arXiv:2001.08860v2 [math.CO] 2 Jul 2020

Notes on Graph Product Structure Theory^�

Zdeněk Dvořák^§ Tony Huynh^– Gwenaël Joret^z Chun-Hung Liu^y David R. Wood^–

July 7, 2020

Abstract

It was recently proved that every planar graph is a subgraph of the strong product of a path and a graph with bounded treewidth. This paper surveys generalisations of this result for graphs on surfaces, minor-closed classes, various non-minor-closed classes, and graph classes with polynomial growth. We then explore how graph product structure might be applicable to more broadly deøned graph classes. In particular, we characterise when a graph class deøned by a cartesian or strong product has bounded or polynomial expansion. We then explore graph product structure theorems for various geometrically deøned graph classes, and present several open problems.

1 Introduction

Studying the structure of graphs is a fundamental topic of broad interest in combinatorial mathematics. At the forefront of this study is the Graph Minor Theorem of Robertson and Seymour [46], described by Diestel [8] as “among the deepest theorems mathematics has to offer”. At the heart of the proof of this theorem is the Graph Minor Structure Theorem, which shows that any graph in a minor-closed family^1 can be constructed using four ingredients: graphs on surfaces, vortices, apex vertices, and clique-sums. Graphs of bounded genus, and in particular planar graphs are basic building blocks in graph minor structure theory. Indeed, the theory says nothing about the structure of planar graphs.

§Charles University, Prague, Czech Republic (rakdver@iuuk.mff.cuni.cz). Supported by project 17- 04611S (Ramsey-like aspects of graph coloring) of Czech Science Foundation.

–School of Mathematics, Monash University, Melbourne, Australia (–Tony.Huynh2, david.wood˝@monash.edu). Research supported by the Australian Research Council.

zDépartement d’Informatique, Université libre de Bruxelles, Brussels, Belgium (gjoret@ulb.ac.be). Research supported by the Wallonia-Brussels Federation of Belgium, and by the Australian Research Council._y

Department of Mathematics, Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas, USA (chliu@math.tamu.edu). Partially supported by the NSF under Grant No. DMS-1929851.

�This research was initiated at the MATRIX research program “Structural Graph Theory Downunder”, November 2019 (https://www.matrix-inst.org.au/events/structural-graph-theory-downunder/).

1A graph H is a minor of a graph G if a graph isomorphic to H can be obtained from a subgraph of G by contracting edges. A class of graphs G is minor-closed if for every graph G 2 G every minor of G is in G, and some graph is not in G. A graph G is H-minor-free if H is not a minor of G.

So it is natural to ask whether planar graphs can be described in terms of some simpler graph classes. In a recent breakthrough, Dujmović, Joret, Micek, Morin, Ueckerdt, and Wood [15] provided an answer to this question by showing that every planar graph is a subgraph of the strong product^2 of a graph of bounded treewidth^3 and a path.

Theorem 1 ([15]). Every planar graph is a subgraph of:

(a) H � P for some graph H of treewidth at most 8 and for some path P ; (b) H � P � K_3 for some graph H of treewidth at most 3 and for some path P .

This graph product structure theorem is attractive since it describes planar graphs in terms of graphs of bounded treewidth, which are considered much simpler than planar graphs. For example, many NP-complete problem remain NP-complete on planar graphs but are polynomial-time solvable on graphs of bounded treewidth.

Despite being only 10 months old, Theorem 1 is already having significant impact. Indeed, it has been used to solve two major open problems and make additional progress on two other longstanding problems:

ffl Dujmović et al. [15] use Theorem 1 to show that planar graphs have queue layouts with a bounded number of queues, solving a 27 year old problem of Heath, Leighton, and Rosenberg [32].

ffl Dujmović, Eppstein, Joret, Morin, and Wood [12] use Theorem 1 to show that planar graphs can be nonrepetitively coloured with a bounded number of colours, solving a 17 year old problem of Alon, Grytczuk, Hałuszczak, and Riordan [1].

ffl Dębski, Felsner, Micek, and Schröder [10] use Theorem 1 to prove the best known results on p-centred colourings of planar graphs, reducing the bound from O(p^{19}) to O(p^3 log p).

ffl Bonamy, Gavoille, and Pilipczuk [5] use Theorem 1 to give more compact graph encodings of planar graphs. In graph-theoretic terms, this implies the existence of a graph with n^{4=3+o(1)} vertices that contains each planar graph with at most n vertices as an induced subgraph, This work improves a sequence of results that goes back 27 years to the introduction of implicit labelling schemes by Kannan, Naor, and Rudich [33].

The first goal of this paper is to introduce several product structure theorems that have been recently established, most of which generalise Theorem 1. First Section 2 considers

2The cartesian product of graphs A and B, denoted by A�B, is the graph with vertex set V (A) � V (B), where distinct vertices (v ; x); (w ; y ) 2 V (A) � V (B) are adjacent if: v = w and xy 2 E(B); or x = y and v w 2 E(A). The strong product of graphs A and B, denoted by A � B, is the graph with vertex set V (A) � V (B), where distinct vertices (v ; x); (w ; y ) 2 V (A) � V (B) are adjacent if: v = w and xy 2 E(B); or x = y and v w 2 E(A); or v w 2 E(A) and xy 2 E(B). If X is a subgraph of A�B, then the projection of X into A is the set of vertices v 2 V (A) such that (v ; w ) 2 V (X) for some w 2 V (B).

3A tree decomposition of a graph G is a collection (Bx ` V (G) : x 2 V (T )) of subsets of V (G) (called bags) indexed by the nodes of a tree T , such that (i) for every edge uv 2 E(G), some bag Bx contains both u and v , and (ii) for every vertex v 2 V (G), the set fx 2 V (T ) : v 2 Bx g induces a non-empty (connected) subtree of T . The width of a tree decomposition is the size of the largest bag minus 1. The treewidth of a graph G, denoted by tw(G), is the minimum width of a tree decomposition of G. See [3, 4, 31, 44, 45] for surveys on treewidth. A path decomposition is a tree decomposition where the underlying tree is a path. The pathwidth of a graph G, denoted by pw(G), is the minimum width of a path decomposition of G.

minor-closed classes. Then Section 3 considers several examples of non-minor-closed classes. Section 4 introduces the notion of graph classes with polynomial growth and their characterisation in terms of strong products of paths due to Krauthgamer and Lee [35]. We prove an extension of this result for strong products of graphs of given pathwidth.

The remaining sections explore how graph product structure might be applicable to more broadly defined graph classes. The following definition by Nešetřil and Ossona de Mendez [39] provides a setting for this study^4. A graph class G has bounded expansion with expansion function f : Z^+ ! R if, for every graph G 2 G and for all disjoint subgraphs B_1; : : : ; B_t of radius at most r in G, every subgraph of the graph obtained from G by contracting each B_i into a vertex has average degree at most f (r). When f (r) is a constant, G is contained in a proper minor-closed class. As f (r) is allowed to grow with r we obtain larger and larger graph classes. A graph class G has linear expansion if G has bounded expansion with an expansion function in O(r). A graph class G has polynomial expansion if G has bounded expansion with an expansion function in O(r^c ), for some constant c.

We characterise when a graph class defined by a cartesian or strong product has bounded or polynomial expansion. For ? 2 f�; �g and for hereditary^5 graph classes G_1 and G_2, let

G_1 ? G_2 := fG : G ` G_1 ? G_2; G_1 2 G_1; G_2 2 G_2g:

Note that G_1 ? G_2 is hereditary. Sections 5 and 6 characterise when G_1 ? G_2 has bounded or polynomial expansion. In related work, Wood [52] characterised when G_1�G_2 has bounded Hadwiger number, and Pecaninovic [42] characterised when G_1 �G_2 has bounded Hadwiger number.

Section 7 explores graph product structure theorems for various geometrically defined graph classes. We show that multi-dimensional unit-disc graphs have a product structure theorem, and discusses whether two other naturally defined graph classes might have product structure theorems. We finish with a number of open problems in Section 8.

2 Minor-Closed Classes

Here we survey results generalising Theorem 1 for minor-closed classes. First consider graphs embeddable on a fixed surface^6.

Theorem 2 ([15]). Every graph of Euler genus g is a subgraph of:

(a) H � P � K_{maxf2g;1g} for some graph H of treewidth at most 9 and for some path P ; (b) H � P � K_{maxf2g;3g} for some graph H of treewidth at most 4 and for some path P . (c) (K_{2g} + H) � P for some graph H of treewidth at most 8 and some path P .

4Let d_G (u; v ) be the distance between vertices u and v in a graph G. For a vertex v in a graph G and r 2 N, let N^r_G (v ) be the set of vertices of G at distance exactly r from v , and let N^r_G [v ] be the set of vertices at distance at most r from v . The set N^r_G [v ] is called an r -ball. We drop the subscript G when the graph is clear from the context.

5A class of graphs is hereditary if it is closed under induced subgraphs.

6The Euler genus of the orientable surface with h handles is 2h. The Euler genus of the non-orientable surface with c cross-caps is c. The Euler genus of a graph G is the minimum Euler genus of a surface in which G embeds (with no crossings). See [38] for background on embeddings of graphs on surfaces.

Here A + B is the complete join of graphs A and B. The proof of Theorem 2 uses an elegant cutting lemma to reduce to the planar case.

Theorem 2 is generalised as follows. A graph X is apex if X � v is planar for some vertex v. Theorem 3 ([15]). For every apex graph X, there exists c 2 N such that every X-minor-free graph G is a subgraph of H � P for some graph H of treewidth at most c and some path P .

The proof of Theorem 3 is based on the Graph Minor Structure Theorem of Robertson and Seymour [48] and in particular a strengthening of it by Dvořák and Thomas [20].

For an arbitrary proper minor-closed class, apex vertices are unavoidable; in this case Dujmović et al. [15] proved the following product structure theorem.

Theorem 4 ([15]). For every proper minor-closed class G there exist k; a 2 N such that every graph G 2 G can be obtained by clique-sums of graphs G_1; : : : ; G_n such that for i 2 f1; : : : ; ng, G_i ` (H_i � P_i ) + K_a;

for some graph H_i with treewidth at most k and some path P_i .

If we assume bounded maximum degree, then apex vertices in the Graph Minor Structure Theorem can be avoided, which leads to the following theorem of Dujmović, Esperet, Morin, Walczak, and Wood [14].

Theorem 5 ([14]). For every proper minor-closed class G, every graph in G with maximum degree � is a subgraph of H � P for some graph H of treewidth O(�) and for some path P . It is worth highlighting the similarity of Theorem 5 and the following result of Ding and Oporowski [9] (refined in [51]).Theorem 6 says that graphs of bounded treewidth and bounded degree are subgraphs of the product of a tree and a complete graph of bounded size, whereas Theorem 5 says that graphs excluding a minor and with bounded degree are subgraphs of the product of a bounded treewidth graph and a path.

Theorem 6 ([9, 51]). Every graph with maximum degree � ¿ 1 and treewidth at most k ¿ 1 is a subgraph of T � K_{18k�} for some tree T .

3 Non-Minor Closed Classes

A recent direction pursued by Dujmović, Morin, and Wood [16] studies graph product structure theorems for various non-minor-closed graph classes. First consider graphs that can be drawn on a surface of bounded genus and with a bounded number of crossings per edge. A graph is (g; k)-planar if it has a drawing in a surface of Euler genus at most g such that each edge is involved in at most k crossings. Even in the simplest case, there are (0; 1)-planar graphs that contain arbitrarily large complete graph minors [13].

Theorem 7 ([16]). Every (g; k)-planar graph is a subgraph of H � P , for some graph H of treewidth O(gk^6) and for some path P .

Map and string graphs provide further examples of non-minor-closed classes that have product structure theorems.

Map graphs are defined as follows. Start with a graph G_0 embedded in a surface of Euler genus g, with each face labelled a ‘nation’ or a ‘lake’, where each vertex of G_0 is incident with at most d nations. Let G be the graph whose vertices are the nations of G_0, where two vertices are adjacent in G if the corresponding faces in G_0 share a vertex. Then G is called a (g; d)-map graph. A (0; d)-map graph is called a (plane) d-map graph; see [7, 25] for example. The (g; 3)-map graphs are precisely the graphs of Euler genus at most g; see [13]. So (g; d)-map graphs generalise graphs embedded in a surface, and we now assume that d ¿ 4 for the remainder of this section.

Theorem 8 ([16]). Every (g; d)-map graph is a subgraph of:

ffl H � P � K_{O(d} 2_{g)}, where H is a graph with treewidth at most 14 and P is a path, ffl H � P , where H is a graph with treewidth O(gd^2) and P is a path.

A string graph is the intersection graph of a set of curves in the plane with no three curves meeting at a single point; see [26, 27, 41] for example. For ffi 2 N, if each curve is in at most ffi intersections with other curves, then the corresponding string graph is called a ffi-string graph. A (g; ffi)-string graph is defined analogously for curves on a surface of Euler genus at most g.

Theorem 9 ([16]). Every (g; ffi)-string graph is a subgraph of H � P , for some graph H of treewidth O(gffi^7) and some path P .

Theorems 7 to 9 all follow from a more general result of Dujmović et al. [16]. A collection P of paths in a graph G is a (k; d)-shortcut system (for G) if:

ffl every path in P has length at most k, and ffl for every v 2 V (G), the number of paths in P that use v as an internal vertex is at most d.

Each path P 2 P is called a shortcut; if P has endpoints v and w then it is a vw-shortcut. Given a graph G and a (k; d)-shortcut system P for G, let G^P denote the supergraph of G obtained by adding the edge vw for each vw-shortcut in P.

Theorem 10 ([16]). Let G be a subgraph of H � P , for some graph H of treewidth at most t and for some path P . Let P be a (k; d)-shortcut system for G. Then G^P is a subgraph of J � P^0 for some graph J of treewidth at most d(k^3 + 3k)

�_{k+t} t � � 1 and some path P^0.

Theorems 7 to 9 are then proved by simply constructing a shortcut system. For example, by adding a dummy vertex at each crossing, Dujmović et al. [16] noted that every (g; k)- planar graph is a subgraph of G^P for some graph G of Euler genus at most g and for some (k + 1; 2)-shortcut system P for G.

Powers of graphs can also be described by a shortcut system. The k-th power of a graph G is the graph G^k with vertex set V (G^k ) := V (G), where vw 2 E(G^k ) if and only if d_G (v; w) 6 k. Dujmović et al. [16] noted that if a graph G has maximum degree �, then G^k = G^P for some (k; 2k�^k )-shortcut system P. Theorem 10 then implies:

Theorem 11 ([16]). For every graph G of Euler genus g and maximum degree �, the k-th power G^k is a subgraph of H � P , for some graph H of treewidth O(g�^k k^8) and some path P .

4 Polynomial Growth

This section discusses graph classes with polynomial growth. A graph class G has polynomial growth if for some constant c, for every graph G 2 G, for each r ¿ 2 every r-ball in G has at most r^c vertices. For example, every r-ball in an n � n grid graph is contained in a (2r + 1) � (2r + 1) subgrid, which has size (2r + 1)^2; therefore the class of grid graphs has polynomial growth. More generally, let Z^d be the strong product of d infinite two-way paths. That is, V (Z^d) = f(x_1; : : : ; x_d ) : x_1; : : : ; x_d 2 Zg where distinct vertices (x_1; : : : ; x_d ) and (y_1; : : : ; y_d ) are adjacent in Z^d if and only if jx_i � y_i j 6 1 for each i 2 f1; : : : ; dg. Then every r-ball in Z^d has size at most (2r + 1)^d . Krauthgamer and Lee [35] characterised the graph classes with polynomial growth as the subgraphs of Z^d.

Theorem 12 ([35]). Let G be a graph such that for some constant c and for every integer r ¿ 2, every r-ball in G has at most r^c vertices. Then G ` Z^{O(c log c)}.

We show that a seemingly weaker condition also characterises graph classes with polynomial growth. (We emphasise that in Theorem 13, H_1 does not necessarily have bounded maximum degree.)

Theorem 13. The following are equivalent for a class of graphs G:

(1) G has polynomial growth, (2) there exists d 2 N such that every graph in G is a subgraph of Z^d, (3) there exist d; k; ‘; � 2 N such that for every graph G 2 G there exist graphs H_1; : : : ; H_d such that:

ffl G has maximum degree �, ffl pw(H_i ) 6 k for each i 2 f1; : : : ; kg, ffl H_i has maximum degree at most ‘ for each i 2 f2; : : : ; dg, ffl G ` H_1 � H_2 � � � � � H_d .

Proof. Krauthgamer and Lee [35] proved that (1) and (2) are equivalent. It is immediate that (2) implies (3) with k = 1 and ‘ = 2 and � = 3^d � 1. So it suffices to show that (3) implies (1). Consider graphs G 2 G and H_1; : : : ; H_d satisfying (3). For i 2 f2; : : : ; dg, by Lemma 14 below (with d = 0), every r-ball in H_i has at most (1 + ‘)^k (2r + 1)^{k+1} vertices. By the result of Krauthgamer and Lee [35], H_i ` Z^c for some c = c(k; ‘). Thus

G ` H_1 � Z^{c(d�1)}:

By Lemma 14 again, every r-ball in G has size at most (1 + �)^k (2r + 1)^{(k+1)(c(d�1)+1)};

which is at most r^{c 0} for some c^0 = c^0(c; �; k) and r ¿ 2. Hence (1) holds. Lemma 14. For every graph H with pathwidth at most k 2 N_0, for every connected subgraph G of H � Z^d with radius at most r and maximum degree at most �, jV (G)j 6 (1 + �)^k (2r + 1)^{(k+1)(d+1)}:

Proof. The BFS spanning tree of G rooted at the centre of G has radius at most r. So it suffices to prove the result when G is a tree. We proceed by induction on k ¿ 0 with the following hypothesis: For every graph H with pathwidth at most k 2 N_0, for every subtree T of H � Z^d with radius at most r and maximum degree at most �, jV (T )j 6 (1 + �)^k (2r + 1)^{(k+1)(d+1)}:

Since T is connected, we may assume that H is connected. Since T has radius at most r, T ` H � P_1 � � � � � P_d ;

where each P_i is a path on 2r + 1 vertices.

In the base case k = 0, we have H = K_1 and T ` P_1 � � � � � P_d , implying jV (T )j 6 (2r + 1)^d 6 (1 + �)^0(2r + 1)^{(0+1)(d+1)}:

Now assume that k ¿ 1 and the claim holds for k � 1. Let ~T be the projection of V (T ) into H. Let (X_1; : : : ; X_n) be a path decomposition of H with width pw(H). We may delete any bag X_j such that X_j “ ~T = ;. Now assume that X_1 “ ~T 6= ; and X_n “ ~T 6= ;. Let x be a vertex in X_1 “ ~T , and let y be a vertex in X_n “ ~T . Thus (x; x_1; : : : ; x_d ) 2 V (T ) and (y; y_1; : : : ; y_d ) 2 V (T ) for some x_i ; y_i 2 V (P_i ). Let P be the path in T with endpoints (x; x_1; : : : ; x_d ) and (y; y_1; : : : ; y_d ). Since T has radius at most r, P has at most 2r + 1 vertices. Let P̃ be the set of vertices v 2 V (H) such that (v; z_1; : : : ; z_d ) 2 V (P ) where z_i 2 V (P_i ). Thus jP̃ j 6 2r + 1. By the choice of x and y, we have P̃ “ X_j 6= ; for each j 2 f1; : : : ; ng. Let H^0 := H � P̃ . Thus (X_1 n P̃ ; : : : ; X_n n P̃ ) is a path decomposition of H^0 with width at most pw(H) � 1. Let R := f(v; z_1; : : : ; z_d ) : v 2 P̃ ; z_i 2 V (P_i ); i 2 f1; : : : ; dgg. Thus jRj 6 (2r + 1)^{d+1}. Let T^0 := T � R. Hence T^0 is a subgraph of H^0 � P_1 � � � � � P_d . Each component of T^0 has a neighbour in R, implying that T^0 has at most � jRj components. Every subtree of T has radius at most r (centred at the vertex closest to the centre of T ). By induction, each component of T^0 has at most (1 + �)^{k�1}(2r + 1)^{k(d+1)} vertices. Thus jV (T )j 6 jRj + �jRj (1 + �)^{k�1}(2r + 1)^{k(d+1)} = jRj (1 + �(1 + �)^{k�1}(2r + 1)^{k(d+1)}) 6 jRj (1 + �)(1 + �)^{k�1}(2r + 1)^{k(d+1)} 6 (2r + 1)^{d+1}(1 + �)^k (2r + 1)^{k(d+1)} = (1 + �)^k (2r + 1)^{(k+1)(d+1)};

as desired.

Property (3) in Theorem 13 is best possible in a number of respects. First, note that we cannot allow H_1 and H_2 to have unbounded maximum degree. For example, if H_1 and H_2 are both K_{1;n}, then H_1 and H_2 both have pathwidth 1, but K_{1;n} � K_{1;n} contains K_{n;n} as a subgraph, which contains a complete binary tree of �(log n) height, which is a boundeddegree graph with exponential growth. Also, bounded pathwidth cannot be replaced by bounded treewidth, again because of the complete binary tree.

5 Polynomial Expansion

This section characterises when G_1�G_2 has polynomial expansion. Separators are a key tool here. A separation in a graph G is a pair (G_1; G_2) of subgraphs of G such that G = G_1 [G_2 and E(G_1) “ E(G_2) = ;. The order of (G_1; G_2) is jV (G_1) “ V (G_2)j. A separation (G_1; G_2) is balanced if jV (G_1) n V (G_2)j 6^2_3 jV (G)j and jV (G_2) n V (G_1)j 6^2_3 jV (G)j. A graph class G admits strongly sublinear separators if there exists c 2 R^+ and fi 2 [0; 1) such that for every graph G 2 G, every subgraph H of G has a balanced separation of order at most cjV (H)j^fi. Dvořák and Norin [19] noted that a result of Plotkin, Rao, and Smith [43] implies that graph classes with polynomial expansion admit strongly sublinear separators. Dvořák and Norin [19] proved the converse (see [17, 21, 24] for more results on this theme).

Theorem 15 ([19]). A hereditary class of graphs admits strongly sublinear separators if and only if it has polynomial expansion.

Robertson and Seymour [47] established the following connection between treewidth and balanced separations.

Lemma 16 ([47, (2.6)]). Every graph G has a balanced separation of order at most tw(G) + 1.

Dvořák and Norin [22] proved the following converse.

Lemma 17 ([22]). If every subgraph of a graph G has a balanced separation of order at most s, then tw(G) 6 15s.

We have the following strongly sublinear bound on the treewidth of graph products.

Lemma 18. Let G be an n-vertex subgraph of Z^d � H for some graph H. Then

tw(G) 6 2(tw(H) + 1)^{1=(d+1)}(dn)^{d=(d+1)} � 1 :

Proof. Let t := tw(H). For i 2 f1; : : : ; dg, let hV^i_0 ; V^i_1 ; : : :i be the layering of G determined by the i-th dimension. Let

m := � dn t + 1

�_{1=(d+1)}� : For i 2 f1; : : : ; dg and ff 2 f0; : : : ; m � 1g, let V^{i;ff} := � fV^i_j : j ȷ ff (mod m)g. Thus V^{i;0}; : : : ; V^{i;m�1} is a partition of V (G). Hence jV^{i;ffi} j 6^n_m for some ff_i 2 f0; : : : ; m � 1g.

Let X :=

�_d

i=1 V^{i;ffi} . Thus jXj 6^{dn}_m . Note that each component of G � X is a subgraph of Q^d � H, where Q is the path on m � 1 vertices. Since tw(G) equals the maximum treewidth of the connected components of G, we have tw(G) 6 tw(Q^d � H) + jXj. To obtain a tree decomposition of Q^d �H with width (t +1)(m�1)^d �1, start with an optimal tree decomposition of H, and replace each instance of a vertex of H by the corresponding copy of Q^d . Thus

tw(G) 6 (t + 1)(m � 1)^d � 1 + dn m 6 2(t + 1)^{1=(d+1)}(dn)^{d=(d+1)} � 1:

Lemma 18 is generalised by our next result, which characterises when a graph product has polynomial expansion. The following definition is key. Say that graph classes G_1 and G_2 have joint polynomial growth if there exists a polynomial function p such that for every r 2 N, there exists i 2 f1; 2g such that for every graph G 2 G_i every r-ball in G has size at most p(r).

Theorem 19. The following are equivalent for hereditary graph classes G_1 and G_2:

(1) G_1 � G_2 has polynomial expansion, (2) G_1�G_2 has polynomial expansion, (3) G_1 has polynomial expansion, G_2 has polynomial expansion, and G_1 and G_2 have joint polynomial growth.

Proof. (1) implies (2) since G_1� G_2 ` G_1 � G_2.

We now show that (2) implies (3). Assume that G_1�G_2 has polynomial expansion. That is, for some polynomial g, for every graph G 2 G_1�G_2, every r-shallow minor of G has average degree at most g(r). Since G_1 [ G_2 ` G_1�G_2, both G_1 and G_2 have polynomial expansion.

Assume for the sake of contradiction that G_1 and G_2 do not have joint polynomial growth. Thus for every polynomial p there exists r 2 N such that for each i 2 f1; 2g some r-ball of some graph G_i 2 G_i has at least p(r) vertices. Apply this where p is a polynomial with p(r) ¿ maxf1 + rn;

�_n 2 � g, where n := dg(2r) + 2e. Since G_1 and G_2 are hereditary, there exists r 2 N such that there is a graph G_1 2 G_1 with radius at most r and at least 1 + rn vertices, and there is a graph G_2 2 G_2 with radius at most r and at least

�_n 2 � vertices.

Let z be the central vertex in G_1. Since jV (G_1)j ¿ 1 + rn, for some i 2 f1; : : : ; rg, there is a set A of n vertices in G_1 at distance exactly i from z. For all fv; wg 2

�_A 2 � , let P_{v ;w} be the shortest vw-path contained with the union of a shortest vz-path and a shortest wz-path in G_1. Thus P_{v w} has length at most 2r and V (P_{v ;w} ) “ A = fv; wg. Let B be a set of

�_n 2 � vertices in G_2. Fix an arbitrary bijection œ :

�_A 2 � ! B.

Let G := G_1�G_2. For each v 2 A, let X_v := G[f(v; x) : x 2 V (G_2)g]; note that X_v is isomorphic to G_2, and thus has radius at most r. Moreover, X_v and X_w are disjoint for distinct v; w 2 A. For fv; wg 2

�_A 2 � , let Y_{v ;w} := G[f(x; œ((v; w))) : x 2 V (G_1)g];

note that Y_{v ;w} is isomorphic to G_1. Let Q_{v ;w} be the copy of the path P_{v ;w} within Y_{v ;w} . Since V (P_{v ;w} ) “ A = fv; wg , the only vertices of Q_{v ;w} in � u2A X_u are (v; œ((v; w))) and (w; œ((v; w))), which are the endpoints of Q_{v ;w} in X_v and X_w respectively. Since P_{v ;w} has length at most 2r, so does Q_{v ;w} .

By construction, Q_{v ;w} and Q_{p;q} are disjoint for distinct fv; wg; fp; qg 2

�_A 2 � . Contract X_v to a vertex for each v 2 A, and contract Q_{v ;w} to an edge for each fv; wg 2

�_A 2 � . We obtain the complete graph K_n as a minor in G. Moreover, the minor is 2r-shallow. This is a contradiction, since K_n has average degree greater than g(2r).

We prove that (3) implies (1) by a series of lemmas below (culminating in Lemma 23 below).

For a graph G, a set X ` V (G) is r-localising if for every component C of G � X, there exists a vertex v 2 V (G) such that d_G (u; v) ¡ r for every u 2 C (note that the distance is in G, not in G � X).

The following is a variation on Lemma 5.2 of Krauthgamer and Lee [35]. For r 2 N and p; q 2 R with 0 ¡ p; q ¡ 1, consider the following function f_{r;p;q} defined on f0; 1; : : : ; rg. First, let f_{r;p;q} (r) := p. Now, for every integer s 2 f0; 1; : : : ; r � 1g, inductively define

f_{r;p;q} (s) := min(q f_{r;p;q}(fs + 1; : : : ; rg); 1 � f_{r;p;q} (fs + 1; : : : ; rg));

where f (S) := � i2S f (i).

Lemma 20. Fix r 2 N and p; q 2 R with 0 ¡ p; q ¡ 1, such that f_{r;p;q} (f0; 1; : : : ; rg) = 1 (so f_{r;p;q} deønes a probability distribution on f0; 1; : : : ; rg). For every graph G, there exists a probability distribution over the r-localising subsets of V (G) such that the set X drawn from this distribution satisøes P[v 2 X] 6 pjN^r (v)j + q for every v 2 V (G).

Proof. Let V (G) = fv_1; : : : ; v_ng. For i 2 f1; : : : ; ng, choose r_i 2 f0; 1; : : : ; rg independently at random such that P[r_i = s] = f_{r;p;q} (s). For each x 2 V (G), let i(x) be the minimum index i such that d(x; v_i ) 6 r_i , and let X := fx 2 V (G) : d(x; v_{i(x)}) = r_{i(x)}g.

First we argue that X is r-localising. Consider any component C of G � X, and let z be the vertex of C with i(z) minimum. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that C contains a vertex u at distance at least r from v_{i(z)}, and let P be a path from z to u in C. Then P contains a vertex x at distance exactly r_{i(z)} from v_{i(z)}. However, since i(x) ¿ i(z), we conclude i(x) = i(z) and x 2 X, which is a contradiction.

Next, we bound the probability that a vertex v of G is in X. Consider any i 2 f1; : : : ; ng. If d(v; v_i ) ¿ r, then P[i(v) = i] = 0. If d(v; v_i ) = r, then P[i(v) = i] 6 P[r_{i(v )} = r] = p. If d(v; v_i ) ¡ r, then letting s := d(v; v_i ) we have

P[v 2 Xji(v) = i] = P[r_i = s j r_1 ¡ d(v; v_1); : : : ; r_{i�1} ¡ d(v; v_{i�1}); r_i ¿ s] = P[r_i = s j r_i ¿ s] = f_{r;p;q} (s) f_{r;p;q} (fs; : : : ; rg) 6 q:

Therefore,

P[v 2 X] = n� i=1 P[i(v) = i] � P[v 2 Xji(v) = i] 6 pjN^r (v)j + q:

Corollary 21. For every polynomial g, there exists r_0 such that the following holds. Let r ¿ r_0 be a positive integer and let G be a graph such that jN^r (v)j 6 g(r) for every v 2 V (G). Then there exists a probability distribution over the r-localising subsets of V (G) such that the set X drawn from this distribution satisøes P[v 2 X] 6 2r^{�1=2} for every v 2 V (G).

Proof. Let c be the degree of g plus one, so that g(r) 6 r^c for every sufficiently large r. Let p := r^{�c�1=2} and q := r^{�1=2}. Note that for sufficiently large r,

p(1 + q)^r ¿ pe^{qr =2} = exp( p r =2 � (c + 1=2) log r) ¿ 1:

Hence f_{r;p;q}(r) = p ¿ 1=(q+1)^r . It follows by induction that f_{r;p;q}(fs; : : : ; rg) ¿ 1=(q+1)^s for each s 2 f1; : : : ; rg. Thus f_{r;p;q}(0) = 1 � f_{r;p;q} (f1; : : : ; rg) and f_{r;p;q} (f0; : : : ; rg) = 1. The claim follows from Lemma 20.

Corollary 22. For every polynomial g, there exists r_0 such that the following holds. Let r ¿ r_0 be a positive integer and let G be a graph such that jN^r [v]j 6 g(r) for every v 2 V (G). Then for every function w : V (G) ! R^+_0 , there exists X ` V (G) such that w(X) 6 2r^{�1=2}w(V (G)) and each component of G � X has at most g(r) vertices.

Proof. Choose an r-localising set X ` V (G) using Corollary 21. Since X is r-localising and jN^r [v]j 6 g(r) for every v 2 V (G), each component of G � X has at most g(r) vertices. Furthermore,

E[jw(X)j] = � v 2V (G)

P[v 2 X]w(v) 6 2r^{�1=2}w(V (G)):

Hence there is a choice for X such that w(X) 6 2r^{�1=2}w(V (G)).

Lemma 23. Suppose G_1 and G_2 are classes with strongly sublinear separators and of joint polynomial growth (bounded by a polynomial g). Then G_1 � G_2 has strongly sublinear separators.

Proof. Let ” ¿ 0 be such that every subgraph F of a graph from G_1 [ G_2 has a balanced separator of order at most djV (F )j^{1�”}e. Let fi ¿ 0 be sufficiently small (depending on ” and g).

Suppose G_1 2 G_1, G_2 2 G_2, and H is a subgraph of G_1 � G_2. Let ß_1 and ß_2 be the projections from H to G_1 and G_2. Let n := jV (H)j and r := n^fi. By symmetry, we may assume jN^r [v]j 6 g(r) for every vertex v of G_1. Let w(v) := jß^{�1}_1 (v)j for each v 2 V (G_1). By Corollary 22, there exists X ` V (G_1) such that w(X) = O(r^{�1=2}n) = O(n^{1�fi=2}) and each component of G_1 � X has at most g(r) = g(n^fi) = O(n^{”=2}) vertices. Let A := ß^{�1}_1 (X); then jAj = w(X) = O(n^{1�fi=2}).

The graph G_2 has treewidth O(n^{1�”}), and thus the product of G_2 with G_1 � X (as well as its subgraph H � A) has treewidth O(n^{1�”}g(r)) = O(n^{1�”=2}). Consequently, H � A has a balanced separator B of order O(n^{1�”=2}), and A [ B is a balanced separator of H of order O(n^{1�min(”;fi)=2}).

6 Bounded Expansion

This section characterises when G_1 � G_2 has bounded expansion. The following definition by Kierstead and Yang [34] is the key tool. For a graph G, linear ordering ¯ of V (G), vertex v 2 V (G), and integer r ¿ 1, a vertex x is (r; ¯)-reachable from v if there is a path v = v_0; v_1; : : : ; v_r 0 = x of length r^0 2 f0; 1; : : : ; rg such that x ¯ v Œ v_i for all i 2 f1; 2; : : : ; r^0 � 1g. For a graph G and r 2 N, the r-colouring number col_r (G) of G, also known as the strong r-colouring number, is the minimum integer k such that there is a linear ordering ¯ of V (G) such that at most k vertices are (r; ¯)-reachable from each vertex v of G. For example, van den Heuvel, Ossona de Mendez, Quiroz, Rabinovich, and Siebertz [49] proved that every planar graph G satisfies col_r (G) 6 5r + 1, and more generally, that every K_t -minor-free graph G satisfies col_r (G) 6

�_{t�1} 2 � (2r + 1).

Most generally, Zhu [53] showed that these r-colouring numbers characterise bounded expansion classes.

Theorem 24 ([53]). A graph class G has bounded expansion if and only if for each r 2 N there exists c 2 N such that col_r (G) 6 c for all G 2 G.

We now show that if G has bounded r-colouring number and H has bounded maximum degree, then G � H has bounded r-colouring number.

Lemma 25. If G is a graph with col_r (G) 6 c and H is a graph with maximum degree at most �, then col_r (G � H) ¡ c(� + 2)^r .

Proof. Let G^+ and H^+ be the pseudographs obtained from G and H by adding a loop at every vertex. Let ¯_G be a vertex-ordering of G witnessing that col_r (G) 6 c. Let ¯ be an ordering of V (G � H) where v_1 Œ_G v_2 implies (v_1; w_1) Œ (v_2; w_2) for all v_1; v_2 2 V (G) and w_1; w_2 2 V (H). We now bound the number of vertices of G � H that are (r; ¯)-reachable from a fixed vertex (v; w) 2 V (G � H). Say (x; y) is (r; ¯)-reachable from (v; w). Thus there is a path (v; w) = (v_0; w_0); (v_1; w_1); : : : ; (v_r 0 ; w_r 0 ) = (x; y) of length r^0 2 f0; : : : ; rg, such that (v_r 0 ; w_r 0 ) ¯ (v; w) Œ (v_i ; w_i ) for each i 2 f1; : : : ; r^0 � 1g. Charge (x; y) to the pair (x; (w_0; w_1; : : : ; w_r 0 )). By the definition of �, the sequence (v_0; v_1; : : : ; v_r 0 ) is a walk in G^+, and the sequence (w_0; w_1; : : : ; w_r 0 ) is a walk in H^+. By the definition of ¯, we have v_r 0 ¯ v_0 ¯ v_i for each i 2 f1; : : : ; r^0 � 1g. Thus v_r 0 is (r; ¯_G )-reachable from v_0 in G. By assumption, at most c vertices are (r; ¯_G )-reachable from v_0 in G. The number of walks of length at most r in H^+ starting at w_0 is at most

�_r i=0(� + 1)^i ¡ (� + 2)^r . Thus for each vertex x 2 V (G), less than (�+2)^r vertices (r; ¯)-reachable from (v; w) are charged to some pair (x; W ). Hence, less than c(� + 2)^r vertices in G � H are (r; ¯_G )-reachable from (v; w) in ¯. Therefore col_r (G � H) ¡ c(� + 2)^r .

The next theorem is the main contribution of this section.

Theorem 26. The following are equivalent for hereditary graph classes G_1 and G_2:

1. G_1 � G_2 has bounded expansion, 2. G_1� G_2 has bounded expansion, 3. both G_1 and G_2 have bounded expansion, and at least one of G_1 and G_2 has bounded maximum degree.

Proof. (1) implies (2) since G_1�G_2 ` G_1 � G_2.

We now show that (2) implies (3). Assume that G_1� G_2 has bounded expansion. Since G_1 [ G_2 ` G_1 � G_2, both G_1 and G_2 also have bounded expansion. If neither G_1 nor G_2 have bounded maximum degree, then for every n 2 N, the star graph K_{1;n} is a subgraph of some graph G_1 2 G_1 and of some graph G_2 2 G_2. Observe that K_{1;n}�K_{1;n} contains a 1-subdivision of K_{n;n}. Thus G_1�G_2 contains a graph with average degree n (namely, K_{n;n}) as a 1-shallow minor, which is a contradiction since G_1� G_2 has bounded expansion. Hence at least one of G_1 and G_2 has bounded maximum degree.

We now show that (3) implies (1). Assume that both G_1 and G_2 have bounded expansion, and every graph in G_2 has maximum degree at most �. By Theorem 24, for each r 2 N there exists c_r 2 N such that col_r (G) 6 c_r for all G_1 2 G_1. Let G_2 2 G_2. By Lemma 25, we have col_r (G_1 � G_2) 6 c_r (� + 2)^r , and the same bound holds for every subgraph of G_1 � G_2. By Theorem 24, G_1 � G_2 has bounded expansion.

7 Geometric Graph Classes

The section explores graph product structure theorems for various geometrically defined graph classes.

The unit disc graph of a finite set X ` R^d is the graph G with V (G) = X where vw 2 E(G) if and only if dist(v; w) 6 1. Here dist is the Euclidean distance in R^d. Let Z^d be the strong product of d paths P � � � � � P (the d-dimensional grid graph with crosses). The next result describes unit discs in terms of strong products, which implies that the class of unit disc graphs with bounded dimension and bounded maximum clique size has polynomial growth.

Theorem 27. Every unit disc graph G in R^d with no (k + 1)-clique is a subgraph of Z^d � K_{kd}^p_{de}d .

Proof. Let t := kd p de^d . Let x_i (v) be the i-th coordinate of each vertex v 2 V (G).

For p_1; : : : ; p_d 2 Z, let V hp_1; : : : ; p_d i be the set of vertices v 2 V (G) such that p_i 6 x_i (v) ¡ p_i + 1 for each i 2 f1; : : : ; dg. Thus the sets V hp_1; : : : ; p_d i partition V (G). Each set V hp_1; : : : ; p_d i consists of the set of vertices in a particular unit cube. Note that the unit cube can be partitioned into d p de^d sub-cubes, each with side length at most^{1p}_d and thus with diameter at most 1. The set of vertices in a sub-cube with diameter at most 1 is a clique in G. Thus at most k vertices lie in a single sub-cube, and jV hp_1; : : : ; p_d ij 6 t. Injectively label the vertices in V hp_1; : : : ; p_d i by 1; 2; : : : ; t. Map each vertex v in V hp_1; : : : ; p_d i labelled ‘(v) to the vertex (p_1; : : : ; p_d ; ‘(v)) of Z^d � K_t . Thus the vertices of G are mapped to distinct vertices of Z^d � K_t . For each edge vw 2 E(G), if v 2 V hp_1; : : : ; p_d i and w 2 V hq_1; : : : ; q_d i, then jp_i � q_i j 6 1 for each i 2 f1; : : : ; dg, and if p_i = q_i for each i 2 f1; : : : ; dg, then ‘(v) 6= ‘(w). Thus v and w are mapped to adjacent vertices in Z^d � K_t .

By a volume argument, every covering of the unit cube by balls of diameter 1 uses at least (^d_{18} )^{d=2} balls. So the kd p de^d term in the above theorem cannot be drastically improved.

The k-nearest neighbour graph of a finite set P æ R^d has vertex set P , where two vertices v and w are adjacent if w is the one of the k points in P closest to v, or v is the one of the k points in P closest to w. Miller, Teng, Thurston, and Vavasis [37] showed that such graphs admit separators of order O(n^{1�1=d} ).

Can we describe the structure of k-nearest-neighbour graphs using graph products?

Conjecture 28. Every k-nearest neighbour graph in R^d is a subgraph of H � Z^{d�1} for some graph H with treewidth at most f (k; d).

This conjecture is trivial for d = 1 and true for d = 2, as proved by Dujmović et al. [16]. Note that “treewidth at most f (k; d)” cannot be replaced by “pathwidth at most f (k; d)” for d ¿ 2 because complete binary trees are 2-dimensional 2-nearest neighbour graphs without polynomial growth (see Theorem 13).

Here is a still more general example: Miller et al. [37] defined a (d; k)-neighbourhood system to consist of a collection C of n balls in R^d such that no point in R^d is covered by more than k balls. Consider the associated graph with one vertex for each ball, where two vertices are adjacent if the corresponding balls intersect. Miller et al. [37] showed that such graphs admit balanced separators of order O(n^{1�1=d} ). Note that by the Koebe circle packing theorem, every planar graph is associated with some (2; 2)-neighbourhood system. Thus the result of Miller et al. [37] is a far-reaching generalisation of the Lipton-Tarjan Separator Theorem [36]. Is there a product structure theorem for these graphs? Might the structure in Theorem 4 be applicable here?

Open Problem 29. If G is the graph associated with a (d; k)-neighbourhood system, can G be obtained from clique-sums of graphs G_1; : : : ; G_n such that G_i ` (H_i � P^{(d�1)}) + K_a, for some graph H_i with treewidth at most k, where a is a constant that depends only on k and d. The natural choice is a = k � 1.

One can ask a similar question for graphs embeddable in a finite-dimensional Euclidean space with bounded distortion of distances. Dvořák [21] showed that such graphs have strongly sublinear separators.

8 Open Problems

We finish the paper with a number of open problems.

It is open whether the treewidth 4 bound in Theorem 2(b) can be improved.

Open Problem 30. For every g 2 N, does there exist t 2 N such that every graph of Euler genus g is a subgraph of H � P � K_t for some graph H of treewidth at most 3?

The proofs of Theorems 3 and 4 both use the Graph Minor Structure Theorem of Robertson and Seymour [48].

Open Problem 31. Is there a proof of Theorem 3 or Theorem 4 that does not use the graph minor structure theorem?

The following problem asks to minimise the treewidth in Theorem 7.

Open Problem 32 ([16]). Does there exist a constant c such that for every k 2 N there exists t 2 N such that every k-planar graph is a subgraph of H � P � K_t for some graph H of treewidth at most c?

Open Problem 33. Can any graph class with linear or polynomial expansion be described as a product of simpler graph classes along with apex vertices, clique sums, and other ingredients.

Such a theorem would be useful for proving properties about such classes. Recent results say that the “other ingredients” in Open Problem 33 are needed, as we now explain. Let G^0 be the 6 tw(G)-subdivision of a graph G. Let G := fG^0 : G is a graphg. Grohe, Kreutzer, Rabinovich, Siebertz, and Stavropoulos [29] proved that G has linear expansion. On the other hand, Dubois, Joret, Perarnau, Pilipczuk, and Pitois [11] proved that there are graphs G such that every p-centred colouring of G^0 has at least 2^{cp1=2} colours, for some constant c ¿ 0. We do not define “p-centred colouring” here since we do not need the definition. All we need to know is that subgraphs of H � P , where H has bounded treewidth and P is a path, have p-centred colourings with f (p) colours, where f is a polynomial function (see [10, 16]). This result is easily extended to allow for apex vertices and clique sums. This shows that there are graphs with linear expansion that cannot be described solely in terms of products of bounded treewidth graphs and paths (plus apex vertices and clique sums). For related results, see Dvořák, McCarty, and Norin [18].

One way to test the quality of such a structure theorem is whether they resolve the following questions about queue-number and nonrepetitive chromatic number mentioned in Section 1:

Open Problem 34. Do graph classes with linear or polynomial expansion have bounded queue-number?

Open Problem 35. Do graphs classes with linear or polynomial (or even single exponential) expansion have bounded nonrepetitive chromatic number?

Note that bounded degree graphs are an example with exponential expansion and unbounded queue-number [50]. Similarly, subdivisions of complete graphs K_n with o(log n) division vertices per edge are an example with super-exponential expansion and unbounded nonrepetitive chromatic number [40]. Thus the graph classes mentioned in the above open problems are the largest possible with bounded queue-number or bounded nonrepetitive chromatic number.

8.1 Algorithmic Questions

Do product structure theorems have algorithmic applications? Consider the method of Baker [2] for designing polynomial-time approximation schemes for problems on planar graphs. This method partitions the graph into BFS layers, such that the problem can be solved optimally on each layer (since the induced subgraph has bounded treewidth), and then combines the solutions from each layer. Theorem 1 gives a more precise description of the layered structure of planar graphs. It is conceivable that this extra structural information is useful when designing algorithms for planar graphs (and any graph class that has a product structure theorem).

Some NP-complete problems can be solved efficiently on planar graphs. Can these results be extended to any subgraph of the strong product of a bounded treewidth graph and a path? For example, can max-cut be solved efficiently for graphs that are subgraphs of H � P , where H is a bounded treewidth graph and P is a path, such as apex-minor-free graphs? This would be a considerable generalisation of the known polynomial-time algorithm for max-cut on planar graphs [30] and on graphs of bounded genus [28].

Some problems can be solved by particularly fast algorithms on planar graphs. Can such results be generalised for any subgraph of the strong product of a bounded treewidth graph and a path? For example, can shortest paths be computed in O(n) time for nvertex subgraphs of H � P , where H is a bounded treewidth graph and P is a path? Can maximum flows be computed in n log^{O(1)}(n) time for n-vertex subgraphs of H � P ? See [6, 23] for analogous results for planar graphs.

References

[1] Noga Alon, Jarosław Grytczuk, Mariusz Hałuszczak, and Oliver Riordan. Nonrepetitive colorings of graphs. Random Structures Algorithms, 21(3–4):336–346, 2002. doi: 10.1002/rsa.10057. MR: 1945373.

[2] Brenda S. Baker. Approximation algorithms for NP-complete problems on planar graphs. J. ACM, 41(1):153–180, 1994. doi: 10.1145/174644.174650. MR: 1369197.

[3] Hans L. Bodlaender. A tourist guide through treewidth. Acta Cybernet., 11(1-2):1– 21, 1993.

[4] Hans L. Bodlaender. A partial k-arboretum of graphs with bounded treewidth. Theoret. Comput. Sci., 209(1-2):1–45, 1998. doi: 10.1016/S0304-3975(97)00228-4. MR: 1647486.

[5] Marthe Bonamy, Cyril Gavoille, and Michał Pilipczuk. Shorter labeling schemes for planar graphs. In Shuchi Chawla, ed., Proc. ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (SODA ’20), pp. 446–462. 2020. doi: 10.1137/1.9781611975994.27. arXiv: 1908.03341.

[6] Sergio Cabello, Erin W. Chambers, and Jeff Erickson. Multiple-source shortest paths in embedded graphs. SIAM J. Comput., 42(4):1542–1571, 2013. doi: 10.1137/120864271.

[7] Zhi-Zhong Chen, Michelangelo Grigni, and Christos H. Papadimitriou. Map graphs.

J. ACM, 49(2):127–138, 2002. doi: 10.1145/506147.506148. MR: 2147819. [8] Reinhard Diestel. Graph theory, vol. 173 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer, 4th edn., 2010. http://diestel-graph-theory.com/. MR: 2744811.

[9] Guoli Ding and Bogdan Oporowski. Some results on tree decomposition of graphs. J.

Graph Theory, 20(4):481–499, 1995. doi: 10.1002/jgt.3190200412. MR: 1358539. [10] Michał Dębski, Stefan Felsner, Piotr Micek, and Felix Schröder. Improved bounds for centered colorings. In Shuchi Chawla, ed., Proc. ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (SODA ’20), pp. 2212–2226. 2020. doi: 10.1137/1.9781611975994.136. arXiv: 1907.04586.

[11] Loïc Dubois, Gwenaël Joret, Guillem Perarnau, Marcin Pilipczuk, and François Pitois.

Two lower bounds for p-centered colorings. 2020. arXiv: 2006.04113. [12] Vida Dujmović, David Eppstein, Gwenaël Joret, Pat Morin, and David R. Wood.

Minor-closed graph classes with bounded layered pathwidth. SIAM J. Disc. Math., to appear. arXiv: 1810.08314.

[13] Vida Dujmović, David Eppstein, and David R. Wood. Structure of graphs with locally restricted crossings. SIAM J. Discrete Math., 31(2):805–824, 2017. doi: 10.1137/16M1062879.

[14] Vida Dujmović, Louis Esperet, Pat Morin, Bartosz Walczak, and David R. Wood.

Clustered 3-colouring graphs of bounded degree. 2020. arXiv: 2002.11721. [15] Vida Dujmović, Gwenaël Joret, Piotr Micek, Pat Morin, Torsten Ueckerdt, and David R. Wood. Planar graphs have bounded queue-number. In Proc. 60th Annual Symp. Foundations Comput. Sci. (FOCS ’19), pp. 862–875. IEEE, 2019. doi: 10.1109/FOCS.2019.00056. To appear in J. ACM, arXiv: 1904.04791.

[16] Vida Dujmović, Pat Morin, and David R. Wood. Graph product structure for nonminor-closed classes, 2019. arXiv: 1907.05168.

[17] Zdeněk Dvořák. Sublinear separators, fragility and subexponential expansion. European J. Combin., 52(A):103–119, 2016. doi: 10.1016/j.ejc.2015.09.001.

[18] Zdeněk Dvořák, Rose McCarty, and Sergey Norin. Sublinear separators in intersection graphs of convex shapes. 2020. arXiv: 2001.01552.

[19] Zdeněk Dvořák and Sergey Norin. Strongly sublinear separators and polynomial expansion. SIAM J. Discrete Math., 30(2):1095–1101, 2016. doi: 10.1137/15M1017569. MR: 3504982.

[20] Zdeněk Dvořák and Robin Thomas. List-coloring apex-minor-free graphs. 2014.

arXiv: 1401.1399.

[21] Zdeněk Dvořák. On classes of graphs with strongly sublinear separators. European J. Combin., 71:1–11, 2018. doi: 10.1016/j.ejc.2018.02.032. MR: 3802229.

[22] Zdeněk Dvořák and Sergey Norin. Treewidth of graphs with balanced separations.

J. Combin. Theory Ser. B, 137:137–144, 2019. doi: 10.1016/j.jctb.2018.12.007. MR: 3980088.

[23] Jeff Erickson. Maximum flows and parametric shortest paths in planar graphs. In Moses Charikar, ed., Proc. 21st Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms, SODA 2010, pp. 794–804. SIAM, 2010. doi: 10.1137/1.9781611973075.65.

[24] Louis Esperet and Jean-Florent Raymond. Polynomial expansion and sublinear separators. European J. Combin., 69:49–53, 2018. doi: 10.1016/j.ejc.2017.09.003.

[25] Fedor V. Fomin, Daniel Lokshtanov, and Saket Saurabh. Bidimensionality and geometric graphs. In Proc. 23rd Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms, pp. 1563–1575. 2012. doi: 10.1137/1.9781611973099.124. MR: 3205314.

[26] Jacob Fox and János Pach. A separator theorem for string graphs and its applications. Combin. Probab. Comput., 19(3):371–390, 2010.

doi: 10.1017/S0963548309990459.

[27] Jacob Fox and János Pach. Applications of a new separator theorem for string graphs.

Combin. Probab. Comput., 23(1):66–74, 2014. doi: 10.1017/S0963548313000412. [28] Anna Galluccio and Martin Loebl. On the theory of Pfaffian orientations. II. T - joins, k-cuts, and duality of enumeration. Electron. J. Combin., 6(1):#R7, 1999. https://doi.org/10.37236/1439.

[29] Martin Grohe, Stephan Kreutzer, Roman Rabinovich, Sebastian Siebertz, and Konstantinos Stavropoulos. Coloring and covering nowhere dense graphs. SIAM J. Discrete Math., 32(4):2467–2481, 2018. doi: 10.1137/18M1168753.

[30] Frank Hadlock. Finding a maximum cut of a planar graph in polynomial time. SIAM J. Comput., 4(3):221–225, 1975. doi: 10.1137/0204019.

[31] Daniel J. Harvey and David R. Wood. Parameters tied to treewidth. J. Graph Theory, 84(4):364–385, 2017. doi: 10.1002/jgt.22030. MR: 3623383.

[32] Lenwood S. Heath, F. Thomson Leighton, and Arnold L. Rosenberg. Comparing queues and stacks as mechanisms for laying out graphs. SIAM J. Discrete Math., 5(3):398–412, 1992. doi: 10.1137/0405031. MR: 1172748.

[33] Sampath Kannan, Moni Naor, and Steven Rudich. Implicit representation of graphs.

SIAM J. Discrete Math., 5(4):596–603, 1992. doi: 10.1137/0405049. [34] Hal A. Kierstead and Daqing Yang. Orderings on graphs and game coloring number.

Order, 20(3):255–264, 2003. doi: 10.1023/B:ORDE.0000026489.93166.cb. [35] Robert Krauthgamer and James R. Lee. The intrinsic dimensionality of graphs. Combinatorica, 27(5):551–585, 2007. doi: 10.1007/s00493-007-2183-y.

[36] Richard J. Lipton and Robert E. Tarjan. A separator theorem for planar graphs. SIAM J. Appl. Math., 36(2):177–189, 1979. doi: 10.1137/0136016. MR: 0524495.

[37] Gary L. Miller, Shang-Hua Teng, William Thurston, and Stephen A. Vavasis. Separators for sphere-packings and nearest neighbor graphs. J. ACM, 44(1):1–29, 1997. doi: 10.1145/256292.256294. MR: 1438463.

[38] Bojan Mohar and Carsten Thomassen. Graphs on surfaces. Johns Hopkins University Press, 2001. MR: 1844449.

[39] Jaroslav Nešetřil and Patrice Ossona de Mendez. Sparsity, vol. 28 of Algorithms and Combinatorics. Springer, 2012. doi: 10.1007/978-3-642-27875-4. MR: 2920058.

[40] Jaroslav Nešetřil, Patrice Ossona de Mendez, and David R. Wood. Characterisations and examples of graph classes with bounded expansion. European J. Combin., 33(3):350–373, 2011. doi: 10.1016/j.ejc.2011.09.008. MR: 2864421.

[41] János Pach and Géza Tóth. Recognizing string graphs is decidable. Discrete Comput.

Geom., 28(4):593–606, 2002. doi: 10.1007/s00454-002-2891-4.

[42] Tarik Pecaninovic. Complete graph minors in strong products. 2019. Honours thesis, School of Mathematics, Monash University.

[43] Serge Plotkin, Satish Rao, and Warren D. Smith. Shallow excluded minors and improved graph decompositions. In Daniel Dominic Sleator, ed., Proc. 5th Annual ACM-SIAM Symp. on Discrete Algorithms (SODA ’94), pp. 462–470. ACM, 1994. http://dl.acm.org/citation.cfm?id=314464.314625.

[44] Bruce A. Reed. Tree width and tangles: a new connectivity measure and some applications. In Surveys in combinatorics, vol. 241 of London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., pp. 87–162. Cambridge Univ. Press, 1997. doi: 10.1017/CBO9780511662119.006. MR: 1477746.

[45] Bruce A. Reed. Algorithmic aspects of tree width. In Recent advances in algorithms and combinatorics, vol. 11, pp. 85–107. Springer, 2003. doi: 10.1007/0-387-22444-0_4.

[46] Neil Robertson and Paul Seymour. Graph minors I–XXIII. J. Combin. Theory Ser. B, 1983–2010.

[47] Neil Robertson and Paul Seymour. Graph minors. II. Algorithmic aspects of treewidth. J. Algorithms, 7(3):309–322, 1986. doi: 10.1016/0196-6774(86)90023-4. MR: 0855559.

[48] Neil Robertson and Paul Seymour. Graph minors. XVI. Excluding a non-planar graph. J. Combin. Theory Ser. B, 89(1):43–76, 2003. doi: 10.1016/S0095-8956(03)00042-X. MR: 1999736.

[49] Jan van den Heuvel, Patrice Ossona de Mendez, Daniel Quiroz, Roman Rabinovich, and Sebastian Siebertz. On the generalised colouring numbers of graphs that exclude a fixed minor. European J. Combin., 66:129–144, 2017. doi: 10.1016/j.ejc.2017.06.019.

[50] David R. Wood. Bounded-degree graphs have arbitrarily large queuenumber. Discrete Math. Theor. Comput. Sci., 10(1):27–34, 2008. http://dmtcs.episciences.org/434. MR: 2369152.

[51] David R. Wood. On tree-partition-width. European J. Combin., 30(5):1245–1253, 2009. doi: 10.1016/j.ejc.2008.11.010. MR: 2514645.

[52] David R. Wood. Clique minors in cartesian products of graphs. New York J. Math., 17:627–682, 2011. http://nyjm.albany.edu/j/2011/17-28.html.

[53] Xuding Zhu. Colouring graphs with bounded generalized colouring number. Discrete Math., 309(18):5562–5568, 2009. doi: 10.1016/j.disc.2008.03.024.