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Model-checking Problem on Well-structured Graph Classes

LIU Guo-Hang, CHEN Yi-Jia
(School of Electronic Information and Electrical Engineering, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200240, China)

Abstract: Many computational problems on graphs are NP hard, so a natural strategy is to restrict them to some special graphs. This
approach has seen many successes in the last few decades, and many efficient algorithms have been designed for problems on graph
classes including graphs of bounded degree, bounded tree-width, and planar graphs, to name a few. As a matter of fact, many such
algorithmic results can be understood in the framework of the so-called algorithmic meta-theorems. They are general results that provide
efficient algorithms for decision problems of logic properties on structural graphs, which are also known as model-checking problems.
Most existing algorithmic meta-theorems rely on modern structural graph theory, and they are often concerned with fixed-parameter
tractable algorithms, i.e., efficient algorithms in the sense of parameterized complexity. On many well-structured graphs, the model-
checking problems for some natural logics, e.g., first-order logic and monadic second-order logic, turn out to be fixed-parameter tractable.
Due to varying expressive power, the tractability of the model-checking problems of those logics have huge differences as far as the
underlying graph classes are concerned. Therefore, understanding the maximum graph classes that admit efficient model-checking
algorithms is a central question for algorithmic meta-theorems. For example, it has been long known that efficient model-checking of first-
order logic is closely related to the sparsity of input graphs. After decades of efforts, our understanding of sparse graphs are fairly
complete now. So much of the current research has been focused on well-structured dense graphs, where challenging open problems are

abundant. Already there are a few deep algorithmic meta-theorems proved for dense graph classes, while the research frontier is still
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expanding. This survey aims to give an overview of the whole area in order to provide impetus of the research of algorithmic meta-
theorem in China.

Key words: model-checking; algorithmic meta-theorem; sparsity; structural graph theory; parameterized complexity

BR T E ARl (01 22 4 i i R AT B — L8 DL B AR IR, 4 WS PE4E (dominating set) 177 A B —F i@
4 (first-order logic, FO) f#ii&, 3-% 4 (3-coloring) [ B 7] 1 — JC —FriZ % (monadic second-order logic, MSO) #iif
SR LT, M B TIER SN, FIESUSERIL T K E R AL E H (algorithmic meta-theorem). 5V2: 7T & Hl
& — Pl A 4518, v DA AR AR R 0w R, ORI ST e LR AR A (model-checking) 1]/, BT
AR TR N 170 )32 FH A, 08 AR AT 81 v 2 s, R SR (0T 9 P 0 2 PR [l S ) Y B 30 P S92 0 s B P i)
P — L AT B B 5, HAR B (graph) BIAH I 5L B % . A RIS T X ARG 187 L A 454, 18 22 1 LB AR 1
R TR 0 [ AT e PR ¥R 11, B 2 O P L A 1) T A TR 1. TR B 3 01 2230 — 2D PR s B ) B AR 4 1, X 2
FL AR B RURI 7] ARTE V2 4 58 P2 EARTRAE N 5, 3 & I BB T R B RIS T AR

¢4 e R P2 M B (simple undirected graph) G = (V,E), V, E 43 W AT A (vertex) AliZ (edge) HIES, G Py
% (average degree) & SN 2|EV/ |V, BI 2 f5A MR 5 TS SR M HLE. FsitE (sparsity) AT LA IS PEHL 2 SLUNF
HofF—~EIZ (graph class) C, HAERE G € C [P BB e — [ 5 108 5, WFR C NFGEL (sparse), 75
RIBNEEI (dense). M E SURE 5 BRAR, (A HAATT : F2ei 2 i%0e W EKIHA—E BF RIFMM B, 40—
R FRH 1 2, [ A — ek 5 R G (A X S IR 8 1 IS, 9 Gn — e SR SRR G 1 R 2L BRI A A I e
(structural graph theory) HF H: AR i K X — 8 S, W% TRsitE A 5 HIRZ . AR RIZHE, 530K k. &
TG BT S AR T 20 tHAD 90 AR AKX FE L RFER IR R B B 28 5012, Courcelle B 728 1 AN EIEE X BRI
ot E B B9 5 (bounded tree-width) B2 ) MSO BEALAS I i 851 ] LLTE [ 52 2 $0 2k 4[] (fixed-parameter
linear time, FPL) PYfE sk . I8 20 X4 MHRZR, Fiii B2 b A0 9 T4 LU WA ik, T L2 4T FO A28
RS ) R PRI FEAE RN, — R B B 0 8 B AR T A IS E R B S5 fif (fixed-parameter tractable,
FPT) (f: [EH R (bounded degree) BI25 . 27 HAR (proper minor ideal)?!. P BI2E M. JRHR# 5H R
(bounded local tree-width) EIZE1Y, 4 549K (bounded expansion) FIZE P, TALHHEF (nowhere dense) 2 %% H:
o, ToALBR 2 BRI 45 BT LT B 1 X T R AT % (somewhere dense) -+ E|ZEAE (subgraph ideal), 7F — 2525 #L1)
MR T FO RO [ A2 FPT 91, (R, b — 25 (R 70 2% 8 AR 7 P FR AR A PRI 2 (49 i 2 B 2 P
2%), BUE B USG5 3 T T I T 22 WU HE, AHOCZS 0 2, Cangh e 56 B S 5 28 (poset) 25 E
() FO AU I 1) A1 FPT 145, MO 10 455K, St e BN T B OB B 1) 7 B2 2K 1

AHEG T #1288, A8 2 B 2l B T S AR 45, AT T R R AN 78 4%, LA I AR K 2 2t — e R A4
(well-structured) H% BRI FL, AT A A X I 07 0 46 M M o 49 4 — S8 7F 57 3R B X 1 X (7] [ (interval graph)
2B I (map graph) 25, — L6 J1{A] &2 (geometric graphs)! "4, FO FEEUR I 6 B /& FPT . — ki, 78
% B2 L AEG 7 5 FO AR RS ASH i 1] AR L35 R M, {RL7E — S 5T R 47 OB 5 (1 256 1, 538 MISO AR AR Aar il 1]
RS fE FPT (9, 1403158 4 5t (bounded clique-width) P2 !4 2% i 4 4104 JEAF IR 1 5 gt B, B4k 75 A B2 1
Y o ) ) 0 ) ffE ) S TR AR, FRAT L2 DGO Foh B B AR 2R B % B PR B2, A BB kAT — Lo 4 i b 1 %11,
R & PG I 5 ARG B 2 Bk oo e B AU 2 B AR —. SRR, 1248 B A 78RR, U] 5 i v 1 N,
Bl 554G SR A 98 S O A BT % 7 MSO (B3I ) 1) 5 i e Y, £85I 1 MSO BRI )
FRASK T g /& FPT [, 4n V1] SR A SRR Z5 1, 25 44 (1) Seese A48 N7 5 MSO ) 53 fif v il K85 e [ 9
HREZFE. MSO t FO fI#RIARE /T 5R, FO RERYR I 7] 7R 1K) 2) AR 14 A TE B 2 1928 R BIRFE, X T FO 5
AU R PRI ER 22 A2 4 Rt 9 1 — S B R

F i B S8BT ¥ 5 (transduction) 5 2 [ 45 /1 (structurally) IS 2 —JSE B 1) R AAFR % K2E, B a8
IR TR 2 E AR X G 1 B SR it A SR R A TR P, PR % B 285 2 S i R 28 B g5 i e v
JiT (structural property) P, il ani 5 A 5 S5 i % 2 BN A5 B 5 M M 986 51 (structurally bounded tree-width) [#]
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5. B, R BB A M B P OREE TR SRS R, QIR BE S 1 SR T R R R P SR A
B, B AR H AR RSN (7] RS 2 B SRR P 2 b, AT R R P2 S e ——FRA T R 2R R R
RN AL AR T JE G B B 2R 0SB AR G, w5 BN G H P EER B BAR G 34T o007, R TP EER )
— L 3 FEAERAN T Oum! UK IR I 20 ) BB 4R T A 98 SIS | MSO BRI el 1) 5 — b A ik, R
B BTN S HIMES; Gajarsky 25 N HEW] T 45K PE 47 7 (structurally bounded degree) F3E_E () FO 5
BRI o f /2 FPT (9, J5 SR 06 i 45 B E4T 7 T 804tk ) U0 Bonnet 25 A VIR B T 45 4 Joi 36 [ 9 45 ¢
(structurally bounded clique-width) 2 1) FO BRI 1) /2 FPT f); 504X, Dreier %5 N HIER T 454 1 To 40 A9
2 (structurally nowhere dense) 2 I 1) FO AU RGN fr] 042 FPT 11, iX b 38 AT g A 1t 2R R L&
RIRA.

T 2 B S AH S 0 T — Lo S B A S5 M 1 R BN B B 7T 51338 T 3 AR TR 43 AR (decomposition) F
DAZ 45 R A R sk BN, T S A A SR At T — e A B R % I 4 R P A B 2 Y i
AT 7 BRI 7 Ah— s s b PR B P, R 55 R Bt (weakly sparse). a5 1 (stability). — JGAR#IIE (monadic
dependence) &, TATH 5L TG E BB ST SR AR 1) LA R,

SO VEAN A R R 0 8 BRI AR, S — L E B 7T S A S A, B RIS I b R I L o e HEA
WREGL, S A ST SRR I — 2 F B 528 R, ARSCEE 1 1T/ ARSI SR, B8 2 1920 [l i 8092 e e R
R IE AR, AR — AT A HLERIBE . 5 3 K FO BRI BB 7L B AT, A 2H B TG e ST
A — K&, B A HIET FO RERIERI L. 25 4 TN ¢ FO BRI i 858 5 A i 6] PRI 72, 3 e
FLoeg T IA TR B SR, FR T Fedh R B TR % 2, X R Ak i) B ST ). X — BB AR T
— U RO, AN RN AREE TR R AR T SEM SRR A HER. B 5 e RS

Bl 1 /R T A B b ) — e B TS R SO BR, BTSSR ST A RS S R
A AR g R R R LSS, A m BTN U8 R B, RIS O IS, RLAE S SO AR 2
2. FEE RN BRI S R R (B )REE R ik R — 2 R AR B, KB EER R n & R AT
JREML IR, GRS FRIN A SRR p S A M 2R T AR R Rz B 2SRRI A R IR, Foh i 3R R
T BN T, B EFRIREET FO REVERIITE, SOLRET BN EN T, AERRETHSMALEARSE
H A G AR G RN EE (A SR 2R ME 23 I3 7R — J0 W@ 8 A — B i A B e U 1) R ) 2 A9 R R i, B e T
— JOIRHIEIZE (RS ) B T AR, (B S5 AR AR — BB 3R ) 5 R L Y, i D458 AR R SR BOATF 9.

K1 Sk BN — L E B R SO ER
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1 EARER

TEARSCH, N FRoRAEFMEE (BB R0 46, N* R IERAE, R RRTHLE, 0 RREE (1,2,...,0).
1.1 BE5HRERE

A A R P R E B TR A RS (finite model theory)™* 7 — LS IEREME 2. 3248 (logic)
] CAER A A B — S 8 MU 38 H I B A 30 (formula) 4R &, 5900 2 B E B 58— FriZ 48 FO il— o =g
#H MSO. A AR TT (variable) G — 8 oAl — 0 B 4870 (RI4EG 2 T0), 3 BN S 8, x,y,z FAIR S F0F
X,Y,Z FoR. 75545 (symbol set) 1 /&G BREZ AN KR (relation) 75 1% & (constant) 775 (fRIFR“IE R H &) (4%
&, AR R #A HAM BT (arity) ar(R) . £ —M &% ¢ AXMIZEFO [r) #4077 =RIA g8 H e S —
M AR e H BRI (term), J& T (atomic) AREFE 1, =6, MR, .. typ , o R BT HIEREKR, 1 RIERT, T
HHETFARET FO[r] ; BHIBH (logical connective) BIEA (5). v (). = (3F), &,y € FO[r], N
(@AY, (pV ), ~p € FO[1] ; &1d (quantifier) B3F3 (F1E). V (EE), RIEAT—M2IG, HeeFO[r], M
Axp, Vxp € FO[7] . — 0 i@ v A A2 MSO [7] 158 AR, 2 v —o ke sc X, BIZE FO[r] &
SRR B3I E T A Xt e MSO[], H B AR EIER T X, BI# ¢ e MSO[7], Ml AXp, VX € MSO[7] . B4R,
FO[7]  MSO[7]. AN A Z B IMLI AR TCHR A H FHZE TG (free variable), 75 WAL HAE TT (bounded variable),
ANEH BTG A PR Vi) (sentence).

EX 1. MSO ARME A% (quantifier rank) gr: MSO — N JH445E LI F:

() BT AR RN ECHN 0;

(2) gr (—p) :=qr(p);

(3) gr(pAy) = gr(e V) := max{gr(p),qr¥)};

(4) gr Axp) = qr (Vxp) = qr(AXp) = qr(VX¢) :=qr(p) +1.

Al AT BLSE S FO AR EEM AL B L, BiE A X P RIRENEH, AR RPEE. 1 4
#J (structure) & — TG A = (V(QI),(R‘”)RET,(C“‘)CET) , HA 8K (universe) V () NAETHREE, RY c v)™® Xtk
Z R [Mf#EF% (interpretation), ¢ € V() @XTH & o PIFRRE. A MIGmAD B (190 BRI (size). IS5 MM B IRIZSRR A
SRR BE T A AB, ANV FTES Bl V(B) KBRS ¢ E: (1) WA XRRer HERE aeS“®,ae R
M HENY p@) eR; Q) MTEFE cer,ceS H o(ch) =, MK ¢ A AF B H—AEB5[FIF (partial isomorphism).
BE—25, 35 ¢ N V() BV (B) AU, IFR A F B (11— A (isomorphism). #5477E A £ B (I FEF, WFRA L B
[A]# (isomorphic), iIL A A= B . WTH @) R AR WMHBHZ GBS T 2. b5 Arp@ XY x HREN
ae VAT I, S5k A o . o NIEEIN BT N U e o . ARMIE SGEMEH e L B ERNSHER 451
AB, BN HWFAUB A—NFM « &1, LA VAUV ), BEXMEE X R Re, R™® :=RYUR®.

15 Bk, FATATLLE T8 (normal form). i 302 — F A RS 3010 2 30, AR R A S T A
2, HosE OFARME—, A SCH R — R 2 PRt R (1) B EEE— A e, a7 AR5 L B 13
Xy, HFHIZIERTE L gr(@) = gr(p); Q) T EEMFHFTE . RN g FE BT HR K TR m, 005
FORA R, 0 HIE B R A BRI, T HARE— N, WA nqm, BEEFTE 58N . BIRANEAHLT ¢
H A2 TLH PRI m B30, AT T DB BT 2 20 43 Hr #0246 Lt v =5 FdEAT 1, IXBE A 1R
Z ATk, B, BATFHFAZR AR o 1 8 B2 TGRSR 2, BIAR— 8 25 W e (), R Fid5
Ak (@) T o o E A G IR B A A B 58 S, (B @ /R, it mT LABRAK o B B8 0 x, IRME N a h o
AR, o FREBEZTICFRKT |a FE X Ae p@) . HIATBLE g 8 (g -type) HIHER.

X2 L, 4, BB m,q U aevay", WhkT alt) g B pt Wa) & SRS 1ptW,a) =
{¢ €LV, Ak ¢@),qr(p) < q}. Hm = O, WL tpL (). FHILEM ¢ B Typet, [t] AEA {tpk (W) | WHTHS
H,ae vVE)").
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ARG b g BBET L RIFMIER. B4, M TN THEEMNMTSE v ERME g B B2 TTHR K Fix
m , K ECE AT RN, #epl Q0 R Typel [v] WA MRE. Kk, & FEE AR, ATCLE 7721 E 2 A
Uk (@), WA LB R BT ERSHEN o BIANEELZ N g B A BT TN ja) FVEATTHEH pE (Ua) .
(HFEE R T, WHERUBANDIFABETTF W Typet, 7], B r S5H ECRZ T 55 (1), A REE 55 2445 T A 19
g B, F b, FO A sUR R AL PEAE — M U R AT HIE 1, A 5 AN 2 5 nl i 2 2 IHERY. 6T ¢
ROEAT — A RIS 7 TSN &R, g /2 a PR IS T TITTEM I 751, WARYE (pht,a) 7T AR
KOS ph(W,a,) . 9 T AR X — T SRR, FATTINE 3.

EX 3. 4 ERGETCN Mg B, w3 [, NE R EE T FHRERBIMAXE: () S TERALR
pet, Ao TAFAETIART IR E BT, MM e; 2) 5 (1) BRARK A AP A BT Y BN
Xigs FHS = {(jeN* | j<i,jel}; 3) 5 () HEBIMETH A XA NFEM ME.

51 =i}, ¥ [1], FEH 1], . BAR, ARG ¢ 1 E [, MR w0, F4h, [, — R ¢ Y, BAH [tpj(‘)l,[z)]l =
tpL(W,a;) , XA T AR epL (U, a) T 5 epL(U,a,) . A5 7 GH A, B 2 A R IR R = 2 v g 1 L AR
A, B epL0) = tph(B), WAL A =L B. FHHH, # A= B, WIMER g #H A =L 8. BIR =L & DEMKR, (Ll
W R ULIE B AN S5 130 21X — S5 R RIEAE 5, S )R B o 75 A8 H F R #9155 (back-and-forth method) BY,
% Ehrenfeucht-Fraissé{# 4% (game) (f&i#% EF {#55)%.

1.2 ES5HIRW

RN, EHE AL S G = (VE) Zan—AE, Kb v AT SR, E VIR, w it RIS u,v Z A, #75
REBR UG, AR SO 1 EIBR A BRGS0 ) [, BRSO A R . & e | B FLd i i L o T R
W, BAVE X SE v ={E}, KW EAZIRRR, IFHE GMA—N 1 458 6 = (V(6),E®), iBIR V(6) B
TSV, ECHIIE E . FHTUS u,v Z0G, WER w5 v A4S (adjacent), 5 u A TS FR N u AT JE (neighbor),
u (A48 & B ECEFR N u B BE (degree), 1M deg (u) , Bl 6 HIBE deg (®) 7€ X 6 TS BB R, FfiTe LB Em—
LR LT

(1) T B AT T w, NV R BER u, N E PREBRATE QS u i,

(2) JLMIBR: XT38 uv, N E PR (u,v), (v,u) ;

(3) 1AW (edge contraction): X T uv, NV BB v, N E FEER w,v), v,u), I EHFTE v B 0.

1E © (MR BT — RSN 1Bk AN e e 3 4 J5 A3 B EIRR N 6 19F 20 (minor); #AX Fo VT A1
T 122 M B, IR ¥ ] (subgraph); A Sa ¥R TH AU R, IFR -3t B (induced subgraph). 5 H ¥ Eli% A it
TSR X BRBEE SV, LS ATNAE. S2NnE NUENBEGIS] IR S SRS HFR. TR
BRI T AR A, ATH AT PR E S < v Q) XS T 458 (induced substructure) A[S ], BIEIEA S &
EERR R et MR R NS® [ ¢ 2544, BT i) RN 12 (graph class), FTA B I I 25980 Graph .
HEEXCHPEERRE FIETMNETC, MEke x 78 i, HFc —F RN (minor ideal). #&
C C Graph , WFR C NETF A, WD 7N aE N {55 | SAGHTR, 6 € D} , AR AP —E R
HAR B T HF ESEAE RRIRE L.

TR u, v Z IR — 2K FE R € IR AR (path) 22— N T T30 w,wy wy, . wey, v, TR EE HAEE W
ANFHAE TR S 2 (R 3. v 2 (A 5 B A2 K FEFR N w, v FAIRE B, 184 dist® (u,v) , 7€ X dist® (u,u) = 0. 7€ XN 5

G U,V Z BB S dist® (U, V) = min,gepdist® (u,v) - Fru,y ZFEBEZEREu=y , WHuv Z 2 E
(reachable) f), %5 ® FAE RPN T A 2 [BIFR AT, WIFR 6 /& 3EIE (connected) F. il P & KR K ERRNVE
1% (diameter). & FIWKIEE T EFR NS 7 (component), — MBI GEA &35 T/, /- B2 W B AFEZE. E)EE
PEARBEH] FO 4] XY BARZ 5 MSO 2 30E X, A . MSO [k 6E /1 (expressive power) B3 T FO.

CBRARHARAN R KB CHIBRAE B, RTIAEN (€]« WEN{(Gi+1),G+1,) i 11} B, FrERE
FIRRENIRAC AN Path . KBEE € 1A (cycle) €, RETHREEN [€] « LN {Gi+1),G+1,0) i€ [€-11}U{(1,0),(£, D}



6 BB AR R B B )

K, T IR Cyele . 5 — AN S KRBT 2 BIMMERF B, MFREAERE. KK € I (clique)
(RR5EaxfE) |, RIS [0 LR {(i, Nelr i+ j} B, BT BIMIERIGZEEN Clique . KANN €, x 6, 1 =45 14
Ko RARTUSEEN [0+ 6]« LENAGj+6),(G+ 0,0 i €], ) € (61T, FrE =5 BIHREIZRIEN Biclique .
B A TCIR R B (tree), A4 A O TH s SRR TS £ (node), 457 5 AN A ERTECEME— IO B4, 1C T A MY
FIZEA Tree . ARIR H I — A5 50 r R AR (root), BRAFEIAIRBT (rooted tree). 15 ml u 3 r FIBEAE I BENT5 A
HFRA u HItH G (ancestor), u MIFRAIXLET i J5 18 (descendant), 5 u AHATHIHH Y v FR u BI5LT 5L (parent),

B 5 AL S R 5 L 1Y 5 HH T 2 — R, 2 DL e AR A, BRI TR, IR (depth) 58 S
FRT R E w HOBE Y, A AR R EE (height) %€ SCA™ R EONIR L. € XTS5 1p = (P}, Hh PO IuR &, AT
AWM ERRN wp 4 T, KR V() AW RMES, (u,v)e PP RN u v AN mL Il B IR R B 28
RTree . 47 M o FTA 5 U749 U ASEEIE IS, W2 FR0h — XX (binary tree), 1CHTH — XA HUIZE4 BTree .

RV 22 10 B R T DL 12 4 2 2Rt iR, JRATH — e fif i) 7R W), 4 € B 6, A TR S Wil 2 T
EETE ue V() B ues BuIEANMEves , MFRS 76 H—SCHLE. B 6 A RN kISR
B N ik FO iE A ik:

W,}; = Hxlﬂxz...ﬂxk\v’yvol =x;VEXxy),

i€lk]
HEE G M EkeN, HE 6 £EHRKNEBIL k EEE, & — N2 NP 584 (NP-complete) [ &,
EERE col : V(B) - [3] T EIHEE (u,v) € E® 3 col(u) £ col (v), WHAE 6 K—A 3-F . B 6 /Z1E 3-F
0] iR MSO B A fEiA:

Yoo 1= X, X, AX;Vx v Xx AVxy| Exy — /\ ~(Xix A X |,

i€[3] i€[3]

HEE 6, FIE 6 —EAME 3-E 0, B2 — N NP 584 7 8L

— ek, 1 (coloring) J& T8 RN A5 43 B — Al L Z FhEID (color), B AT IS R RS (label), A5 I
TR EHRE— N0 R, BAVK 1o Ut S50 A FNARS B (labeled graph), HH r T RN E— R RNFS
B, BN — LR AN — A5 Fefiltth, v, SRR EL E XA 26 E (underlying graph) 2Bk A 53 AT
B TLRANMBRERR T rp 0. A I E Ut I — TR R U AES S VA, ILWWU - Sy NEA
B ks U R S BT ifdn 5 .

R BRATE AT E IR Gaifman .

EX 4. v 4 AW Gaifman B GQ) &LV Q) AT, LL{(b,c)|Rer,acR",b,cea,b+c) NULIIE.
WAEE a,be V), a 5 b MIEE dist”" (a,b) := dist®™ (a,b) .
1.3 HEGNSEETEER

BATVEEANHiT 5 E J 1 (computational complexity)™ " M2 $ & J 1 (parameterized complexity)®"*2 4155
Wit 45 5E (FSAR) 511 (alphabet) T, iC X+ A S o= B AU BTG A PRACBE (1 4E 2 75 8 (string) 4R
& Mt Qs HOAT Ef—MEF (language), H1 Q 1T BUE SL— A #I5E i (decision problem): i A\ 4 H:
xeXt  HIBREH xe Q. e L WA E i+ (polynomial time computable) B %« : =+ — N, H (Q,«) A LA
N =S H4k 1) (parameterized problem): % N 745 5 x € T H1HH AP KIS HL (parameter) «(x), FIERTH
x € Q. U IR AN 28 HL 1) 0 52 ) REURSA b IR T0 AT DX, 2 850004 PR A DLAE X T 505 2 1 1 20 e o 56 12 48
BRI et R i) 2 TS TR) RO 5, 7E S0 2P 0o [ 28050 i (B[ 2802 Tt ) P 15 2.

EX S HHAET I HEE f NoNMERceN, FENFEERMA e, RELNBITHIEZ 2
F)) -1, MIFRZEIESR (e RFHFAR) B e 2402 Wisnt A RE (88K FPT &%), #5775 FPT BVEH BT =
AN xex BEET Q, WAKSHAL I (Q,x) NEESE LM (FFK FPT) 1. 4 ¢ = 1, MRS [EH E 2 B2k i
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IS 1] 50925 (TRIFR FPL 523%) AN[E E 2 Bk it () /] o550 (RIFK FPL) M2, FPT Ml FPL 735 3R ir A FPT A
FPL FIZ 44k 7] RUAE i 2.

H9 b, FPT B A] et S 8047 2 0% 2 (K 0T 55, SR 5 P T i AR 5 JEAT R M. I8 FPT SE M Tt
T B FE R I R], B fe i 3 2 a7 8 22 T xC bR 4. (R T B 1) SR 7E S 480/ T NI 0 20 4
k() TN TF (x] B, f (k) - |xl” B39 K P L T A T A0 (xR R, B R B 55 2 SR LB AT
B I). R, S B A — O B iz N T N P I AR N S8, AR A% FPT BV 3. 54k, A Scb s i
HEFF 5 Sk Z1 i A 2 i B,

R TR AR ) ) 2 SRV s LR 9 I 2 . [ e @ e L ANEE SR C, ¢ B LB ) MC (L, C) 4R
R HE ) NG A e €, B g e L, FIERTAT We o . FERUR I il F3URT LARE 28 ) 738 0 3 SR, ¥ %
LA Py 1] TS T LA TR S ARG U ) R, B9 TG s BRI BT 30N R kTR L AR C, AFAE— AR
FFAR PTG 7 MC (L, C) . 7 AMBAT —E R0 8 B A5 52 (R 4518, RDASAFAE 280 Sk, 1% 7 2
P g SR . AR DB RS I i B MC (L, C) , SEFr Bl 2 ff ok 7 BT T ¢ BLRgH L g Ay 4ihad (v il
DRI B9 G 5 B PR A B,

“TRCEAFRIESE R AR S S AES HLE Jetkrh, s ik — M 45 22 10 8] il S 5%, H Vardi JF
B 7 B — AN R AR o, RE SR B A 2 AN IGER, FO BRI A A MC (FO,{) it B4 /2 2 00
231 58 % (PSPACE-complete) (117, 55— J7 i, % F4E & B2 € Rl FO 154 o , BRI 7 B MC (@}, C) F ML
J 22 TGN R ] R, DR AT DATE 22 TR (] ol 75 46 Sk e FO B A) il e . B T 3-35 I i) DA e —
> MSO AR, TN XS T [ 52 ) MSO #4) ¢, MC ({e},C) A T AEAE NP 58 # 1. B AT L, #5248 ST 2 1 A AR
SRR AR MR B AGI 10) A  RGE . AE YR (database). fifiA E 24 (descriptive complexity) ZFHE L
B 22 A M T AT 8 AR T i — S T T B (B R, 51 T R A A R R R A L — [ A A AR R ) R NP
SEA I BY, AR TR A P — i A AR RGN ) R 22 3 S [R) T AR AR B S — R T T B AR R IR B
TIRIE F M2 2 IR B 2R, 14035 44 1) Fagin 5 BRI /R T AN S B A FR 1A (1 a8 4 e S0 il AT NP 2
FE T AR B P LA IR A 4 1 AR 5 STk 7,

SV TCE HR AR SR T 32 I T S 4R A MR 2. AR AGH I i) 1 1) 2 B mT LA I M5 1 IR BB ) o 1K
FE, Vardi 1458 PIBEA LL A S HE SUR K, MO DL o ASHL, B R0 S HUL BRI 19 & p-MC (L,C) :
NG AeC, BRI peL, bl ABE, PIERTEHE U . ESHEMMENIES T, S3EE— B2 FPT &
i AR B IR S BB I (], RIS AT 222200 £ (ol) - RN F S5, S8 R U, Hvoo @ #48 H Y FPT 5
VRTINS (elementary) BB P, B FE DR E R RE M 5. B R ESHum N T
BN, SIS AT I AR S b, SR M S S e i, FPT Skt AR Rl 1 2 Wi 18 Bk, V7 28 L vl
By sz T DA — 5 A 8 4R 4 ) SRR, 9140 3-35 € 1n) 1, A5 5 MSO B RURE I ) S0k e e BRI T 3-5 ]
AR s B2 ) 22 T B TR S vk, TG R SR 00 55 238 vk AR A BRSO TR SV, AR, BRI IR S e 4, B
TR AEAE 4> 5 2 SR 15 B4R R I 1) R0 A 1 RS AR S5 M2K Ser IS4k FO ARG 1] B p-MC (FO, Str) 72
SR A AW ] P 54 i B3O T AW ] 2R KT FPT A& — AN 32 1252 (0 52 28 kA 4t B0 e R 7
Graph £, p-MC (FO,Graph) 1372 AW[+] 56 % 11 P9, thF 3-35 (0 n) @A) 1 MSO #EAJ3IR, p-MC (MSO,Graph) £
BEARESHE MR XP 1, XP 2K T AWx] & 55— AN 2 832 I R 2 M B, S BRATTEE— 0 PR e B2 45
PN, ZHO BRI (] gk A5 PT BEAZAE FPT %, 1 Sidkon e BEO 78 10 B0y . 75 L4 HE (0 2, BLIR 7R 22 ot
52 25 PRV 42 rp it v ] V) (S R AG I ) 0 R A3 B S R, (H S R R MEAE SR T IR S SE g, Gi—
B FHE. 53 a0, A SCH A 25 Hpe BRI 1 5 MC (L, C) " BRINFE S B AL I 1] & p-MC (L, C) ™.
B R IR AR ST A e — S S AU I, (B S HOEASR TN 2 T AT TR RN, A SRR N S5
AT, FEAS R R SR 8, 30— 25 U 2 AR 5 SR B,



8 BB AR R B B )

2 BT HINGENMR

LA 50 0 5 BE T E 341 (automaton) F i, — L8 AR I LG E BLAE 10 FLAE 20 A 60 FEREL T &1
i, R IR LA R 2T IR TR, 3 Ing 25— S IEREE S 41, tIENE S (regular language). A BR H 3
Bl (finite automaton) 25 %% i85 245 5 (&, A7 B AT LR R NI E X 6 FrosHI45H.

EX 6. HEFHRRS, STFF5HE 1 =<, (Cos)» HHF < NZIXRR, C, ¥IHN—ICRR. ZFFH se T XM
Git B, J9— 7 G5, RN Isl], <A sl BITESRIBUT, €2 o= {i| s34 Ha) .

5 B 0k T 78 B O (9 4518 2 Biiichi-Elgot-Trakhtenbrot 5E 3 (fiiFR BET & 3)“* &85 7 H MSO iE4)
5B SUE S 5 IENE S MM, ks R e 1.

TR 1P Lot RIENES 4 HICATEEIER) o, € MSO [rx] 132 o, ISR N (B, | se L).

F 441 Kleene 5E F WIS YR EAN, IENE 5 54 R H ShHLESZ 038 5 2540 19, FARR A IE W RIA R (regular
expression) A] LATHH H —MERZZE S HIHE A IR B 3041 (deterministic finite automaton, DFA). 45 %2 F 7 s,
BHIWT s 2 EE T A ENNE S (B2 SR A5 ENRIER), R TS IFE 175 M1 DFA, W82 58
% s ARl M4 Kleene 5E# A BET € ¥, MSO G H) 5 DFA AAEXT R JC R, Ik, 4558 747 & s FiEA)
© e MSO[ts], BRI B, REH L ¢, RGBT o XN DFA, MEH R 585 s I T, DFA (/T B4R
TR, SRBELE T U] B RO A T R DFA, X 75 2582 BET 52 B IE B F2.

TRV L, FRATTE I — AR I R P R W BER S S — N o, TR TR A o 96 R 751,
H " R m A~ a MR 75 8 BB R B 450 8, I — 0K R C, ATURE B, RIknT DLE 8 L5 58— 4
7 GK, Hd o= (<), [l o SR T G588 O, . SEBR B O, #5581 [m] L BRI, — BARIX R A T
(ordering), FTH 71 I Ord := (D, | m e N*}, AT B AR BRI B THBE LA I ) /8 MC (MSO, Ord) WIm sU 1k, 45
E A o e MSO[r.], & q:= gr(p) , TATHIE o X B DFARENIOFBRNT = (a) , B TypesO [v.] HIIF T
q BUNIRES, B IR N H AL S o 1 ¢ B, BANEIN— NGRS Q) , IRASERVIRASFERL bR BU A n R 721
SE: (1) Qo FeR 2 1pls0 (D)5 2) MHEEm> 1, 1p5°(D,) BB E 1pM°(D,,,) , HEREHB A f KA. H
T Typels© [r.] T q BURIHCR R A IR, HORZSEOR A BRI, TATIE T ZEUPIRESF R R H0Z R e LI, AN RE
IR EANIRES R — 5k ik,

S22 1. XMER i, je N, 5 O, =50 O;, W O, =l 0, .

SIBE 1 AT LAE I AT $ 1 BF EZRIE . AR 1

&% 1. MC(MSO, Ord) IS8

BN ¥ Oe0ord, B4 ¢ e MSO[r.];

(1) ¥Ji& o X RLF) DFA;

(2) LL O X R FAF E: @ %I NIZAT DFA.
Hi: DFA BEE% a".

SVE T M IERATE R B AR IR R B B M G L FE, DFA S8 47 45 RN 23 4E 1p)s0 (D,) R, T
@ € tpV0(9,) U HA L 1p¥s0(D,) ALK, O, k¢ THALY DFA 2 am . FIH UL 1 st

(1) DFA [f#eig: i RS SRRV R B 8, 7 2081 7528 TR 1pMS0 (D, , H THIRGEHB B — Bk
WG Te e, Rl 5528 m ANEEDRES BB KB, NS ¢ A K, B HRE, T2 o B EE R
AMIRAS 1 g B, Kt o B R0 F —— LEXF R AT, BRI ¢ B, B4R ¢ <l¢l;

(2) M4 © FREL o (L REZ O (I1O) W TRV, 1247 DFA I Tl 52 O (|| O|) iR E) .

WUOEE 1R FPL B0, TRIASE] T 58 1 ML TE HL

TEIE 2. MC(MSO,Ord) € FPL . BRI, 17— O (f (k) +n) BF A1) FPL 535,
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TR L, A SCERIAME ] n RN KEE, Kk RRSH, 2T E I T R, A m v R 4L

TE—MRIETET () X WE R TR, FRERE T ISR BE e 3, s il S5, [ E R I,
ZJTEMIE ) DFA BRESZARTS I B S NTE ] o I BAR N A TG R, (5 HEm M 8oF o, #a)ih 3, iy
Tl B HOH [R] (0 R RV AU #43 H ) DFA BRIk 40 52 A ). A 5B — kT o B A P B AR B, b
AT B | (155 B3 (tower function) H IH], T 7E — L8 53 Z PEABL 15 B4 oR B 18] K B0 Sl frg PO,

T AWML AT DLHE 208 b, AR ERATTG W H 2041 (tree automaton). 15 (tree language) S5 HE
&P N EA .

EX 7. i M H B (deterministic tree automaton, DTA) A—MNUJGA. (S, X, F,6), F S WIREE, = A
THRER, FCS NESDIRERE, 6:5. xS . xE - S WREHBERE, S, =S u{L), LA MIRRE. 5 R
WA 715 RO AP, 3 HEA SFEME—— A F R, WARHA W (2 -tree), = WIEEFRAMIE
5. DTA N EE — R =W, BTN BRI L HARYE 6 tH A AUFPIRES: TN S, HETFH
REPRERE 0, HF T RIIRER @, uBEMF I N a, W u FPIRESZ 6(01,0s,0) ; B uw A LB F75 51, W
BN T RSy L. DTA #:2 — R W 24 ALY DTA G847 45 G R T s PRS2 R,

L1, = {E, Ep, (C) s} » AT LG Z W R IR A—A 7, 450, WHUNITE W A, ELE, AR AT
WRRRIHZICKR, C, ARRTNT R E TR — 0K R, KTHIES A e E 3 Fivs, 2580 BET EH 4518,

TEIR 3% BHE S LA DTA #5224 HAUCKAFAEEA) ¢, e MSO[74] 52 XL L.

SEHE 3 AL FE R T 5 745 B I IS I 248l DTA RIS B MSO 5 f) 2 [a) ] DAAR B 1158, DR aT PSR
it DTA BSEBCRAR TG A4 BRI 2 1K MSO SRS R I fn R, T 475 368 Jok — AR 17 S 1) AR 1910 U B . AR AL
FRER T P — DT a, WITT LA BE 0TS B 2546 h BT I — JC R & C,, 3E— 35 R e A 1719 s B,
B4 E FE, &N~ N2J0KA P, B4 T M RE ALY = X, AT H AR RITH MC (MSO, BTree) IR 15, ZEA4
BRI : 4558 T € BTree FIIEH] o e MSO[7,], #i% o SR DTA, PA T AHIANIZIT DTA, T X HAUY DTA
5% T . DTA HI#)id 75 48 F 3% % [ Feferman-Vaught & (fFFR FV & H, BIEH 4).

EH 41 FHEFSE A ﬁjﬁiﬁf,i,j . *ETEE%C] My e Type™SO 1] g, e TyperS[T] s ﬂuﬁ‘ﬁ$q #

q.0+i
1®ty € Type)so, [T] Wi AR U1 264 X TAER ¢ 854 A, B AER e (VAN V(B)), 7€ VY, we V(B), % V(AN
V(B) Cit,ty, = tplSO (W, i), 1, = tpS© (B, aw) , WA 1,@,, = tpMS° (AU B, avw) .

FV 5 B AAIE B — A0l IR ik B Ho b i) MSO # 3ly FO AR AROT. FV 58 B BRR i o 1) 22 L 45 448,
HETZHINAY, TEERZE, N T KRBT DTA i, A0t FV @B RIAUR TR T 10, M5t
FEIFARAT BRI A . 4 g 1= qr(p), o FRLMK DTA BIEWT: FRERA S = (a} , B Typels© [r,] T HFT ¢
BUIRE, B RE RIS o 1 g B4 BIBUE 3, #&n R fE e IR S MR RS .

(1) 6(L,1):=1pl0(Ty,uy €S, Frh Ty AOCEAT T u B = M

Q) #teS , M(Ln=06(t1) =@, €S, HH 1= 1pM0 (T, uv) , T, ABCEIT R u,v HELv AR =0

BV FEF 1,68, M@t,6)=6(t,1) = [H0, 1,0, [L& ], €S ;

(4) BE FIRERAE, B2 S AERERN.

T FV g B @, B AE 145 R 058 1, i Lok it F o R e SO & RA et 52 2.

E% 2. MC(MSO, BTree) I n 20 2.

HiN: X W T € BTree, &) ¢ € MSO[15] ;
(1) ¥ o X R H DTA.

(2) LA T HHINIZLT DTA.

i DTA 2 HE% T.

RS s BN PR, BRI BATAE A N T I ) DU St i /e A . T B R 2 I




10 BB AR R B B )

k. AR NETE SIS T T P AERCY 2w, 1217 DTA B w 0 R FPRESE N 1, = 0pM0 (T, 0) , P T, ABLu
RIS 0
(1) 25 u A 5, FORRLPIRA N 6(1, 1) = 1p)S0(Ty,u) = 1,5
Q) HulXELETFH Yy (AT EEL), 23, MUEE u,v HLLu MR =S, lpz’lso(iw,vu) =r H
T, =T, UL, Ml BV EE A 1, = [p)0 (T, v0)|, = [1@p)° (T v0)| = (18111, = 8(1, 1) 5
Q) FHuBEAFNEv,w, W T, =@, UT,)U(E,UT,,), BRYE FV @&
t,= [zv®|tpg’[so(3iw,vu)]2®| [zw®|ng’[s° (zw,wu)]2 = [ F L@ 6@ ], = 6 (£, 1,,) .

AT, MR 0 PR N 1, = 1p)0( T ) = 1p)S°(T,r), T e AN H g e 1p)(T,r), HAHM A DTA
B2 T, RIS 2 2 IR, 5095 2 IR a i i R

(1) DTA [#4i&: ] FV E B RS RS H R RO — NA I 12, RS EE & A PRI, B iE R
5 g K B B RS, B o BN RES ¢ A AR —— XTI al, B H 5 ¢ 1755,

(2) LA T NHINIZAT DTA [HI 852 O (|T|) el .

AL 2 & —AN FPL Sk, MR e 3 5 fon Hydot e B

EI 5. MC(MSO,BTree) € FPL . FARKUL, /F7E— O(f (k) +n) B W] 1) FPL ik

IR G BIATA B S R RIS B B0E 2 TG DTA BRESRASIER SN 5186) o I BAAR N
BRI, NG HEFRNEA 5, BAMUE R T B o BAApy &1 B

E BILI 7 i B i — 0 e 25 G A (K L, B2 ORI A4 35 4 1 Courcelle @3, —CHE
Se i B — AN BRI B B 1% e PR R A IE AR B EE TR E B, E AR S0 H R A B AR AR . B
% (tree-width) 2 — MEEMESLL, i T —AEEZ KRR T — 4.

R 8. [ 6 (/i (ree decomposition) L2 F Ak e (T.(5.), )

(1) TA—EZXHM, b, € V(G)" BRI M w BRI (bag), m e N* A— N ERIH L, & X m—1 W #
HITERE (width). 7L, BATER V(@) < |V(®) A b, FHITLE S AHIF;

Q) MERTIR veV(6), £EG B, =we V(@ ebd,) EFTHFHTE GO I[B] ZERMN, HPGER)ATH
Gaifman [&;

Q) MMEED uv e EC , FFET R we V(@) 3 u,veb,.

® 158 1 B /MO EFRA 6 BRI R (), 6 PIRETE w(6) 78 SR BARR 2 1 56 5 . 3 T Bk
C, HAFE m e N fFIHMER 6 € C WL () <m, MFR C 90 55 H B2

AR, ATAT— A~ EIERAEAE S FLITIE 43 ff. B SR e, — AN P A e /s, W) by b bkgedls — A 451 JGad P 1
W5 0, TS BUERT 1 R 5E N 1, KERT 2 BRI 5 2, B ], M5 e-1.

Bl 1L SHEREHRE > 1, Ox R (grid) R TSN (€% [€], BEEN (G, J), Go» jo) |1 —iol + 17— jol = 1} K,
W TR € LTI BB BN Grid , Grid i 5 FEIE.

W AR T I — e s WA R, TR AR o0 i T DARE U F b i — e vk L (1 SR R TR 40 A o B T
Hh AT BhAS K. S b, W E SIPLIE AT R —FhEh AR, FeAT T LLSALRT SO B ShAL B TR 5E A
B2 i MSO A5 YA I 1) R 10 B9k, & 0] OB 58 AR N 2 40, BI85 R 40 R ) MC (MSO,tw) : SN B
® € Graph , %) o e MSO[1] , ZEUHN o+ tw(®) , FIERETH 6 k. BAR, 5 MC (MSO,tw) fF1E FPT 532, WX}
&R 5 FE2E ¢, AT RIS 3] MC (MSO,C) I FPT 3%, B MC (MSO,C) 7T LLIHZ1 5] MC (MSO, tw) .

FATVR R o3 R T MC (MSO, tw) IR, BRI — A HAR R 42 B 6, A2 6 f—4
B FLETRE 43 A2 JEF R AR H R EREAE T tw(6) , BT e BR8] — DN A, BN tw (6) B SHI—H6
gy, BATEFE A R IX— 5. 28100, SN 6 R RE U m, FIE R TBA w(6) = m &— NP 52 8, Rk 1
BB [E S HUE 2 L. Bollaender™ 2 i T —NE S SIS, Hm i inse 3 6 Fw, BRI B R0 0.

TR 6. 177E— AN, MNMERZE 6 , 78 2000 ||| B 1] P 52 6 [ AN AR 4.
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Bollaender 53X (IZ AT I (A 6T || G| A LNE ), £ S BRI ME R RO T L it v S ) e im0 . 2
FHARE m « M [m] £ [m] IR 535 p AL TSN [m] B $, 5E X

(D) I,:={ieN|m<i<2m}, SWTE NG :=(1,2,...,m);
() 7[p] = Viavase.osv), FeHFE P TE p BUESCH, W v, = p (@), B v, =m+i;

3) 9[pl:=5US[F[pll, tp(9.p) = 1P} (S[pl.7[plir) , e I[X] AL X NI R TEIL .

HER 6 MiEfeeMSO[r.] , 6 FIM % Nm , ¢ IR g, WAIHIE TR DTA: IREELES N
Typeg’fliO (el FIE T g B FRER S NERZJTTH (D, pLpy) , HA S R TUSEN (m] W, pi,p, N [m] 2 [m]
(R o B AT B2 RS EE F NS M AT o 0 g B WHMER a = (9, p1,p) € X, IR S AUREHRE R H 6 Bk
wr.

(1) §(L,L,a):=tp¥°(H,m) € S;

Q)& 1eS, Mo, L,a):=[1®,tp(H,p)], €S, 6(L,t,a) :=[1®,tp(H,p2)], €S 3

Q) Ft,0€S , W, b,a):= [1:©,tp (D, p)];, ®ul2®utp (D, p2)];, €S ;

(4) BE LREE BEE S REREDRNL.

FV EHMM T LR R [ E . 461 Bollaender HE153] 6 11— M RALH 2 (1 (BW)WEV(:)) 25, Bl
1 (T (5.), ., ) $EE T T S B UET = PT e T AR ARG X TR A w e V() U
AT R v v, w REBLITFREA @, 2= (Sus Pucyo D) €2, Fe11 $, 5 6 (b, | FIIITIRTEES [m) 191, [FIK
Wbt Ak b, RIS i AT AR B i, p M [m] B m] B84 BT, (u, ) € pos A HAN b, FHIE u AN TS
CHRE S HIITRUS w ) HHBITE b, HIZE j AL, 45 v AFLE, W p,,. = @ . BJGBRATLL T NI NIZAT DTA, W T A5
e, SRR BRI 3.

EE 3. MC(MSO, tw) [ R

HN: B 6 € Graph , 755 ¢ e MSO[12] ;
(1) H/H Bollaender SE:H51 6 (A48 (4. (5,)
(2) Hi& @, m SR DTA;
@) ¥ (T (), , . ) IR T
(4) L ¥ N NIZAT DTA.
Hith: DTA R EHEZ T .
BRI 3 MIEMTE iV, = U sirih.. 6, = G[V,],6,, = 6 [b,|US [b,| . B E X 8 FI135] 5 2.
138 2. WHER we V), Hw B T Ay, I V(6,)nV(6,)=b,6,=6,UG,,.
BAVGE I GEAE IS T T PR RCH 1w, 384T DTA J& w R RLIRE A A 1, o= 1p)50(6,,.5,) -
(1) 2 w 5 25, USRI a, = (9., 2.2) , BARE A 6(L, Loa,) = (p0 (9, = 1,
Q) HwANELET W R v (BT RER, wi T a, = (D Py, D) W fpgf,io ((5vw9l_7vl_7w) = tp(H0. p.,) - MR
P& 515 2 FIFV s # A 15:
t, = [tpq“fjo((ﬁw,hl?,.,)]lm = [1.®,tp}5° ((61313)]1 = [6,8utP (H1, P, = 61, L,a,);

() w H LA T mv, s, w A BEFRE ay = (S, Py Pua) » WipdsO (6,55, = 19 (D4, pyi) » 131 2 A
FV g #n[15:

), HEAKEL © (A 5 m

weV(T)

= [t @ 19} (61,0, b, 13)], B 1, @1 1P)S° ((BVZW,B\,ZEW)]IW
= [, @ 1P (Dus D), O (10 ® 1P (Do )], = 6 (10,5115 00) -
AT A5, AR IPRES A 1, = 1pYS0(6,,5,) = 1pYS(6,B,) , H 6 k¢ I HLAL K g € 1pYiS°(6,5,) , 24 HLAL Y



12 BB AR R B B )

DTA $% T, $H% 3 2IERR. 5% 3 BssctEadrin .

(1) ARG & 2L 6 T BB AR o i (1 (EW)WGV(I)) JIT i R 1) A 2007) 163 5

(2) #R4% FV EHAMIE DTA BT BB RN S g B m AH G R B

(3) ARILTE L 8, WA 7 AR A O (m - |®]]) , BRI FAL Y B T (IRTE Y O (m - |6])) 5

(4) LT NMINIZEAT DTA (IRIELDN O (I6)) .

A LAk 3 & —A FPL B, #15 Courcelle & # (E# 7).

IR 7" MC(MSO,w) € FPL . ELAASKIL, FE7E—A (k) +200©") . i 8] (¥) FPL 53k

IR 1 SHMEEM T REZE C, MC(MSO,C) € FPL . BRI, 24— O (f (k) +n) BT IA] ) FPL 553k,

[EIFEHL, 509 3 #4936 1) DTA BRESEIRS LRI 5184) o M BRI R IEK, (V5 HE M a5, FAi1ar A
Xof FIRGRAHMAET ™ A r 4528 D, # i1 D HATH 4581 Gaifman BRI RIIZE (G () | A € DY M 57 FEIZK,
M4 MC (MSO,D) € FPL , H % 4£ Coucelle & B f{3IE B 7 2% & Gaifman FIRIAEHIE. 75 2 Ui B A2, SRR A
Kot BTG W) B3 0 e FEERE 7 2 i EAR P IE W I R . 76 J5 2210 T4E 7, Bodlaender 592 LA )2 Courcelle € H#
AR AT T ) K e A 4k B,

AT B SIHLRNBh S LRI 1) SIS IR B 4 B B 2 28 1 26 k.

EX9. 4 ERC, HHAEE S HENER 6 e CHH 9 AN 6 T, WK C AAREH—FH (excluding a
minor) A B2, 85 BARMAR A S § T3 ($ -minor free) FEIZE.

MTHEFARIMEC, 2PHFE—TESeC, TRIAUS A TRWEEARET C, A FABEEAEHE—
FROEZE G, —PMERCRATE —FRIOEZE Y A0S ¢ 7R B N @ # 55) 4praf
2, EEE 6,9, %5 986 BT, W w®) <w(®) . Kk, #4585 5B 2E 7 2R 5 A S, Moh
HTF I (AR Graph A AW TEA REZ), TRMER REFANAEE—FRNWEZE. GRS R R T
AN, BIAN S 3 — 7 U B R W 5 1T BRI A KT A S B — BT e B 8.

T2 8. X AT A G —FRIEZK €, MC(FO,C) e FPT.

SETL 8 MIUERA 5L T 7 SBLAR I — P B R R P I 0 23 A, 38 3 2800 B T ) sh A8 LRI AR B T b b v 5
BGANTT ST R g 2L R IR o A T AN BR 58 FEAT 5, 1R ZESRAHAT AN L A FE e R IR AT 5, shA R
fy B 1] RAKI T S48 12 ¢ BB RS T FO BRI (locality), # R X FO Bor, FO HIRMBMHRTES 3
b B T B RS, LT B T A% C SRR IS, IR UL AT REAELE — SR AT T R AL X
— i FRE R R TAR PR A3 1 gk, Dawar 25\ PRIEW] 7 R 3A 1 MC (FO, minor) #2& FPT (1: SN 6, % € Graph,
S AN G T, ER) 9 e FO[rp], BN ol +19], HERTEH Gro.

EIE 9% MC(FO,minor) € FPT.

SEFR O FRAIE It AL A S A FLRI A, EL 75 B3 T — S m] DU 40 H A 5 8 20 f 42 #g ek it B2,

3 ET FO EEptERIRRSE

2 WHERAICEE B MSO AU 1) B7E — 285 WL 28 L& FPT 1, JLrp e s B i) 2 i e I 2. 5
Sz B, R A RZRAER T EEE EC LB F %) E 7 MSO KI5 RS, REiE 2y — 1 K25 AT MSO R
] AN AT B8 A 2 . 45 R AT 12 R s S 10 ik K.

EX10. AFEREC: (1) HEHEAEmeN FEERGeC MERBEm, MKC AEERREL Q) HEX
® € C ¥19°F 1 & (planar graph)™, WFK € S~ B2, 10 A 7 i B H 19258 Planar .

KPP, 3% 41 Wagner B3 (B2 10).

EIE 108 AEEE 6 £ L B E ] 150 K5 AN 6 KT

FATH — L8] F 3B — TR R L. BB 1, Grid BEAER FEZE, SONTFHE B, EAR N 55 FE
2, W Planar AN AW FE4G LB, Tree BE M 845 SIS, SORT IS, (HA N BEA FLIEI2E; MRAE 23 10, {Ks) BE
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NIER T, UMM SEE FEE, ABA 1 2K, Planar N EFERAR, #OF T BN A S 3 — 7 U0 B2,
FEA R TR N EA R R, SOy E TR, LA R RIS — 7B e 11 i
BAE — MR 0 1 P T Bl A S IR 2K 1 ) MSO AR AR ) AN K T i A2 5 AR

IR 1L frg BEASER L 4 10 71 BRI B2 € A 3-36 €10 A NP 58 4 1.

BT —ANEIAETE 3-35 (T DURIER Y MSO B s, 10134 T8 BE RIS U ) B MC (Y3001} , C) A& NP 5411,
FUEHZENP £ P, I MC (MSO,C) ¢ FPT.

— ek t, MSO FERIEBE JJ58 T FO, BRItk FO A5 B4l 7] R 1) B ff ¥ BB B 24 b MSO B, Bl FO A5 2R A Ul
i) R AT 7 B 2 1A I T B AR I, TR A SR AR (K SR e e B DR R — B B A EL O B ) FO AR AL AT
(10 5 A, T3 A — AN B A0 A2 2% PR AL, B 54> F AR G BB AT 76 4k 452 e . FO R G 00 1) S 39T A9F 7 3= 4ok ] — 2%
BT FO RFR PRI 51k, R PRGN G BB MHELE 5 4 K 2518

IR S, FO BT ARG 0 41« Je i 1), 3% — R E A FO IR ek, JR i /& FO 5 MSO ()
FH— B B ) BRI X2 —. N T AR FO MRS, TSN e AR
B 6 TS v e V(®), & v r 483 (r -neighborhood) N (v) A & s FTA ] v KIBE B AL r B TR AT RS A, BY
NP ) :={ue V(6) | dist” wv) <r}, r AZAIFAE (radius). #E—F, TUREE U B r SENS (U) LR U
T T AR r AR I SHE RS A Mae V), a I r 80BN (a) & SCA Gaifman B G () H a ) r 403K
NSO (q). BT AMFSEE  ZHIRE, IREGIE— FO A3 dist™ (x,y) e Ak dist™ (a,b) D HAY dist™ (a,b) < r.
EKHE dist” (x,y), dist™" (x,y), dist” (x,y)%5. FO ARAIHMXTL (relativization) & CU1E X 11.

FEN 11 4 BT FO AR o (x), HXT R r HXHL AT o (x) HGRIE I T

D) E e NETFAR, W ¢ = gp;

2) (=) =g, (pxy) =g xy, Hhxe (A, v);

(3) Ayg) := Fy(dist (x,y) A¢'), (yg) = Vy(dist (x,y) > ¢).

A RATBANE — A B AT x 1 FO AR ARG, BB, Ak B i B F R 41 21 3 A8 7T x 1
r AR, DR G A A R AN S SR I FEAS r 4RI 26, FE Rk, W FEREM A ac V), Ak ¢ () ¥H
4 N (@) e ¢ (@) , HANRY(a) := AN (a)] Na BIr BB R FHFEH, BT RUCVvE) & X
NY(U) = AN (U)] . HEAJFHIEHA] (basic local sentence) A& F5EA M N AIIER) FHL,reN ):

&:=dx,... Ax, A dist>2’(x,~,xj)/\Al//’(x,-) .

I<i<j<t ie[]

BT R IE R PR R A G () EIEEST -, v, A BRI RIS R)) Fr N EiE A (local sentence). Gaifman
EH GEF 12) LA 7 FO KI R HIE.

I 12 (15 FO iBH) o S5 T — N REIES) ¢, 1 HARYE  iTLATFHH ¢

Gaifman JF 5 HOEA 15 F 099080 BV 2 3, HAE W R RS R, BIZS TR o 115 o s B
LT EF fZRAIACIE W, B85 G PR IR AR 6 PO R B 2, 4548 FO i H) o MR o K S D2
lop| BT R 55 ). i 0 i BT b i S L A T FO SR (7 R AT LA 50 3 s B, % B R R TR A S
A A T P B ARG I (] R S5 i Y, JE B TAERT I S VEEAT T R G A 1, (B8 5 A S
BURFELELHNT 7 e, A Le SOk EE AR AE — SRR, b — I EIE.

FEI13. 4 U N—JuRAR. Al C, & LB MC™ FO,C) NN HIAEGeC,WCV(®),veV(6),iEH
@ €FO[r,ULUN, re N, ZHCA |p|+r, HIERTREU-W (W) k@ . #5 MC* (FO,C) e FPT, Il MC (FO,C) e FPT . B
A, ERTEAFAE—A ¢ RITHF AN FPT 553 (c e R), WG HIEAE—A ¢+ 1 IRJTHFIAI FPT 553k,

FHVEMEY] E B 13, KA MC™ (FO, C) TEE R A . 25 [ IR I i) 1 MC (FO,C) : 42 G e C FIAR
0 eFO[1,], FIERTA Gee. W4, i Gaifman EHHH o WM AR AR ¢ . BT @ &—LIA TG A)
(A R 2 A, W il AT DAV 20 8 3 8 AR R BRI TE 6 IR R M. R A/ HNEA &, AR 4 HE



6 k& AT LOL.
BUE 4 FAR R 0 ) (SR AR

WA GeC, HARMIEL
i Ge&RET/ROL
() WHEZRA, TETUSES W = {ye V(6) IR0 Ey (v)).
Q) HEH W IITFIEYV « GetVoters(W,2r) . 75 |V| = €, $ir i <mL”.
L GetVoters(X,m) FIEINN X CV(G), me N, BARSZINT:
X « XY « @;
While X" # @ H.|Y|#¢:
M xeX , Y« YU{x}, X « X' =N°(x);
RIE Y ;
() B, TV ITEES « GetBalls(V,3r) . 12 S FICHA (1,11, (Vs 7isy) -
BR# GetBalls (X,m) FIIAN N X CV(6), meN, BARSTHUTF:
YX

For xe X

m, <~ m,
While f7{E y #z € Y i3 NI ()N} (2) #
my < my,+2m,,Y < Y—{z};
RIE]{(x,m,) | x€Y};
(4) FENG € RN (S| IEBE R A 73, S — R 6= 0 +... + 6 MFTH i e [IS]], AL A HIERR
HREV-W (1) k), , Feh,

D = Axy .. Ax,, /\ dist™ (x;, ;) A /\Uxi .

I<i<j<m i€[m]

AR €= 0+ .+ 0 R NIV () £ O, RPTA i € (IS 1] $IBEAL, B i <BRAL™s 75 W AN RRSE™.

HRUHE D 4 MIERRTE. WD 6 R ETE R ¢ (0 TR S, 6 e 2 BACS W R ATERI R TE 6 PR
BERT 2r (9 € ANTH S ARAE B2 GerVoters (152 A3V C W, 3 BV AR BIANTH AL 6 P IFEE KT 2r.
B WVI=€, MG s V<, BB GerBalls NV HIE T S| NS v, v ATy ST —MER
Hor,, Fo SURIERHLT v, 14 7, 48380 (AUIRTFARER (ball)). B GetBalls 1158 LA 43, MATR i€ (IS, 36 r, > 3r, H H
X LA AN AR A 1. T IR T U X S AR 5 T NS (V) , T ELX R R A R A

WiE 1L W ERueV, 4L e ISTHL Ny () SNS (v) .

AL : X} GetBalls o While JEIF IR AIREL j R AGNE, IEBXMER j> 039F: WMER xe X, fifEac ¥, I
NS SN (@), Fe Y, m, ; 7R Y,m, AR5 j AR BB, j = O I, P R, BB j—1 %
AR EOL, B8 j RIS IETT IR, iy £zey, | NS O)NNS @) # o . SRIGHm, HK, 1
myi=my 4 2me FENY BBz B Y =y —fz) BTy z BB my m WBIFER NG () €
Ny ) - RN B, MAEExeX W7 Eaecy, | RN (CN,, (@), TRA: Faely,z), MN) (0 C

Ny (@C Ny ()5 BEWm,; =m,; NG () SNy, (@) S N3, (@) . IEEE.
H T AR IR NO (v,) EAAE, AT W EI’*J*’I\*);MJ\{W,- [W,=WNnN°(v),ie [|S|]} CHTFvevew, Bw, ¥HEE.
TRAWS 2.

WS 2. WHER i # j e [IS]], dist® (W, W,)>2r.
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UEER: BB (V] < €. AR GetVoters BIE XW1E W C NS (V) , BIXHER we W ¥fFEEue V B we ND (u), 1
NP (w) © Ny (u) . #E— 2 BT 1 W45, F20E 7 € (ISl N (w) SNy () SND (v)) . BB BERE w e W, 5wy e W,
WA N W) SNY (), NP (wy) SNS (v) - BT NI ) ONS (v) = @, i dist” (wi,wo) > 2r AEEE.

BA BARR A E W AR SRR 6 FEEE KT 2r B9 ¢ AT, IREWT S 2, FAT0T LUK 2 i L
SRAEEA W, HFRAE 6 HEE B KT 2r BT S B0E, SRS A FBAR 0. T ML IR an . FEENZE © HHEE KT 2r
[ €AW R TS, 4 BAUCKAAAER € o0 RS | AN IEBEBZ R —Fh o E €= €, + ...+ L5 RS TR ie IS,
W, FAEAEPIITE 6 FERE KT 2r (0 6 AT, W15 3 85 & 28 R MC (FO, C) HISEH.

WiE 3. WAERE i € (IS M wiw, € Wi, dist™ ) (wy, wy) > 2r 24 HALY dist® (wi,wy) > 2r .

BB Fo O MR AR K, TNUE LB, 3 dist® (wi,wy) <27, WIHE G H wy,w, Z AT R — % BEBRFRAET
NE (W) UN® (wy) . IRAETE 2 HEBILRE, N® (w)UNS () © NS (), B dist™ ) (wy, wy) < 2r . GIEHE.

WRAIEWT S 3, N e R BN € s S | AN IEBEZ R —F R €= € +...+ L5 BEXN TR ie1S],
W, HAFLE PP LE N (v) FER R T 2r ¢ D TR FERE RO (3) = ROV () | LW, AL DI LE NS (v,)
PR BT 2r 1 € T 2 HLAUS ROV-W () £ 9, . L5 L, BV 4 IIERRPERSE. B30 A ISATINRLA £ (k) -n©
FVE 4 RS RV R MR bt

W IFE W HF ¢ e FO[r, U{UY], BOHIE ve V(6), RO ey (v) JHALG N2 (v) g (v), IR LA
TSR A TSRS W, 258 P TS, BN £yl + -0 (1611) 5

(2) WLV : GerVoters T, While B3 22 254K ¢ 5, BEL TG EAII RN £ () - O (161 , Ferbr f yml it 5
R, BB - f (r)-O(|6]) ;

(3) #5 S : GerBalls B, For fEH JWIE ML FE, 752 O(I6]) ) 1T V)< € FLY &/ 44N, i
While fG ¥ 2 2 364K € — 1 48, B350 o 5 22 0B () A5 78 T Wi 20 5% 1, 285 0 B0 09 BT T 43y, m, SHEIE 3 -7,
[F 1k While 53R 75 ZRIRALA £ €+ 1) - 06, FH 7 AR R SUS BN £7 0+ r)-0(|6]) ;

(4) BIa—H: ¢ NMBEEN S HR. WRHEZEA MKRECHISP <, XA BB Y
F(10+3-7)-OUBIF) . HAITE £ €+ r)-OGI1) , Ferb 7 gl it-5 e 4.

HERE |, r, € 3T LIRSS £ THEH, 1 @ AT LURYE o TH5H, B o 56 AR R i A A RE AR 23 M || 1Y
AT TSR AL, WO 4 R RUE I ) MC (FO, C) BI—AN ¢+ 1 IRF IR FPT 403%. B2 13 IEEE.

20 22 90 FARH A, Seese W T X TAEREA FEZE C Fl FO i h) o , BRI H & MC ({9}, C) 2R RS
) AT A B Gx — 2 g R B L E T FO Rk SR e B, AR UE 3L T Hanf &2 3. Hanf 2 B 5 —
ANMAEERIR T FO 1R, FLRATAA THE (K2 T8 75 4544 ), Fagin 25 NWG 4510 B8 31 7 4 PRE5H 1, 1% e 2
FEA BRASEARY 1 p (AR 5130 B3 X BT AR ) P, T B B2, Seese [ TAE PO A RE BB MC(FO,C) e FPL, K1
WEB R I EET A T — 25 o B BT IRIE o tHEIE B, F58 b, A2 2 13 ghar L33

EE 14. SERER KK C, MC(FO,C) e FPL.

LB R 8 MC™ (FO,C), AN NE 6 e C, iA) ¢ e FO[1, U{U}],ve V(G), W C V(6),reN. T C NE
HRAEZ, W CHEIMER R m, WA deg(®) <m. B o3, N° @) W TRAEENED m+ 1), KR LUE
KT IG]| 1R H BT 8] A F B OV (v) FEdIT 75 28 A 8 R TR o . R MC (FO, C) A7AE i HUt (8] 1Y) FPT 5
%, AR 2 13 A48 MC(FO,C) € FPL . iFEE.

RTSCHRS, @ 13 B FH TR R 30 58 S 2 A 2B AGr I 1) L 1) 53 A ok, RS b s 1T SRR R — R
IR 12, o e 3 12.

EX 12" B 6 MR % (local tree-width) BREL irw® : N — N 5E SUA Inw® (r) = max,eye) {tw (RE ()} . A EH
KO, FHETHHEER g N> NMEBWEE 6 eC,re NWH w® () <g(r), WHK C JuJaEH 54 F K.

B, SRR A S E SRR B R 6 IS SRR SR A S, XYL 6 FEREAN R S 2 A
SHRER I, 2 6 KPR EA—E A R Y H5 b, R HBRATE &6 25 R B HF 3 B 5 SRR B 5 A5G
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N ERE 13 WIS EH 15,

TEIR 151, SHE R R 94 B2 €, MC(FO,C) € FPT . B Adctth, 774E—ANF- )5 8] (¥] FPT Si%.

iE B R MC™ (FO,C) , I AN A G eC , BHAleeFO[r;UU,veV(B),WCV(®),reN . &4,
NEC-W () [T B ZHRE O (|65]) B E]. RYEE X 12, FF7ES 6 TR HHERE g N - NEE (R (1) < g(r).
WIRTSCHTIR, Courcelle & B m] LU T % [EAH . Gaifman B # 58 AT B — 4500 L, DRICAE A — AN Bk
£ (lel) + 206 6| i 18] P R KL AT NOU-W) (v) k. PRI MC™ (FO,C) € FPL , HR# B B 13 RI/545 18, iFEE.

VF 20 W B R 5 A SRS, P LB an BE A R B8 WA FEIR AR, P LR o T A
K Gk A (bounded genus) FIZE 1% A% (genus) A2 3 41 P RE S, B2 FE— A b T VS B A 28 B
T AT 2 A8 3 1) B 22 T 85 RS, 490 40 P T S5 BR T 5 4% D 0, At B i i 5 4 1 %5 35 B 6 RETE N
S I HAAHAZ HE H 3k, WK 6 BRSNS . 6 BT gen(®) B X 6 BEHR N BIHITHI ISR/ 745, FHEZFE C
P B 005 4 S5 AN I HEA [ 8 B H 4, UAR C o g SRS, R 8 X, P BIZE B4R AT 4R FHIE2E. w7
F, TR RS A S IR R v AR, TR A R 2 FiHER 3.

B 2. AMEE - FHEZK C, MC(FO,C) e FPT . Bk, 7206 — AP 7B 1] (1 FPT 5LV%.

#it 3. WHERE TRE REZ C, MC(FO,C) e FPT . BAfk#h, 72— ANF 7 i 8] ) FPT 532

R4 € 513, FHEZE 7 A TR 7 a0 Fm B2 (807 4% FE2E). 8T 61088, JRHm
A TN F R A — R 5 5 A R

1] 287 WAL e NT L A8 S, AKEH K, h IR SR ID R il — KA € BB AR TR B 0 1, e L A X
B R TR, WS TESKL LB -1 AR AEBAE reN, & 0> r, W S, MALE r SB35 N — R
B ew® (D <1, #Fm C<r, M S, PUER r SBREZ BN S, , U™ () <tw(S) =01 <r—1. BIHMERE reN,
w* () <r+1, BEHATAE R S, MRKIEZE S R EA A B2 HER S K7 AN Graph, AT ST
HIHH.

H 2 JE VT, RER S R ERE TR A G R — W EIEE. odsk, A& — 7 An Bt T he
AN RER B8 DS, — A B (4] an ] 3.

Bl 3: AHERE 6, 7€ X Gy ATE G FHIM—ANTRHEZE 6 FETE TS Z A DR 20 EL ST
BIZE C, € X Copex = {Opex | © € C}. HM L, 7E G M PERAR/MYABIR A S A 6 . BT Planar 290 95
B REZ, Planarpe AANRHWEEREL HibeH 10 515, Planar,pe I EBA LR, N T,
Planar e FAE H—F A E kL.

AT LLE R A& 3 — T30 (locally excluding a minor) BB, BIARE F:—FREIES (W L 9) 1Y
JR AL AR A B2,

EX 13 BB C, HREV T HREg: N - N R re N BZEERE S 2190 < g(r) BXTE
6 e C,ve V(6) ¥WH $ AN ) KT, WK C NREA S HE—T U EK.

U, ANE R T R E S N R A S R 7 A IS AR E 12, XHER re N, BIQ, | AT REZ
B r AR R, WU S IR N RN R — U B2 (045 2 R 3 R, RO R AN AT, BT
JAEBA R — 7 W B R R 58 A AR — U BRI ™ kg . EBUE 2 9, 45 K 6,9 T 2
AN 6 1F, W] Lm s e 6 FO AR, 513 3 REF I ME L4850, BRAT LS
TR [ P 4 5 A B 2 IR B AZEIEF R &

513 3. SHERE S ME o, FE—NHE MAMEEE 6, 7 o(||(5||3) W TE N HE © 1R 6 1T

ghA e 13 15 B 16.

I 1677 AHMEE RHA S H—TRIEHK C, MC(FO,C) e FPT.

iE B R B MCl(FO,C) , A A G eC , BHReeFO[r,UUY,veV(B),WCV(6),reN . &4,
NOV- () TR B Z TEZ 0 (|6)) B E. R 13, 755 6 LR HEE ¢ : N - N FENR R (v)
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FRME SR 19 < g (). BT ¢ AR REL, nTLURTT R o), RIG F2ITE MR ¢ () WE, Hdid
SIHE 3 BN~ AMNFEZMM S, BMER § 1R & 2502 WA R Y. 25552 9 UE B 4075 B, T LU is
125 FEAH RL Y Gaifman BTG Z e BEHET B — I 450 b, BEAE—A FPT HIEHE R EH RO (e g.
Ik MC*(FO,C) € FPL , 4l 2 3 13 RFG 4516, IEEE.

Fs b, 7 RRUEH R AT EMR—A o, T EEMAR R
SRIRSL. XM E X 13 MIFRE X 14 224011

EX 14 HEBREC, EHEETIHHEN g NoN #EMIEREreN,GeCrveV(6) WHEAKS #H2
1911 < g (r) HAARS (v) M7, MKRC NRHAGTE—FRIEZL.

BEBAT e B 13 RS s 4.

FEX 15 hE B C KB h: Graph > N: (1) HAAEmeN, FHENMEE 6 € CHH h(G)<m, WMIKC AR
HHREZ, Q) HEFAENIHEN g : N o> N, F#EH TR reN,6 e C,ve V(6) B h(R° (V) < g(r), WHR C HEHHB
h SR

h G FRFRE b A FEREFERAOE KR, (B4 h AT H T BRI (induced-subgraph-monotone), RIXF4E
B 6,9 €Graph 2 H & 6 T3, B () <h(6), W h 15 S EZRAZ R A G REZ, K7 RA—E RO, 1T
SCHR AR B A 2 BRI B 2 1S, B0 (R A AT SN RLR AL tw , R TR B R B deg , THEH T
PSS DL R B gen , 25K tw, deg, gen ¥R T HFERIBIAN. (R A& F—FRAE ST e 15 ZlmE, & 3
B E mec : Graph — N N mec(®) = min{flﬁ;ﬁ%@ﬁ‘]%ﬁ} B HE S AR 6 BT, ME Ky, AA G KT
3, BOTHENTE L mec (6) = min{|V (ONESARGH T . THHE S 1S 17 (R A8 5 — 7R EE (5
) mec A FEIE, TR mec &5 H T F I ).

— et AT BB 17

EE 17V 4 U N—TCRR, BERE R Graph — N . € AR MC™ (FO,h) : IANE 6, WCV(6), iEH
@ € FO[t ULUY], BEN ol + h(®), FIFERTEA G(U - WyE . 35 MC™ (FO,h) € FPT , MISHIE R 1 H F 2%
C ¥I5 MC (FO,C) e FPT . BLAf#h, X FHL e 1, fTHEAE— A ¢ IRJTITAIF) FPT 53k, W5 & F7E—A
c+ 1 IRJ7 AT FPT ik,

W BTV R, & MC (FO,h) e FPT, T NIt B X T E B A B2 D, MC(FO,D) e FPT . [HIF
B2 C, % & BMC*(FO,C) , MINNEGeC , & HAlpeFO[rU{U}],ve V(B),WCV(6),reN . &4,
NOU-W () BT LR 2 T2 O (|G| B A, WE 7] BLTHELHE W2 = WAN® (1), 5 L REC-W (1) = RE (W)U = W) . 1R
e 15, 7S 6 TLRMTTHREL ¢ . N - N A(R° (1) < g(r). IR, TEAE—ANFIELE £ (ol + (1)) - 16|
BRI FE SR T RO (U = W) E @, BUFTESNETE £ (ol + g () - 1G] + O (|G| B TN R E 2 TH RO (v k.
Yoz 1, EREER— c IRO5 I FPT &%, e Bl 13 BIfS458. ke

M 17 X FRET FO Rtk ik it — bR @B 15 LR bR LR w B i a BUN w, BB
16 W77 LUEIE 7 BUN mec SKUEBA. 75 ZHE R A, ¥ h BUN deg L5425 B 14, HEEMR 2| —AFJ7 [ FPT &%

4 FO ZEEEIAF AR

Wt S0 BT T A, AT TR R B IRIZ MR Z. ], AT 56 M HUREA B 1 58 SON IR
SR RE, KA g B RE SORF 1 FEAN BRI B B . ¥ 2 T B BRI A X — 8 X, T A R A A
B, P B, T ol B2 4% S 1) P R I AR AT SR AN B AL 1% S, T Jey B 9 5 I A — 1 sl JBI K
S5, (HAE BN A AE R, F HAL VAR B RO G 2. 55— 5, 1 — 52 AN B 4 K 7 A LR R BK,
HME LA B RAF VBTN ZE 18, J5 B2 1K) AR 2 AT PRI — AN G Y S8 1 I R0, 0 P o 86 0 DK T s mT DA B
P2 B2, AR AR T 15 1) P 1E Jey AT R A 11, 38 SR 8 5 T B R B A ) X 31

B2, AT T3R5 B G5 F R SRS IR (R M B P 22 £ — B B, ARSI TSI\ T A AN S5 4 B iR 1

IR R,,, BIRATNT (v) 195 2K, UEBIA

8(r) 2
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T B, flan—2E3ET FO JRF M ik, — R EVEIGE BN IZ T AR, 2 56 TR Bt Rt — iRk, 3.
AT i AN BIAR B T35 B, 53 A B P 2 0 A6 i 1 5 AR o 1) %0 . =3 ¥ s s M 2 — A L R s 5 — IR
NG B, TGS R R A B2 o R B 2. B b, B —ANER BN, TR N S R R B, 1X
T8 G 1 3 I 398 0 T AT 5 AR AT 350 B 19 il A bk, FRATT AT DU A 0 B I 1) R AL 2, K O S e
TEH8 B0AH R = A0 B 28 b 3l SR, 2% R =) A4 P S Sz e 08 S o ek ™ K 6t PR S (S R, R R PR 2 110
10 T4 2 8 i K AR SR A B L D 1 HR BT P . SR T, 3K R — P AE XK B R AT AR 4B s A B PR IR AR 5, AT A
T B R 2 TR B 3 TR IS 24 A R s, 3 A SR R AT A 3 R,

B K FO AR I A 56 FA 8092 0 s B0 IR, WF 038 1 AR 3 FO ARG I (1) B2 1) 55 At Mk 5 R B e i
B HRZIC R . S WA W B R 0 R 2, (AT SCHR B0 BT B2 R B A0 R I (R RRAIE, T I 2 26 11
FO 5, BRI () B2 55 V0, ) — L6 OG5 2 M TN S (0 90 28 I 7E — oM ) A8 % 1) 1 2 | FO AR AR 1] AN
KT REAE G IR T8 p I A (T T 2 e — B AR AE T LA FO MBI vl R 1) 5 A A s R 1) 40, 3
IR T X FO Gy a Bl R OTR N 7. EER T F IR ST, BE A BT L% FO ArEA 1IEE ), FA £H%t M H
MG H T — e E B R, Flans Ay kB, BB, 456 BRI 5 —SIER MR, mA&dle
T W ANR PRI 2R ARG X ST TR R IR AN R FR BE 26 1 FO 5 it Ya i S AR R I, 1K 53 1
WFFE T — e i 4R, o B B )2 B 1AW 2% (quantifier elimination) 17775, R THIRK X HdE AT V40
4R,

AT N—SH S, ATV 5 « h ] LA EH BRA KL (function) 775 (FRIFK &%), ik FEEDK
T E X —B R oM o R BRI B, oty BT W f gy BRI, o f 2 e TR R, ar(f)
e T AR E SRR, RETRAVRR AL, Wi AR F IS 4. AR, « 52—
ANTEAH % =(V(‘H),(R“‘)Re,’(f‘”)fa’(cm)m) , BT SRR AR L VAN S V) A TS SURKAREAE A
(5 X PR, BRSNS NE S T = Vaxx = x M F := =T, T A1 F 2> 5 9t ZURVEAR K8 4A), IS — A&,
HAFHEBRN g (T =grF) =0. HF5 2, MATFRIEANEN 0 HANXNEHFA T F F. Gaifman B 11455 0
{(e,d)| fer, f*@=b,c,deaulb),c#d}.

FIAVH 252 FO BEAURM Y o5 — MBI, 0 R AR N E 2SN R RN EONEE AN (HEE
TE) FIAR. BRI ANRE, REHNA SR B BB 3N 5 5, 8 RETE 2 T 7] 3 55 258 21
€ FO IR 7] B, i) AR IO AR 1M, 18 T B IR e fE R e 4540 b B kiR e 3 16.

EX16. At @ C, EXTEEARe® eFO[r) WHEARFRMBABEE —EHs AR ® e
FO[7], MR AecC.ac VA, Uk o@ MAMNM AE ¢ (@), WIKRTE C Lol TR X 35, 5 ¢=0,
MFRAE C o] LT 58 A 1TiH .

T 23R 4 MU R0 (1 B BT TR, — S g 2 () DA AT BV 23 RS AN 0w e B 2 M A )
J. Presburger HARMIBRAG LI . AREATIIA BIK S8 55 BY, K2 R — Be TR R G M 1028, BT — 28 R AP 45
PEIR. TEA BRGNS PO H IR HEAT BT 25, (R R AV A— 585G ME B (Hin—Lepn 5 sl E A S 1),
WREAS BIZALL) AW 2% (generalized quantifier elimination) 3 F£.

FEX 1T 455 1 8H2K C, HALE—NHEE, NMEBR AR (@) e FO[r] M A e C, ATLATE £ (lo]) - 10| B A1 P9 11
HHERN AL W5 g AR o (¥ e FO[r] MBS A MR« & 0 (¢ WLLARFET 1), W2 XHE
HMaev@), Uep@ HJHAH W £ (@), WHRIE C L] hm bk 7 a2 it —25, #F g =0, WFRTEC
AL AT S TE A R

SE S 17 R EE R M I T R G e BT LRI TR, e S 17 SRS e 18,

EIB 18, HEGMZE ¢ LT L idk AT L& iYE 2, W MC (FO,C) e FPT.

LB : %5 R8I MC (FO,C) , HAN N A e C AEF] o e FO[7] . AR E X 17, FEAE—NEIE A, R A Al o it
oo MW, TR £ - 11 . TRREHE W e RERL. BT 0 MARBAE, Hgre) <q, 5%
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FIERIRT. T o B LA IRUBT AL £ (lgl) - 101, BOBTRT IRIA O ((f () - IRUI)*2) . FEEE.

I A Ve BIAFM I =Fx- AT AT A X AR &R, BT R LR AR g, Jay #TEC
FENTREATLER W g, WA Ul—E— 2 2 AP MAERR. T2F53 4.

B3 4. 4hE T S C, B NEE, MIAMEE LR ARy (x,y) e FO[r] M A e C, AT LLTE £ () - 120
B R P T EER A R g (x) € FO [ FR IS WAHRI o 250 0 (¢ TR T ), W R [ =g (yl), ¢ N
AR, (|0 = o, M HER ae V), Ak yyw(@,y) DHAE A £y @), WE C _ErrLExahiir
X EE .

I XN TFEREARK e FO[r], B K HEM AR RIERA (prenex normal form) gy := Qyx, ... Quxitl , L
Qi € (V). 47 Q NAFAERA, W EEE X138 ) := Q1x ... Qi , by, =y s 35 @ N ATRE A, W& 4k
SN A Qixy . Ay RIETH SR, BB @ 1= 0% Qi X~ Ty = (—y)” . ARSI A e C, 5
FHRLIR A = A, BIRTEE We o M BALE U, b - DULEHE, 3B 2 L8, AR BIRET AR o ML A, ,
W2 Ak @ B ABCE Wk g HTIHZ QRTINS O(f (jwic|)-IRUI) s Il & |y, | AT TSR, 12011 = O (IR D,
BN TR A 7 () - 101, Fer 7 9 mT ot SR e . ik 5E.

o7 P B9 ¥ 25 75 30 T DAAS B — S Ay e B, 5 1R B IR ) R R BCH AR B LK) FO BURUR I 1] R oK A AR
PRI T R AT I OC R P B A — AR p I B 5 NE TAR5 5 TR 41, B0 IRW 1A
RMEEAA RPN R — 3. il R BRI d R ECE IR BRI A FTree, .

TEIR 195 1F Flree, 7] LA ROsE4T 1 X 5g A BAA W 2%, # MC (FO, FTree,) € FPT (GEH 18).

IEEA: IR T AN 25 HHF B R ARAE 513 4, AU IR IE W Jyy (x,y) A, Hy AEFAR EFAK
W (%,y) RERIR BT &,y 5 HATHE MBI TR SR, TRIOREEZ N 4. WIESEH ARy i, HEFL
T I TS 281% 7B BT T RSSO, AR RS, 5y MRRIE BN —% R P, P T X MEMLa b5
TR HART A, RBEH— NSNS A0 B R T o 1R B4 P 58 440 R 1 B 1R 1 4,
TE w ok a] DURI T 450 5 P 54 A B8 42 1 2 BOR R y BIARLEME. TIFEE,

R T 19, v DR E A B T RN . BHE (tree-depth) 2 —ANEHEEME S, wiid 7T —AE
L2 RFRRE L0 T— PR (BIRBEA 2 ).

FEX 18, 6 MM Ed (@) AHE LI F: (D) HEWVOG)=1, Mwd®):=1; 2) #6 EBH|VG)>1, N
td (®) := 1 +min,ey o fd (G[V(S) = v)]) 5 (3) HRTIL T 1d(6) := max{rd (9) | SRGMEE) . 4E EKC, FAPLE
meN* HRER 6 € C AL 1d () <m , WFRC AMEG FEL.

filtn, BB EIRE R 1, ERIRIEA 2, B B, FIREA [og £+ 1)], Bl K, BN €. EMKE, & 3 18 Jif
TR PRI RILE B S Wb e B3 — AN IO I 25, a0 SR IR IR AR T 2440 &, TAE A 20 = v AR 48 51 5 BN i A,
T E T VO A5 3 A . 2 HE T A P I 5 ] DA A 32 — BT B (elimination tree), w5 fo /)M BT ¥ [ AR 1) s 2 LD
P, MR B ® AT R T8 R T LUK 345 56 FEAA T AR T FE O 1 (A 3 1), HOB 1w (6) < 1d (6) — 1, AT =
A FES ¢ W A FER, RIS 1 S2%1 MC (MSO,C) € FPL . 83t 51 A — 2203 My A &, SR A
P AT DA it AT T SCRARYY 2% Y, Btk nT A AR 0 5 i, R E L 20.

TEIR 201 XHMERMIRA FEZ €, MC(MSO,C) € para-AC, .

para-AC, /& HLI 5 242K AC, B ELIRA, para-AC, € FPT . EL5 b, 1 B M AR 2 — B 4T 3L 72,
SRR AH DG R 25 1R BB 1 T AR AT 1, T AT 1 A v B ) EE B AR

PFi%L A (functional graph) & $5HE Bl (14 & e il T —JC R Bt H ol N — 25855 515 B 451, 448 LR
K C, HXWTFI Gaifman EI2E D := {G (W) | A e C} AMRA FEIZE, MFR C HERA FL. e 19 v 15T 2 21.

B 21. FERIRA SRS ¢ BT LS ath i AT T B A EIRE 2, i MC (FO,C) e FPT (€ 18).

AFEE: RBGEW BB T, SEE 6 eC, HHME N, W 6 PREGH KEBT 24 (ka7 e 5 A5
MR, WiE © M—ARERRR, HmE R 2 8 27, JUR, SIAE TR S5 RER 6 H I 7E 1 R o i & Ay



20 BRAP AR Hrr e B o G w Sl

M. TR © bR R o] S LB 1 B ARSI i, AR 3 19 RIASIE. EEE.

B ERARN AN EER R Y I B2 FO AU 5 it 4 A2y 7k B2 55 Nesetiil 28 A
e, RAEMES M EZET RN R, BB 00E X, EE- 6 LT — R/ MIBE . M FL S B B 15
FIMERN 6 K7, F AN FEMESC B AN TFE S, EE S FE T EAMZKERTE ..., 9,
B O 48N — DTSR REINE & Foh 6 1730 EREEEA o, WEAENEL 2 (B $, & 6 1A r 483
TFED, WK & A 6 B r T 32X (r-shallow minor).

FEX19. 52 X 6 K r B (grad) V,(6) N r ik TR KEE, B max{|V(55)| /IE(D)| Ibz%(sﬁﬁr%é?ﬁ} CRE
B2k C, BEIFER g : N> NEEMER G e C M re N¥H V,(6) < g(r), WK C NG AT kK.

A LIIE R, BT VAR T Ak B2E ) B — 5] R W, R RS — N Ry ik R Y
A RY KB~ NR AT E TR B B0, 575 5K B i B2 /AR I R 1 2 5 1
SEATBR I, 3K 2 A — A X 0 A 10 220, AN (] T = B i k. S 38 e 44 7T LA FR FO 3R, I E 58 E
HAY ik EZE 1) FO BRI 0] SR A AT RESE 2 AR . TSk b, AR sk IR EA s 21 5 prikvE .

3138 51 A AP IKER C, FERB L N NEENFERGeC MpeN, BEHEG H— f(p) FF
T o, (5 2L AP p R I TR A R T T B BRI p .

WRIESIFE 5 FE R 21 AT EHL 22.

IR 22 /R Ry ik B2 ¢ ERT AR AT U SE AR 2%, 0 MC (FO,C) € FPT (B 18).

A TARG T B 22 (5 —Fh3E T B AOIE I B8, w] LURI R 8B4k 7 v iR 4 e itk — 2B e B R e A
37 (locally bounded expansion) 25 (R L ok 20t B2 10 R 354G 12K BBV S JLith, B R ik BIR R R E
T ik B SR, RS T By R e R k.

1T FO R ik F 8 iU 4 48, dn Rk 7 A0 FO MR ZAG I 2 VR #E ), DU 7E 5 1R 2 PRI M 1. B 5 3
fild st AE %) E FO X FRIARE )y, B3] T —RE R HEEER— = E L.

EX 20" HHMERE 6, E L w,(6) = max{¢ | FIRRGM AL TR B C, BAFERI g : N — N AEH X
ER G eCMreN¥H w,(6)<g(r), MFR C ATATE B, 5 IUFRAF A2 KK

A2 S A TR E K C PERE 6, B ], B R 6 B kT, R RAAOERE—F A &M4E
55, MR T CEAR O TR AL AR 2 B S, A R ik BRI S oA B 2K, T B IR b, B A ok B S S Rl T
ARl AR ALl B BE 52 24 ) T 30 T AR FR 25 PR b 2 LT, AR R Hh AT DAE R TE AL B (locally nowhere dense)
I, Jo AT g ok P 28 9 JB B G A R 3 PRI 2. LAV T 2, X T AL 25 R K AT SR AL AR B A3 2T 10
PR, Ja 8 T A R 2 T A R I Ak R 2 PR 2 S A 1y 171, 3 0 B T A A 2 TR 2K 0 s SR AR 4 AR A . A B
41378 7% (sparse neighborhood cover) Fl—FH5 UF ZI il | JGAbH % B A1 2%, AT DLIE AR JE AL % 8125 L1 FO #%
TR I 1) 0 FPT A1), IXAR 8 T FO BRI ) 5 Atk i 5. W R S )2 IR 1 O 4538, B e 2 23,

TEIE 231 B FPT # AW[+], WHE&E FRIEAR €, #5 MC (FO,C) € FPT, U] C /2 TEAb B 25 1R 2K,

8 & L5515, TeAbH % E S5 7 B P AL 9 To A A 2 288, DRIk e 31 23 3R BH, 76 FPT # AW[«] 1X — & L)
FMERET, 5T R R UG, To A % 25l 2 FO RETRURGIN A 55 M P 30 5, T B b i R 2R A 7 R 1
0 ST 2 R FR R YD, A0 AT T 5 i ) 2 L e SO TE AR 25 R, W 12U 8 SR AR B2, X
— Rt KIE T Mm-S R AL, 28 T ERCPIRE . R R SR B A e R 2, AT DL R 2

. T AR AR S F S E FO BRI ) RS A5 7T BE 2 8, FO 1) By i d S0 vl et — 20 4 e, A 96 B AR S
FOARET R EFE U € B BT U7 7). A8 — SRR R A 3 JE12E b, HL A5 MSO AR AR ASHINY [v) il 4755 5 8t 14, o1l
P96 A G I 1A T 5 AR 5 1 M A 7 R PRI P 04 T, AR AR (shrub-depth) o IR IR . 5 44
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[t Seese %548 VI & MSO (3R RE 15 19 FHEIAE SR SC_ B2, B RARAFEUE. FO [k v W 38 in &2
7%, WHFCR I FO B AR I 7] RUAE 1 22 8 25 IS AT 2 b ), SRS ISR 22 A A 2 B 2R B 45 4.

— S HE B R PRIt M PRI 2R I I e A B S R VR TRIE. T BRI, B R AN RIK ¢ (B R
Mot [E1€) T — L3 AF (R 2R AEHTZ MR A S ATEI P (interpretation)) #6955 —AMEISE D (G 2 M % 1B12%),
* C BAYER P, AR D BAZMYEVERT P . AR GEWE N\ D @Ak St ¢ T RIEE, WEeHs D b BRI i)
FRFHPEIR] C b RO RS U 1 8, AT EF € b OSSR S0 8 — okt R € RIS BOFANE 5, I R
I SEAEE EHA S ERAR S D . R RAE D&M C 7 FE 2, W EMN D 4 R H #5005t
12, EBIFA—EREREHMATE] C . A — IR, S HIE2 BB, R C M 3 LR &8 — I3,
K BA GV BT P ) EIZE ad He S AT B A R0 B R EVE BT P, IX AR T S5 VIR BT RO AR AR . 4K,
2 ¥ P R R O FR SR 0 R TG, AR G AR UE B T RS M e A IR U Sk RS A v 2T,
PETEAC B A P2 UYL FO AL ) 35 2 FPT 1. Horh, S5 MEE A B2 28 i b e B BRI S, B
I RIS o 0 5 PO A i I (R TC AL 5 2 e 3 A5 B R S5 A PR PRI 2B Y FO R AGH I I 5475 2 2 e ¥, I
PR HIETE T FO [ 50 A3 BB 124518 HE A 7 vk U™k 7 1 D0 A 0 25 ) 288 T I8 45 148 (Y E B 11 A8 B 7 55 40
B 7% (sparse weak neighborhood cover) LA —Fft 2 i 45 1) 14 0 b 4% I 288 9 T 2, 4K R o8 2 P e 2 38 ) b 4 /N
ISR RIS, T A Ry A5 2R AG U e ek 1]

H AT BT FAAERE— DR R FO B Z TG . B 1 SR BT A, BRI A — SR ZI B PR o, 4n 55 4 B o
Fase k. — ootk 5 1. SR — AN B T 1 B AN 5 AR 6 0 B A I, DI 1% P2 S A i
(. S5FH B FOME S AN 55 — A AR LR S T Mg R AR % 11 2K b B S R (] BB R, A8 G ] 6 A S PR SR b BT A 55 A
(KI8T 0 56 A SIS, DATRAT S IS b BT A 95 0 0 PR A8 A T A R R AT RIS A e U U
TEA S R E R (stability theory), SE5 M1 FUMBIVER VIAHOC, VF 2 Wi B 20 B2 1) B A3 58 1 5
(stable property) {11125 55 FA 45 M) PRI I A K0 G 2 S A0 1 1. — AN IR B — S IR AR E AN BE S Graph
AR B A9 B E A SR, B — o RO 1 P K b 5 R R 1 P A S BT 1 TG A o ] R U
X LEFE T GG FR B AE A0 26 /AR SRS t T — 5T R el R, 451 G R A A 5 R S5 o S O PR 2R D P A S
Pk EIZE? HATIXA R — AN KRR, T 5T SOATIR A & FO RRUAT I 2 it (4 ISR A — SO NE, iy 5ok
T FO 1) 5 fift i FE G an R A8, A ik — B IR 5T,

A W TAEREIZE €, MC(FO,C) e FPT 24 HAX Y € HA —Jufkigilt.

5 8 4

AR T SR TG 8 BEAUEGE JL AR BT AE, X — S SRR AT T RGUERIA A, BAE AU, BT
FO JRf e Trid . 2= T BT LT 55, B IE 1 AT AR B 5N, FO 1) 5 Ve 5 B RO ik A 2 & D1
KEK, B FO (¥ 5 fff v B AN 40 i, AT Ttk A A R BR T Bt i it B 2K L i B3 e 58 BRI 9 6 W FO
RGN P KR L P 2 2 AR Y, B FO S M i L IR AH ORI TE 9 R LB 25 T, SRR K — 28 T R B FO
BERAGIAE 7 2 BRI 2K OB Stk it sk 7 o0 BLHT — e Wt 7T, JUIAEXT FO 5 fif i I )
BE— PR — LRI AT T LEFRATTAS AT IR 5 [ 2 3 1 1) — o, RIS i ok 7 B 2 O AR i L. 1 T 0 A
B PSRRI D, SR LRI FORE M R DR FATTNS 4 5 P S (Y L g, of 5 g PV A P B AT o T 1 i L
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