i € {m,...,m? + k + 1} such that a; is adjacent to some
yi € V(G \ P) with y; # = and a;_,, is adjacent to z, then G contains HL*** with degree
three vertices a;_,, and a;; the path (a;,y;) of length 1; and paths of length at least k via
(x,0)+ B, Ali—m : 1]+ (a) + A" and A[i : i + k].

11
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Observation 2: if there is some i € {m + 1,...,m? + k + 1} such that a; is adjacent to
some y; € V(G \ P) with y; # x and a;_,, 11 is adjacent to z, then G contains H.:*** with
degree three vertices z, a;; the path (a;,y;) of length 1; and paths of length at least k via
(x)+ B, (x) + A" and Afi : i + K.

We will now apply these observations to show that, if G does not contain HL:¥kF as a
subgraph, then for each 6 € {1,...,m}, the vertices asp,—(5—1), - - - , @sm each have exactly one
neighbour outside P, namely x. Our proof will follow by induction on §. We highlight that,
by definition, G has minimum degree at least 3 meaning every vertex in A is either adjacent
to x or has some neighbour not in V(P)U{z}. As ap = a and a is adjacent to z, it follows by
Observation 1, that if G does not contain HL¥** as a subgraph then N(a,,) \ V(P) = {z}.
That is our claim holds in the base case. Suppose now N ({@sm—(5-1),---;@sm})\V(P) = {z}
for some 6 € {1,...,m—1}. For every i € {(0 + 1)m — (6 — 1),..., (0 +1)m}, by assumption
N(a;_m) \ V(P) = {x}. That is by Observation 1, if G does not contain HL*** as a
subgraph then N(a;)\ V(P) = {«}. Likewise, for i = (§+1)m — ((6 +1) — 1), by assumption
N(ai—m+1) \ V(P) = {z}. That is by Observation 2, if G' does not contain HL*** as a
subgraph then N(a;)\ V(P) = {z}. That is, the vertices a(s41)m—((54+1)—1)s- - - » A(54+1)m €ach
have exactly one neighbour outside P, namely x, thus concluding our inductive step.

Hence, if G does not contain HL¥#* as a subgraph, then the vertices a2 _m1;-- -, Gm2
each have exactly one neighbour outside P, namely x. We will now also show that, if G does
not contain H.*** as a subgraph, then for every i € {m2+1,...,m?+k+1}, N(a;)\V(P) =
{z}, that is the vertices {z, a2 i1, - - -, Gm2ypr1 t form a protected fan on m+k+2 vertices.
Assume towards a contradiction, that there is some minimum i € {m? +1,...,m? +k + 1}
such that N(a;) \ V(P) # {z}. As ¢ is minimal and N(am2_m+1,---,am2) \ V(P) = {z},
it follows that N(a;—m) \ V(P) = {z}. By Observation 1 either N(a;) \ V(P) = {z} or
G contains HL*** as a subgraph. By assumption N(a;) \ V(P) # {z} and G does not
contain HL.F** as a subgraph, that is we have a contradiction and find that the vertices
{Z,am2_ma1,--am214+1} form a protected fan on m + k + 2 vertices. <

Claim 16.1 implies that if Z has length 2, then our Lemma holds. We will now show that
this can be also used to solve the more general case, i.e., where Z has length greater than 2.
In particular, we will show that either G' contains Hl:*¥* as a subgraph or there is some
pair @/, b’ such that o’ € V(P[k+1: —(k+1)]), distp(a’,b') > 2k and there is a path of
length 2 from o’ to b which is internally disjoint from P. That is, by Claim 16.1 either G
contains a H#Lk"k’k subgraph or a protected fan on m + k + 2 vertices.

> Claim 16.2. If G does not contain H:¥:%* as a subgraph, then there is some z € V(Z)\{a, b}
such that z is adjacent to a,, and Oy 2t -

Proof. We will first show that a,, is adjacent to some vertex z € V(Z) \ {a,b}. As G has
minimum degree at least 3, if a,, is not adjacent to some vertex z € V(Z) \ {a, b} then it
must have some neighbour y € V(G) \ (V(P) U V(Z)). However, now G contains HLFkF
as a subgraph with degree 3 vertices a and a,,; a path of length 1 via (a,,y); and paths
of length at least k via (a) + Z + B, (a) + A’, A[m : m + k], a contradiction. That is a,, is
adjacent to some vertex in z € V(Z) \ {a, b}.

We will now show that for every 6 € {1,..., ]'Qk;m]}, asm 1s adjacent to z. Suppose
there is some minimum & € {1,..., [22™]} ‘such that asy, is not adjacent to z. As G has

minimum degree at least 3, ag,, has some neighbour y € V(G \ P), such that y # 2. As d is
minimal and by definition a,, is adjacent to z, it follows that as,,—n, is adjacent to z. We
highlight that for either Z’ = Z[a : z] or Z' = Z[z : b], y ¢ V(Z’). Now we observe that G
contains HL*** as a subgraph with degree 3 vertices as,,_m and as.,; a path of length 1 via
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(asm,y); and paths of length at least k via A[dm —m : 1]+ (a) + A’, (asm-m)+ Z'+ (b) + B
and A[dm : dm + k], a contradiction.

It follows that as,, is adjacent to z for every § € {1,..., [an#]}, that is Uy 2t is
adjacent to z concluding the proof of this claim. <

Let @’ = a,, and b = @y, 26m 1. By definition, a € V(Plk+1:—(k+1)]) and distp(a’,b") >
2k. Further, from Claim 16.2, there is a path of length 2 from a’ to ¥ which is internally
disjoint from P. That is, by Claim 16.1 either G' contains a H!**** subgraph or a protected
fan on m + k + 2 vertices which concludes the proof of this lemma. <

We also need the following lemma.

» Lemma 17. For any m,k > 1, let G be a graph with minimum degree at least 3. Suppose
G contains a vertex a and an induced path P with length at least 3m? + Tk + 2, such that:
ac€V(Pk+1:—(k+1)])
there is some path Z = (a, 1, . .., zak—1) of length at least 2k — 1 in G\ (P — a)
Then G contains a protected fan on m + k + 2 vertices or some HLF** subgraph.

Proof. Let G be a graph with those properties described in the Lemma statement and let
P = (p1,...,p¢) be that induced path of length at least 3m? + 7k + 2. Without loss of
generality, distp(a,p_1) > distp(p1,a) and so distp(a,p_1) > %27’”2 — 1. Let ap = a,
A =(dy,...,a),...,p1) = Pla:p1] —{a} and A = (agp,...,p-1) = Pla : p_1].

We now claim that either G contains some HL"** subgraph or for every 6 € {1,..., [2£7]},
the vertex as,, is adjacent to some vertex in Z — a. Suppose there is some minimum
5 € {1,...,[257} such that asy, is not adjacent to some vertex in Z —a. As G has minimum
degree at least 3, ag,, has some neighbour y ¢ V(P) U Z. Further, as § is minimal and
ap = a, there is some i € {1,...,2k — 1} such that as,_m is adjacent to z;. If i > k, then
let Z' = Z[z; : z1] else let Z' = Z[z; : z9,—1], note in each case Z’ has length at least
k — 1. Now G contains HL*** as a subgraph with degree 3 vertices ag,_nm and asn,; a
path of length 1 via (asm,y); and paths of length at least k via A[dm —m :] + (a) + A’,
(a) + Z" and A[om : 6m + k]. That is, either G contains some H.**:¥ subgraph or for every
se{l,..., (%’ﬂ}, the vertex as,, is adjacent to some vertex in Z — a.

Let b = CEE From above, if G does not contain some HL*** subgraph, then b is
adjacent to some vertex in Z — a. Note that this implies that there is some path from
a to b which is internally disjoint from P. By definition a € V(P[k 4+ 1: —(k + 1)]) and
distp(a,b) > 2k. Note that this implies that there is some path from a to b which is internally
disjoint from P. It then follows from Lemma 16 that either G' contains a protected fan on
m + k + 2 vertices or some HL;*** subgraph. <

Using the above lemma we can now prove the following lemma.

» Lemma 18. For every m,k > 1, let G be a graph with minimum degree at least 3.

Suppose G contains some induced path P with length at least 3m? + 7k + 2 and vertices

u,v € V(Plk+1:—(k+1)]) such that distp(u,v) > 3. Then at least one of the following

properties must hold:

i) G contains a protected fan on m + k + 2 vertices,

i) G contains some HLF*E subgraph,

i) G contains some L-type subgraph with treedepth bound (4k — 3)(distp(u,v) — 1) — 1 and
length bound distp(u,v) — 2, see Definition 6, or

iv) there is some jump out of (u,v) with respect to P, see Definition 10.

13
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Proof. We direct the reader to Section 3 for definitions and notation regarding jumps and
L-type subgraphs.

Suppose there exists some graph G and vertices u,v € V(G) as described in the Lemma
statement. We highlight that if iv) does not hold, that is there is no jump out of (u,v), then
there is some connected component C' in G — {u, v} such that V(P[u : v]) C V(C) U {u,v}
and V(C)NV(P\ V(PJu : v]))) = @. Suppose td(C) > (4k — 3)(distp(u,v) — 1), then
by Theorem 3, C' contains a path of length at least (4k — 3)(distp(u,v) — 1). Given that
[V(P)NV(C)| = distp(u,v) — 1, it follows that C' — V(P) contains a path of length at least
(4k — 3). Let Q = (q1,-.-,qak—2), denote this path. As C is a connected component, it
contains some path from V(P[u : v]) to V(Q). Let p € V(P[u : v]) \ {u,v} and ¢; € V(Q) be
vertices such that there is a path from p to ¢; in C which is internally disjoint from Plu : v]
and Q. Without loss of generality we may assume that this path from p to ¢; consists of
a single edge. Let Q" = (g, ..., Giyor—2), if i <2k, and Q" = (qi, ..., ¢i—(26—2)) otherwise.
Aspe V(Plk+1:—(k+1)]) and there is some path (p) + Q' of length at least 2k — 1 in
G\ (P —p), from Lemma 17, we find that either G contains a protected fan on m + k + 2
vertices or some H:*:k:F subgraph. That is either i) or ii) is satisfied.

It follows that if i), ii) and iv) do not hold, then td(C) < (4k — 3)(distp(u,v) — 1) — 1
and N(V(C))\ V(C) = {u,v}. We now claim that there is some L-type subgraph C' C C
with a witness pair {@,0}. Let v’ be that distinct vertex in N(u) NV (Plu : v]) and v’ be
that distinct vertex in N(v) N V(P[u : v]). As G has minimum degree at least 3 and C'is a
connected component in G — {u, v}, it follows that |[N(uv") NV(C)],| N )NV (C)| > 2. If
IN(u) NV (C)| > 2, then let & = u, else, let & = u'. Likewise, if |[N(v) NV(C)| > 2, then
let & = v, else, let & = v'. If & # u, then N(u) NV (C) = {v'}, symmetrically, if & # v,
then N(v) N V(C) = {v'}. It follows that C' — {4, 0} consists of possibly multiple disjoint
connected components in the graph G — {@, 9} each with treedepth at most that of C. By
definition |N(uw') N (V(C)\ {a,9})|,IN@") N (V(C)\ {4, 0})| > 2, that is, C — {4, 0} is an
L-type subgraph with a witness set {i, 0}, thus concluding the proof of this lemma. |

We now have those necessary components to prove our main structural theorem regarding
subdivided H; graphs.

» Theorem 19. For any k,m > 1, there is some function c¢(k,m), such that every graph G
with treedepth at least ¢(k, m) and minimum degree at least 3 contains either some protected fan

on m+k+2 vertices, an L-type subgraph with treedepth at most (4k —3)(8k? —6k+2m+8)—1

1,k,k,k
Hﬂ’L

and length bound m + k or some subgraph.

Proof. Let G be a graph with minimum degree at least 3. We note that Kajim41 4k+m+1
contains H}ﬁk’k’k as a subgraph, that is if G contains Kuaj4m-1,4k+m+1 then our theorem
holds. That is we assume that G is Kag4m+1,4k+m+1-subgraph-free. By Theorem 4, there is
some function ¢(k,m) such that if td(G) > ¢(k,m) then G contains some induced path P
with length at least 8k% — 6k +3m? +8. As 8k% — 6k +3m? +8 > 3m? 4 7k + 2, the length of
P is sufficient for the application of Lemmas 16, 17 and 18. We direct the reader to Section 3
for definitions and notation regarding L-type subgraphs, jumps and chain extensions. In
particular, recall that for every pair a,b € V(P) we have fixed some arbitrary jump between
a and b, if such a jump exists. We let Z”(a, b) denote this arbitrary jump.

Let g be the middle vertex of P and r # r’ be the pair of vertices such that distp(q,7) =
distp(g, ') = [E+242]. Note that distp(r,7’) > k + m + 2. Whenever we refer to a L-type
subgraph, it is understood to be with respect to treedepth bound (4k—3)(8k? —11k+m-+5)—1
and length bound m + k& unless stated otherwise.
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> Claim 19.1. Either G contains some L-type subgraph, a protected fan on m + k + 2
L okk

vertices, some
Proof. Asdistp(q,r) = distp(q,r’) < ™ ' € V(Plk+1: —(k+1)]) and distp(r,7’) <
m + k + 4. By Lemma 18 either G contains some protected fan on m + k + 2 vertices, some
MLk subgraph, an L-type subgraph with treedepth bound at most (4k — 3)(m +k + 4 —
1) — 1 < (4k — 3)(8k? — 6k + 2m + 8) — 1 and length bound at least distp(r,r') —2 > m + k,

or there is some jump out of (r,7). In the first three cases, this implies that our claim holds.

That is, we assume that there is some jump out of (r,r’). Without loss of generality we
may assume this is a positive jump. Let TF(r,7’) be the maximum positive chain extension
of (r,r"). We note that, by definition, for i € {1,...,|T"(r,r’)|}, there is some path from

TH(r,r")* to T*(r,r")Y which is both internally vertex disjoint and edge disjoint from P.

K2

That is by Lemma 16, if distp (T (r,r")¥,T"(r,7')Y) > 2k then G either contains some
protected fan on m + k + 2 vertices or some H:*¥:¥ subgraph and our claim holds.
Assume now that distp (Tt (r,7")?, T (r,r")Y) < 2k—1,foralli € {1,...,|T"(r,7")|}. By

definition 7" (r,r’)¥ € V(Plr,r'])\{r,r'} and so dist p(q, T“'(r, rF) < m+2k+4 —1, it therefore

follows that distp(q, 7" (r,r")?) < i(2k — 1) + 2L 1 for every i € {1,...,|TF(r,r")|}.

That is either |T"(r,7")| > 2k, in which case our claim holds, or distp(q, T (r,r")¥ ;) <
(2k — 1) + 244 1. We highlight that distp(r, 7" (r,7')? ) > distp(r,r’) > m+k+2 and
distp(r, T*(r )Y ,) < (2k —1)2+m +k+4 — 1. That is by Lemma 18 either G contains
some protected fan on m + k + 2 vertices, some HL:*¥:* subgraph, an L-type subgraph with
treedepth bound (4k —3)((2k—1)2+m+k+4—1-1)—1 < (4k — 3)(8k® — 6k +2m +8) — 1,
for k > 2, or there is some jump out of (r, 7" (r,7’)¥ ;). In each of these cases, except for the

final, our claim holds. That is we now assume that there is some jump out of (r, 7" (r,7')¥ ;).

By maximality of T (r, 7% (r,7')¥ ), this is a negative jump.

Let T~ (r, 7% (r,7")¥ ;) be the maximum negative chain extension of (r, 7" (r,7')" ;). Note
that by definition, T~ (r, Tt (r,7")¥ )Y € V(P[: r]) \ {r}, that is it T~ (r,T"(r,r")? )} €
V(P[r":]) then distp(T~ (r, T+ (r,7")Y )5, T~ (r, TF(r,7"),)¥) > 2k. From Lemma 16, this
implies that either G' contains a protected fan on m + k + 2 vertices or some H.L.F-**
subgraph, that is we assume that T~ (r, 7" (r,7")? )7 € V(P[r : ']) \ {r,7'}. That is
T (r, Tt (r,7")Y ) =T (r,7).

Now applying the same arguments as for 77 (r, '), we find that either |7~ (r,7’)| > 2k, G
contains a protected fan on m-+k-+2 vertices, some H.*** subgraph or distp(q, T~ (r,r')” ;) <
(2k —1)% + 2444 — 1. Further,

m+k+2 < distp(T~ (r, 7)Y 1, T (r, 7)Y ) < 2((2k—1)>+m+k+4—1) = 8k> —6k+2m+8.

By Lemma 18, we either find an L-type subgraph, or we obtain that there is some jump out of
(T~ (r,r")Y 1, T*(r,7")¥ ). Suppose this jump has endpoints (z,y). By maximality of T~ (r,r’)
and T+(r,r ), it is not the case that both x,y € V(P[: r']) or that both =,y € V(P[r :]),
that is we may assume that one of z,y € V(P[r :]) and the other is in V(P[: r']). Note
this implies that distp(x,y) > 2k. Applying Lemma 16, we find that G contains either a

1,k k. k
H;

protected fan on m + k + 2 vertices or some subgraph. This concludes the proof of

this claim. g

From Claim 19.1, either G contains some L-type subgraph, a protected fan on m + k + 2
vertices, some HL¥** subgraph or there is some chain extension T of 7,7/ with size at
least 2k. We will now use this chain extension to show that either G contains a protected
fan on m + k + 2 vertices or some H.**:¥ subgraph.

subgraph or there is some chain extension of r,r’ with size at least 2k.

15
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=

Figure 8 Illustration of the chain extension T' from Claim 19.1, with 7' = T (r,7'). The odd
path of T" is shown in solid green, and the even path in solid red. The path Z; corresponds to the
odd path of T and Zs corresponds to the even path of T" extended to a. In the figure, Z> consists of
both the solid and dashed red paths.

Asm-+k Asm Asm—m a .

Figure 9 The path Z; is shown in solid red and the path Z; is shown in solid green. asm—m is
adjacent to some z;-, in the case depicted i = 1 and j < k. The path Z’ is shown in dashed red and
the path Z”/ = Z, that is, it is it can be seen in solid green.

By Observation 15, there exists a pair of disjoint paths described by T. As P is an
induced path, to recall notation regarding jump sequences, for every i € {1,...,|T|}, ZF(T;)
must have length at least 2. That is the odd and even path of T each have length at
least 2 28 = 2k. We let a = T. Let Z; = (a,2},...,2},_,,...) denote the odd path of
T and Z; = (a,23,.. ~aZ§k—17 ...) denote the even path of T' extended to a via the path
Pla:Tg]. T =T%(r,r"), we let A= (a,ay,...,p1) be that subpath of P between a and
p1. U T =T (r,7'), let (a,a1,...,p—1) be that subpath of P between a and p_;. Hence,

V(A) NZ1NZy = {a}

Let ap = a. We claim that either G contains some H.*** subgraph or for every
5 € {1,...,[257}, the vertex as, has some neighbour in (Z;UZ)—{a}. Suppose there is some
minimum § € {1,...,[2%]} such that asy, is not adjacent to some vertex in (Z; U Zo) — {a}.
As G has minimum degree at least 3, as,, has some neighbour y ¢ V(P) UV (Z1) UV (Zy).
Further, as ¢ is minimal and ay = a, there is some i € {1,2} and j € {1,...,2k — 1} such
that ag,,_., is adjacent to z; If j > k, then let Z' = Z;[1: j] else let Z' = Z;[j : 2k — 1],
note in each case Z’ has length at least k — 1. Let Z” = Z1, if i = 2, and Z" = Z/, otherwise.

1,k.k,k

See Figure 9. Now G contains H,;""* as a subgraph with degree 3 vertices asm—m and

asm; a path of length 1 via (asm,y); and paths of length at least k via A[dm —m : a] + Z",
(asm—m) + Z" and A[dm : 6m + k]. That is, either G contains some HL¥** subgraph or for

m
every 8 € {1,...,[2£7}, the vertex asy, is adjacent to some vertex in Z{ U Zj.

Let b = (SR From above, if G does not contain some HL*** subgraph, then b is
adjacent to some vertex z in Z] U Z5. By definition, there is some ¢ € {1,...,|T|} such that
z € V(ZP(T;)). Tt follows that there is some path ZF (b, T/). As distp(b, T}) > 2k, it follows
from Lemma 16 that either G contains a protected fan on m + k + 2 vertices or some HL;F-*:*

subgraph. This concludes the proof of this theorem. <
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5 Subdivided Stars (H,): Structural Results

This section is dedicated to subdivided star graphs. That is, we will prove the following
theorem:

» Theorem 20. For any k > 1, let ¢ = 16(2k — 1)(k — 1). If G is proper bridgeless, contains
some degree 4 vertex, has treedepth at least 8(7Tk3 +15k% — % +3)2+6 and no T-type subgraph,
with treedepth bound c, then G contains S1 i i i as a subgraph.

Although the arguments to prove this result have several similarities with those used for
subdivided Hy graphs, there are also crucial differences. In particular, unlike Theorem 25,
here we require not only that the long paths intersect in a single vertex, but also that this
vertex has degree at least 4.

To show Theorem 20 we begin with the following structural result from the literature.

» Theorem 21 ([14]). Let g, > 1. The subclass of connected S11,q,r-subgraph-free graphs
that are not subcubic and are quasi-bridgeless has treedepth at most 2(q +r + 3)? + 6.

As G is proper bridgeless, has maximum degree at least 4 and treedepth at least 8(¢+3)2 +6,
for ¢ = 7k® + 15k* — 4. By Theorem 21, G contains some Sy 1,0 as a subgraph. Let = be
the centre of this 57 1. Note that x is the middle vertex of some path P of length 2.
The central idea of the proof of Theorem 20 will be to show that there exists some vertex
x with degree at least 4 and three paths each with length at least 2k sharing the single
common vertex x. The following observation will then be used to to find some Si i k-

» Observation 22. For every k > 1, if G contains some Say 21,21 sSubgraph with centre
and deg(z) > 4, then G contains S1 k kk as a subgraph.

Proof. Let G be a graph that contains a subgraph isomorphic to Sag 2,25 Let = denote the
centre of this subdivided star, and for each ¢ € {1,2,3} and j € {1,...,2k}, let f} denote
the jth vertex along the ith branch.

If 2 has degree at least 4, then z has some neighbour y ¢ {f{, f2, f}. Suppose y # f]’ for
any i € {1,2,3} and j € {2,...,k}. Then G contains S j x , with centre z, one branch of
length 1 by the edge zy and three branches of length k by the paths (f1,..., fi), (fZ,..., f2)
and (f$,..., f?), respectively.

Therefore, we may assume that y = f7 for some i € {1,2,3} and j € {2,...,k}. Without
loss of generality, let ¢ = 1. In this case, G' again contains Si i k% as a subgraph, with
centre x, one branch of length 1 via the edge x f{, and three branches of length k given by

the paths (f/, ..., fj 1), (ff,-.., f7) and (f7,..., f2), respectively. <

The following lemma is crucial to construct those required paths. We note that this lemma
is analogous to Lemma 18, however, now that these long paths must intersect at a vertex of
degree at least 4, several additional conditions are now necessary.

» Lemma 23. For every k > 1, let G be some Sy i i i-subgraph-free graph. Suppose that G
contains some path P with length at least 4k — 2 as a subgraph.

Suppose there exist u,v € V(P[2k +1: —(2k + 1)]) and some x € V(P[u : v]) \ {v} with
|IN(z)\ V(P)| > 2, such that:
i) there is no jump from x to somey € V(P)\V (P[u : v]), with respect to P (see Definition 9);

L D2 from x to v;

ii) either x = u, or there exist internally disjoint paths DL, D? from x to u;

iv) if x # u, then the paths D}, D? and D) are internally disjoint.

i) there exist internally disjoint paths D

v

17
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Then either G contains some S} i k. as a subgraph; G contains some T -type subgraph with
treedepth bound 16(2k — 1)(k — 1); or there exists some jump out of (u,v).

Proof. Let G be a graph with a path P = (py,...,p¢) C G, for some ¢ > 4k + 3 and some
pair of vertices u, v as described above.

> Claim 23.1. If u # x, then there exist paths D}, D2, DL D2 such that D}, D? are
internally disjoint x-v-paths; D}, D? are internally disjoint z-u-paths; D!, D? D! are

internally disjoint; and ﬁ}“ ﬁg, ﬁ}) are internally disjoint.

Proof. Suppose D2 is internally disjoint from either D} or D2. If D2 is internally disjoint
from D, then let D! = D} and D2 = D2. Otherwise, let D} = D2 and D? = D}. We note
that now the paths ﬁ}), bg, ﬁ}t = D}, ﬁi = D? have the desired disjointness properties.
We now assume that D2 intersects both the path D! and D?2. Let d be that final vertex
in D2, such that d € V(D}) UV(D?2), that is the subpath of D2 from d to u contains no
vertex from V(D!) U V(D?) except for d. We can now define a path from z to u which
intersects only one of D} and D2, if d € V(D?2) this is via D2[: d] + D2[d :]. Otherwise, this
is via D1[: d] 4+ D2[d:]. Let D} = D}, D? = D2, D! = D! and D? = D?[: d| + D2[d ;] in the
first case and D} = D2, D2 = D!, DL = D! and D2 = D![: d] + D2[d :] in the second. We
find that the resulting D}, D2, D! D2 have the desired disjointness properties. <

v

By Claim 23.1, if u # z, then we can define paths D}, D2, D! D2, with the properties
outlined above. Let D} = D1, D2 = D2 D! = Dl D2 = D2,

Let C; be that component of G — {u,v} containing the path D} — {u,v}. If C; contains
some vertex y € V(P) \ V(P[u : v]), then there is some path from z to y in G[V(Cy) U {z}],
without loss of generality y is the single vertex from V(P)\ V(P[u : v]) on this path. From
i), there is no jump from z to y. It follows that this path from z to y must contain some
vertex from Plu : v] — {u, v}, let 2’ € V(P[u : v]) \ {u, v} be that vertex which is closest to y.
By definition there is a jump between 2’ and y and this is a jump out of the interval (u,v).
It follows, if C; contains some vertex y € V(P) \ V(P[u : v]), the lemma holds.

Hence, in the following we assume that C; contains no vertices from V(P)\ V(P[u : v]).
Further, if D} has length at least 2k + 1, then the paths P[: z], D} — {v} and D? + P[v ]
form a Sop ok 2 subgraph with centre x. By Observation 22, it follows that G contains some
S1 k.k.k, hence our Lemma holds. Symmetrically, the same follows for D2, D! and D2, that
is, each of D!, D2, D! and D2 have length at most 2k.

We first consider the case where u = x, without loss of generality we may assume that
x € P[: v]. Suppose td(Cy) > 8(2k — 1)(k — 1), then by Theorem 3, C; contains a path of
length at least 8(2k —1)(k —1). Given that [(V(DL)UV(D?)NV(Cy)| < 2(2k — 1), it follows
that C; — (V(DL)UV (D?)) contains a path of length at least 4(k—1). Let Q = (q1, - - -, qak—3),
denote this path. As Cj is a connected component, it contains some path from V(D)) to
V(Q). Let d € V(DL UV(D?)\ {u,v} and ¢; € V(Q) be vertices such that there is a path
from d to ¢; in C7 which is internally disjoint from D!, D? and @. Without loss of generality
we may assume that d € V(D}) and this path from d to g; consists of a single edge.

Let Q" = (i, Giyor—1), if i <2(k —1), and Q" = (g, ..., qi—(2k—1)) otherwise. The
paths P[: z], D2 U P[v :] and D}[: d] U Q' form a Sa ok or subgraph with centre z, from
Observation 22 G contains Si i i, as a subgraph and so our lemma holds.

That is, we assume td(G[C1]) < 8(2k — 1)(k —1). If (V(DL)uV(D2))\ {z,v} C C; then
as the paths D}, D2 are internally disjoint, [N (z)N(V(C1)U{v})|, IN(v)N(V(Cy)U{z})| > 2.
It follows that G[C1] is a T-type subgraph with a witness set {z,v} = {u,v} and so our
lemma holds. Else, let Cy be that component of G — {x, v} containing the path D2 — {z,v}.
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Figure 10 An illustration of Theorem 20, as described in the proof sketch. The active frontier
path is drawn in solid red, the inert frontier path is drawn in solid blue and the candidate path is
drawn in solid green. In the case depicted, in the inductive step the candidate path is extended
via that jump drawn in dashed green. The previous inert frontier becomes the new candidate, the
previous active frontier is becomes the new inert frontier and the previous candidate becomes the
new active frontier.

By symmetry td(G[C2]) < 8(2k — 1)(k — 1). Given the paths D! and D2 are internally
disjoint, |[N(v)N(V(C1)UV(Ce)U{z,v})| > 2. It follows that G[V(C1) UV (Cy)] is a T-type
subgraph with a witness set {x,v} = {u,v}. The case where u = z is now complete.

We now assume v # . Suppose td(G[C4]) > 16(2k —1)(k —1), then by Theorem 3, G[CY]
contains a path of length at least 16(2k—1)(k—1). Given (V(D})UV(D?)uV (D}L)uV(D2)| <
4(2k — 1), it follows that C; — (V(DL) U V(D2) UV (DL) U V(D2)) contains some path of
length at least 4(k — 1).

Let Q = (q1,- - -, qar—3), denote this path. Let d € (V(D}) UV (D?) UV (DL)uV(D?))\
{u,v} and ¢; € V(Q) be a pair such that there is a path from d to ¢; in C; which is internally
disjoint from D}, D2, DL D? and Q. Without loss of generality d € V(D}). We also assume
that this path consists of a single edge, else we replace this edge by the respective path in
the below reasoning. Let Q" = (¢i, ..., qitor—1), if i <2(k — 1), and Q" = (¢i; - - -, Gi—(26—1))
otherwise. The paths D} U P[: u], D2 U Plv :] and D}[: d]U Q' form a Sa ok 2 subgraph
with centre z, from Observation 22, G contains Si j r as a subgraph and so our lemma
holds. That is, we assume that td(G[C1]) < 16(2k — 1)(k — 1). We note as z € C1, it
follows that (V(D}) U V(D2) UV (DL) UV (D?))\ {u,v} C C;. As the paths D!, D2 are
internally disjoint |N(v) N (Cy U {u})| > 2 and as the paths DL, D? are internally disjoint
[N (u)N(CrU{v})| > 2. That is G[C1] is a T-type subgraph with a witness set {z, v} = {u, v}
and concluding the proof of this lemma. |

We now sketch the proof of Theorem 20. Recall that our goal is to find three paths of length

at least 2k with a single common vertex . These paths will be constructed inductively.

In every step of the induction, we either find some S i i subgraph, or a pair of vertices
b=,bT € V(P) such that b=, bT and x and P meet the conditions to apply Lemma 23. By
Lemma 23, we either find some S1 g, some T-type subgraph (with the desired treedepth
bound) or some jump out of (b=, b™). In the first case, the theorem follows, in the second we
get a contradiction to the assumption that G contains no such T-type subgraph. That is
we assume that such a jump exists. These jumps are used to construct three paths each of
length at least 2k sharing the single common vertex x, that is our theorem follows.

The paths are built inductively. At the end of each inductive step we obtain three paths
which share the single common vertex z, together with a pair of vertices b=, b which satisfy
the conditions of Lemma 23. Moreover, in every block of three steps each of the paths grows
in length by at least one, as ensured by the addition of a new jump. It follows that after 6k
steps each of these paths have length at least 2k, as desired.
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To ensure that these paths have the desired properties, we label one of these paths as the
active frontier, one of these as the inert frontier and the other as the candidate. Let f* be
the final vertex of the active frontier, f® be the final vertex of the inert frontier, and f¢ be
the final vertex of the candidate path. We find that f¢ € P[f* : z] and either, f* € P[: z]
and f* € P[: 2], or, f* € P[z :] and f* € P[x :]. See Figure 10.

During the inductive step, the inert frontier remains unchanged, the candidate path is
extended by at least one edge (via the addition of a new jump), and the active frontier
may either stay the same or increase in length. In the next step, the previous inert frontier
becomes the new candidate, and one of the remaining two paths (either the former active
frontier or the former candidate) takes the role of active frontier. If the previous active
frontier does not increase in one step, it becomes the inert frontier in the step after, that is
in the following step it is extended. This rotation ensures that after every three steps each of
the three paths has grown by at least one.

To maintain disjointness, we introduce auxiliary properties ensuring that the extended
paths intersect only at = and that we can identify a pair of vertices b~, bT such that, together
with z, they satisfy the conditions of Lemma 23. Concretely, we find the candidate and
active frontiers can be extended to one of b~, b™, while a subpath of the active frontier path,
together with the inert frontier, extends to the other. These extensions of the active, inert
and candidate paths remain internally disjoint, thus meeting the conditions for Lemma 23.

We now present the proof of Theorem 20 in full detail.

Theorem 20 (restated). For any k > 1, let c = 16(2k—1)(k—1). If G is proper bridgeless,
contains some degree 4 vertex, has treedepth at least 8(Tk® + 15k% — % +3)2 46 and no
T'-type subgraph, with treedepth bound c, then G contains Si  kk as a subgraph.

Proof. For k > 1, let ¢ = 16(2k — 1)(k — 1). We direct the reader to Section 3 for definitions
and notation regarding T-type subgraphs, jumps and chain extensions. In this proof, whenever
we refer to a T-type subgraph, it is understood to be with respect to the treedepth bound
c unless explicitly stated otherwise. Let G be a graph with maximum degree at least 4,
treedepth at least 8(7k3 + 15k2 — % +3)? + 6 and no T-type subgraph.

Let ¢ = 7k% + 15k% — %. As G has maximum degree at least 4, treedepth at least
2(20+-3)?+6 and is proper bridgeless, it follows from Theorem 21, that G contains some Si 1 ¢ ¢
subgraph. Let = denote the vertex at the centre of this S; 1,0 and let AT = (af, ... 7a?) and
A~ =(ay,...,a; ) be those paths such that (z) + AT and () + A~ correspond to that pair
of paths of length ¢ in Sy 1 ¢¢. Let P = (a,,... a7 ,z, af,... ,a}'). Note we will consider all
jumps with respect to P. As noted in Section 3, for every pair a,b € V(P) we will fix some
arbitrary jump between a and b, if such a jump exists, and denote this by Z¥(a,b).

In the following we will show that G contains a Say 2k,2r subgraph with centre z. Obser-
vation 22 then implies that G contains S i % as a subgraph and thus the theorem follows.
To show the existence of a Say, ok 2k subgraph, we will either describe some Say, 2k 21 subgraph
with centre z, or inductively define pairs (b ,b]),..., (bgk,bg'k) together with the jump
sequences I} C ... C I, for i € {1,2,3}. We will then show that the jump sequences I},
I3, I3, each have a corresponding path and that these paths can be extended such that they
have a single common vertex x. We will use these paths to construct a Sy 2 21 subgraph.

Intuitively, for 6 € {1,...,6k — 1}, in the inductive step from § to 6 + 1 we will add at
least one jump to at least one of I}, IZ or I3. We further show that after 3 steps each of I},
I? and I} has increased in length by at least 1 so after at most 6k steps we find So ok 2%-
The vertices by_, bi_y, by, bf, by, ,, b, will be such that P[by_; : bj_;] C P[b; :
bf] C Plby,, : bf,]. If a jump between (a,b) is added to one of Ij, I} or I3, then
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D2k+1 by f

f§ b5+ 1§ P—(2k+1)

Figure 11 This diagram illustrates Properties 1-3. The paths D,, D, and D, are shown in red,

ext ext

green and blue respectively. The paths D& and D{* are both shown in gray. Note that D" is
that gray path containing Dy as a subpath and D& is that gray path containing D, as a subpath.

a.b & V(P50 D\ (b5 b, )

Further, either every jump added to I g, Ig and Ig will have an endpoint in V(P[bg' :
ba++1]) \ {b6++1}’ in which case we say that b; is active, or every jump added to I}, I? and I}
will have an endpoint in V(P[bs : bs,,]) \ {bs,}, in which case we say that by is active.

To formalise these ideas and allow us to do this, the pairs of vertices and jump sequences
will satisfy the following properties.

P1. distp(x,b]),distp(z,b]) < 4k? — 1
P2. Exactly one of b; and by is active. If b;r is active we have the following properties, else
the properties hold after interchanging b;, b;g_l with by, b5, ;, and vice versa.

a) by, is active,

b) byy = b;

c) there is no negative jump out of (b5 ,b7), and

d) distp(b), by, ,) < 4k2 — BN | SE-NHL g

These sub-properties will imply that if b(‘; is active then for every jump with endpoints

(a,b) added to I3, I3 or I}, we have a € V(P[bf : by, 1) \ {bf,}.

P3. One of I}, I? and I3 is labelled the positive frontier, another the negative frontier and
another the candidate. Again suppose b; is active, otherwise, in the following, we replace
by with by and the positive with the negative frontier accordingly.

As b(}" is active, we let the positive frontier be the active frontier and the negative frontier
be the inert frontier. Let a # b # ¢ € {1, 2,3} be such that, I{ is the active frontier, Ig is
the inert frontier and I§ is the candidate. Using the notation introduced regarding jump
sequences, for i € {1,2,3}, if |I{| > 1 we let s§ = (I})¥ and f§ = (I})Y,.

That is, s5 and fi correspond to the starting and final vertex of the path described by I%.

If I =[], then let s = fi = x. The following properties will hold.

a) [1g] > (52, 122 > (552 and |15] > 15).

b) f¢ =y (by.,b7) with (I)7, € V(Plb; : b)) and b} € V(PSS : f8)\ {/¢).

c) Those paths described by I¢, I?, I can be extended to x via Pz : s¢], Pz : s}] and
Plx : s§] respectively. Let D,, Dy and D, denote these extended paths.

d) Let D, denote the subpath of D, from x to (I¢)Y,. If |I¢| = 1, then let D, = ().
The path D, can be extended to by , we denote the resulting path by D™. The path
D, can also be extended to by , we denote the resulting path by Dg**.

e) The paths P[: by |, P[b} ], P[f§ : f&], D&, D¢ and D, are pairwise internally
disjoint.

f) The path ZF((I¢)_1) is disjoint from both D¢** and D...

In our inductive step the inert frontier will remain the same, that is I} 1= I?. The

candidate is the next list of pairs which will necessarily increase in length, that is

|I5, 1| > |1§| + 1, the active frontier may remain the same.
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An illustration of these properties can be seen in Figure 11. If bgrk is active, from Properties
P2a) and b), for every 6 € {2,...,6k — 1}, if § is odd, then b} = b . Further, from Property
P2d), if § is even then dist p (b, b(}"H) < 4k*— k(46;14) + 5(67;)“1 —1. Note similar reasoning
follows for by, where we replace odd by even and visa versa. The case where by, is active
now follows symmetrically.

Combining this with Property P1, it follows that

3k
46 — 14 — 11
distp(z, by, ), distp(z, by, ) < 4k* — 1+ Z <4k2 K 53 ) + 200 g) i 1)

6=1

:7k3+13k2—%—1.

Likewise, for every § € {1,...,6k}, we obtain that distp(z,b;),distp(z,b;) < Tk* + 132 —
& — 1. As distp(z,af) = distp(z,a; ) = £ and £ = Tk® + 15k? — 4, we get that b}, by €
V(P)2k+1:—(2k+1)]) for 6 € {1,...,6k}.

Base case: Define b and b; with properties P1 and P2a—d.

Let i € {1,...,£} be the largest index, such that there is some jump from = to a;". That
is, the largest 7 such that there is a path from x to af which is both edge-disjoint and
internally vertex-disjoint from P. If such an i exists let y = a;, if no such i exists let
yy = . Likewise, let i’ € {1,...,¢} be the largest index such that there is some jump from
x to a; . Let y, = a;, if such an ¢’ exists, and y, = x otherwise.

If distp(z,yg) > 2k, then the paths P[: z], Plx : a3,] and ZP(z,a}) + Pla; :] each
have length at least 2k and share the single common vertex x. That is G contains a
Sok,2k,2k subgraph with centre z and the theorem follows. Hence, we may assume that
distp(x,yg) < 2k and symmetrically distp(z,y, ) < 2k.

> Claim 20.1. If y; = y§ = =, then either {z} is the witness set for some T-type subgraph
or G contains some Sy 2,21 With centre z.

Proof. As z has degree at least 4, there exist at least two distinct vertices ¢, ¢ € N(z) \ P.
Let C and C’ be those components of G — z containing ¢ and ¢’, respectively. Note that
possibly C' = C’. Since y, = yi = z, every path from either ¢ or ¢’ to P must contain z
and hence, (V(C)UV(C") NV (P) = @. Suppose td(C) > 4k + 1. From Theorem 3, C
contains some path @ of length at least 4k + 1. As C is connected and contains ¢, either
q € V(Q) or there is some shortest path from ¢ to @ in C. Note this path can be extended
via a subpath of @) with length at least 2k — 2. By definition x and ¢ are adjacent, that is
we obtain a path @’ of length 2k from z in G[V(C) U {z}]. As (V(C)UV(C"))NV(P) =2,
G contains Say, o 2k With centre x and paths of length at least 2k via Q’, P[: z] and Pz :].
That is, our claim holds. Symmetrically, the same holds for C’. Hence, we may assume
that td(C), td(C") < 4k. Note now C U C’ is a T-type subgraph with witness set {z}. Thus
concluding the proof of this claim. <

Hence, by Claim 20.1, if y; = y4 = « then our theorem follows. Thus, we may assume that
ya“ # x or y; # x. Without loss of generality, suppose ya“ # x, else we exchange the roles of
At and A™.

We further claim that y; ,yg , 2 meet the conditions for Lemma 23. To see this, note first
that, as distp(z,yy ), distp(z,yd) < 2k, it follows that y;,yd € V(P[2k + 1 : —(2k + 1)]).
Condition i) follows as y; ,ys were maximal. By definition of yj there exists a pair of
internally disjoint paths from x to yi via Pz : yd] and Z7 (x,y), respectively, showing
condition ii). If z # y;, then there also exist internally disjoint paths from z to y, via
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a) T (yo - yg )%

P2k+1 Yo a T ay Zf ¢ M D—(2k+1)

T+(ya, yar)“T T+(y0_7y(—)|—)32
b) T (yg .y )3 b
\L /N;

@ @ \ 4

zﬁ ' p:(2k+1)

Ty ) s

D2k+1 Yo Zr

TH(yg ,yg )T

Figure 12 An illustration of the cases of Claim 20.2. In Figure a) T (y;,yd)f € V(Plx : yi])
and in Figure b) 7" (y; ,yd )T € V(Plyy : ]). The odd path of T is drawn in solid red and the even
path of T is drawn in solid green. These paths can also be extended to (z, bi*') via the dashed lines.
The odd and the even path of T (yg » ya') are emphasised using a thicker line. Note in Case a) the
even path of 77 (y; ,yd ) is a subpath of the odd path of T, that is, it is drawn in red. In Case b)
T =T%(yy ,yd) and so the even path of T (y; , v ) is also the even path of T, that is, it is drawn
in red.

Plyy : x] and Z (yy , x), respectively, showing condition iii) holds. Given the paths P[z : yd ],
ZP(yy ,x) and Py, : x] are internally disjoint, condition iv) also follows. That is, by applying
Lemma 23 we find that there must exist some jump out of (yg , y(')" ). Recalling the notation
introduced regarding maximum jumps, we find that at least one of (z*(yg, v ), v* (vo, ug))
or (7 (yy,yd ),y (y5 ,ya)) must exist. Notice in both cases this corresponds to either a
positive or negative chain extension of (yg , ya’ ) with length 1.

Suppose that (¥ (y5, 45 ),y (v, yg ) exists. The case where (2 (y5, 95 ), 4™ (Y5 - 43 ))

is the only existing pair will follow symmetrically. Recall that T (y, , yar ) is the maximum
positive chain extension of (yy,yg ). As (¥ (yo, vl )y (vo ,vd)) € T (yg , yd ), necessarily
T (yo 9o )l = 1. Let by = gy and bf = T*(yy,y)%;. Recall that T (yg, )%
corresponds to the second endpoint of the final jump of TF (y, ,yd ). Again we direct the
reader to Section 3 for details of definitions and notation regarding jump sequences. We say
by is active. By maximality of T (y, , yar ) there is no positive jump out of (b7, bf), that is
Property P2c) holds in the base case.
Another useful idea to introduce is that of extending a path via P. Let @ = (q1,...,¢,) be a
path, and let s,t € P. If q1,q, € P, we call the path P[s: q1] + Q + Plq, : t| Q extended
to (s,t) via P. Note we also require that the paths P[s: ¢1] — ¢1, Q and Plg, : t] — g, are
disjoint. Additionally, may extend the empty path to (s,t) via P, which will be the path
Pls : t].

> Claim 20.2. There is some jump sequence T, such that either T = T (y,,ys) or
T = (z,y7) + T*(yo ,ygy). We note that in the first case T is the maximum positive chain
extension of (yg , yar ) and in the second case T is the maximum positive chain extension of
(a7 ,a7). Note that a; and a] are both adjacent to  in P. Further, the odd path of T' (see
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Observation 15 for odd and even paths) extended to (z,b]) via P and the even path of T
extended to (z, b1+) via P are internally disjoint. In addition, these paths are disjoint from
P[: yy ] and either the path Ply, : ] or ZF (y, , ).

Proof. We first note that both the odd path and the even path of T (y , yg ) are disjoint from
ZP(yy,x) and ZP (z,yd) else yg was not maximal. On the contrary, the paths ZF (y;, )
and ZF (z,yg) are not necessarily disjoint from one another.

We first consider the case where T (yy ,yd )% € V(P[x : yg]), see Figure 12a). Recall
that by the notation introduced regarding jump sequences, T (yg , yd )% is the first vertex of
the odd path. Let T = (z,y3 ) +T" (yy ,ys ). Note T is a positive chain extension of (aj ,a]).
Further, T¢ =z and T = T (yy , yg )%, that is the odd path of T (y, , yg) is a subpath of
the even path of T, see Figure 12a). If |T| is odd, then the odd path of T is a (x,b]") path.
Further, this path is disjoint from the paths Plz : T{] — {x, TV} and P[T*, : b] — {T%,, b} }.
By Observation 15, the odd and even path of T are disjoint, that is the odd path is internally
disjoint from the even path of 7" extended to (z,b]) via P, that is our claim holds. Similarly,
if |T| is even, then the even path of T extended via Plx : T§] and the odd path of T' extended
via P[TY, : b]] are internally disjoint from each other and the path P[: z]. That is our claim
holds.

If TH(yy ,yd)? € V(Plyy = x]) let T =T (yy,yg ), see Figure 12b). By definition, T is
a positive chain extension of (y;, v ). Extending the odd and the even path of T to (w,b])
via P we again find that these paths are internally disjoint. Note, if |T'| > 2, then the odd
path is extended by Pz : TF] and the even path is extended by Pz : T¥], further, depending
on if |T'| is odd or even one of these paths will also be extended via the path P[TY, : bf].
If |T| = 1, then the even path of T' is empty. The odd and the even path of T' extended
to (z,b]) via P correspond to the paths Pz : T¥] + ZF(T¢,b}) and Plx : b]], respectively.
Note that both of them are disjoint from the path Z7(y, ,z), thus proving our claim. <

> Claim 20.3. If distp(x, bf) > 4k?, then G contains some Sak 2k,2k subgraph with centre z.

Proof. We first claim, if distp(z,b]) > 4k2, then at least one of the following must hold,
T* (yo - 9o )| > 4k — 2,
dist (T (g 2, T (i3 V) 2 26— [3] for some i € {L,...., [T (y )| — 1}, on
diStP(ya_vT+(y()_7ya_)zll) > 2k.
Towards a contradiction, suppose |T (v, yg )| < 4k — 3, distp(yg, T (yg , yd)Y) < 2k — 1
and distp(T+(y(,_,yS“)ﬁ’,T*(yO_,yar)ﬁ’H) < 2k—[L]—1foreveryie {1,...,[T (yy,y5)|—1}.
Recall that distp(x,y)) < 2k and b = T+ (yy,yd)?,. Hence, it follows that for every
i€ {1,...,|TH(yy,yl )|}, we get that

i i1
distp (2, T (yy ,yg)?!) <2k + > <2k - [32] B 1) ’

j=1

that is, as [T (yy ,yg )| < 4k — 3,

4k—3 i1
distp(z,b7) < 2k + (4k —3)(2k — 1) — > P?W

j=1

=2k + (4k — 3)(2k — 1) — (2k — 2)(2k — 1) = 4k* — 2k + 1,

a contradiction.
That is we assume that [T+ (yo,yd)| > 4k — 2, distp (T (yo , yg)Y. T (yo »yg )Yir) =
2k — [4] for some i € {1,....,|T " (yy ,yq )| — 1}, or distp(ys, T (yo , yd )Y) > 2k.
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From Claim 20.2, for every i € {1,...,|T*(y;,yd )| — 1} there exist paths from z to y; ,
T (yo - yg)? and T (yy ,yg )?,, which share a single common vertex which is . Further,
by definition these paths have lengths at least 0, [£] + 1 and [“52] + 1 respectively.

Suppose that [T+ (yy ,yg)| > 4k — 2. We extend that path from x to y, via P[: y;]. This
path alongside those paths from x to TF (yy ,yd ) ,_3 and T (yy ,yd )4x_o describe three
paths of length at least 2k with a single common vertex z. That is G contains some Sa, 25,25
subgraph with centre x.

Suppose now that distp (T (yg,yg)Y, T (v yg )Ye1) = 2k — [4]. We extend that
path from z to y, via the path P[: y, ], that path from = to T7(y; ,yd)? via the path
PIT*(yo 90 = T*(yo »¥9 ){1] — T (yo 4o )¢y and that path from @ to T*(yg , g )¢y
via the path P[T"(yy ,yg )%, :]. We note that these three extended paths have length at
least 2k and have a single common vertex . That is G' contains some Sy, 2% 2 subgraph
with centre x.

This leaves only the case where distp(yg, T (vy ,yg)7) > 2k. Claim 20.2 also implies
that there exist paths from z to y,, yg and T (yy,ys )7 which share a single common
vertex which is z. If distp(yg, T (v ,yd )Y) > 2k, then extending the paths via P[: yy ],
Plyg : T (yy »ud)¥ — TH(yg ,yg )Y and P[T*(yg ,yg )Y, ], respectively, we obtain three
paths of length at least 2k with a single common vertex z. That is G contains some Sa, 2k 2k
subgraph with centre x. <

It follows then from Claim 20.3, that Property P1 holds.
We now also claim that the vertices by and b meet the conditions for Lemma 23 to be

applied. To see this, we first note that from Claim 20.3 we get b, , b € V(P[2k+1 : —(2k+1))).

Further, by the maximality of y; and yg, condition i) of Lemma 23 holds for ], b;. By
Claim 20.2, there exists a pair of internally disjoint paths from x to bf (via T') and another pair
of internally disjoint paths from = to y, (via Pz :y;] or ZF(x,y;)), implying condition ii)
and iii) of Lemma 23 also hold. At least one of these = to y, paths is disjoint from both
x to b paths, that is, applying Lemma 23, either y* (b ,b;) or y~ (b, b)) must exist. As
by =y, and b = T+ (yy,ud )"y, it follows that y* (b1, b]) does not exist, else TF (yo , yo )
was not maximum. That is y~ (b7, b]") must exist. We let (cF,¢f) = (a7 (b, b]),y~ (b1, b7))
By definition, ¢f € V(Ply, :]) \ {yo } and ¢/ € V(P[: b7]) \ {b7 }, that is intuitively
(x= (b, b)),y (b ,b])) cross by. We say that by is active. We highlight that Properties
P2a—d are satisfied.

We will now consider the following specific case to simplify the remainder of the base
case.

> Claim 20.4. Suppose that T~ (yo,yd) = T (yo, T (y5,yd)% ) and TF(yy,yd) =
THT (yy,yd )1, yd) and the paths ZF (T~ (v, ya )1), ZF (T* (yg , yd )1) are disjoint. Then
either G contains some Sy, o5 2 Subgraph with centre x or a T-type subgraph.

Proof. An illustration of the following is shown in Figure 13. We note that as T+ (y; ,yd) =
THT (g, vy )" 1, yd) and these are maximal, there does not exist a positive jump out of the
interval (T~ (yg 45 )% 1, T (Yo 45 )%1)- Further, as T~ (yy,y5) = T~ (y5, T (9,53 )%1)
there does not exist a negative jump out of the interval (T (v, yd )" 1, T vy, yd )’ 1)

We now claim that the vertices (T~ (g, 4 )1, T (Yo, ya )”.;) meet the criteria to apply
Lemma 23. As there is no jump out of the interval (T~ (yy,vg )% 1, TF (vy ,yd )”1), it follows
that either G' contains some Say, ar,21 subgraph with centre x or a T-type subgraph.

By Claim 20.3, we get that either G contains some Sa, ok 2k subgraph with centre = or
distp(z, T (yg ,yd)? 1) < 4k%. Symmetrically, the same holds for T~ (yy,vg )Y ,), that is,
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T’(y(?,yér)y_z TH(yo u5 )4

T (v ,v3 )" \ TH(yo ug )2
T (yo . u)T TH(yg,ud )3

ZP (T~ (o »yg 1) ZP (T (yg , yg 1)

Figure 13 Tllustration of Claim 20.4. Here T~ (y5,v3) =T (g, T (wy,vd) % 1), T vy, vd) =
T (yy , T (yy ,yd)?,) and the paths Z2 (T~ (yy ,yd)1), ZF (T (yy ,yd)1) are disjoint. The solid
green paths correspond to the odd path of T~ (y5 , ya ) and the odd path of T (y;, 7). The dashed
green paths show these extended to (z, T (y5 ,vd)¥,) and (=, T" (y5 , v )”,) paths. The solid red
paths correspond to the even path of T (y5 ,yg ) and the even path of T (y5 ,y7). The dashed red
paths show these extended to (=, T~ (y5,yd)”,) and (=, T (yy,vd)?,) paths.

T~ (o, ud) 1, T (g ,ug )Yy € V(P[2k + 1 : —(2k + 1)]). Condition i) holds by maximality
of y and y .

We note that both the odd and even paths of T+ (yy,yd ) and T~ (yy ,yg ) are internally
disjoint from the paths Z%(z,yj) and Z¥ (z,y; ) else y; or yi weren’t maximum. It follows
that we can extend the odd path of T%(y; ,ys) via the path Pz : T*(y;,yd)%] and the
even path of T (y; ,yd) via the path Z7 (x,yf) + Plyg : T (y5 , yd)5]. We note that these
are internally disjoint (z, 7% (yy ,yg )" ) paths. Note, symmetrically, we can define internally
disjoint (z, 7~ (yy ,yg )” 1) paths. It follows that condition ii) and iii) hold.

We now claim that the extended odd path of T~ (y; ,yg ) is internally disjoint from both
extended paths of T (yy ,yd ). Suppose these paths are not internally disjoint. It follows that
there exists some odd i € {1,...,|T (yy,vd)|} and j € {2,..., [T (yy ,ys )|} such that the
paths ZF (T~ (yy ,vd ):) and Z¥ (T (yy ,yg);) intersect. It follows that there exists a jump
between T~ (yy ,yg )¢ and T (yg , yo )¥ hence T (y, ,¥d )Y was not maximum. It follows
that the extended odd path of T~ (y; ,yg ) is internally disjoint from both extended paths of
T+ (yy ,yg) and so condition iv) holds. That is applying Lemma 23, we find that either G
contains some Sa, ok 2 subgraph with centre  or a T-type subgraph, thus concluding our
proof. <

Suppose that T* (yy,y5 ) € V(P[z : y5]) \ {vg }, ¢f € V(P[yo : 2]) \ {yg } and the paths
ZP (T (yy ,yd)1) and ZP(cF, ¢f) are disjoint. We note that this implies that the maximum
negative chain extension of (b, b7]) is also the maximum negative chain extension of (y; , vy )-

In this case we will reverse P, i.e. let P = (a}, . 7af7 x,ay,...,a, ) and redefine vertices
Yo s Yg s b1, b, ¢f and ¢Y based on this new path.

As the maximum negative chain extension of (y, ,yg ) is also the maximum negative chain
extension of (y5 , 7" (yg , yar )¥1), before reversing P, and bf becomes what was previously
T~ (yy,yg )" 1, when P is reversed. It follows that if, T (yy,yg)¥ € V(Plz : yd]) \ {vd }
& € V(Plyy :2)) \ {yg } and the paths ZF(T* (y; ,yg)1) and ZF(c¥,c!) are disjoint, then
the same must hold where P is reversed. More formally, that is T~ (yy , T (vy , yg )”1)% €
V(Plyg : 2]) \ {yo } and TH(T~ (45 ,55) %1, %0 )T € V(Plzryg )\ {g }-

As ZP (T~ (yy , T (yg s yd )Y )1), ZE(TH (T~ (yg ,yg )% 15 yg )1) are disjoint, it then follows
by Claim 20.4 that either G contains some Sy 2 21 subgraph with centre z or a T-type
subgraph. In both of these cases our Theorem holds.

Base case: Define the jump sequences I, I, I} with properties P3a—f.
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Recall that by is active. Note we will define the jump sequences I3, I?, I3 such that I7 is
the positive frontier, I? is the candidate and I3 is the inert frontier.

> Claim 20.5. We can define jump sequences I}, I, I} with the following properties.
Bl (IN)Y, =¢f, (I1)Z; € V(P[by : b\ {by ,b+} and by € V(P[f{: ff]) \ {fi }-

B2. The paths described by I, I, I} can be extended to z via P[ : s1], Pz : s3] and
Plx : s3] respectively. Let Dy, Dy and Dy denote these paths. Recall that for i € {1,2,3},
if Ii =[], then s{ = x and D; consists of the single vertex x. Else, s = (I})%.

B3. Let D; be the subpath of D; from z to (I¢)”,. If [I¢| = 1, then let D; = (x). The
paths Dy and D5 can both be extended to bs . We denote these extended paths by Dyt
and D™ respectively.

B4. The paths P[: by ], P[b] 3], Ple} : yi], D*, D§™ and D, are pairwise internally disjoint.

B5. The path ZZ((I})_) is disjoint from both D§* and Ds.

Proof. We first note that, if the path ZF(c?,c}) intersects either ZF (yy ,x) or Z¥(z,y7)

then the path ZF (x, cY) exists. This is a contradiction as it implies that Yo Was not maximal.

We first consider the case where ¢f € V(Plyy : yd]) \ {yd }. In this case, the path
ZP(e¥,cY) is internally disjoint from the even path of TF(yy , yd ) else T (yy ,yg )Y was not
maximal. Further, if Z(c¥,c}) is not disjoint from the odd path of T+ (yy ,yg) it may only

intersect with vertices in ZF (T* (yy ,yg)1), else again T (yy , yd )7 was not maximal.

We now further consider the following subcases based on the position of ¢¥ and T (yg , yg )%

That is, the cases of: ¢&, T+ (yy ,yg )% € V(Plx: yd)); cf,T*(yO_,ya')gf € V(Plyy : z]); or one
of ¢ and T*(yg ,yg)¥ is in V/(P[yy : «]) and the other in V(P[z : yg]). In the final of these
cases, we will also differentiate between where V(Z7 (c%,c{)) NV (ZP(T* (y5 ,yd 1)) = @
and where V(ZF(c%, i) NV (ZP (T (yy ,yd )1)) # @. Each of these cases are illustrated in
Figure 14 with Table 1 giving the specific jump sequences I{, I?, I}, paths Dy, Do, D3 and
chain extension 7' corresponding to each case.

Subcase 1. If ¢f, T (yo_,yo) € V(P[zx : yo}), let I{ = [(¢F,c))], I} =[] and I =
() Note, V(P{fE < 2D\ {1 = V(PIe! : 2])\ {e!} s0 by definition, by € V(P{f} -
A\ {fi} and so Propertles B1 and B2 hold by definition. Let Dy, Do and D3 be those
paths as defined in the claim statement.

Let T denote the jump sequence (z, ys) + T (vy,yg ). We note that T is the maximum
positive chain extension of (aj,a}). Further, 7§ = T*(yy,ys)¥ and 7Y, = b. We
extend the even path of 7' by Pz : T§]. Observe that the odd path of 7" and this extended
even path of 7' both begin with the vertex x.

We now show that these paths can be further extended such that they both end with
the vertex 7Y, recall that bf = TY,. If |T)| is odd then we obtain these (x,b]) paths by
extending the even path of 7' by P[TY, : TY ], else if |T'| is even, we extend the odd path
of T by P[TY, : T¥,]. We denote the extended odd path by D§* and the extended even
path by D{**. We note that Df“ and D™ are internally disjoint.

We note that D3 = Z(z,y7) is a subpath of D§* and D; = (z) is a subpath of D{®t.

That is, Property B3 of our claim also holds.

As T = Tt(a7,af) and TY, = b}, it follows that D™, Dg™ and Dy are internally
disjoint from each other, P[: z] and P[b] :]. Hence, Property B4 also holds. Finally, as
ZF(c%,cY) is internally disjoint from the even path of T (y, , yg ), Property B5 also holds.

Subcase 2. If ¢f, 7% (yg , 45 )T € V(Plyy : 2]), let I} = [(cf,¢})], If = [(z, 45 )] and
I3 =]. Again, by definition, Properties B1 and B2 of our claim hold.
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ZP((1})-1)

Case 3b)

ZP((I)-1)  pr(ys, gt

Case: ¢ ¢ V(Plyy,va )\ {vd }

Figure 14 An illustration of the cases of Claim 20.5. The path D; is drawn in green, D; is drawn
in solid blue and D3 is drawn in solid red. The path D{* is drawn in dashed blue and D5§™ is drawn
in dashed red. Note where a subpath is contained in both D; and D{* (likewise for D3 and D§™) a
dashed line is drawn on top of the solid line. See also Table 1 for a summary of the jump sequences
Ii, I?, I3, paths D1, Ds, D3 and chain extension T corresponding to each case.
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Let T = TH(yy,yd). If |T| = 1, then we let D" = Pz : T¥] and D$* = ZP(Ty).
Otherwise, if |T'] > 2, then we extend the even path of T’ by Pz : 7] and the odd path
of T by Plz : T¥]. In addition, if [T is odd, then we extend the even path of 7' by
P[TY, : TY,], else we extend the odd path of 7' by P[TY, : TY,]. We denote the extended
even path by D§”* and the extended odd path by D{**. We note that D{** and D£*™ are
internally disjoint (z,b]") paths.

As D3 = () is a subpath of D§* and D; = (z) is a subpath of D§*, Property B3 of our
claim also holds. Further, by definition of these paths, Property B4 also holds. Now as
ZF (%, cY) is internally disjoint from the even path of T (y, ,yq ), Property B5 holds.

Subcase 3a. Suppose one of ¢ and TF(y, ,yd )¢ is in V(P[y, : x]) and the other in
V (Pl :yg]) and V(Z" (cf, )NV (ZP (T (yg s yg )1)) # @ Let It = (T (yg ,y0 )T, 1)),
I? =[] and I{ = [(z,yd )] By definition, Properties B1 and B2 hold.

Recall that by definition ¢} minimises distp(c?,c}) and T+ (y; , yd)¥ minimises

distp (T (yg » yg )T T (yo »yg)Y)- Tt follows that f € V(P[y, : x]) and T (y; , 58 )T €
V(P : 4.

Let T = (x,y3 )+ T (yy ,yd ). The even path of T’ can be extended via the path P[z : T¥].
In addition, if |T is odd, then we extend the even path of 7' by P[TY, : TY,], else we
extend the odd path of T by P [sz : Tfl]. That is, we obtain a pair of internally disjoint
(z, bf) paths. We will denote the extended odd path by D£* and that extended even path
by D§*. Given Dj is a subpath of D§* and D; = (z) is a subpath of D{*| Property B3
of our claim also holds.

Note that ZZ (T (yy , yg )%, ¢}) is internally disjoint from both Z% (z,y, ) and ZF (2,7 ),
else y, was not maximal. Further, as ZF (T (yy ,ys )%, c}) is internally disjoint from the
even path of T (y, ,yg) it is also internally disjoint from D$*!. That is properties B4
and B5 also hold.

Subcase 3b. Again suppose one of ¢f and TF (yg , yg )3 is in V/(P[y, : z]) and the other in
V(P : yd]). We now consider the case where V(ZF (c%, )NV (ZP (T (yy ,yd 1)) = @.
Suppose first that 7% (y5,yg )7 € V(P[z : yg]) \ {vg } and ¢f € V(Plyy : z]) \ {yg }-
We recall that as V(ZF(c?,c))) N V(ZP(TH (yo ,yd)1)) = 9, TH(yg,ud )3 € V(P[zx :
v D\{yg } and ¥ € V(P[yy : z])\{yg }, we must have chosen to reverse P. That following
our observation resulting from Claim 20.4, T~ (yy, 7" (vy,vgd)”1)% € V(Plyy : zl),
THT (yg ,ud ) 1 yd )3 € V(P : yg]) and so either G contains some Soy, o1, 2% subgraph
with centre x or a T-type subgraph. In both cases this implies that our Theorem holds,
that is we assume that 7 (y;, yd )% € V(Plyy : #]) \ {yy } and ¢ € V(P : yd )\ {vd }-
Let T = (,5) + T+ it )s I = (e, )] and 12 = [(z, 5 )], T§ = T3]

We extend the even path of T' by Pz : T5]. If |T| is odd then we extend the even path
of T by P[TY, : TY,], else we extend the odd path of 7' by P[TY, : T%,]. We denote the
extended odd path by D£* and the extended even path by D{**. We note that D{** and
D$®t are internally disjoint (x, b)) paths. Given Dj is a subpath of D§™ and D; = ()
is a subpath of D{**  Property B3 of our claim also holds. Now, Property B4 holds by
definition.

Finally, Property 5 holds as Z¥(c%,¢cY) is internally disjoint from the even path of
T*(yy ,yg) and so also D§*.

In each of the subcases above, we defined 17, I, I} satisfying the properties B1-B5. Hence,
if ¢ € V(P[yy :yd]) \ {yg}, then our claim holds.

We may now assume that ¢f ¢ V(Plyg,yd )\ {vg }, that is ¢f € P[TY : Tf{i_l] \ {Tf’ﬂ} for
some i € {1,...,|T| — 1}. Let T be that chain extension resulting from Claim 20.2. Recall
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Jump sequences Paths D1, D2, D3 T

1 I =[(cf, ) Dy =Plz: cf]+ ZP(caf,cll’) T = (x,yaL)—i—TJr(ya,ySL)
17 =] Dy = (z)
B = [(z,y5)] D3 = Z"(x,y5)

2. I =[(cf, ) Dy =Plz: cf]+ ZP(cgf,cgl’) T = T+(y5,yar)
I = [(z,y5)] D2 = Z"(x,yy)
L= D3 = (z)

3a. | IT = (T (v, yd): )] | Dy = Pla: f]+Z2" (T (yg ,u)sel) | T = (@,93)+T" (w5 9)
17 =] Dy = (z)
B = [(z,y5)] D3 = Z"(x,y5)

3b. | I = [(cf,¢))] Dy = Plz: f] + Z7(cf, cY) T = (z,y5)+T" (vo , ¥0)
17 =] Dy = (z)
I} = [(,y5)] D3 = Z"(x,y5)

Table 1 A summary of Subcases 1, 2, 3a, and 3b of Claim 20.5. For each case we give the jump
sequences 11,17, I3, the paths Dy, D2, D3 and the chain extension 7. A visual depiction of these
cases can be seen in Figure 14.

that the odd and the even path of 7' can be extended to a pair of internally disjoint (z,b7])
paths, via the path Plx : T] and the paths Plz : T¥], P[TY, : TY,], if |T| > 2, and P[z : T{]
if |T| = 1. We will denote these paths by D¢** and D$”* but not yet fix which of D{** and
D§%* refers to the odd path and which refers to the even path.

From Claim 20.2, either the path P[y, : z] is internally disjoint from both D{** and
D$®t or the path ZP(y, , x) is internally disjoint from both D§** and D§*. If Ply, : ] is
internally disjoint from both D§* and D§*, then let I7 = [], else, let I? = [(yg ,z)].

If i is odd, let D{*" be that odd extended path and D§* be that even extended path.
Let I} =[T;:1<j<4i,j mod2=1]and I} = [T} :1<j <i,j mod2=0]+ (cf,c).
If i is even, let D§* be that even extended path and D§* be that odd extended path,
IB=[T;:1<j<4,j mod2=0]and I{ = [Tj:1 <7 <4i,j mod2=1]+ (c},c). By
definition Properties B1 and B2 hold. Further, the subpath of Dy to (I§)”, is also a subpath
of D¢ and D3 is a subpath of D§*, that is, Property B3 holds. As the paths D{*t D"
Dy are internally disjoint from each other and by definition also the paths P[: by ], P[b] 1],
P[c{ : y{], Property B4 also holds.

Note, the path ZF(c¥,cY) is internally disjoint from the even path of T, if i is odd,
and the odd path of T otherwise, else, T (yy ,yg )Y,, was not maximal. Z”(cf,c{) is also
disjoint from the path Dy, else T (yg ,ya' )Y was not maximal, that is Property B5 holds
thus concluding the proof of this claim. <

Let I{, I?, I be those jump sequences resulting from Claim 20.5. We let I] be the active
frontier, I? be the candidate and I be the inert frontier. We note that Property B1 implies
that |I1| > 1 and so Property P3a holds in the base case. Further, the Properties B1-B5 of
Claim 20.5 correspond to Properties P3b-f. That is the vertices b, bf and jump sequences
I}, I?) I} satisfy Properties P1, P2a-d and P3a-f, thus concluding the base case.

Inductive case

We now suppose that for some 1 < § < 6k — 1 there exist the pairs (b7 ,b7),..., (b;‘, by)
and jump sequences I} C ... C Ii for i € {1,2,3} satisfying Properties P1-P3. Let
a#b#ce{l1,2,3} be such that I¢ is the active frontier, I? is the inert frontier and I§ is
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c Yy
fa (I§11)2s
D2k+1 ... V/ S,
- 091000060 — 06—
/4 5+1 /ﬁ P—(2k+1)
Y ., +
Cs+1 ‘Y b6+1

ZP((IgH)A)

Figure 15 Here the paths D,, Dy, D. are shown in solid red, green and blue respectively. The
paths D& and D™ from x to bs,, are shown in solid gray. In the case depicted I5; is the active
frontier, If;’H is the candidate and I§,, is the inert frontier. The path Dind consists of both the

solid and dotted red paths, the path D¢ consist of the solid and dotted blue paths anf Di"¢ = Dy,

The path D¢ is that dashed gray path containing D" as a subpath and the path D¢ is that
dashed gray path containing that subpath of Di"* from z to (I§,1)",.

the candidate. We consider the case where b(’s" is active, the case where by is active follows
symmetrically. From Properties P3a and P3c we have paths D,, Dy and D, with length at
least L‘HTQJ, L‘S'g—lj and Lg] respectively. Further, combining properties P3d-f, it follows that
the paths D,, Dy, D, and P[f§ : f¢] are internally disjoint. We also assume by Property
P3d that there exist the paths D& and Dg* as described.

We will now define vertices b}, ;, by ; and construct jump sequences I}, |, I, I3, that
will again satisfy the properties. Further, I, will be the candidate and one of I§, |, I§ |
will be the active frontier, the other will be the inert frontier.

Note that Property P1 holds by the base case. We say by, ; is active and by | = by , as
b; is active, Properties P2a and P2b hold by definition. If T (by, f) exists, let bj{ﬂ =
TH(by, f§)?, else let b, = f&. Either by definition or maximality of T (by , f§), it follows
that y+ (byi1 bgﬁrl) does not exist. That is, Property P2c holds for § 4+ 1. It remains to show
that Property P2d is also satisfied.

We will now construct a pair of internally disjoint paths from x to b5++1 which we will
call, D& and D¢, D, and D, will form subpaths of D¢ and D&, respectively. Further,
the paths D& D&t Dg*t) P[: f2] and P[b;ﬁrl ;| are pairwise internally disjoint.

We first consider the case where T (by , f#) exists. By Property P3b, f¢ = y*(bs,by)
and so TF(by, f&)¥ € V(PBY : f&])\ {f¢}. Further, both the odd and the even path of
TH(by, f§) are disjoint from the paths D¢, D¢, D, Dy and D, else f¢, i.e. y*(bs, b)),
was not maximal. This implies that the path D, can be extended via P[f§ : T (b, f&)3]
and the even path of TF(by, f#) and D, can be extended via P[f§ : T*(by, f#)7] and the
odd path of T (by, f§), to obtain a pair of internally disjoint paths from z to by, ; which
are also disjoint from D¢, P[: f2] and P[bf,, :] — {b{,,}. We denote these paths by D&
and Dg“ respectively. See Figure 15 for an illustration.

If T+ (by, f¢) does not exist, then we let D& = D, and D& = D, + P[f§ : f¢]. >

Claim 20.6. If distp (b}, bj{ﬂ) > 4k% — k(453_14) + 5(5_;)“1, then G contains some Say, 2k 2k
subgraph with centre x.

Proof. Recall that there exist paths Dy, Dy and D.. We let £, denote the length of the path
D, and /. denote the length of the path D..

For every i € {1,...,|T*(bs, f&)|}, there exist paths from x to f¢, T+ (bs, f&)? and
T (by, f&)?,, which share the single common vertex . That path to f? corresponds to
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Dy. If i is even, then that path to T+ (by, f&)? is a subpath of D¢* and that path to
T+(bs, f¢)Y,, is a subpath of D, Tt follows that this path from z to T (b, f¢)? has
length at least ¢, + % and that path from z to T (by, f$)Y., has length at least £, + % + 1.
Similarly, if ¢ is odd, then that path to 77 (by, f§)? is a subpath of De*t and that path to
TH(by, f§)?,, is a subpath of De*t. These paths have length at least £ + 2l and £, + 2L
respectively.

Suppose distp (b, |, b)) > 4k* — k(453_14) + 6(5_5)“1. We now claim that at least one of
the following length or distance inequalities must hold,

T (b5, )20l > 2(2k — £c) = 1
T (b5 f5) 211 > 2(2k — La)
distp(fs, f§) > 2k — £,
distp(f§, T (bs, f)Y) > 2k — £,
i+1

distp(TH(by, f$)2, TH(bs, f$),1) > 2k — <€C + ) for some
odd i€ {1,...,[TH(by, f§)"4] — 1}, or
distp (T (bs, f5$)Y, T (by, f$)Y01) > 2k — (éa + ;) for some

evenic€ {1,...,|T"(bs, f)" ] —1}.
Assume towards a contradiction that none of the above length or distance inequalities holds.
This implies that for every i € {1,...,|T"(bs, f&)”,]},

S Z0(2k = (Ce + 5)) + 30,202k — (La + 7)), if i is odd.

dist(b, T (b5, f§)?) < disp_(ggf,T+(bg, )+ 2_12 —1—(la+3%)=
S 20(2k — (Lo +3)) + 32 ,20(2k — (ba+ 7)) + 2k — 1 — (b + 3),

if 7 is even.

Further, as [T (bs, f&)%,| < 2(2k — £.) — 1, |TT(by, f&)Y,| < 2(2k — ¢,) and b6++1 =
T*(bs, f§)Y,, it follows that,

(2(2k—£:)—2 (2(2k—2c)—2
2 2
dist(b,bf,) < Y (2k— (L +4) + (2k = (€a + 7)), and,
=0 i=0

2(2k—lq) =2
dist(bf,b5,) < > (2k— (L +4))
j=0

2(2k—£g)—2
2

, 2(2k — )
+ ;0 (2k—(€a+3))+2k—1—(€a+2>
2(2k—£g)—2 2(2k—£g)—2
= (2k = (bc+ 7)) + Z (2k — (ba +7)) — L.
j=0 j=0

By Property P3a and P3b, ¢, > L‘”TQJ > 5%1 and £, > L%J > % It follows that
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diSt(b}_7 b;;:l) < 4k* — k(45;14) + 5(573)“1 — 1, a contradiction. That is we may assume that
at least one of the length or distance conditions are met.

We will now show that in each of these cases G contains some Sy 21,21 subgraph with
centre x.

If [TH(by, f2)¥,| > 2(2k — £.) then there exist paths from z to f£, T (b5, fél)g@k—ec)—l
and T (b5 , fg)g(%—ec) which share the single common vertex . Further, that path from z to

T+ (by , fg‘)g(%fec)fl has length at least £, + w = 2k, that is, extending that path

from z to f by P[: f}] and that path from x to T (b; fg)g(%—ec) by P[T* (b, fél)g(zk—ec) ],
we obtain three paths of length at least 2k with a single common vertex x. That is G' contains
some Soy 2,21 subgraph with centre x.

Similarly, if [T (b5, f&)",] > 2(2k — £,) + 1 then there exist paths from z to f},

T+ (by , fg)g(%—fn,) and T (by, f’é‘l)g(%_ea)_|r1 which share the single common vertex z. As
that path from z to T+(bg,f§)g(2k_ga) has length at least ¢, + % = 2k, extend-
ing that path from z to f? by P[: f!] and that path from x to T+ (bj, fg”)é&zlw%Fr1 by
P[T™ (by, fg)g(%—fa)—&-l :], we obtain three paths of length at least 2k with a single common
vertex x. That is G contains some Sy 21 21 subgraph with centre x.

If distp(f§, f&) > 2k + 1 — £, then extending those paths from z to f¢, f? and f¢ via
the paths P[f¢ :], P[: f2] and P[f¢ : f¢] — {f#}, we again obtain three paths of length at
least 2k with a single common vertex . That is G contains some Soj 2 21 subgraph with
centre z. If distp(f§, T (by, f§){) > 2k + 1 — £,, then similarly extending those paths from
z to f§, f& and T (by, f&)Y via the paths P[: f2], P[f¢ : T (bs, f&)Y] — {TH(bs, f$){} and
P[T*(by, f#)Y :], we obtain three paths of length at least 2k with a single common vertex x.
That is G contains some Soy o, 21 subgraph with centre z.

Finally, suppose for some ¢ € {1,...,[T"(bs, f§)”,]| — 1}, we either have that ¢ is odd
and distp (T (by, f)!, TT(by , f8)Y,1) = 2k 41— (L. + 1) or we have that i is even and
distp (T (by , f&)!, T (by, f)Y1) = 2k +1— (€ + %). We can once again extend those
paths from  to f2, T*(by, f¢)? and T (by, f&)¥,, via the paths P[: ff], P[T*(by, f&)? :
TH(by, f§)ia] —{T* (s, f§)1,1} and P[T*(by, f§){,1 :]. Each of these paths have length
at least 2k with a single common vertex z. That is G contains some Sy, 2k 2 Subgraph with
centre x. <

It now follows from Claim 20.6, that Properties P2a—d hold for by, ; and b}'_s_l. We now claim
that the vertices by, 1, b;‘H and x meet the conditions for the application of Lemma 23.
Note that, Claim 20.6 also implies by, ,, b;—kl € V(P[2k +1: —(2k + 1)]). By maximality
of the vertices yj and y; , condition i) is satisfied. As bs = bs,,, by P3d there exist paths
D& and D from z to bs,, and by P3e these are internally disjoint, that is condition ii) is
satisfied. There also exist internally disjoint paths D& and D¢ from x to b;:l. Further,
the paths D¢, D¢* and D* are also internally disjoint, that is conditions iii) and iv) are
satisfied. Applying Lemma 23 either y*(by, ,, bLl) or y~ (by, 1, bLl) must exist. By the
¥i1, it follows that y* (b, 1, b7, ;) cannot exist and so y~ (by, 1, b5, ;) must
exist. Let (¢f, 1, ¢fy 1) = (@ (byy1:b541), 4 (byi1sbyie))-
By P2c, y~ (b5 ,b]) does not exist and by, = by. It follows that ZF(c§ ,,cf,,) is
internally disjoint from the paths Do, Dy and D, and ¢§,; € V(P[b] : b ,])\{b},}. Further,
either ¢, € V(P[bf : fED\{f¢}, ¢ty € V(PIfE - TH(by, fOID\NATT (b5, f2){} or ¢§y €
V(PIT* (b5, £ : Ty £)5 )\ T+ (by , £§)0 for some i € {1,..., [T*(by, f8)] — 1}.
Suppose that ¢§,, € V(P[by : f#]) \ {fg}. It follows that the path Z(cf ,,c}, ) is
internally disjoint from D& and Dg™ \ ZF (T (b, f&)1), else either T+ (b5, f)¥ was not
maximal or ¢§ was not minimal with respect to distance from cf. We let Ig, | = I§, I}, | =1I?

maximality of b

33



34

Colouring Graphs Without a Subdivided H-Graph: A Full Complexity Classification

and I§ = I§ + (c§,q, ¢y ). Wesay I§, , is the inert frontier, I§, , is the active frontier and
I?., is the candidate.

Suppose instead c§,, € V(P[f§ : T+(b(§, TN N\NATT (s, [T} SirIAlilarly the path
ZP(c§yq, ¢4, ) is internally disjoint from DE™ \ ZF(T*(by, f§)2) and D™, else either
T+ (by , f&)4 was not maximal or ¢§ was not minimal with respect to distance from c¢. We
let I,y = 13 + (chayocly ). Iyy = 12 amd Ig,y =I5 + (T4 (by . f9)1. T (b5 . f2))). We say
I§, | is the active frontier, I§,  is the inert frontier and I§+1 is the candidate.

Finally, suppose c¢§ , € V(P[T"(bs, f§)! : T*(bs, f§)i4]) \ T (by, f§)i,, for some
i€ {1,...,[T*(by, f§)I}. If i is odd, then the path ZF(c§ ,,cf,,) is internally disjoint
from D¢ and D™\ ZP(T*(by, f§)is1). We let I¢ | = I¢ + [TH(by, f8); : 1 <i <3, j
mod 2 = 0], I§+1 = Ig and I§, , = IS+ [T (by, f#);:1<i<j, j mod2= 1]+(c§+1,cg+1).
We say 1§, is the inert frontier, I§, , is the active frontier and I§+1 is the candidate.

If  is even, then the path Z%(cf, ,cZ, ) is internally disjoint from D™\ Z” (T (by , f§)i+1)
and Dg™. Welet I, = I§+[TH(by, f§);:1<i<j,j mod2=0]+(cf, ,ct ), I} =1}
and I§,, = I§+ [TH(by, f§); : 1 <i<j,j mod2=1]. Wesay I{, , is the active frontier,
I§_, is the inert frontier and I§+1 is the candidate.

We note given |I§, || = |I§| + 1 Property P3a holds for § + 1. Further, Property P3b
holds by definition. Let us denote those paths described by I, |, I?, |, I, | extended to
x by Plz:s§, ], Plz:s5,,] and Pz : s§, ], respectively, by Di"®, Dj"®, Dimd Note the
paths D"\ (¢, ,¢Y ) and D"\ (¢§,,, ¢, ) form subpaths of Dert and D, That is
properties P3c-f also hold and concluding inductive case.

We now assume that we have the jump sequences Iﬁlk, ng and ng~ By properties P3a-f,
there exist three paths of length at least 2k from x, each sharing only the common vertex .
That is, G contains a Saj 2,2k With centre . <

6 The Two Algorithms

We now apply Theorems 20 and 19 in order to show that COLOURING can be solved in
polynomial time for Sy i i x-subgraph-free graphs and for HLF*k_subgraph-free graphs. In
both cases we need another structural result that allows us to assume that the graphs in
the input do not contain protected fans, T-type and L-type subgraphs. We first consider
M k-FF_subgraph-free graphs.

» Lemma 24. Let (G,r) be an instance of COLOURING and let ¢,m,k > 1 be constants. We
can in polynomial time obtain a graph G’ such that:

G’ has minimum degree at least 3;

G’ contains no protected fan of order m + k + 2;

G’ contains no L-type subgraph, with respect to the bound ¢ and length m + k;

G’ can be coloured with v colours, if and only if G can;

if G is HLERF_subgraph-free, then so is G'.

Proof. Towards this we will define three operations. The first we call degree 2 vertex removal,
the second we call the fan-contraction operation and the third is the L removal operation.
We will first describe each of these operations, showing that the resulting graph can be
coloured using r colours if, and only if, the original graph could. We then also claim that
if the original graph was H:**:¥_subgraph-free then so is the resulting graph. Whenever
we refer to a L-type subgraph, it is always understood to be with respect to this pair of
constants ¢ and m + k.



T. Eagling-Vose, J. Jooken, F. Lucke, B. Martin and D. Paulusma

Degree 2 vertex removal:

If [V(G)| > 2, r > 3 and G contains some degree 2 vertex, v, then (G,r) is a yes-instance of
CoLOURING if, and only if, (G — v,7) is a yes-instance. That is we first exhaustively remove
degree 2 vertices. We highlight that the family of HL*¥**_subgraph-free graphs is closed
under vertex deletion.

Fan-contraction operation:

Suppose some @ C V(G) is a protected fan with centre vertex z and end vertices z,y. We
note if r > 4, then G can be coloured with r colours if and only if G — (Q\ {z,y, z}) can. We
let GF(Q) =G —(Q\ {,y,z}), and we call this a type 1 fan-contraction. Assume now r = 3.
If m + k4 2 is odd then z,y, z must each take different colours in every 3-colouring of G.
Let G'(Q) be the graph obtained from G by deleting the vertices Q \ {,y, z} and adding
the edge xy. That is, the vertices {z,y, 2} induce a triangle in G¥'(Q). We call this a type 2
fan-contraction. If m +k + 2 is even, then z and y must take the same colour. We let G¥'(Q)
be the graph obtained from G by replacing the vertices @ \ {z} by a new vertex w such that
N(w) = N(z) UN(y). We call this a type 3 fan-contraction. We note this operation takes
polynomial time to apply and |V (GF(Q))| < |V(G)| — 1.

> Claim 24.1. Let G'(Q) be that graph obtained from G by applying the fan-contraction
operation to some protected fan on vertices Q C V(G), with |Q| = m + k + 2. If GF(Q)
contains some H:*** subgraph then so must G.

Proof. Let z,z,y € Q denote the centre and end vertices of this fan, respectively. We let
R = (r1,...,"m+k+1) denote that path of length m + k between = and y in G[Q] — z, we
highlight that ry = 2 and rp44+1 = ¥.

Suppose G (Q) contains some HL¥** subgraph F. Let f, f’ denote the degree 3 vertices
of F, let f + M + f’ denote that path of length m between f and f’. Let f{ be that isolated
vertex in F'— (V(M)U{f, f'}) and Fy, F3, Fy denote those paths of length k — 1. For each
i€{2,3,4} and j € {1,...,k}, let f; denote the jth vertex of F;. Without loss of generality
fi and f% are adjacent to f and f; and fi are adjacent to f’. See Figure 2.

If G¥(Q) has been obtained by a type 1 fan-contraction, then ' C G and so G contains
HLk*F as a subgraph. Likewise, if GF(Q) has been obtained via a type 2 operation but
the edge xy ¢ E(F) or if G¥(Q) has been obtained via a type 3 operation but that vertex
w € V(GF(Q)) \ V(G) is not in F, then F C G. That is in each case we find HL¥** as a
subgraph. We are now left with two cases: G¥(Q) has been obtained via a type 2 operation
and F contains the edge ry or GF(Q) has been obtained via a type 3 operation F contains
that new vertex w ¢ V(G).

Suppose G¥'(Q) has been obtained via a type 2 fan-contraction. If both 2,y € V(F)\ M,
then without loss of generality either x = f and y € {f], f2}; or # = f" and y € {f}, fi};
or r = f; and y = f;_H, for some ¢ € {2,3,4}, j € {1,...,k — 1}. Let F’ be that graph
obtained by replacing the edge zy € E(F) by the path (r1,...,"m4k+1). Note, F’ contains
HLkF* as a subgraph and F’ C G, that is G contains HL¥** as a subgraph.

We now assume that at least one of x or y € M. Recall that the case where (z,y) ¢ E(F)
was covered previously, that is we assume that x and y appear consecutively in the path
(f)+ M + (f"). Without loss of generality, distp(z, f') < distp(y, f') and distp(x, f') = 1,
for some ¢ € {0,...,m — 1}. Let F’ be that graph obtained from F by replacing the edge
2y € E(F) by the path (r1,...,7m1k+1) and adding the edges 27, —;11 and 27, 15—;. We
note that distg(f, 7m—ix1) = m, distp(f, rmak—i) =m and F/ C G. We now claim that F’
contains HL¥** as a subgraph. If z ¢ V(M1 :i—1]) U F3 U Fy U {f'}, then F’ contains

HLk** as a subgraph with degree 3 vertices f’, 7, _it1, a path of length 1 via the edge
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Yy T"m+k—i Tm—it+1 x

Figure 16 An illustration of the graph F’ from Claim 24.1, where G¥ (Q) has been obtained via
a type 2 fan-contraction and z € V(F3). That H},*** subgraph of F’ is highlighted in blue.

2rm—it1 and paths of length k via Rim —i+1:m+k—i+ 1], f/+ F3 and f' + Fy. If
z€V(M[1:i—1])UF3UF,U{f’}, then we note there exists some path Z of length at least
k—1 from z in F[V(M[1:i—1]) U F3U Fy U {f’}]. Tt follows that F”’ contains H.*"** as
a subgraph with degree 3 vertices f and 7,41, a path of length 1 via the edge ff{ and
paths of length k via f + Fy, f'+ Rlm+k— (i+ 1) : m —i], and f' + Z. See Figure 16
for an illustration where z € V(F3). That is, if G(Q) has been obtained via a type 2
fan-contraction then our claim holds.

The case where G¥'(Q) has been obtained via a type 3 fan-contraction follows similarly.
Recall that we may assume that F contains some vertex w ¢ V(G), else F is also a
subgraph of G. Further, N(w) = N(z) U N(y), meaning if either N(w) NV (F) C N(z) or
N(w)NV(F) C N(x), then F is again a subgraph of G. That is G contains H.*** as a
subgraph. We therefore assume that there is some pair #/, 7 such that ' € N(z) NV (F) and
e Nx)NV(F). fwé¢ V(M)U{f, f'}, then let F’ be that graph obtained by replacing
the path (r/,w,r”) C F by the path (r',r1,...,7mirs1,7"). Note, F’ contains HLF*E as a
subgraph and F’ C G, that is G contains H*** as a subgraph.

Ifw e V(M)U{f, f'}, then dist g (w, f') = i for some i € {0,...,m}. Let F’ be that graph
obtained from F by replacing the vertex w with the path (r1,...,7m+r+1) and adding the
edges 2r;,—i+1 and 27,1 k41—i- Note that dist(f’, rm—ir1) = m, dist(f, 7mir+1—:) = m and
FICG Ifz¢ V(M[1:i—1))UF3UF,U{f'}, then F’ contains HL*** ag a subgraph with
degree 3 vertices f’ and 7,,_;11, a path of length 1 via the edge 2r,,—_;+1 and paths of length &k
via Rim—i+1:m+k—i+1], F5,and Fy. If z € V(M[1 : i —1))UF3UF,U{f'}, then we note
there exists some path Z of length at least k — 1 from z in F[V(MI1:i—1])UF3UF,U{f'}].
It follows that F’ contains HL;*** as a subgraph with degree 3 vertices f and 7,4 k114, @
path of length 1 via the edge ffi and paths of length k via f+ Fs, Rim+k+1—i:m+1—i],
and Tm+k4+1—i T Z. <

L removal operation:

Suppose there is some C' C V(G) such that G[C] is a minimal L-type subgraph. By Lemma 8,
G[C U S] has treedepth at most 3k + 2. That is, by Courcelle’s theorem [4] we can decide,
in polynomial time, if G[C' U S] can be coloured using r colours. If not, then (G,r) is a
no-instance of COLOURING. Assume now G[C' U S] can be coloured using r colours.

Let S = {u,v}. We branch on the two non-isomorphic colourings of u and v. For each
branch, we consider the PRECOLOURING EXTENSION problem on the graph G[C' U {u, v}],
with precoloured vertices u and v. Since td(G[C U u,v]) < 3k + 2, it follows from [11], who
showed that even the more general problem LisST COLOURING is polynomial-time solvable
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on graphs of bounded treewidth, that each branch can be processed in polynomial time.

If there is both a proper colouring where u, v are coloured the same and where they are
different, then G can be coloured with r colours if and only if, G — C' can be coloured. Let
GT(C U{u,v}) = G — C. This is again a type 1 L-removal operation.

If there is only a proper colouring of G[C' U {u,v}] where u,v are coloured differently,
then let GT(C U {u,v}) be the graph obtained from G by removing the vertices of C' and
adding the edge uv. We call this a type 2 operation. The remaining case is were u and v
must take the same colour in every colouring of G[C' U S]. Let GT(C U S) be the graph
obtained from G by removing the vertices of C' U {u,v} and adding a new vertex w such
that N(w) = N(u) U N(v). We call this a type 3 operation. Note, G can be coloured using r
colours if, and only if, GT(C U S) can be coloured using r colours.

> Claim 24.2. Let GT(C U S) be that graph obtained from G by applying the L removal
operation to minimal L-type subgraph G[C] with a witness set S = {u,v}. If GT(C U S)
contains some H:*** subgraph then so must G.

Proof. in Note that G (C U S) has been obtained via either a type 1, 2, 3 operation. If
it was a type 1 operation, then G7(C U S) is a subgraph of G, that is our claim holds by
definition. We therefore assume that GT(C U S) has been obtained via either an operation
of type 2 or 3.

By definition, for some ¢ > m + k + 1, there is some induced path R = (r1,...,7y)
where u = r; and v = ry in G[C U S]. Further, u and v have at least 2 neighbours
in CUS. As G has minimum degree at least 3 and N(C) \ C = {u,v}, for every i €
{1,...,£}, r; has some neighbour in C'\ V(R) which we will denote by z;. We highlight that
{21,.. ., 24 NV(GT(CUS)) =02.

Suppose GT(C' U S) contains some H..*** subgraph F. Let f, f’ denote the degree 3
vertices of F, let f + M + f’ denote that path of length m between f and f’. Let fi be that

isolated vertex in F — (V(M) U{f, f'}) and Fy, F3, Fy denote those paths of length k — 1.

For each i € {2,3,4} and j € {1,...,k}, let f; denote the jth vertex of F;. Without loss of
generality f{ and f? are adjacent to f and f; and f{ are adjacent to f’. See Figure 2.

If GT(C U S) has been obtained via a type 2 operation but the edge uv ¢ E(F), then
F C G. Likewise, if GT(C U S) has been obtained via a type 3 operation but that vertex
weV(GT(CUS))\V(G) is not in F, then F C G.

If GT(C U S) has been obtained via a type 2 operation, let F’ be that graph obtained
from F by replacing the edge uv with the path R. If GT(C U S) has been obtained via a
type 3 operation, let F’ be that graph obtained from F by replacing the vertex w with the
path R. Note in each case F' C G. If u,v,w € V(F)\ M, then F’ and so also G contains
HLEFF as a subgraph.

Suppose now that at least one of u, v or w € M. If GT(C U S) has been obtained via a
type 2 operation, without loss of generality distp(u, f') < distp(v, f) and distp(u, f') =i
for some i € {0,...,m — 1}. If the operation had type 3, then distp(w, f') = 4 for some
1 € {0,...,m}. Let F’ be that graph obtained from F' by replacing the edge uwv € E(F)
or vertex x by the path (r1,...,7n+k+1) and adding the edge zp—it17m—i+1. We note
that distg(f’,7m_i+1) = m. Now F’ contains HL*** as a subgraph with degree 3 vertices
f', rm_iv1, a path of length 1 via the edge 2y _i117m—_sr1 and paths of length k via
Rm—i+1:m+k—i+1], f'+ F5 and f' + Fy. <

We have now shown that, after applying one of these operations, we obtain a resulting graph
which can be coloured using r colours if, and only if, the original graph could. Further, if

the original graph was HL**¥_subgraph-free then so is the resulting graph. We will now
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show how these operations can be applied to obtain that graph G’ described in the theorem
statement.

We first, in polynomial time, exhaustively apply the degree 2 removal operation to obtain
a graph with minimum degree at least 3. Further, in polynomial time, for every @ C V(G)
of size m + k + 2 we can decide if G[Q)] is a protected fan in G. If G[Q)] is a protected fan we
can construct a graph GT'(Q), such that [V(GF(Q))| < |[V(G)|, (GF(Q),r) is a yes-instance
of COLOURING if, and only if, (G,r) is. Further, if G is HL***_subgraph-free, then so is
GF(Q).

Likewise, in polynomial time, for every S C V(G), such that |S| < 2, we can decide if S is
the witness set for some minimal L-type subgraph. If so we can construct a graph G*(C'U S)
such that |GT(C'US)| < [V(GQ)], (GT(C U S),r) is a yes-instance of COLOURING if and only
if (G,r) is and if G is HL***_subgraph-free, then so is GT(C U 9).

We will first apply the degree 2 removal operation. We will then alternate between
exhaustively applying the fan contraction operation and applying the L removal operation.
After each application of either the fan contraction operation or the L removal operation
we again remove any degree 2 vertices. Doing this exhaustively, we obtain a graph G’ such
that G’ contains no protected fan of order m + k + 2, G’ contains L-type subgraph, G’ can
be coloured with 7 colours, if and only if G can, and if G is HL¥**-subgraph-free, then so
is G'. <

Given an instance (G,r) of COLOURING, we now apply Lemma 24 and obtain a modified
instance (G’,r). By Theorem 19, the treedepth of G’ is bounded by a constant and since
COLOURING is polynomial-time solvable for graphs of bounded treewidth [15] and therefore
also graphs of bounded treedepth we obtain the following.

» Theorem 25. COLOURING is solvable in polynomial time for HLK-®*_subgraph-free graphs,
for allm,k > 1.

Proof. Let (G,7) be an instance of COLOURING, where G is a H.:***_subgraph-free graph.
We apply Lemma 24 and obtain in polynomial time an instance (G’,r) of COLOURING such
that G’ has minimum degree at least 3; G’ contains no protected fan of order m + k + 2; and
G’ contains no L-type subgraph, with treedepth bound (4k — 3)(8k% — 6k + 2m + 8) — 1 and
length bound m + k. Further, G’ can be coloured with 7 colours, if and only if G' can and as
G is HL.F**_subgraph-free, then so is G'.

By Theorem 19, the treedepth of G’ is bounded by a constant. As COLOURING is
polynomial-time solvable for graphs of bounded treewidth [15] and therefore also graphs of
bounded treedepth the theorem follows. |

We continue with the application of Theorem 20 to solve COLOURING on Sy . i ,-subgraph-free
graphs. In order to apply Theorem 20 to obtain a polynomial-time algorithm for COLOURING,
we first show a last structural result.

We prove two more lemmas.

» Lemma 26. Let G be a graph and ¢,k > 1. Suppose there is some C C V(G) such that
G[C] is a minimal T-type subgraph with respect to ¢ and with some witness set S of size 2.
Let G’ be the graph obtained from G by removing the vertices of C' and adding an edge between
the two vertices of S. If G is S1, k. k-subgraph-free then so is the graph G'.

Proof. We will prove the contrapositive. Let S = {u,v}. Suppose there is some F C G’
such that F' is isomorphic to S1 . k.x, then we claim G must also contain some subgraph
isomorphic to Si k. Let f denote the degree 4 vertex of F. Let f| be that vertex lying
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on the branch of length 1 and for each i € {2,3,4} and j € {1,...,k}, let f; denote the jth
vertex along the ith branch, see Figure 17.

By definition of a T-type subgraph, we have that |N(u) N (C U {u,v})|,|N(v) N (C'U
{u,v})| > 2. Let v/, u” be two neighbours of u in C U{u,v} and let v, v be two neighbours
of v in C'U{u,v}. Note, if u and v are not connected in G[C U {u,v}] then there is some
C’ C C such that v,v" ¢ C" and G[C'] is a T-type subgraph with witness set {u}. By
assumption G[C] is minimal, that is without loss of generality there is a path from u to v
via u”,v" and vertices in C. We denote this path by P% = (u,u”,...,v",v).

If (u,v) ¢ E(F) then F is a subgraph of G, that is, G contains a subgraph isomorphic
to S1.k.kk- Let F' be the graph obtained from F by replacing the edge uv by the path PC.
Given the vertices of P¢ — {u,v} do not appear in G’, F' is (possibly the supergraph of)
some S i k., subgraph in G. <

4 4
A SO O S
[ ] o

|
....f.

@ @ { ]
S B R U R R S

Figure 17 An illustration of Si, 4,44 with the corresponding vertex names.

» Lemma 27. Let G be a graph and ¢,k > 1. Suppose there is some C C V(G) such that
G[C] is a minimal T-type subgraph with respect to ¢ and with some witness set S of size 2.
Let G’ be the graph obtained from G by removing the vertices of C U S and adding a new
vertex w such that N(w) = N(S). If G is S1, k. k-subgraph-free then so is the graph G'.

Proof. We will prove the contrapositive. Let S = {u,v}. Suppose there is some F C G’
such that F' is isomorphic to Si .k %, then we claim G must also contain some subgraph
isomorphic to S1 .k k. Let f denote the degree 4 vertex of F'. Let fi be that vertex lying
on the branch of length 1 and for each i € {2,3,4} and j € {1,...,k}, let f; denote the jth
vertex along the ith branch, see Figure 17.

By definition of a T-type subgraph, |N(u) N (C U {u,v})|,|N(v) N (CU{u,v})| > 2 holds.

Let u/,u” be two neighbours of u in C U {u,v} and let v',v” be two neighbours of v in
C U{u,v}. Note, if u and v are not connected in G[C U {u,v}] then there is some C' C C
such that v,v’ ¢ C’" and G[C'] is a T-type-subgraph with witness set {u}. By assumption
G[C] is minimal, that is, without loss of generality, there is a path from u to v via u”, v”
and vertices in C. We denote this path by P¢ = (u,u”,...,v",v).

If w ¢ V(F), then F is a subgraph of G and so G contains a subgraph isomorphic to

Sik k- Ifw# f, then either w = f or w = f} for some i € {2,3,4} and j € {1,...,k}.

Recall there exists the path P¢ C G with V(PC)NV(G’) = @. Let F’ be the graph obtained
by replacing the vertex w with the path P¢. Now F’ is (possibly the supergraph of) some
S1,k,k,k subgraph in G. Suppose now w = f.

It follows that either u or v is adjacent to at least 2 of f2, f7, fi in G. Without loss of
generality, say v is adjacent to f; and fi. If v is also adjacent to fZ in G, then replacing
the vertex f{ by v” in F we find a S1,k,k,k subgraph in G. From this, we assume that v is
not adjacent to f? and so u must be adjacent to f2. Let PC be a shortest path from u to v
in G[V(C) U {u,v}]. Note P¢ cannot contain both ' and v else there is a shorter path
containing only one of them. Without loss of generality, we may assume that PP does not
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contain v’. Let F’ be the graph obtained by replacing the edge wfZ by the path PC and
the edge wf] by the edge vv’. Once again F” is (possibly the supergraph of) some S k. j x
subgraph in G. <

Using the previous two lemmas we can now show the following lemma.

» Lemma 28. Let (G,r) be an instance of COLOURING and let ¢,k > 1 be constants. We
can in polynomial time obtain a graph G' such that:

G’ contains no T-type subgraph (with respect to c);

G’ can be coloured with r colours, if and only if G can;

if G is S1,k k k-subgraph-free, then so is G'.

Proof. Each of our T-type subgraphs will be with respect to the constant c. We now define
a T removal operation as follows. Suppose G contains some set C' C V(G) such that G[C] is
a minimal T-type subgraph with witness set S. By Lemma 8, td(G[C' U S]) < 3k + 2. We
branch on the (at most) two non-isomorphic colourings of S. For each branch, we consider
the precolouring extension problem on the graph G[C U S|, with the set S of precoloured
vertices. Since td(G[C U S]) < 3k + 2, we can use the result of [11] again to process each
branch in polynomial time.

If there is no proper r-colouring of G[C U S], then (G, ) is a no-instance of COLOURING
and so we return no. Assume now G[C' U S| can be coloured using r colours. If |S| = 1, then
G can be coloured using 7 colours, if, and only if, both G[C U S] and G — C' can be coloured
using 7. Let GT(CUS) =G —C. As |[N(S)NC| > 2, we get that |V(GT(CUS))| < [V(G)|.
In addition, if G is 1k k k-subgraph-free then so is GT(C U S).

That is, we now assume that |S| = 2. Let S = {u,v}. If there is both a proper colouring
where u, v are coloured the same and where they are different, then G can be coloured with
r colours if and only if, G — C can be coloured. Let GT(C' U {u,v}) = G — C. As the class
of S1 i,k k-subgraph-free graphs is closed under vertex deletion, if G' is Sy j i k-subgraph-free,
then so is GT(C U {u,v}). If there is only a proper colouring of G[C' U {u,v}] where u,v
are coloured differently, then let GT(C' U {u,v}) be the graph obtained from G by removing
the vertices of C' and adding the edge wv. It follows from Lemma 26, that if G is Sy k k k-
subgraph-free then so is GT (CUS). As [N(S)NC| > 2, we get that |[V(GT(CUS))| < |[V(G)|.
The remaining case is where u and v must take the same colour in every colouring of G[C'US].
Let GT(CUS) be the graph obtained from G by removing the vertices of C' and adding a new
vertex w such that N(w) = N(u)UN (v). Now, G can be coloured using r colours if, and only
if, GT(C' U S) can be coloured using r colours. As [N(S)NC| > 2, [V(GT(CuUS8))| < [V(G)|.
Further, from Lemma 27, if G is 1y x-subgraph-free then so is GT(C' U S).

In polynomial time, for every S C V(G), such that |S| < 2, we can decide if S is the
witness set for some minimal T-type subgraph. If so we can construct a graph G (C' U S)
such that |GT(C U S)| < |[V(G)| and (GT(C U S),7) is a yes-instance of COLOURING if, and
only if, (G,r) is. Applying this operation exhaustively, we obtain a graph G’ such that G’
contains no T-type subgraph, G’ can be coloured with r colours, if and only if G' can and if
G is S1 k. k-subgraph-free, then so is G'. <

Given an instance (G,r) of COLOURING, we now apply Lemma 28 and obtain a modified
instance (G’,r). We may assume by [14] that G’ contains no bridges and further by [1]
that G’ contains some degree 4 vertex. By Theorem 20, the treedepth of G’ is bounded
by a constant and since COLOURING is polynomial-time solvable for graphs of bounded
treewidth [15] and therefore also graphs of bounded treedepth we obtain the following.
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» Theorem 29. COLOURING is solvable in polynomial time for Sy j i i-subgraph-free graphs,
for all k > 1.

Proof. Let (G, r) be an instance of COLOURING, where G is a S1 i k x-subgraph-free graph.

We apply Lemma 28 and obtain in polynomial time an instance (G’,r) of COLOURING such
that G’ contains no T-type subgraph with treedepth bound 16(2k — 1)(k — 1), and G’ is
S1 k. k k-subgraph-free. Further, G’ can be coloured using r colours if, and only if, G can
be coloured using r colours. In [14], it was shown that the graph obtained from G’ by

deleting all bridges can be coloured using r if, and only if G’ can be coloured using r colours.

That is, we assume that G’ contains no bridges. If G’ has maximum degree at most 3, by
Brooks’ Theorem [1], we solve COLOURING in polynomial time. That is we assume that
G’ contains some degree 4 vertex. Hence, from Theorem 20, as G’ is Sy i i k-subgraph-free,
td(G) < 8(Tk3 + 15k — 4 4 3)? + 6. As COLOURING is polynomial-time solvable for graphs
of bounded treewidth [15] and therefore also for graphs of bounded treedepth the theorem
follows. <

7  Wider Applicability of Our Techniques

Our main structural results, Theorems 19 and 20, can applied to other problems, as we
explain below.

Set of Conditions I. Let II be a problem that is polynomial-time solvable for graphs of
bounded treedepth. If, for every k,m > 1, there exist constants ¢, £ such that we are able to
preprocess the input graph in polynomial time to a polynomial number of smaller graphs
of minimum degree at least 3 that contains neither a large protected fan nor an L-type
subgraph with length bound ¢ and treedepth bound ¢, then II is polynomial-time solvable on
HLk-**_subgraph-free graphs for all k,m > 1.

Set of Conditions II. Let 11 be a problem that is polynomial-time solvable for both subcubic
graphs and graphs of bounded treedepth. If, for every k > 1, there exists a constant ¢ such
that we are able to preprocess the input graph in polynomial time to a polynomial number
of smaller graphs that each contain some vertex of degree at least 4 but neither contain a
proper bridge nor a T-type subgraph with treedepth bound ¢, then II is polynomial-time
solvable for Sy i i k-subgraph-free graphs for all k£ > 1.

We note that if a problem satisfies the above two sets of conditions then the algorithm

of [14] can be applied directly to obtain an algorithm for Sj i, ,-subgraph-free graphs.

Conversely, the above two sets of conditions are not satisfied by every problem considered
in [14]: MATcHING CUT is NP-complete for bipartite graphs in which one partition class has
maximum degree 2 [21] and thus on (Hy, Hs, Hs, . ..)-subgraph-free graphs. It is still open
whether the polynomial-time result for Sy ; ;. .-subgraph-free graphs for MATCHING CUT
from [14] can be generalized to Si g k-subgraph-free graphs. This is in contrast to a related
problem: STABLE CuUT, which we recall is the problem of deciding if a connected graph G
has an independent set I such that G — I is disconnected. Below we apply our techniques to
show the same results for STABLE CUT as we did for COLOURING:

» Theorem 30. STABLE CUT is solvable in polynomial time for HLF-*:k

for all k,m > 1, and for S1 i i k-subgraph-free graphs for all k > 1.

-subgraph-free graphs

Proof. Suppose first that G contains some cutset S of size at most 2. Note that we can find
such a cutset in polynomial time by iterating over all possible sets. If either S has size 1
or G[S] consists of a pair of non-adjacent vertices, then G contains a stable cut. Suppose
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now G[S] consists of two adjacent vertices. As S is a clique, it was shown by Le, Mosca and
Miiller [17] that G has a stable cutset if and only if there is some connected component G[C)|
of G — S such that G[C U S] has a stable cutset. We therefore consider each such connected
component of G — S in turn.

That is, we now assume that G does not contain any cutset with size at most 2. Note
this implies that G has minimum degree at least 3 as the neighbourhood of any vertex with
degree at most 2 is a cutset with size at most 2. Further, we may assume G does not contain
a bridge, a T-type subgraph or an L-type subgraph (for any treedepth and length bounds),
since again this would give a cutset of size at most 2.

Suppose G is S,k k-subgraph-free. As STABLE CUT is polynomial-time solvable for
graphs with maximum degree at most 3 [3], we assume that G contains some vertex with
degree at least 4. As G is bridgeless, contains no T-type subgraph and is Sy i x x-subgraph-
free, by Theorem 20, G has treedepth less than 2(7k® 4+ 15k% — 2£ +3)2 +-6. As STABLE CUT
is readily seen to be definable in monadic second-order logic, it is polynomial-time solvable
on graphs of bounded treewidth due to Courcelle’s Theorem [4], and therefore also for graphs
of bounded treedepth. Hence, we can decide if G contains a stable cut in polynomial time.

Suppose now G is HL.***_subgraph-free. Recall that G has minimum degree at least 3
and no L-type subgraph. Suppose G contains some protected fan with vertex set F, centre z
and ends z and y. For every vertex v € F'\ {x,y,z}, N(v) C F and so v is not contained in
any minimal stable cut of G. It follows that v can be deleted from G. We note that the class
of HL.F**_subgraph-free graphs is closed under vertex deletion. We exhaustively delete such
vertices to obtain a graph G’ such that G’ contains no protected fan (of size at least 3). It
now follows from Theorem 19 that G’ has treedepth bounded by some constant. Hence, we
can apply Courcelle’s Theorem [4] again to decide in polynomial time if G’ contains a stable
cut. This concludes the proof of the theorem. |

8 Conclusions

In contrast to H-free graphs [16] and H-minor-free graphs (see e.g. [13]), for which COLOURING
is fully classified, even formulating a dichotomy for H-subgraph-free graphs is still challenging.
However, our new dichotomies for COLOURING and STABLE CUT, being the first of their
kind, open up the way for further progress for many graph problems. In this section we will
summarize our findings and explore some new directions.

We proved that COLOURING on H-subgraph-free graphs is polynomial-time solvable on
HL.k*k_gubgraph-free graphs for all k,m > 1 and on Sy j x x-subgraph-free graphs for all
k > 1. Combining these results with known NP-completeness results yields a complete
complexity classification of COLOURING on H-subgraph-free graphs whenever H is a sub-
divided Hy or a subdivided H;. As mentioned in Section 1, combining our new results with
known results leaves open the cases where

(i) H is a tree of maximum degree 4 with exactly one vertex of degree 4 and at least one
vertex of degree 3; or

(ii) H is a subcubic tree with at least three vertices of degree 3.

Some graphs H of type (i) and (ii) are covered by existing NP-completeness results for smaller
graphs H’ (e.g. when H contains an Ss 2 2 2). Nevertheless, there still exist exactly four open
cases of graphs H on eight vertices, three of type (i) and one of type (ii); see Figure 18. Our
structural analysis does not apply to these four open cases and new ideas are needed. In fact,
even the case when H is the 7-vertex graph obtained from H; by adding a pendant vertex
to one of the degree-3 vertices is not covered by our new technique. Indeed, there exists



T. Eagling-Vose, J. Jooken, F. Lucke, B. Martin and D. Paulusma

Figure 18 The four open cases of graphs H on eight vertices.

a family of H-subgraph-free graphs demonstrating that a modified Theorem 19, where Hj;

is replaced by H does not hold. Likewise, a modified of Theorem 20 with S j  » replaced

by H also does not hold. This case, which is of type (i), is shown to be polynomial-time

solvable in [9] by a rather involved tailor-made algorithm. Studying the proof technique in

more detail would be a natural starting point.

Finally, as future work we propose to investigate in a systematic way which other graph

problems satisfy the sets of conditions specified in Section 7. In particular, we ask whether

MATCHING CUT is polynomial-time solvable for S} j, i r-subgraph-free graphs for every k > 1.
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