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Abstract. A graph is called αi-metric (i ∈ N ) if it satisfies the following αi-metric property for
every vertices u,w, v and x: if a shortest path between u and w and a shortest path between x and
v share a terminal edge vw, then d(u, x) ≥ d(u, v) + d(v, x)− i. The latter is a discrete relaxation of
the property that in Euclidean spaces the union of two geodesics sharing a terminal segment must
be also a geodesic. Recently in (Dragan & Ducoffe, WG’23) we initiated the study of the algorithmic
applications of αi-metric graphs. Our results in this prior work were very similar to those established
in (Chepoi et al., SoCG’08) and (Chepoi et al., COCOA’18) for graphs with bounded hyperbolicity.
The latter is a heavily studied metric tree-likeness parameter first introduced by Gromov. In this
paper, we clarify the relationship between hyperbolicity and the αi-metric property, proving that
αi-metric graphs are f(i)-hyperbolic for some function f linear in i. We give different proofs of
this result, using various equivalent definitions to graph hyperbolicity. By contrast, we give simple
constructions of 1-hyperbolic graphs that are not αi-metric for any constant i. Finally, in the special
case of i = 1, we prove that α1-metric graphs are 1-hyperbolic, and the bound is sharp. By doing so,
we can answer some questions left open in (Dragan & Ducoffe, WG’23).
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1 Introduction

For any undefined graph terminology, see [7]. In what follows, we only consider graphs G = (V,E)
that are finite, undirected, unweighted, simple and connected. The distance dG(u, v) between
two vertices u, v ∈ V is the minimum length (number of edges) of a path between u and v in
G. The interval IG(u, v) between u and v contains every vertex on a shortest (u, v)-path, i.e.,
IG(u, v) = {w ∈ V : dG(u, v) = dG(u,w) + dG(w, v)}. We will omit the subscript if G is clear
from the context. In this paper, we compare two families of metric properties on graphs, defined
on quadruples of vertices u, v, w, x as follows for every i ∈ N :

αi-metric property: if v ∈ I(u,w) and w ∈ I(v, x) are adjacent, then
d(u, x) ≥ d(u, v) + d(v, x)− i = d(u, v) + 1 + d(w, x)− i;

βi-metric property: if d(u, v) + d(w, x) ≤ d(u,w) + d(v, x) ≤ d(u, x) + d(v, w), then
d(u, x) + d(v, w)− d(u,w)− d(v, x) ≤ i.

A graph is called αi-metric if it satisfies the αi-metric property for every four vertices u, v, w, x.
It is called δ-hyperbolic if it satisfies the β2δ-metric property for every four vertices u, v, w, x.
The hyperbolicity of G is the smallest half-integer δ such that it is δ-hyperbolic. Roughly, in
an αi-metric graph G, the union of two shortest paths with a common terminal edge results in
an “almost shortest” path with defect at most i. By comparison, the less intuitive parameter
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hyperbolicity represents the smallest possible distortion for embedding any four vertices of G in a
weighted tree [27]. Both the α0-metric property and the β0-metric property are satisfied by trees.
In [3], it was observed that if there exists an embedding of a graph G in some weighted tree T

with distortion at most η, then G must be α⌊3η⌋-metric and ⌊4η⌋
2 -hyperbolic. This makes graphs

satisfying βi-metric property as well as graphs satisfying αi-metric property important in Metric
Graph Theory.

Related work. The α1-metric property was first considered in [14,15] for chordal graphs. Then,
the general αi-metric property (i ∈ N ) was introduced and studied in [45]. It was proved that all
chordal graphs [14] and all plane triangulations with inner vertices of degree at least seven [25] are
α1-metric. All distance-hereditary graphs [45], and even more strongly, all HHD-free graphs [16],
are α2-metric. The α0-metric graphs are exactly the ptolemaic graphs, i.e. the chordal distance-
hereditary graphs [33]. Furthermore, a characterization of α1-metric graphs was given in [45]:
they are exactly the graphs with convex disks and one forbidden isometric subgraph W++

6 (see
Fig. 6). More recently, additional properties of α1-metric graphs and αi-metric graphs (i ∈ N )
were reported in [22,24,25]. In [22], we presented the first algorithmic applications of αi-metric
graphs to classical distance problems such as diameter, radius and all eccentricities computations.
More specifically, all vertex eccentricities in an αi-metric graph can be approximated in linear
time up to some additive term in O(i). Furthermore, there exists a subquadratic-time algorithm
for exact computation of the radius of an α1-metric graph.

Hyperbolicity was introduced by Gromov in his study on automatic groups [31]. Since then,
the study of δ-hyperbolic graphs has become an important topic in Metric Graph Theory [4]. This
parameter has attracted further attention in Network Science, both as a way to better classify
complex networks [1,36] and to explain some of their properties such as core congestion [20]. Many
real-world networks have small hyperbolicity [1,36,38]. See also [2,6,26,35] for other related results
on the hyperbolicity. Many different approaches have been proposed in order to upper bound the
hyperbolicity in some graph classes [23,37,44]. In particular, chordal graphs are 1-hyperbolic,
and the chordal graphs with hyperbolicity strictly less than one can be characterized with two
forbidden isometric subgraphs [8]. The 0-hyperbolic graphs are exactly the block graphs, i.e. the
graphs such that every biconnected component is a clique [34]. Characterizations of 1

2 -hyperbolic
graphs were given in [3,21]. Furthermore, the algorithmic applications of δ-hyperbolic graphs
have been studied much earlier than for αi-metric graphs [17,18,19]. In [18,19] it was proved that
all vertex eccentricities in a δ-hyperbolic graph can be approximated in linear time up to some
additive term in O(δ). Therefore, it can be argued that αi-metric graphs and δ-hyperbolic graphs
have very similar algorithmic properties.

Little is known about the relationships between αi-metric properties and hyperbolicity. On
one hand, the authors of [3] observed that every 0-hyperbolic graph must be α0-metric, and
every 1

2 -hyperbolic graph must be α1-metric. However, for any positive integer i, there exists a
1-hyperbolic graph that is not αi-metric (we give a simple construction in Section 3). On the
other hand, the authors of [9] briefly discussed the hyperbolicity and the αi-metric property for
geodesic metric spaces. They observed that Euclidean spaces must be α0-metric (i.e., because the
union of two geodesics that overlap on one terminal segment must be also a geodesic) whereas
they have unbounded hyperbolicity. However, they also noted that “for graphs, the links between
δ-hyperbolic graphs and graphs with αi-metrics are less clear”.
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Our Contributions. The main result in the paper is that αi-metric graphs are f(i)-hyperbolic,
for some function f that only depends on i (Theorem 2). Throughout Section 3 we give different
proofs of this result, one direct proof in Section 3.4 and other indirect proofs in Section 3.1- 3.3
where we compare the αi-metric property with some graph parameters that are different, but
functionally equivalent, to hyperbolicity. By doing so, we obtain arguably simpler proofs, and
sharper relations between the αi-metric property and these other parameters than by using their
known relationships with hyperbolicity. Our current best estimate on function f is linear, but
it is probably not tight. We conjecture the right upper bound to be f(i) = i+1

2 , that would be
sharp. In Section 4, we prove this conjecture if i ≤ 1. Some consequences of our results are further
discussed. Some preliminary results are recalled in Section 2. We conclude this paper in Section 5,
where we introduce an intriguing generalization of both αi-metric graphs and δ-hyperbolic graphs.

2 Preliminaries

In what follows, for every two vertices u and v in a graph G = (V,E), we write u ∼ v if and
only if u and v are adjacent. For every vertex v in a graph G = (V,E), its open and closed
neighbourhoods are defined as N(v) = {u ∈ V : u ∼ v} and N [v] = N(v) ∪ {v}. The disk of
center v and radius r is defined as D(v, r) = {u ∈ V : d(u, v) ≤ r}. The following variation of
Lemma 4 in [22] is used in our proofs:

Lemma 1. Let D(u, ru), D(v, rv), D(w, rw) be pairwise intersecting disks of G. If G is an αi-
metric graph, then there exists a vertex x such that d(u, x) ≤ ru, d(v, x) ≤ rv and d(w, x) ≤ rw+i.

Proof. Let x ∈ D(u, ru)∩D(v, rv) be such that d(w, x) is minimized. Suppose, by way of contra-
diction, that d(x,w) > rw + i, and let y ∈ N(x) ∩ I(x,w) be arbitrary. By minimality of d(x,w),
we must have d(u, y) > ru or d(v, y) > rv. By symmetry, we may assume that d(u, y) > ru. It
implies d(u,w) ≥ d(u, x) + 1 + d(y, w)− i ≥ ru + 1 + rw > d(u,w), giving a contradiction. ⊓⊔

Let u and v be arbitrary vertices in G. Recall that I(u, v) contains every vertex on a shortest
(u, v)-path. Let also IoG(u, v) = IG(u, v) \ {u, v}. For every integer k such that 0 ≤ k ≤ d(u, v),
we define the slice Sk(u, v) = {x ∈ I(u, v) : d(u, x) = k}. If graph G is not clear from the context,
we will write Sk(u, v,G). Let κ(u, v) denote the maximum diameter of a slice between u and v:
κ(u, v) = max0≤k≤d(u,v)max{d(x, y) : x, y ∈ Sk(u, v)}. We define the interval thinness of G as
κ(G) = max{κ(u, v) : u, v ∈ V }.

Lemma 2 ([22]). Let G be an αi-metric graph, and let u, v, x, y be its vertices such that x ∈
I(u, v), d(u, x) = d(u, y), and d(v, y) ≤ d(v, x) + k. Then, d(x, y) ≤ k + i+ 2.

Lemma 3 ([22]). If G = (V,E) is an αi-metric graph, then its interval thinness is at most i+1.

A geodesic triangle ∆(u, v, w) = P (u, v) ∪ P (v, w) ∪ P (w, u) is the union of a shortest
(u, v)-path P (u, v), a shortest (v, w)-path P (v, w) and a shortest (w, u)-path P (w, u). Note that
P (u, v), P (v, w), P (w, u) are called the sides of the triangle, and they may not be disjoint.

A metric triangle is a triple uvw such that Io(u, v), Io(v, w) and Io(w, u) are pairwise dis-
joint. Assuming further d(u, v) ≤ d(v, w) ≤ d(w, u), the type of this triangle is the triple
(d(u, v), d(v, w), d(w, u)). Let also d(w, u) be the maximum side-length of the triangle. Finally,
given a triple u, v, w ∈ V , a quasi-median is a metric triangle u′v′w′ such that we have:
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– d(u, v) = d(u, u′) + d(u′, v′) + d(v′, v);
– d(v, w) = d(v, v′) + d(v′, w′) + d(w′, w);
– d(w, u) = d(w,w′) + d(w′, u′) + d(u′, u).

Every triple has at least one quasi median (e.g., see [18]).

Other notations and terminology are locally defined at apropriate places throughout the paper.

3 Hyperbolicity of αi-metric graphs for arbitrary i ≥ 0

3.1 Using Interval Thinness

It is easy to prove that every δ-hyperbolic graph has interval thinness at most 2δ. Conversely, odd
cycles are examples of graphs with interval thinness equal to zero (they are so-called “geodetic
graphs”) but unbounded hyperbolicity. However, let the 1-subdivision graph Σ(G) of a graph
G be obtained by replacing all its edges e = uv by internally vertex-disjoint paths [u, e, v] of
length two. Papasoglu [41] proved that the hyperbolicity of G is at most doubly exponential in
the interval thinness of Σ(G).

By Lemma 3, the interval thinness of αi-metric graphs is at most i + 1. Therefore, in order
to prove that αi-metric graphs are f(i)-hyperbolic, for some arbitrary f , it would be sufficient
to prove that their 1-subdivision graphs are αg(i)-metric, for some g. Unfortunately, this is false,
even for i = 1, as shown in Fig. 1. Our counter-example is a triangular (2, n)-grid graph G.
This graph is α1-metric (e.g., see Theorem 3). However, 2n− 1 = dΣ(G)(u, e) < dΣ(G)(u,w) and
2n − 2 = dΣ(G)(x,w) < dΣ(G)(x, e) imply that the smallest i such that Σ(G) is αi-metric must
satisfy 2 ≥ 4n− 2− i, and so, i ≥ 4n− 4.

u x

v we = vw

Fig. 1. The triangular (2, n)-grid is α1-metric, but its 1-subdivision graph is not αi-metric for
any i ≤ 4n− 5.

We now give a direct proof that 1-subdivision graphs of αi-metric graphs have interval thinness
at most linear in i.

Lemma 4. If G = (V,E) is an αi-metric graph, then κ(Σ(G)) ≤ 2i+ 12.
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Proof. Let s, t ∈ V ∪ E be arbitrary. Since Σ(G) is bipartite with partite sets V and E, for
every two consecutive slices Sk(s, t) and Sk+1(s, t), there is one slice fully in V and one slice
fully in E. In particular, κ(s, t) is at most two units more than the maximum diameter of a slice
Sk(s, t) ⊆ V . If s, t ∈ V , by Lemma 3, κ(s, t) ≤ 2 + 2(i + 1) = 2i + 4. Otherwise, we assume,
without loss of generality, that s = uv ∈ E. Let p, q ∈ Sk(s, t) ⊆ V , for some k ≤ dΣ(G)(s, t)
such that dΣ(G)(p, q) is maximized. Consider a shortest (s, t)-path P such that p ∈ V (P ). We
may assume, without loss of generality, that P ∩ V is a shortest (u,w)-path in G for some w ∈ t
such that dG(u,w) ≤ dG(v, w) (if t is a vertex then w = t, else w is one of the ends of edge
t). By now considering a shortest (s, t)-path Q such that q ∈ V (Q), we obtain that q lies on
some (u,w)-path (not necessarily shortest) in G of length at most dG(u,w) + 2. Furthermore,
dG(u, p) ≤ dG(u, q) ≤ dG(u, p) + 1. By Lemma 2, dG(p, q) ≤ (i + 2 + 2) + 1 = i + 5. Therefore,
κ(s, t) ≤ dΣ(G)(p, q) + 2 ≤ 2i+ 12. ⊓⊔

Corollary 1. If G = (V,E) is αi-metric, then it is f(i)-hyperbolic for some doubly exponential
function f .

3.2 Using Cop-Robber Games

An n-vertex graph G, with n > 1, is dismantlable if its vertices can be ordered v1, . . . , vn so that for
each vertex vk, 1 ≤ k < n, there exists another vertex vℓ with ℓ > k, such that N [vk]∩Vk ⊆ N [vℓ],
where Vk := {vk, vk+1, . . . , vn}. Such a vertex ordering is called a dismantling ordering. It is
known [40,42] that the dismantlable graphs are exactly those graphs where in the classical cop
and robber game the cop has a winning strategy. In this classical cop and robber game, two
players, the cop C and the robber R, move alternatively along edges of a graph G. The cop
captures the robber if both players are on the same vertex at the same moment of time. A
graph G is called cop-win if the cop always captures the robber after a finite number of steps.
Nowakowski, Winkler [40] and Quilliot [42] characterized the cop-win graphs as graphs admitting
a dismantling ordering.

First we show that every (i+1)st power of an αi-metric graph G is dismantlable. Recall that
the λth power of a graph G = (V,E) is graph Gλ = (V,E′) such that uv ∈ E′ if and only if
0 < d(u, v) ≤ λ.

Lemma 5. If G is an αi-metric graph, then Gi+1 is dismantlable. In particular, every BFS-
ordering of G is a dismantling ordering of Gi+1.

Proof. Let v1, . . . , vn with vn := u be a BFS(u)-ordering of G started at an arbitrary vertex
u. We will show that for every vertex vk there is a vertex vℓ with ℓ > k such that for every
vertex x ∈ {vk+1, . . . , vn}, d(x, vk) ≤ i+ 1 implies d(x, vℓ) ≤ i+ 1. As a vertex vℓ we will choose
any neighbor of vk in I(vk, vn). Assume that for some x ∈ {vk+1, . . . , vn} with d(x, vk) ≤ i + 1,
d(x, vℓ) > i+1 holds. Then, necessarily, d(x, vℓ) = i+2 and d(x, vk) = i+1. By αi-metric property
applied to vn, vℓ, vk, x, d(x, vn) ≥ d(vn, vk) + d(vk, x)− i = d(vn, vk) + 1 must hold, contradicting
with the fact that in any BFS(u)-ordering, d(u, vk) ≥ d(u, x) for every x ∈ {vk+1, . . . , vn}. ⊓⊔

For the case when i = 1, this result follows also from [11,45].

Recently, several other variants of the classical cop and robber game were introduced and
investigated [12,13,29,30,39]. In a most general extension of the game, the cop C and the robber
R move at speeds s′ ≥ 1 and s ≥ 1, respectively. This game was introduced and thoroughly
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investigated in [12,13]. It generalizes the cop and fast robber game from [29,30,39]. The unique
difference between this “(s, s′)-cop and robber game” and the classical cop and robber game is
that at each step, C can move along a path of length at most s′ and R can move along a path
of length at most s not traversing the position occupied by the cop. In [12], the class of cop-win
graphs for this game was denoted by CWFR(s, s′).

Similar to the characterization of classical cop-win graphs given in [40,42], the (s, s′)-cop-
win graphs have been characterized in [12] via a special (s, s′)-dismantling scheme. A graph
G = (V,E) is called (s, s′)-dismantlable if its vertices can be ordered v1, . . . , vn so that for each
vertex vk, 1 ≤ k < n, there exists another vertex vℓ with ℓ > k, such that DG−vℓ(vk, s) ∩ Vk ⊆
DG(vℓ, s

′), where Vk := {vk, vk+1, . . . , vn} and DG−vℓ(vk, s) is the disk of radius s and with center
vk considered in the graph G\{vℓ}. Such a vertex ordering is called an (s, s′)-dismantling ordering.
It was proven in [12] that G belongs to the class CWFR(s, s′), s′ ≤ s, if and only if G is (s, s′)-
dismantlable1. Furthermore, any δ-hyperbolic graph belongs to the class CWFR(2r, r + 2δ) for
any r > 0, and the graphs in CWFR(s, s′) are (s − 1)-hyperbolic for any s ≥ 2s′ [12]. In the
follow-up paper [13], those results were complemented by proving that if s′ < s, then any graph
of CWFR(s, s′) is δ-hyperbolic with δ = O(s2) (unfortunately, a sufficiently large constant is
hidden under the big-O). Authors of [13] showed also that the dependency between δ and s is
linear if s − s′ = Ω(s) and G satisfies a slightly stronger (s, s′)∗-dismantling condition. A graph
G = (V,E) is called (s, s′)∗-dismantlable if its vertices can be ordered v1, . . . , vn so that for each
vertex vk, 1 ≤ k < n, there exists another vertex vℓ with ℓ > k, such that D(vk, s)∩Vk ⊆ D(vℓ, s

′),
where Vk := {vk, vk+1, . . . , vn} and both disks are considered in G. Such a vertex ordering is called
an (s, s′)∗-dismantling ordering. Paper [13] demonstrated also that weakly modular graphs from
CWFR(s, s′) with s′ < s are 184s-hyperbolic.

Next, we show that αi-metric graphs with n > 1 vertices belong to the class CWFR(r, ⌈r/2⌉+
2i + 1) for any r > 0. In fact, we will prove that they are (r, ⌈r/2⌉ + 2i + 1)∗-dismantlable. For
that, we will need Lemma 3.

Lemma 6. If G = (V,E) is an αi-metric graph with n > 1 vertices, then every BFS-ordering of
G is its (r, ⌈r/2⌉+ 2i+ 1)∗-dismantling ordering for every r > 0.

Proof. We may assume that r ≥ 2. Let v1, . . . , vn with vn := u be a BFS(u)-ordering of G started
at an arbitrary vertex u. We will show that for every vertex vk there is a vertex vℓ with ℓ > k
such that for every vertex x ∈ {vk+1, . . . , vn}, d(x, vk) ≤ r implies d(x, vℓ) ≤ ⌈r/2⌉+ 2i+ 1. As a
vertex vℓ we will choose any vertex from Sq(vk, vn), where q = ⌊r/2⌋ (if d(vk, vn) < ⌊r/2⌋, then
set vℓ := vn). Let x be an arbitrary vertex from {vk+1, . . . , vn} with d(x, vk) ≤ r, x′ be a vertex of
Sq(vk, vn) closest to x and x′′ be a neighbor of x′ on a shortest path from x′ to x. By the choice of x′,
d(x′′, vk) > d(x′, vk) or d(x

′′, vn) > d(x′, vn). In the former case, by the αi-metric property applied
to vk, x

′, x′′, x, we get d(vk, x) ≥ d(vk, x
′)+d(x′, x)−i. That is, d(x′, x) ≤ r−⌊r/2⌋+i = ⌈r/2⌉+i.

In the latter case, by the αi-metric property applied to vn, x
′, x′′, x, we get d(vn, x) ≥ d(vn, x

′) +
d(x′, x)− i. We also know, by the property of a BFS(u)-ordering, that d(vn, vk) ≥ d(vn, x). Hence,
d(x′, x) ≤ d(vn, x)− d(vn, x

′) + i ≤ d(vn, vk)− d(vn, x
′) + i ≤ d(x′, vk) + i ≤ ⌊r/2⌋+ i.

Since in either case d(x′, x) ≤ ⌈r/2⌉ + i holds and, by Lemma 3, d(x′, vℓ) ≤ i + 1, we get
d(x, vℓ) ≤ ⌈r/2⌉+ 2i+ 1. ⊓⊔

From Lemma 6 and [13, Corollary 3], we conclude:

1 Note that if s′ > s, then the cop can always capture the robber by strictly decreasing at each move his distance
to the robber.
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Corollary 2. Every αi-metric graph is δ-hyperbolic for δ = O(i).

Proof. By Lemma 6, any αi-metric graph G with n > 1 vertices has an (r, ⌈r/2⌉ + 2i + 1)∗-
dismantling ordering for every r > 0. It is known [13, Corollary 3] that if a graph G is (s, s′)∗-
dismantlable with s − s′ ≥ ks for some constant k > 0, then G is 64s/k-hyperbolic. For our
αi-metric graph G, we can pick k := 1/4 and r := 4(2i + 1). Then, G is (s, s′)∗-dismantlable
with s = 4(2i + 1), s′ = 3(2i + 1), and s = s′ + (1/4)s. Therefore, G must be δ-hyperbolic for
δ = 26s/k = 210(2i+ 1). ⊓⊔

3.3 Using Geodesic Triangles

For every vertices x, y, z in a graph G = (V,E), the Gromov product of x, y with respect to z
is defined as (x | y)z = 1

2 (d(x, z) + d(y, z)− d(x, y)). Let ∆(x, y, z) = P (x, y) ∪ P (y, z) ∪ P (z, x)
be some geodesic triangle. There is a canonical distance-preserving embedding of x, y, z in some
weighted star T (x, y, z): the leaves are x, y, z, and the respective weights of their incident edges
are αx = (y | z)x, αy = (z | x)y, αz = (x | y)z. Furthermore, if we replace each edge of T (x, y, z) by
some continuous segment, then one can define a unique mapping φ : ∆(x, y, z) 7→ T (x, y, z) such
that the restriction of φ on either side P (x, y), P (y, z) or P (z, x) is an isometry. The thinness
of ∆(x, y, z) equals the smallest δ such that, for every u, v ∈ ∆(x, y, z) such that φ(u) = φ(v),
dG(u, v) ≤ δ. See Fig. 2 taken from [10] for an illustration.

Fig. 2. Thinness in graphs.

It is known [10, Proposition 3.1] that in δ-hyperbolic graphs all geodesic triangles are 4δ-
thin. Conversely [20, Lemma 3.1], if all geodesic triangles in a graph are δ-thin, then it is δ-
hyperbolic. Next we show that the thinness of geodesic triangles in αi-metric graphs, and so,
their hyperbolicity, is at most 3(i+ 1).

Theorem 1. All geodesic triangles in an αi-metric graph G are 3(i+ 1)-thin.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary geodesic triangle formed by vertices x, y, z. By [10, Lemma 3.2] and
by symmetry, it is sufficient to show that any two vertices z′ ∈ Sk(y, x) and x′ ∈ Sk(y, z), where
k = ⌊(x|z)y⌋, are at distance at most 3(i + 1). To do so, we will show that a vertex z∗ exists in
Sk(y, x) whose distance to any vertex x′ ∈ Sk(y, z) is at most 2(i+1). Then, by Lemma 3, it will
follow that d(z′, x′) ≤ 3(i+ 1) for every vertices z′ ∈ Sk(y, x) and x′ ∈ Sk(y, z).
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Consider three disks D(y, ry), D(x, rx), D(z, rz), where ry = k = ⌊(x|z)y⌋, rx = ⌈(z|y)x⌉ and
rz = ⌈(x|y)z⌉. Since ⌊(x|z)y⌋ + ⌈(z|y)x⌉ = d(x, y), ⌊(x|z)y⌋ + ⌈(x|y)z⌉ = d(y, z) and ⌈(z|y)x⌉ +
⌈(x|y)z⌉ ≥ d(x, z), those disks pairwise intersect. By Lemma 1, there is a vertex z∗ ∈ Sk(y, x)
whose distance to z is at most rz + i = ⌈(x|y)z⌉+ i. Applying now Lemma 2 to z, y, z∗ and any
vertex x′ ∈ Sk(y, z), we get d(z∗, x′) ≤ i+ i+ 2 = 2i+ 2. ⊓⊔

It was further proved in [18, Proposition 10] that if the interval thinness of a graph G is
at most µ, and the maximum side-length of its metric triangles is at most ν, then G must be
(16µ + 4ν)-hyperbolic. By Lemma 3, µ ≤ i + 1 if G is αi-metric. Furthermore, if i = 1, then it
was proved in [3] that ν ≤ 2 (see also Lemma 14 in the next section). However, we conclude this
section by proving that for every i ≥ 2, the maximum side-length of metric triangles in αi-metric
graphs is unbounded.

Lemma 7. For every integer p ≥ 2, there exists an α2-metric graph Gp with 4p vertices and
a metric triangle x0yp−1zp−1 such that d(x0, yp−1) = d(x0, zp−1) = p ≥ 2 = d(yp−1, zp−1). In
particular, there is no constant upper bound on the side-length of metric triangles in an α2-metric
graph.

Proof. The vertex set of Gp (p ≥ 1) consists of four disjoint sets: W = {w0, w1, . . . , wp−1};
X = {x0, x1, . . . , xp−1}; Y = {y0, y1, . . . , yp−1}; and Z = {z0, z1, . . . , zp−1}. Its edge set is as
follows:

– for every i such that 0 ≤ i < p− 1, yi ∼ yi+1 and zi ∼ zi+1;
– for every i such that 0 ≤ i < p, xi, yi, wi, zi induce a C4;
– for every i such that 0 ≤ i < p− 1, wi ∼ yi+1, zi+1;
– for every i such that 0 < i ≤ p− 1, xi ∼ yi−1, zi−1.

Fig. 3. Graph G3 in the proof of Lemma 7.

See Fig. 3 for an illustration. We can compute from the above construction the following
distances (by induction on p):

1. d(yi, yj) = d(zi, zj) = |j − i|;
2. d(yi, zi) = 2, and d(yi, zj) = |j − i|+ 1 if i ̸= j;
3. d(xi, yj) = d(xi, zj) = 1 + j − i if j ≥ i, and d(xi, yj) = d(xi, zj) = i− j if j < i;
4. d(wi, yj) = d(wi, zj) = 1 + i− j if j ≤ i, and d(wi, yj) = d(wi, zj) = j − i if j > i;
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5. d(xi, xj) = d(wi, wj) = |j − i|+ 1 if i ̸= j;

6. d(xi, wj) = j − i+ 2 if i ≤ j, d(xi, wi−1) = 2, and d(xi, wj) = i− j if i > j + 1.

In particular, for p ≥ 2, we can directly deduce from the above distance formulas that x0yp−1zp−1

is a metric triangle because the open intervals Io(x0, yp−1) = Y \ {yp−1}, Io(x0, zp−1) = Z \
{zp−1}, Io(yp−1, zp−1) = {wp−2, xp−1, wp−1} are pairwise disjoint. Furthermore, d(x0, yp−1) =
d(x0, zp−1) = p, and d(yp−1, zp−1) = 2.

It remains to prove that Gp is an α2-metric graph. For p = 1, this is true, because
G1 = C4. From now on, we assume p > 1 and Gp−1 is an α2-metric graph. Then, H1 =
Gp \ {wp−1, xp−1, yp−1, zp−1} is an isometric subgraph of Gp that is isomorphic to Gp−1. Fur-
thermore, let us consider the automorphism φ of Gp such that, for every i such that 0 ≤ i < p,
we have φ(wi) = xp−1−i, φ(xi) = wp−1−i, φ(yi) = yp−1−i and φ(zi) = zp−1−i. We obtain that
H2 = Gp \ {w0, x0, y0, z0} = φ(H1) is also an isometric copy of Gp−1. We next observe that every
edge of Gp must be covered by at least one of H1, H2. Hence, due to the aforementioned isomor-
phism between H1 and H2, it is sufficient to prove the α2-metric property in Gp for every edge
uv of H1. For that, let us pick arbitrary s and t such that d(s, u) < d(s, v) and d(t, v) < d(t, u).
By induction, H1 is α2-metric. Therefore, we may assume that s /∈ V (H1).

Suppose first t /∈ V (H1). If s = yp−1, t = zp−1, then u ∈ Y and v ∈ Z, which is impossible
because there are no edges between Y and Z. Otherwise, up to reverting the respective roles
of s and t, we may assume (see the distance formulas above) that d(s, r) ≤ d(t, r) for every
r ∈ V (H1). In particular, d(s, u) < d(s, v) ≤ d(t, v) < d(t, u). This implies d(s, u) = d(t, u) − 2,
d(s, v) = d(t, v), and so s = xp−1, t = wp−1. However, |d(xp−1, r) − d(wp−1, r)| ≤ 1 for every
r ∈ V (H1), which holds in particular for r = u, a contradiction. As a result, t ∈ V (H1).

Assume furthermore s ∼ u. Then, d(s, u) + d(u, t)− 2 = d(u, t)− 1 ≤ d(s, t) + 1− 1 = d(s, t),
and we are done. Hence, from now on, we assume s ̸∼ u and, similarly, t ̸∼ v.

– Case s = xp−1. For every r ∈ V (H1) \ {wp−2}, we have d(r, xp−1) = d(r, wp−2). It implies
t ̸= wp−2 and u ̸= wp−2. Since we also assume that u ̸∼ s, v ̸= wp−2 holds. Then, d(s, t) =
d(wp−2, t) ≥ d(wp−2, u) + d(u, t)− 2 = d(s, u) + d(u, t)− 2.

– Case s = wp−1. For every r ∈ V (H1) \ {wp−2}, we have d(r, wp−1) = d(r, wp−2) + 1. It implies
t ̸= wp−2. Furthermore, since d(wp−1, wp−2) = 2, we get that wp−1 is equidistant to wp−2

and any of its neighbours in H1. In particular, wp−2 ̸= u, v. Then, d(s, t) = d(wp−2, t) + 1 ≥
(d(wp−2, u) + d(u, t)− 2) + 1 = (d(wp−2, u) + 1) + d(u, t)− 2 = d(s, u) + d(u, t)− 2.

– Case s = yp−1 or s = zp−1. By symmetry, we only consider case s = yp−1.

Let us first consider the subcase {u, v}∩{yp−2, zp−2, wp−2} ≠ ∅. Since s ̸∼ u, edge uv must be
incident to zp−2 and another non-neighbour of s. Since furthermore we must have d(s, u) <
d(s, v), u = zp−2 and v = zp−3 is the only possibility. Let H ′

1 = H1 \ {wp−2, xp−2, yp−2, zp−2}.
Note that H ′

1 is an isometric copy of Gp−2, and that t ∈ V (H ′
1) because we assumed d(t, v) <

d(t, u). Assume t ∈ Y . We must have t = yj for some j ≤ p−4. Then, d(yp−1, yj) = p−1−j and
d(yp−1, zp−2)+d(zp−2, yj)−2 = p−1− j. Assume now t /∈ Y . Then, d(t, yp−1) = d(t, zp−2)+1
and d(t, zp−2) + d(zp−2, yp−1)− 2 = d(t, zp−2) < d(t, yp−1).

From now on, {u, v} ∩ {yp−2, zp−2, wp−2} = ∅. For every r ∈ V (H1) \ {yp−2, zp−2, wp−2}, we
have d(r, yp−1) = d(r, yp−2) + 1. It implies yp−2 ̸= t. Then, d(t, yp−1) = d(t, yp−2) + 1 ≥
(d(t, u) + d(u, yp−2)− 2) + 1 = d(t, u) + d(u, yp−1)− 2.

Overall, this above case analysis implies that edge uv satisfies the α2-metric property in Gp. ⊓⊔
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3.4 Using Injective Hulls

A graph is called Helly if every family of pairwise intersecting disks has a nonempty common
intersection. It is known (e.g., see [20]) that every graph G can be isometrically embedded in a
(unique) smallest Helly graph H(G), which is sometimes called the injective hull of G. In what
follows, we will show that using some recent results on injective hulls of graphs, a better bound on
the hyperbolicity of αi-metric graphs can be obtained. First note that, unfortunately, the injective
hull of an αi-metric graph may not necessarily be αi-metric. This complicates some considerations
but the difficulties can be circumvented. In Fig.4 we give an example of an α1-metric graph whose
injective hull is not α1-metric. To have other such examples, one needs to note that the bound of
Lemma 3 is sharp. In particular, that means that there are α1-metric graphs G whose injective
hulls H(G) are not α1-metric, because every α1-metric graph has convex disks [45], however the
interval thinness of a Helly graph with convex disks must be at most 1 [28].

Fig. 4. (a) An α1-metric graph G with interval thinness 2. (b) The injective hull of G which is
not α1-metric (contains a C4).

We recall the following properties of injective hulls.

Lemma 8 ([32]). A graph G is δ-hyperbolic if and only if its injective hull H(G) is δ-hyperbolic.

Lemma 9 ([23]). If H is Helly and its interval thinness is at most τ , then it is
⌈
τ
2

⌉
-hyperbolic.

Lemma 10 ([24]). If H is the injective hull of G and x, y ∈ V (H) are arbitrary, then there exist
x′, y′ ∈ V (G) such that any shortest (x, y)-path in H is contained in a shortest (x′, y′)-path in H.

We complement these above properties with the following simple observation about distances
in the injective hull of a graph:

Lemma 11. If H is the injective hull of G and x, y are vertices of H such that d(x, v) ≤ d(y, v)+λ
for every v ∈ V (G), then d(x, y) ≤ λ.

Proof. By Lemma 10, there exist u, v ∈ V (G) such that any shortest (x, y)-path in H is contained
in a shortest (u, v)-path in H. Without loss of generality, d(v, y) ≤ d(v, x). Since d(v, x) ≤
d(v, y) + λ, d(x, y) = d(v, x)− d(v, y) ≤ λ.

We are now ready to prove our main result in this section.

Theorem 2. If G = (V,E) is αi-metric, then it is δ-hyperbolic for some δ ≤ i+
⌈
i+1
2

⌉
≤ 3

2 ·(i+1).
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Proof. Set δ = i+
⌈
i+1
2

⌉
. By Lemma 8, G and its injective hull H(G) have the same hyperbolicity

constant. Therefore, we are left proving that H(G) is δ-hyperbolic. For that, by Lemma 9, it is
sufficient to prove that the interval thinness of H(G) is at most 2δ. Furthermore in order to bound
the interval thinness of H(G), by Lemma 10, it is sufficient to consider the shortest-paths between
vertices u, v ∈ V (i.e., we discard the pairs of vertices with at least one vertex in H(G) \ V ).

Thus, from now on, let u, v ∈ V be fixed, and let Sk(u, v,H(G)) be some fixed slice of

IH(G)(u, v). By Lemma 3, the disks D(x,
⌈
i+1
2

⌉
), for every x ∈ Sk(u, v,G), pairwise intersect.

Therefore, by the Helly property, there exists a vertex c of H(G) such that Sk(u, v,G) ⊆
D(c,

⌈
i+1
2

⌉
). Then, in order to prove that every two vertices of Sk(u, v,H(G)) are pairwise

at distance at most 2δ, it suffices to prove that Sk(u, v,H(G)) ⊆ D(c, δ). For that, let
y ∈ Sk(u, v,H(G)) \ V be arbitrary. Let us define ry(w) = d(y, w) for every w ∈ V \ {u, v}.
By Lemma 1, there is a x ∈ Sk(u, v,G) such that d(x,w) ≤ ry(w) + i. It implies d(c, w) ≤⌈
i+1
2

⌉
+ ry(w) + i = ry(w) + δ. By Lemma 11, d(y, c) ≤ δ. ⊓⊔

Finally, note that, although the hyperbolicity of an αi-metric graph is upper-bounded by

i +
⌈
i+1
2

⌉
, there are n-vertex 1-hyperbolic graphs which satisfy αi-metric only for i = Ω(n).

Consider, for example, a ladder with height ℓ (see Fig. 5). It is a 1-hyperbolic graph and satisfies
αi-metric only for i = 2ℓ.

Fig. 5. A ladder with height ℓ. It is a 1-hyperbolic graph but satisfies αi-metric only for i = 2ℓ
as v ∈ I(u,w), w ∈ I(v, x) and 1 = d(u, x) = d(u, v) + d(v, x)− 2ℓ.

4 Graphs with α1-metric

By Theorem 2, every α0-metric graph must be 1-hyperbolic, and similarly every α1-metric graph
must be 2-hyperbolic. In fact [44, Corollary 30], the hyperbolicity of an α0-metric graph is at
most 1

2 . In this section, we improve the bound on the hyperbolicity of α1-metric graphs from 2
to 1 (Theorem 4). The bound is sharp even for the subclass of chordal graphs [8].

4.1 Intermediate Results

First, we recall an elegant characterization of α1-metric graphs.

Theorem 3 ([45]). G is an α1-metric graph if and only if all disks D(v, k) (v ∈ V , k ≥ 1) of G
are convex and G does not contain the graph W++

6 from Fig. 6 as an isometric subgraph.

Lemma 12 ([43]). All disks D(v, k) (v ∈ V , k ≥ 1) of a graph G are convex if and only if G
does not contain isometric cycles of length ℓ > 5, and for any two vertices x, y of G the slice
S1(x, y) is a clique.
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Fig. 6. Forbidden isometric subgraph W++
6 .

The next lemma characterizes the situation in which, in an α1-metric graph, the union of two
shortest paths with one common terminal edge is not a shortest path.

Lemma 13 ([3]). Let G be an α1-metric graph. Let x, y, v, u be vertices of G such that v ∈
I(x, y), x ∈ I(v, u), and x and v are adjacent. Then d(u, y) = d(u, x) + d(v, y) holds if and only
if there exist a neighbor x′ of x in I(x, u) and a neighbor v′ of v in I(v, y) with d(x′, v′) = 2; in
particular, x′ and v′ lie on a common shortest path of G between u and y.

We will also need in our proofs the following properties of metric triangles in α1-metric graphs.

Lemma 14 ([3]). In an α1-metric graph G, every metric triangle is of type (1, 1, 1), (1, 2, 2),
(2, 1, 2), (2, 2, 1) or (2, 2, 2).

Finally, we conclude this subsection with two more technical results. We note that they could
be also deduced from [11].

Lemma 15 ([22]). Let G be an α1-metric graph. Then, for every edge xy ∈ E and a vertex
u ∈ V with d(u, x) = d(u, y) = k, either there is a common neighbor u′ of x and y at distance
k − 1 from u or there exists a vertex u′ at distance 2 from x and y and at distance k − 2 from u
such that, for every z ∈ N(x) ∩ N(u′) and w ∈ N(y) ∩ N(u′), the sequence (x, z, u′, w, y) forms
an induced C5 in G.

Corollary 3. Let x, y ∈ Sk(u, v) be adjacent in an α1-metric graph G. Then, x, y have common
neighbours in both Sk−1(u, v) and Sk+1(u, v).

Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to prove that x, y have a common neighbour in Sk−1(u, v). Sup-
pose, for the sake of contradiction, that it is not the case. By Lemma 15, there exists a vertex w
such that d(x,w) = d(y, w) = 2 and d(u,w) = k − 2. Note that in this situation, w ∈ Sk−2(u, v)
and x, y ∈ S2(w, v). Let x′ ∈ N(x) ∩ N(w) and let y′ ∈ N(y) ∩ N(w). Again, by Lemma 15,
the sequence (x, x′, w, y′, y) induces a C5. It implies that x′, y′ ∈ S1(w, v) are nonadjacent, thus
implying that not all the disks of G are convex by Lemma 12. However, the latter contradicts
Theorem 3. ⊓⊔

4.2 Hyperbolicity

Our strategy in order to prove Theorem 4 is essentially the same as what we did for Theorem 2:
we upper bound the interval thinness of the injective hull. For that, we heavily use structural and
metric properties of α1-metric graphs.

We first improve Lemma 1, but only for the α1-metric graphs.

Lemma 16. Let D(u, ru), D(v, rv), D(w, rw) be pairwise intersecting disks of G such that
d(u, v) = ru + rv. If G is an α1-metric graph, then every vertex x ∈ Sru(u, v)(= Srv(v, u))
satisfies d(w, x) ≤ rw + 2.
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Proof. Suppose, by way of contradiction, that d(x,w) > rw + 2 for some x ∈ Sru(u, v).
Let u′v′w′ be a quasi median for the triple u, v, w. If d(u, u′) ≥ ru, then we consider a vertex

xu ∈ Sru(u, u
′). Note that xu ∈ I(u, v) ∩ I(u,w). It implies d(xu, v) = rv and d(xu, w) ≤ rw. By

Lemma 3, d(x, xu) ≤ 2, and so d(x,w) ≤ rw + 2, leading to a contradiction. In the same way, if
d(u, v′) ≤ ru, then (up to reverting the respective roles of u and v) we can prove similarly as above
that d(x,w) ≤ rw+2. Thus, from now on, we assume that d(u, u′) < ru < d(u, v′). By Lemma 14,
it implies d(u′, v′) = 2, and so d(u, u′) = ru − 1, d(v, v′) = rv − 1. Let y ∈ N(u′) ∩ N(v′) be
arbitrary. Since we have u′, v′ ∈ D(w, rw + 1), by Theorem 3, d(y, w) ≤ rw + 1. If d(y, w) ≤ rw,
then again, by Lemma 3, d(x,w) ≤ d(x, y) + d(y, w) ≤ rw + 2, giving a contradiction. Therefore,
from now on, d(y, w) = rw + 1.

We construct an isometric copy of W++
6 as follows (see also Fig. 7).

x

yu′ v′

w′

w

z

au

bu

av

bv

cv

u v

Fig. 7. To the proof of Lemma 16: construction of a forbidden W++
6 .

– By Lemma 3, d(x,w) ≤ 2+ d(y, w) = rw +3. Therefore, d(x, y) = 2 and d(x,w) = rw +3. Let
z ∈ N(x) ∩N(y). By Theorem 3, z ∈ Sru(u, v).

– Let au ∈ N(x)∩ Sru−1(u, v). By Lemma 3, d(au, u
′) ≤ 2. We prove, as an intermediate claim,

that d(x, u′) = 3 (and therefore, d(au, u
′) = 2). Indeed, if it were not the case, then we would

obtain d(x, u′) = 2 and d(u′, w) = rw + 1. In particular, u′ ∈ I(x,w). Consider the edge st on
a shortest (u′, x)-path such that d(v, s) = rv + 1, d(v, t) = rv. Since G is an α1-metric graph,
d(v, w) ≥ d(v, t)+d(s, w) ≥ d(v, t)+d(u′, w) = rv+rw+1, giving a contradiction. As a result,
d(x, u′) = 3 and d(au, u

′) = 2. Let bu ∈ N(u′) ∩N(au). By Theorem 3, bu ∈ Sru−1(u, v).
– Let av ∈ N(x) ∩ Sru+1(u, v). We prove as before that d(v′, x) = 3 and d(v′, av) = 2. Let

bv ∈ N(v′) ∩N(av). By Theorem 3, bv ∈ Sru+1(u, v).
– Last, let cv ∈ N(av) ∩N(bv) ∩ Sru+2(u, v), that exists by Corollary 3.

Claim. X = {u′, au, bu, x, y, z, av, bv, cv} induces a W++
6 .

Since bu, y ∈ S1(u
′, x), by Lemma 12, we have buy ∈ E. In the same way, bvy ∈ E. Hence, there is

a cycle with vertex-set {x, av, bv, y, bu, au}. Furthermore d(x, bv) = d(x, y) = d(x, bu) = 2, and also
there is no edge between {au, bu} and {av, bv}. Suppose, by way of contradiction, that yau ∈ E.
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Then, au ∈ I(x, y) \ D(v, rv), contradicting Theorem 3. Therefore, yau /∈ E, and we can prove
similarly yav /∈ E. Doing so, we obtain that the C6 with vertex-set {x, av, bv, y, bu, au} is induced.
Next, we prove that z is adjacent to every vertex of {x, av, bv, y, bu, au}. For x, y that follows
from the definition of z and for au, av that follows from Lemma 12 because z, au ∈ S1(x, u

′) and
z, av ∈ S1(x, v

′). Now, there is a C4 with vertex-set {z, au, bu, y}. Since we already proved that
yau /∈ E, by Lemma 12, we obtain zbu ∈ E. In the same way, by considering a C4 with vertex-set
{z, av, bv, y}, we obtain that zbv ∈ E. Doing so, we get that {x, av, bv, y, bu, au, z} induces a copy of
the wheel W6. By the choice of cv, its only neighbours in X are av, bv. Last, since u

′ ∈ Sru−1(u, v)
and d(u′, x) = 3, we obtain that the only neighbours of u′ in X are bu, y. So, we proved as claimed
that X induces a W++

6 . ⋄
It remains to prove that G[X] is an isometric subgraph, thus contradicting Theorem 3.

The only pairs of vertices that are at distance 3 in G[X] are: (u′, x), (u′, av), (u
′, cv), (au, cv),

(bu, cv). Note that we already proved that d(u′, x) = 3. Furthermore, d(u′, av) > 2 because oth-
erwise av /∈ D(u, ru) would be on a shortest (u′, x)-path, thus contradicting Theorem 3. Finally,
min{d(u′, cv), d(au, cv), d(bu, cv)} ≥ 3 because u′, au, bu ∈ Sru−1(u, v) and cv ∈ Sru+2(u, v). ⊓⊔

We need one more technical lemma.

Lemma 17. Let u, v, a, b be vertices of a graph G = (V,E) such that:

– d(u, v) = ru + rv;
– d(u, a) ≤ ru + ra, d(v, a) ≤ rv + ra;
– d(u, b) ≤ ru + rb, d(v, b) ≤ rv + rb.

If G is an α1-metric graph, then d(a, b) ≤ ra + rb + 2.

Proof. Suppose, by way of contradiction, that d(a, b) > ra + rb + 2. The reader can follow our
construction using Fig. 8. By Lemma 1, there exists a vertex x ∈ Sru(u, v) such that d(a, x) ≤
ra+1. By Lemma 16, d(x, b) ≤ rb+2. As a result, d(a, b) = ra+ rb+3. Furthermore, x ∈ I(a, b).

Let y ∈ S1(x, b) be arbitrary. If d(u, y) > ru then, since G is an α1-metric graph, we obtain
d(u, b) ≥ d(u, x) + d(y, b) = ru + rb + 1, and a contradiction with the assumption of the lemma
arises. In the same way, if d(v, y) > rv, then we obtain d(v, b) ≥ rv+ rb+1, giving a contradiction
again. As a result, y ∈ Sru(u, v).

Let z ∈ S1(y, b) be arbitrary. We claim that z /∈ Sru(u, v). Indeed, otherwise, by Lemma 16,
d(z, a) ≤ ra+2, and so d(a, b) ≤ d(a, z)+ d(z, b) ≤ ra+ rb+2. By symmetry, let d(u, z) = ru+1.
Since G is an α1-metric graph, d(u, b) ≥ d(u, y) + d(z, b) = ru + rb. This together with the
assumption d(u, b) ≤ ru + rb implies d(u, b) = d(u, y) + d(z, b) = ru + rb. By Lemma 13, there
exist wu ∈ S1(y, u) and wb ∈ S1(z, b) satisfying d(wu, wb) = 2.

Let c ∈ N(x)∩N(y)∩Sru−1(u, v), whose existence follows by Corollary 3. Note that d(c, wb) >
1 (else, d(u, b) ≤ d(u, c)+1+d(wb, b) = ru−1+1+rb−1 < ru+rb). If d(c, wb) = 2, then we replace
wu by c. Doing so, we claim that N(wu) ∩N(wb) ⊆ Srb(b, a). For that, let wub ∈ N(wu) ∩N(wb)
be arbitrary. Since c, wu ∈ S1(y, u), by Lemma 12, either c = wu or cwu ∈ E. We consider both
cases separately.

– Case c = wu. Recall that d(b, wu) = rb + 1. Furthermore, d(a,wu) ≤ 1 + d(a, x) = ra + 2.
Therefore, wu, wub ∈ I(wb, a) ⊆ I(b, a). It implies wub, z ∈ S1(wb, a). By Lemma 12, wubz ∈ E.

– Case cwu ∈ E. In particular, d(wb, c) > 2. But then d(c, wb) = 3 and z, wub ∈ S1(wb, c). By
Lemma 12, we obtain wubz ∈ E.
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Fig. 8. To the proof of Lemma 17.

Summarizing, in both cases we get wubz ∈ E. Hence, we obtain that there is a C4 with vertex-set
{wub, z, y, wu}. Since wuz /∈ E (else, d(u, z) ≤ ru), by Lemma 12, we have wuby ∈ E. As a result,
wub ∈ S1(y, b) ⊆ Srb(b, a).

By construction, d(u,wub) ≤ ru. Since wub /∈ Sru(u, v), d(v, wub) = rv + 1. We replace z
by wub in the above, and we invert the respective roles of u and v. Doing so, we obtain the
following information: d(v, b) = rv + rb; and there exist adjacent vertices wv, wvb ∈ N(y) such
that d(v, wvb) = d(v, wv) + 1 = rv and d(wvb, b) = rb.

We invert the respective roles of a and b in the above. Doing so, we obtain the following
additional information:

– d(u, a) = ru + ra; d(v, a) = rv + ra;

– there exist adjacent vertices w′
u, w

′
ua ∈ N(x) such that d(u,w′

ua) = d(u,w′
u) + 1 = ru and

d(w′
ua, a) = ra;

– there exist adjacent vertices w′
v, w

′
va ∈ N(x) such that d(v, w′

va) = d(v, w′
v) + 1 = rv and

d(w′
va, a) = ra.

By Lemma 12, we have that wub, wvb ∈ S1(y, b) are adjacent, and similarly w′
ua, w

′
va ∈ S1(x, a)

are adjacent. Furthermore, wu ̸= w′
u (otherwise, d(a, b) ≤ d(a,w′

u) + d(wu, b) = ra + rb + 2) and,
similarly, wv ̸= w′

v. In what follows, let us assume d(wu, w
′
u) + d(wv, w

′
v) to be minimized. By

Lemma 3, 1 ≤ d(wu, w
′
u), d(wv, w

′
v) ≤ 2. We need to distinguish between several cases.
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Case d(wu, w
′
u) = 2 or d(wv, w

′
v) = 2. See Fig. 9. By symmetry, let d(wu, w

′
u) = 2. By Theorem 3,

wux,w
′
uy /∈ E (else, D(u, ru − 1) would not be convex). Let c ∈ N(x) ∩ N(y) ∩ Sru−1(u, v),

that exists by Corollary 3. Since we have wu, c ∈ S1(y, u) and w′
u, c ∈ S1(x, u), by Lemma 12,

wuc, w
′
uc ∈ E. Let s ∈ N(wu) ∩ N(c) ∩ Sru−2(u, v) and t ∈ N(w′

u) ∩ N(c) ∩ Sru−2(u, v), that
exist by Corollary 3. Since c ∈ N(s) ∩ N(t), c /∈ D(u, ru − 2), by Theorem 3, we get st ∈ E.
Furthermore, sw′

u, twu /∈ E (else, D(v, rv + 1)) would not be convex). Then, {x, y, wu, s, t, w
′
u}

induces a C6 and {c, x, y, wu, s, t, w
′
u} induces a wheel W6.

x y

wu

wub

wv wvb

w′
u

w′
ua

w′
vw′

va

c

t s

ws,t

Fig. 9. Case d(wu, w
′
u) = 2.

Since we have d(w′
ua, wub) = 3, one of the edges w′

uac, wubc must be missing. By symmetry,
let us assume w′

ua, c are non-adjacent.

Claim. d(w′
ua, wu) = 3.

Suppose d(w′
ua, wu) < 3. Then, d(w′

ua, wu) = 2 (else, d(a, b) ≤ d(a,w′
ua)+1+d(wu, b) = ra+rb+2).

Let w′ ∈ N(w′
ua) ∩ N(wu) be arbitrary. Observe that (w′

ua, w
′, wu, wub) and (w′

ua, x, y, wub) are
shortest paths. Therefore, by Lemma 12, xw′ ∈ E. Note that in this situation, there are non-
adjacent vertices x,wu ∈ N(w′) ∩ N(c), and therefore also by Lemma 12, w′c ∈ E. But then,
there are non-adjacent vertices w′

ua, c ∈ N(w′) ∩N(w′
u), and so again, by Lemma 12, w′

uw
′ ∈ E.

Since D(u, ru − 1) must be convex (Theorem 3) and w′ ∈ N(wu) ∩N(w′
u), d(u,w

′) = ru − 1. We
replace w′

u by w′, thus contradicting the minimality of d(wu, w
′
u) + d(wv, w

′
v). ⋄

Claim. d(w′
ua, s) = 3.

Consider the edge ywu. We have d(w′
ua, y) < d(w′

ua, wu) and d(s, wu) < d(s, y). Since G is α1-
metric, d(w′

ua, s) ≥ d(w′
ua, y) + d(wu, s) = 2 + 1 = 3. ⋄

Let wst ∈ N(s)∩N(t)∩Sru−3(u, v), that exists by Corollary 3. It follows from the above that
the subgraph induced by {c, x, y, wu, s, t, w

′
u}∪{w′

ua, wst} is an isometric W++
6 , thus contradicting

Theorem 3.

Case d(wu, w
′
u) = d(wv, w

′
v) = 1. See Fig. 10. Since there is a C4 with vertex-set {x,w′

u, wu, y}
(respectively, {x,w′

v, wv, y}), by Lemma 12, one of the edges xwu, yw
′
u (respectively, xwv, yw

′
v)

must be present. Furthermore, since by Theorem 3 the disk D(a, ra+1) (respectively, D(b, rb+1))
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must be convex, one of the edges w′
uy, w

′
vy (respectively, wux,wvx) must be missing. As a result,

by symmetry, we only need to consider the subcase when w′
uy, wvx ∈ E but wux,w

′
vy /∈ E. Then,

{x,w′
u, wu, wub, wvb, wv} induces a cycle C6 and Y = {x,w′

u, wu, wub, wvb, wv} ∪ {y} induces a
wheel W6.

x

y

wu

wub

wv wvb

w′
u

w′
ua

w′
vw′

va

α

β

Fig. 10. Case d(wu, w
′
u) = d(wv, w

′
v) = 1.

Let α ∈ N(wu)∩N(w′
u)∩ Sru−2(u, v) and β ∈ N(wub)∩N(wvb)∩ Srb−1(b, a), that both exist

by Corollary 3. By the choice of α, β, we have N(α)∩ Y = {wu, w
′
u} and N(β)∩ Y = {wub, wvb}.

Therefore, X = {α, β} ∪ Y induces a W++
6 .

Moreover,

– d(α, β) ≥ d(u, b)− d(u, α)− d(b, β) = ru + rb − (ru − 2)− (rb − 1) = 3;
– d(α,wvb) ≥ d(u,wvb)− d(u, α) = ru + 1− (ru − 2) = 3;
– d(α,wv) ≥ d(u, v)− d(u, α)− d(v, wv) = ru + rv − (ru − 2)− (rv − 1) = 3;
– d(β, x) ≥ d(a, b)− d(a, x)− d(b, β) = ra + rb + 3− (ra + 1)− (rb − 1) = 3;
– d(β,w′

u) ≥ d(a, b)− d(a,w′
u)− d(b, β) = ra + rb + 3− (ra + 1)− (rb − 1) = 3.

As a result, G[X] is an isometric subgraph, thus contradicting Theorem 3. ⊓⊔

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

Theorem 4. If G = (V,E) is an α1-metric graph, then it is 1-hyperbolic.

Proof. As we already discussed in the proof of Theorem 2, it is sufficient to prove that in H(G),
for every u, v ∈ V and for every k ≤ d(u, v), if x, y ∈ Sk(u, v,H(G)) then we have d(x, y) ≤ 2.
For that, we need to consider three different cases.

– Case x, y ∈ V . The result follows from Lemma 3.
– Case x ∈ V, y /∈ V (the case x /∈ V, y ∈ V is symmetric to this one). For every w ∈ V , let

ry(w) = d(y, w). By Lemma 16, we have d(x,w) ≤ ry(w) + 2. By Lemma 11, d(x, y) ≤ 2.
– Case x, y /∈ V . By Lemma 10, there exist x′, y′ ∈ V such that any shortest (x, y)-path in

H(G) is contained in a shortest (x′, y′)-path in H(G). Let rx = d(x, x′) and ry = d(y, y′). By
Lemma 17, d(x′, y′) ≤ rx + ry + 2. Therefore, d(x, y) ≤ 2.

The above proves, as claimed, that the interval thinness of H(G) is at most two, and therefore
that G is 1-hyperbolic. ⊓⊔

Next, we present two consequences of this result (in Section 4.3 and Section 4.4, respectively).
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4.3 A new characterization of α1-metric graphs

The following characterization of 1/2-hyperbolic graphs was presented in [3].

Theorem 5 ([3]). A graph G is 1/2-hyperbolic if and only if G is α1-metric and none of the
graphs of Fig. 11 occur as isometric subgraphs.

Fig. 11. Forbidden isometric subgraphs for 1/2-hyperbolic graphs.

Thus, it follows from Theorem 4 and Theorem 5 that the class of α1-metric graphs is a
superclass of 1/2-hyperbolic graphs and a subclass of 1-hyperbolic graphs. Theorem 5 describes
the place of 1/2-hyperbolic graphs within the class of α1-metric graphs in terms of forbidden
isometric subgraphs. Using Theorem 3, Theorem 4 and a recent characterization of graphs with
convex disks [11] (see Theorem 6), we can describe also the place of α1-metric graphs within the
class of 1-hyperbolic graphs in terms of forbidden subgraphs.

Theorem 6 ([11]). All disks of a graph G are convex if and only if G has no isometric Ck for
every k ≥ 4 such that k ̸= 5, no isometric PT , every induced subgraph isomorphic to PP1 has
diameter at most 3 and every induced subgraph isomorphic to PP2 has diameter 2 (see Fig. 12).

Fig. 12. The graphs PT , PP1 and PP2.

Corollary 4. A graph G is α1-metric if and only if G is 1-hyperbolic, has no isometric C4, C6,
C7, W

++
6 or PT , every induced subgraph isomorphic to PP 1 has diameter at most 3 and every

induced subgraph isomorphic to PP2 has diameter 2 (see Fig. 6 and Fig. 12).

Proof. It follows from Theorem 3, Theorem 4, Theorem 6, and the fact that a 1-hyperbolic graph
cannot contain any isometric Ck for every k ≥ 8. ⊓⊔
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4.4 Algorithmic Applications

Recall that the eccentricity e(v) of a vertex v in G is defined by maxu∈V d(u, v), i.e., it is the
distance to a most distant vertex. The diameter of a graph is the maximum over the eccentricities
of all vertices: diam(G) = maxu∈V e(u) = maxu,v∈V d(u, v). It was left as an open question in [22]
whether in α1-metric graphs the eccentricity of any vertex furthest from an arbitrary vertex is at
least diam(G)− 2. Our Theorem 4 provides an affirmative answer to that question. Indeed, it is
known that in any δ-hyperbolic graph the eccentricity of any vertex furthest from an arbitrary
vertex is at least diam(G)− 2δ [18]. So, we have the following corollary from Theorem 4.

Corollary 5. In every α1-metric graph G, the eccentricity of any vertex furthest from an arbi-
trary vertex is at least diam(G) − 2. Hence, an additive 2-approximation of the diameter of G
can be computed in linear time by a Breadth-First-Search.

Note that computing the exact diameter in subquadratic time, even in chordal graphs (a
proper subclass of α1-metric graphs), is impossible unless the well known Strong Exponential
Time Hypothesis (SETH) is false [5].

5 Conclusion

Our main result in the paper is that every αi-metric graph must be f(i)-hyperbolic, for some
function f such that i+1

2 ≤ f(i) ≤ 3 · i+1
2 . It would be interesting to close the gap between the

upper bound and the lower bound. We only managed to do so for α1-metric graphs. By contrast,
general αi-metric graphs (i ∈ N ) seem much less structured. For instance, they can have metric
triangles with side-length unbounded (Lemma 7). Furthermore, unlike δ-hyperbolic graphs, the
αi-metric graphs are not well-behaved under important operations such as 1-subdivision (see
Fig. 1) and injective hull (see Fig. 4).

Nevertheless, there is a natural generalization of an αi-metric, which we call a (λ, µ)-bow
metric: namely, if two shortest paths P (u,w) and P (v, x) share a common shortest subpath
P (v, w) of length more than λ (that is, they overlap by more than λ), then the distance between
u and x is at least d(u, v) + d(v, w) + d(w, x) − µ. Clearly, αi-metric graphs satisfy (0, i)-bow
metric. However, this generalization is more robust to some graph operations. For instance, the
1-subdivision of an (λ, µ)-bow metric graph must satisfy (2λ + 2, 2µ)-bow metric. This notion
of (λ, µ)-bow metric can also be considered for all geodesic metric spaces. Furthermore, in what
follows, we show that every δ-hyperbolic graph (in fact, every δ-hyperbolic geodesic metric space)
satisfies (δ, 2δ)-bow metric.

Proposition 1. Every δ-hyperbolic graph and, generally, every δ-hyperbolic geodesic metric space
satisfies (δ, 2δ)-bow metric.

Proof. Consider arbitrary four vertices u, v, w, x such that v ∈ I(u,w), w ∈ I(v, x) and d(v, w) >
δ. We need to show that d(x, u) ≥ d(u, v) + d(v, w) + d(w, x) − 2δ. Consider the three distance
sums: (A) d(u,w)+d(x, v), (B) d(x, u)+d(w, v), and (C) d(x,w)+d(u, v). Clearly, (A) is strictly
larger than (C). If (B) is strictly larger than (A), then d(x, u) + d(w, v) > d(u,w) + d(x, v) =
d(u, v) + 2d(v, w) + d(w, x). On the other hand, d(u, x) + d(w, v) ≤ d(u, v) + d(v, w) + d(w, x) +
d(w, v) = d(u, v) + 2d(v, w) + d(w, x). The contradiction obtained shows that (A) is at least (B).
So, (A) is largest out of the three sums. If (C) is second largest sum then, by δ-hyperbolicity,
2δ ≥ (A)− (C) = d(u,w)+d(x, v)−d(x,w)−d(u, v) = 2d(v, w) > 2δ, which is impossible. Hence,
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(B) is the second largest sum and, by δ-hyperbolicity, 2δ ≥ (A)−(B) = d(u,w)+d(x, v)−d(x, u)−
d(w, v) = d(u, v) + 2d(v, w) + d(w, x) − d(x, u) − d(v, w) = d(u, v) + d(v, w) + d(w, x) − d(x, u),
i.e., d(x, u) ≥ d(u, v) + d(v, w) + d(w, x)− 2δ. ⊓⊔

We believe that the study of (λ, µ)-bow metrics could help in deriving new properties of
αi-metric graphs and δ-hyperbolic graphs.

Data Availability Statement

Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no datasets were generated or analysed during
the current study.
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