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Abstract

A set of geometric graphs is geometric-packable if it can be asymptotically packed
into every sequence of drawings of the complete graph K,. For example, the set of
geometric triangles is geometric-packable due to the existence of Steiner Triple Systems.
When G is the 4-cycle (or 4-cycle with a chord), we show that the set of plane drawings
of G is geometric-packable. In contrast, the analogous statement is false when G is
nearly any other planar Hamiltonian graph (with at most 3 possible exceptions). A
convex geometric graph is convez-packable if it can be asymptotically packed into the
convex drawings of the complete graphs. For each planar Hamiltonian graph G, we
determine whether or not a plane G is convex-packable. Many of our proofs explicitly
construct these packings; in these cases, the packings exhibit a symmetry that mirrors
the vertex transitivity of K.

1 Introduction

A hypergraph H is a pair (V, E) such that V' is a set of vertices and E is a set of subsets of
V called edges. We denote by v(H) and e(H) the numbers of vertices and edges in H. An
r-uniform hypergraph (r-graph for short) is a hypergraph where every edge has r vertices.
When r = 2, this is just a graph.

Let H be a graph and G be a smaller graph. A G-packing of H is a collection of edge-
disjoint subgraphs of H that are isomorphic to G. We typically seek the maximum cardinality
of a G-packing of H, denoted by p(H,G). Clearly p(H,G) < e(H)/e(G). When equality
holds, we have a perfect G-packing of H. Let C3 denote a 3-cycle, or triangle. Perfect C3-
packings of the complete graphs K, are called Steiner Triple Systems. It is well known that
Steiner Triple Systems exist if and only if n =1 or 3 (mod 6) [5]. For an arbitrary graph G

*Department of Computer Science, Virginia Commonwealth University, Richmond, VA, USA;
dcranston@vcu.edu

tDepartment of Mathematics, UCSD, San Diego, CA, USA; jin019@ucsd.edu

fDepartment of Mathematics, UCSD, San Diego, CA, USA; jacques@ucsd.edu; Research supported by
NSF award DMS-1800332.

$Department of Mathematics, Simon Fraser University, Burnaby, Canada; agwesole@sfu.ca; Supported
by the Vanier Canada Graduate Scholarships program.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.03933v1

and any integer n sufficiently large, Wilson [10] gave a necessary and sufficient condition for
K, to have a perfect G-packing. In a recent breakthrough, Montgomery, Pokrovskiy, and
Sudakov [6] proved Ringel’s conjecture for sufficiently large n, which states that any tree on
n+ 1 vertices can be perfectly packed into Ko, 1. Let {H,},>1 be a sequence of graphs such
that v(H,) = n. Now H, can be asymptotically packed by G if
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Further, G is packable when G asymptotically packs into the complete graphs K,. In
other words, G is packable if there exist G-packings of K,, covering all but o(n?) edges. Using
R6dl Nibble [8], one can easily show that all graphs are packable. See [I1] for a survey on
graph packing problems.

In this paper, we study asymptotic packing problems for geometric graphs, specifically
for convex geometric graphs.

1.1 Geometric Graphs

A geometric graph G is a graph whose vertex set V' (G) consists of n points in general position
(no three points on a line) in the Euclidean plane and whose edges are closed line segments,
each with endpoints in V(G). Two geometric graphs are congruent to each other if one can
be transformed into the other by a translation and/or a rotation. A geometric graph is plane
if no two of its edges cross. An abstract graph is planar if it has a plane geometric drawing.
For any abstract planar graph G, let P(G) denote the set of all plane geometric drawings of
G. Moreover, let P*(G) be the set of all plane geometric drawings of G whose vertices are
in strictly convex position; note that P*(G) < P(G). For example, if C} is the 4-cycle and
G1, Go, G5 are the geometric graphs in Figure [l then G; ¢ P(C,) and G5 € P*(Cy) and
G3 € P(Cy)\P*(Cy).

G, Ga G
Figure 1: G; ¢ P(C4) and G2 € P*(Cy) and Gg € P(Cy)\P*(Cy).

Let H be a geometric graph and let G be a set of geometric graphs that all have the same
number of edges, denoted e(G). A G-packing of H is a collection of edge-disjoint subgraphs
of H that are each congruent to some member of G. Let p(H,G) be the maximum size of a
G-packing in H. Let {H,},>1 be a sequence of geometric graphs such that v(H,) = n. Now
H,, can be asymptotically packed by G if

o U G)0(G)
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Further, G is geometric-packable if any sequence of geometric drawings of complete graphs
can be asymptotically packed by G. As stated before, P(C3) is geometric-packable, due to

= 1.
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the existence of Steiner Triple Systems. To generalize this result, we consider plane geomet-
ric packing problems for planar Hamiltonian graphs, that is, planar graphs that contain a
Hamiltonian cycle. We prove the following results.

Theorem 1. If G is a planar Hamiltonian graph, then P(G) is not geometric-packable
unless G is the 3-cycle Cs, the 4-cycle Cy, or one of the four graphs ©1, ©9, O3, 0, shown in
Figure[2. Further, P(G) is geometric-packable if G is one of Cs, Cy, and O1.
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Figure 2: Four plane triangulated cycles. The first, ©1, is geometric-packable. For
each of the remaining three, the question of geometric-packability remains open.

The plane geometric-packing problem is still open for 3 planar Hamiltonian graphs: ©s,
O3, and ©4. In Theorem M| we show that, in fact, each can be packed when the vertices of
the complete geometric graphs are in strictly convex position. We conjecture the following.

Conjecture 2. P(G) is geometric-packable when G is any of Oy, O3, and Oy.

In contrast we show that, if we restrict the geometric graphs that we pack to be both
plane and also convex, then every planar Hamiltonian graph, other than the triangle, is not
geometric-packable.

Theorem 3. If G is a planar Hamiltonian graph, then P*(G) is not geometric-packable
unless G is Cs. Further, P*(C3) is geometric-packable.

The negative part of Theorem [Il comes from the fact that, for most planar Hamiltonian
graphs G, the set P(G) cannot be packed into the convex drawing of the complete graphs.
Note that there is at most one way (in the sense of convex-isomorphism, which we define
below) to draw a plane Hamiltonian graph as a plane convex geometric graph. This motivates
us to investigate packing problems for convex geometric graphs.

1.2 Convex Geometric Graphs (CGG)

A convexr geometric graph (CGG for short) G is a geometric graph whose vertices are in
strictly convex position; Figure 2 shows four examples. We denote the vertices of G by
Vo, V1, - . ., Up—1 and assume these vertices appear in clockwise (cyclic) order on the boundary
of their convex hull (indexing is modulo n). Any subset of V(G) that is contiguous with
respect to its cyclic order is an interval. A pair {v;, v;11} of V(G) is an extremal pair. For
any pair {x,y} in a CGG, the length of {x,y}, denoted by ¢(z,y), is the minimum length of a
path from z to y using only extremal pairs. For example, in Figure B ¢(z,y) = {(y, z) = 2.

Informally, two CGGs are convex-isomorphic if some graph isomorphism between them
preserves the cyclic order of all vertices. Formally, CGGs G; and G5 are convez-isomorphic



if there is a bijective function f : V(G;) — V(G5) such that for any pair of vertices z,y €
V(GY): () Oay) = Uf(2), F(): (i) {,y} € B(Gy) if and only if {f(z), f(y)} € E(Gs). A
CGG H contains a CGG G if some subgraph of H is convex-isomorphic to G.

Given CGGs G and H, a G-packing of H is a collection of edge-disjoint subgraphs of
H that are convex-isomorphic to G. Let p(H,G) be the maximum size of a G-packing in
H. Let K, be the complete CGG on n vertices. In particular, let p(n,G) = p(K,,G). For
example, if GG is a 4-cycle with a crossing, then p(6,G) = 3. Figure B shows a construction
proving the lower bound. (The upper bound holds since [(g) /4| =3.)

Y

Figure 3: When G is a 4-cycle with a crossing, p(6,G) = 3.

Recall the definition of asymptotically packed from (Il). Further, G is convez-packable if
G asymptotically packs into K,,. That is, G is convex-packable if there exist G-packings of
K, that cover all but o(n?) edges. Finally, a CGG is plane if no two of its edges cross.

Clearly, for any graph G, if P(G) is geometric-packable and there is only one way to draw
G as a plane CGG, then G, as a plane CGG, is convex-packable. Let C; denote the convex
plane k-cycle. Note that C3 and C, are convex-packable by Theorem [I} so we naturally ask:
Is C5 convex-packable? The answer is No. In fact, for all £ > 5, the average length of the
edges in a copy of Cy, in IC,, is at most n/k; hence the average length of all edges covered by
a C-packing of IC,, is also at most n/k. In contrast, the average length of all edges in IC,, is
(1 +0(1))n/4. So when k = 5, no Cy-packing can cover all but o(n?) edges of K,.

By extending this average length argument, we find a necessary condition (see Lemma [3])
for a CGG to be convex-packable. Currently, this is our only tool to prove that a CGG is
not convex-packable. But for many CGGs, it is enough. We use this argument to prove the
convex-nonpackability of most plane Hamiltonian CGGs.

Theorem 4. All plane Hamiltonian CGGs are not convezr-packable, except for the two plane
cycles C3 and Cy and the four CGGs ©1,04,03 and O4 shown in Figure [3, which are all

convex-packable.

There is significant research [1}, 2, 4], 9, [3] [7] about packing large plane trees into geometric
graphs. An important conjecture asks whether it is possible to pack | %] plane spanning trees
into a geometric complete graph. This is possible if the drawing of the complete graph is
convex [2 [4], but it was very recently shown that the general conjecture is false [7]. The
current best general construction shows that it is possible to pack |%] plane spanning trees
into any geometric drawing of the complete graph [3]. In this paper, we relax the requirement
that the trees be large, and we focus on packing problems for convex-isomorphic trees in
convex geometric complete graphs.



A plane CGG is a plane path if its underlying abstract graph is a path. A convex path is
a plane path in which all edges are extremal. A plane convez caterpillar is a plane CGG such
that deleting all leaves yields a convex path; this resulting path is the caterpillar’s spine.

Informally, a reflection of a CGG along an edge “flips” all edges and vertices on one side
of that edge. It is easy to see that each plane path can be transformed into a plane convex
caterpillar by reflections (Figure [I0 shows an example). Thus, packing problems for plane
paths can be reduced to packing problems for plane convex caterpillars.

By Lemma [l which formalizes our argument above about average edge length, every
convex path with at least 5 edges is not convex-packable. Moreover, Lemma [Bl implies that
if a plane path P with k edges has more than 2v/k extremal edges, then P is not convex-
packable neither. And in Section L3l we prove two partial converses.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2] we prove a necessary con-
dition for a CGG to be convex-packable and use it to prove that many CGGs are not
convex-packable, which also implies that their corresponding plane geometric graphs are not
geometric-packable. In Section B, we prove Theorems [Il and Bl In Section ], we define the
notion of “strongly packable”, which strengthens the property of being convex-packable. We
use this idea to prove Theorem [, as well as our results on convex-packable plane paths. In
Section Bl we outline directions for future research.

2 Convex-Nonpackable CGGs

Sections 2 and ] are mainly focused on characterizing exactly which CGGs are convex-
packable, among all plane Hamiltonian CGGs. Most of these graphs are indeed not convex-
packable, as stated in Theorem [l To show this, we develop a general counting argument to
prove convex-nonpackability. That is the goal of Section 2.l In Section 2.2] we apply this
argument to prove the negative direction of Theorem @l (And in Section we prove the
positive direction.)

2.1 A Necessary Condition for Convex-Packability

Let G be a CGG. A set of edges {ej1,eq,...,er} of G is conver if for each edge ¢;, all other
edges e; lie on the same side of the line determined by e;. For example, in Figure [ the set
of blue edges is convex while the set of red edges is not.

Figure 4: The set of thick blue edges is convex, but the set of thin red edges is not.

The following lemma is our key tool for proving convex-nonpackability.



Lemma 5. Let G be a CGG. If G is conver-packable, then there exists f : E(G) — RT
that satisfies the following two conditions: (i) Any set of edges S satisfies Y, .o f(e) =
1S?/(4e(G)) and (it) any convex set of edges A satisfies >, ., f(e) <1

Proof. For each positive integer n, let F, be a G-packing of K,, that covers all but o(n?)
edges. This means that |F,| = (1 —0(1))(3)/e(G). For every e € G and every copy G’ of G
in Ky, let I (e) denote the length in K, of the edge F (e). For any edge e € G, let f,(e)
be the average length of the edges in F,, corresponding to edge e, divided by n; that is,

ZG’e]-'n lg(e)

fn(e> = TL|F |

Let S be a set of edges of GG, and denote by F,(S) the set of edges in K, that are covered
in F,, by edges of S. Note that |F,(S5)| = |S||F.| = (1 —o(1)) @,)( ). Further, the average
length of edges in F,,(5) is at least

(1 o)y tn

since that is precisely the average when F,,(S) consists of the |F,(S)| shortest edges in C,,

those with length at most (1 — o(1)) @)

Sees (&) _ (o ISL

Thus, we have

which we rewrite as
> fule) = (1= o(1)) ISP
" 4e(G@)

eeS

Let A be a convex set of edges of G. For each G’ € F,,, by definition ), _, ler(€) < n. Now
summing over all G’ € F,, (by the definition of f,(e) above) gives

3 ule) = Zememalel) oy

ecA

Since {fn}n>1 is a sequence of bounded functions with finite domain, there exists a subse-
quence {f,.}i>1 such that f, (e) converge for all e € G. Let f be the function on F(G) such
that f(e) = lim; o f,(e). Now f satisfies (i) and (ii) from the statement of the theorem. [

We can argue that a CGG G is not convex-packable by showing that the function f that
would be guaranteed by Lemma [l cannot exist. Using an edge length argument similar to the
proof of condition (ii), we can further show that a CGG G has no perfect convex—packin,
ie. p(n,G) < e(K,)/e(G). Suppose G is the plane C,. The average edge length in every K,
is strictly greater than n/4, but the average edge length in every Cy-packing is at most n/4.
Therefore, no plane Cy-packing covers all edges of IC,,.

1By Ro6dl Nibble, if a graph has a perfect convex packing into some /C,,, then it is convex-packable.



2.2 Applications of Lemma

Proposition 6. Let G be a CGG and let k be the maximum size of a convex set of edges of
G. If e(G) < k?/4, then G is not convez-packable.

Proof. We prove the contrapositive. Assume that G is convex-packable and let f be the
function guaranteed by Lemma [l Let A be a convex set of edges of size k. Combining the
two conditions in Lemma [{ gives

> fle)
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Simplifying gives e(G) = k?/4, as desired. 0O

Figure 5: O is not convex-packable.

Proposition 7. If G is a plane Hamiltonian CGG, then G is not convex-packable unless
G is one of C3, Cy4, O1, Og, O3, or O4 (the latter four of these are shown in Figure[d). In
particular, O is not conver-packable.

Proof. Let G be a plane CGG formed by adding ¢ chords to C,. We suppose that G is convex-
packable, and apply Proposition . When k = 5, we have e(G) = [25/4| = 7; when k = 6,
we have e(G) > 9; and when k > 7, we have e(G) > k?/4 > 2k — 3, which contradicts the
planarity of G. So the only remaining candidates for a plane convex-packable Hamiltonian
CGG are the plane cycles Cs, C4, the four CGGs in Figure 2] and the CGG O3 in Figure [5l
Suppose, for contradiction, that O3 is convex-packable and let f be the function guaran-
teed by Lemma [Bl Let A; be the convex set consisting of the 6 edges on the outer 6-cycle
and let Ay be the convex set consisting of the 3 chords. The two conditions in Lemma [l give

2> Y f0+ D fe) = Y f0) 2 1o = 9/
eeAq e€eAg e€A1UAg

which is a contradiction. O

3 Proofs of Theorem [ and

Theorem 1. IfG is a planar Hamiltonian graph, then P(G) is not geometric-packable unless
G is C53,Cy, 01,049,035, or Oy (shown in Figure[2). Further, P(G) is geometric-packable if
G is Cg, 04, or @1.



Proof. Note that there is only one way to draw a Hamiltonian graph as a plane CGG. There-
fore, Propositions [(] and [7] imply the geometric-nonpackability of P(G) for all Hamiltonian
graph G unless G is C3, Cy, O1, Oy, O3 or ©4. Recall that P(Cs3) is geometric-packable due
to the existence of Steiner Triple System. What remains to be done is to prove that P(Cy)
and P(O,) are geometric-packable.

We begin with the set of plane 4-cycles, P(Cy). Let D, be a geometric drawing in the
plane of the complete graph K,. By symmetry, assume that v; is on the convex hull of
the vertices vy,...,v,. Assume further that v,... v, appear in clockwise order around
vy, with edges viv, and v1v, on the convex hull. The cycles vi, v, V2], Ujn/21+i, for each
i € {2,...,|n/2] — 1}, are plane and disjoint; so we add them all to our P(C,)-packing.
Further, these cycles cover all but O(1) edges incident to vy or vp,/s. Now we delete v; and
Upp/2) from the drawing D, to get a drawing D,,_, of K,_,. We continue recursively, ending
when the drawing has at most 3 vertices. Each time we delete vertices, we discard O(1)
uncovered incident edges. Thus, the resulting packing covers all but O(n) edges of D,,.

Now we consider the set of plane 4-cycles with a chord, P(©;). Let D, be an arbitrary
geometric drawing in the plane of K,,. Let f(n) = 2nlog,n. We prove by induction on n
that there exists a ©;-packing of D,, that covers all but at most f(n) edges.

Let m = |n/4|. By the Ham Sandwich Theorem, there exist two straight lines partitioning
the plane into 4 parts Py, P, P35, Py, in clockwise order, where each part contains at least m
vertices. Ignoring up to 3 vertices, we pick m vertices in each part. We denote these vertices
by v; j, where i € {1,...,4} and j € {1,...,m}.

Let D!, be the spanning subgraph of D,, whose edge set consists of all edges with endpoints
in distinct parts, except for those with one endpoint in each of P, and P,. Let F,, be a
collection of copies of plane ©; whose vertex set is {vq ;, Vo, U3 j+, V4 } and whose chord is
{v1j,v3 41}, with j, k € {1,...,m}; here each second index is modulo m. It is easy to check
that this is a ©-packing of D/ that covers all but at most 3n edges.

Note that D, \D!, consists of three complete components, one induced by P, u P;, and
the others induced by P, and P;. Thus, by induction, there exists a ©;-packing of D,, such
that the number of uncovered edges is at most f(n/2) +2f(n/4) +3n < f(n), as desired. O

Theorem 3. If G is a Hamiltonian graph, then P*(G) is not geometric-packable unless G
is C3. Further, P*(C3) is geometric-packable.

Figure 6: Two convex C}’s in D1s.



Proof. P*(C3) is geometric-packable due to the existence of Steiner Triple Systems. Propo-
sitions [6] and [7] imply the geometric-nonpackability of P*(G) for all Hamiltonian graph G
unless GG is one of (3, C4, O, Oy, ©3 and ©,. What remains to be done is to construct
Dy, D,, ..., asequence of drawings of the complete graph, such that it cannot be packed by
P*(G) when G is one of Cy, ©1, Oy, O3 and O,.

We show that the generalization of the graph in Figure [6] which we define below, is not
P*(Cy)-packable. We only consider drawings D,, when n = 0 (mod 3), since we can get D,,_,
and D,,_5 by deleting one or two vertices from D,,.

Foreachie {1,...,%}, welet v; := (i,42/(2n?)). The importance of the second coordinate
is simply to keep the points vy,...,v,3 in general convex position. We form Vg z and
Uiy 2n from v; by rotating (around (0,0)) 120 and 240 degrees counterclockwise. Let A :=
{ve, ... ,v%}, B := {U%H, o ,v%}, and C := {U%nﬂ, ..., Up}. We claim that we cannot pack
many convex Cy’s into the drawing on vq,...,v,. The reason is that each convex C} has
at least two edges within the sets A, B,C. To see this, consider a set S with two points
from A, one point from B, and one point from C. The key observation is that the more
inner point from A is not on the convex hull of S. (This can be verified by finding the line
determined by the two points in A and showing that it intersects the interior of the line
segment determined by the points in B and C'. But we omit these routine calculations.)
Hence, in every convex Cjy, all four points must come from at most two of A, B, and C'. It
is easy to check that the only types of convex Cy’s are the two highlighted in Figure [6l But
at most 3(%) edges go between different sets from A, B, C. Hence, each packing of convex

Cy’s has at most g%(l + 0(1)) copies of Cy; so it covers at most 2(1 + o(1)) of all edges.
By similar arguments, {D,},>1 cannot be asymptotically packed by P*(G) when G is
any of O, Oy, O3 and Oy. O

4 Strongly Packable CGGs

In this section, we introduce strong packability. This strengthens (unsurprisingly) the notion
of convex-packability, and gives an explicit packing that typically covers all but O(n) edges.
Theorem [ shows that C, is convex-packable. But to start this section we give a simpler
proof, which motivates the machinery we develop and employ in the rest of the section.

For each even integer n, and all integers ¢ such that 1 <1 < n/8, we take all copies of C4
with edges of lengths 21, n/2 — 21,20 —1,n/2 — 2l + 1, in clockwise order; see Figure[7l Clearly
these copies of C; form a Cy4-packing of K,, and the number of edges uncovered is O(n); thus
the packing is almost perfect.

n/2 —2¢

20+1 20

n/2 — 20+ 1

Figure 7: A typical C4 in an asymptotic Cy-packing of the convex complete graphs.



To generalize the example above, that C4 is convex-packable, we need the following def-
initions. Let G be a subgraph of KC,. The length set of G, denoted Lg, is a subset of
{1,2,...,|n/2]} such that i € L¢ if and only if some edge e € G has length in /C,, equal to i.

Definition 1. A CGG G is strongly packable if for each n > 1 there exists S,, a set of
subsets of {1,2,...,|n/2|}, with the following three properties:

1. All sets in S, are pairwise disjoint and have size e(G); and

2. For all A € S, there exists a subgraph G 4 of IC,, that is convezx-isomorphic to G such
that Lg, = A; and

3. Laes, Al = [Snle(G) = (1 —o(1))n/2.

Further, we say {S,}n>1 1s a sequence of packable length-set collections of G.

4.1 Strong Packability and Reflection

In this subsection, we prove two easy lemmas about strong packability. First we show that
every strongly packable CGG is also convex-packable.

Lemma 8. Let G be a CGG. If G is strongly packable, then G is also convez-packable.

Proof. Let {S,},>1 be a sequence of collections of sets that satisfy all three properties in
Definition[I] i.e., a sequence of packable length-set collections of G. We construct a sequence
of G-packings {F,},>1 that covers all but o(n?) edges of {K,},>1. Fix an arbitrary positive
integer n’. For each A € S/, we add to F,, the subgraph G4 convex-isomorphic to G in IC,,
with lengths in A, as well as the n — 1 copies of GG formed from G4 by rotations.

Each edge e in I, of some length [, where | € {1,...,|n/2]}, is covered by F, if and
only if [ € (Jyecq , A Since {S,}n>1 is a sequence of packable length-set collections of G,
Property 3 of Definition [I implies that the number of lengths not covered by J,.q A is
o(n). Thus, the number of edges not covered by {F,},>1 is o(n?), as desired. O

Consider a CGG G with vertex set {vg,...,v,-1}. A CGG G is a reflection of G along
an edge {vo,v;} if G has the same vertex set as G and a pair of vertices {v;,v;} form an
edge of G if and only if either (a) {i,j} € {0,...,t} and {v,_;,v_;} € E(G) or (b) {i,j} €
{0,...,m—1}\{1,...,t — 1} and {v;,v;} € E(G). Reflections are illustrated in Figure [0 (in
Section [A.3]).

Lemma 9. If a CGG G is strongly packable, then so is each of its reflections.

Proof. Let G be a reflection of G and let {Sn}n=1 be a sequence of collections of packable
length-sets of G. Fix an arbitrary positive integer n’. For each A € S,/, let H be a copy of G
in K,y such that Ly = A. Clearly K, also contains a copy H of G such that Li=Lyg=A
(which is the reflection of H along the image of the edge of the reflection from G to G)
Therefore, {S,},>1 is also a sequence of collections of packable length-sets of G. Hence G is
also strongly packable. O
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4.2 Proof of Theorem {4

In this section we give more examples of strong packability. Typically, in all copies of G we
assign each given edge f lengths with the same residue modulo e(G). This approach allows
us to coordinate lengths of various edges to ensure that the edges form the desired cycles in
all copies of GG. Here we prove Theorem [ for convenience, we restate it.

Theorem 4. All plane Hamiltonian CGGs are not convez-packable, except for the two plane
cycles C3 and Cy and the four CGGs ©1,04,03 and O4 shown in Figure [3, which are all

convez-packable.

Proof. Propositions Bl and [7] imply the packability of all plane Hamiltonian CGGs, except for
Cs, C4, O1, ©4, O3 and O,. Recall that Cs is convex-packable due to the existence of Steiner
Triple System, and that C; and ©; are convex-packable by Theorem [Il

We now consider 05, O3, and ©4. We will show that they are all (strongly) packable. To
show that a CGG is strongly packable, it suffices to give a sequence of packable length-set
collections. We label the edges of ©, as in Figure [§

Figure 8: An edge labeling of O3 used to show it is strongly packable.

Let n = 28z, for some positive integer x. We construct a collection of length-sets for O,
in /C,,. If 28 1 n, then we simply ignore the edges incident to at most 27 vertices in ,,. Since
the number of ignored edges is O(n), they do not affect whether or not our packing covers
(1 —o0(1))(}) edges. Thus, we assume n = 28z without loss of generality.

We extend the idea of a length-set to a length-vector. Each length-vector for ©, is an
ordered 7-tuple of positive integers that form a length-set. Here the jth entry of a length-
vector is the length in some copy of O, of the image of edge e;, as labeled in Figure 8 We

use the following 2x — 3 length-vectors:

(Tx +1—"7i,2 4 144,5 + 14i, 7Tx + 6 — 74, 14z — 14i — 14,
Te+3+ 7,7+ 11+7i), 0<i<z—2
and
(=4 + 7i, 14z + 12 — 144, 14z + 9 — 144,4 + 7i, 147 — 21,
14z +8 —T7i,14x + 13 —-Ti), 2 <i<z — 1.
As in the proof of Lemma [§ for each length-vector above, we add to F,, some copy of G
with edges lengths given by that length-vector, as well as the n — 1 non-trivial rotations

of that copy of G. Note that the 7 coordinates of each length-vector lie in distinct residue
classes modulo 7. This observation makes it easy to check that the length-sets of these
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2z — 3 length-vectors are pairwise disjoint. Thus the number of edge lengths in these length-
vectors is 7(2x — 3) = (1 — o(1))n/2, and the number of edges covered by this ©s-packing is
(1 —0(1))(3)- So O is strongly packable.

The proofs that ©3 and ©4 are strongly packable mirror that above for ©,. So we just
give the length-vectors (which are identical for ©3 and ©,) and the edge labelings in Figure [0

Figure 9: Edge labelings showing that O3, ©4, and ©; are all strongly packable.

(2x — 2i,5x + 4, Tx — 1,2z + 21,92 — i, 2x — 1 — 21,
Tr+i+1,204+1+2i,5x—i), 1<i<z—1. 0
In fact, we can also show that ©; is strongly packable using the edge labeling in Figure
and the following collections of vectors (we assume, without loss of generality, that n = 20x):

(51 +2,5i 4 3,100 + 5,102 — 5i — 1,102 — 5i —4), 0 <i < x — 1,

(5 + 2,51 — 2,20x — 104,10z — 5 — 1,10 — 5i + 1), x <i < 2z — 1.

4.3 Paths and Caterpillars

Note that any plane path can be uniquely transformed into a convex plane caterpillar by
reflections (See Figure [I0, where in each step we reflect with respect to the bold red edge).
Thus, by Lemma [0 a plane path is strongly packable if and only if its corresponding convex
plane caterpillar is strongly packable.

Figure 10: A plane path is transformed into a convex plane caterpillar.

By Proposition [, we know that a plane path with k edges is not convex-packable if it
has more than 2v/k extremal edges. Equivalently, a plane convex caterpillar is not convex-
packable if it has more than 2v/k — 2 edges in the spine. Let f(k) be the maximum number
of extremal edges of a convex-packable plane path with & edges. So we have f(k) < 2vk for
all positive integers k. We conjecture that this is sharp.

12



Conjecture 10. f(k) = (2 — 0(1))Vk as k — .

In the rest of this section, we construct two types of strongly packable convex plane
caterpillars, both show f(k) = (1 + o(1))v2k as k — o0.

Theorem 11. Let s be a positive integer. Let G be a plane convex caterpillar with vertices
V1, ..., Vs, Usy1 @ clockwise order on the spine such that each of vs, ..., vs has no adjacent
leaf. If s(s + 3) < 2¢e(@G), then G is strongly packable.

If we let s(s+ 3) = 2¢(G), then we have a plane convex caterpillar with s(s + 3)/2 edges
among which s + 2 edges are extremal. This implies that f(k) = (1 + o(1))v2k.

Proof. Let k := e(G). Without loss of generality, assume n is a multiple of 2k and let
x :=n/(2k). We construct copies G,,, of G in K,, for each m € {1,...,x—1} such that {L¢,,}
is a packable length-set collection of G. Let t; and ¢, denote the numbers of leaves adjacent
to v; and vg,1; by symmetry, we assume ty > t1. Denote the leaf edges incident to vy (resp.

to Us+1) by Cs+1) €542y« -+ Cstty (resp. Cstt1+15 Cstt1+2y - - 5 6s+t1+t2)'

U3 Vg

€12

Figure 11: An edge-labeling of a caterpillar where all leaves are adjacent to either
U1 OF Vsyq.

Let G, be a copy of G in K,,, and let ¢,,(e) := {(Feq,,(€)), i.e., £, (e) is the length in C,,
of the edge of G,,, corresponding to the edge e of G. We will show, for each m € {1,..., x—1},
that there exists GG,, with

(it—1x+m ie{l,..., s}
l(e;) = sx 4+ (m— 1)ty + (i — ) ief{s+1,....,s+11}
n/2—(m+ Dty + (i —s—1t1) ie{s+ti+1,...,5s+t +ta}.

Let S,, be the collection of sets Lg,, for all m e {1,... ,z}. It is straightforward to check
that these sets are pairwise disjoint, and thus that S,, is a packable length-set collection. In
particular, spine edges all have lengths in {1, ..., sz}; leaf edges incident to v; have lengths in
{sz+1,...,sz+t;x}, and leaf edges incident to vy,1 have lengths in {sx +t;z+1,...,n/2}.
Since 3* " |Lg,, | = (1 —o0(1))n/2, we only need to check that G contains the desired copies
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G, with no edges crossing. It suffices to verify that the edges esis, and es 4,4+, in each
copy do not cross. Recall that ¢, > t;. Thus, for each m € {1,...,x — 1}, because

Z gm(ei) + Em(es+t1) + EM(68+t1+t2)
=1

=Z((i— Dz +m)+ sz +mt; +n/2—(m+ 1)ty + 1ty
i—1

s(s—1)x
=%+sm+sx+mt1 + n/2 — mity
s(s+3)x
<% +n/2 < k(n/2k) +n/2 = n. 0
Theorem 12. Letl, and aq,. .. ,asy1 be positive integers. Let G be a plane convex caterpillar
with vertices vy, . ..,vVs, Usy1 tn clockwise order on the spine such that each v; is adjacent to
a; leaves. If there exists a permutation oi,...,0, 1,05 of the set 1,...,s such that o; <

min{a;,a;41} for allie {1,...,s}, then G is strongly packable.

If we let a; = ¢ and o; = 7, then we have a packable plane convex caterpillar with (s +
5s+ 3)/2 edges among which s + 2 are extremal. This implies, again, f(k) = (1 + o(1))v/2k.

U3
vy €2

€s+1,5+1
€1,1

€21 | e

€s541,2

€s+1,1

Figure 12: An edge-labeling of a caterpillar where v; is adjacent to i leaves for all
1<i<s+ 1

The proof of Theorem [12] is similar to that of Theorem [III The main difference is that
now we must ensure that the final leaf edge incident with v; does not cross with the first leaf
edge incident with v;,1, for each i € {1,...,s + 1}. That is the role of the permutation o,
which controls the length of each edge on the spine. More precisely, letting x := n/(2k), in
each copy of G the edge e; has length between (0; — 1)z and o;z — 1.

Proof. Let k := e(G). Without loss of generality, assume n is a multiple of 2k and let
x = n/(2k). For each m € {1,...,z — k*}, we will construct a copy G,, of G in K, such
that {Lg,, } is a packable length-set collection of G. Let ey, ..., es be the edges on the spine,
where e; = {v;,v;11}, and let e;1,...,€;,, be the edges connecting v; to its a; leaves in
counterclockwise order. Let G, be a copy of G in K,,, and let ¢,,,(e) := {(Fi.,,(€)); that is,
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ln(e) is the length of the edge of G, corresponding to the edge e of G. We will show, for
all me {1,..., o — k? — 2}, that there exists G,, with

Un(ei) = (0s — 1)z +m, ie{l,... s}
Em(em)=(S+Z§;11aj)x+i-k+m-ai+t, ie{l,...,s+1}and te{1,..., a;}.

First, we verify that each edge length ¢, is less than n/2. Since 0; < s and m < z, we have
U (e;) < oz < sz < k(n/(2k)) = n/2; and for all a; # 0 we have

i1
C(eir) < (s+ Z a)r + k4 (x -k —1)a; <e(G)x —1 < g
j=1
We need to check that edges e; ,, and e;;11 do not cross, for all i € {1,..., s} in each copy
of G. Tt suffices to check that ,,(e;q,) + m(e;) < (eip11) for all i € {1,...,s} and all
me{l,...,z —k*—2}. Note that

Con(eis11) = bm(eia,) — bmler) =(s+ Y. aj)z + (i + 1)k + magq + 1
j=1
i—1
—(S+Zaj)x—z'k—(m+1)ai—(ai—l)z—m
j=1
=(a; —o;+ Dz + (@41 —a;, — 1) m+k —a; + 1

If a;11 > a;, then (since a; > o0;, by assumption) we have
lUp(eiv11) — Un(€ig,) —lm(e;) = —m+k—a;+1>k—a;+1>0.
On the other hand, if a;11 < a;, then (since m < x) we have
C(€iv11) — lm(€ia;) — bm(e;) =(ai —ai1 + D)z —m)+k—a;+1 >k —a;+1>0.

Hence such G,, exist for all m € {1...z — k*}. Let S, be the collection of sets consisting of
Lg,, for all me {1,...xz — k* — 2}. Tt is easy to check that sets in S, are pairwise disjoint
and >' _ |Lg,.| = (1 —o(1))n/2. Therefore, G is strongly packable. O

5 Concluding Remarks

To conclude, we discuss some problems that remain open. Here we propose three directions
for future research.

1. Let G be a graph. If P(G) is geometric-packable, then clearly P*(G) can be asymp-
totically packed into convex complete graphs. Is the converse true? In particular, can
we pack into any geometric drawings of the complete graph the sets P(0,), P(O3) or
P(O4) (which are convex-packable by Theorem [)?
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2. Lemma [G] is currently our only tool to prove that a CGG is not convex-packable. It
would be enlightening to discover an example that fails to satisfy the hypotheses of
Lemma [5 but is still not convex-packable. Does such a graph exist?

3. We ask for the maximum number of extremal edges f(k) of a convex-packable plane
path with k edges. We have shown that (1+0(1))v2k < f(k) < 2v/k and we conjecture
that the upper bound is true. We can also ask for the minimum number of extremal
edges g(k) of a convex-nonpackable plane path with & edges (if there is one). For the
upper bound, we know that g(k) < 24/k. On the other hand, it seems to be non-trivial
even to find a lower bound that grows unbounded as a function of k.
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