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COVERING RECTANGLES BY FEW MONOTONOUS POLYOMINOES

CHRISTIAN RICHTER

Abstract. A monotonous polyomino is formed by all lattice unit squares met by the graph
of some fixed monotonous continuous function f : [a, b] → R with f(k) /∈ Z whenever k ∈ Z.
Our main result says that the least cardinality of a covering of a lattice (m × n)-rectangle

by monotonous polyominoes is
⌈

2

3

(

m+ n−
√
m2 + n2 −mn

)⌉

. The paper is motivated by a

problem on arrangements of straight lines on chessboards.

1. Introduction

In [2] Bárány and Frankl pose the following question. What is the minimal number pn such
that there exist pn straight lines that pierce an (n× n)-chessboard in the sense that each of its n2

cells is met in its interior by at least one line? Together with Ambrus and Varga they show in
[1] that pn > 7

10n for sufficiently large n and that pn ≤ n− 1 for n ≥ 3, and they conjecture that
pn = n− 1 for n ≥ 3.

One can assume that none of the straight lines of the above piercing meets a vertex of a
cell, since otherwise some sufficiently small shift of such a line would strictly enlarge the set of
all cells met by it in the interior. Then each line gives rise to a polyomino on the chessboard,
and the above problem amounts to a problem of optimal covers by polyominoes. Recall that a
polyomino is a finite union of lattice unit squares or lattice cells (these are squares of the form
S(k, l) := [k − 1, k]× [l − 1, l], k, l ∈ Z) with connected interior [4, p. 3]. Polyominoes give rise to
many combinatorial problems, in particular to problems of tilings, see e.g. [4, 8] and [5, Section
9.4].

The polyominoes in the above piercing problem satisfy a monotonicity condition depending
on the slope of the underlying straight lines. We call a polyomino monotonically increasing if
it is composed of a finite sequence of lattice cells S1, . . . , Sk such that Sj+1 is either the right-
hand or the above neighbour of Sj , j = 1, . . . , k− 1. In an analogous way we define monotonically
decreasing polyominoes. Accordingly, a monotonous polyomino is formed by all lattice unit squares
met by the graph of some fixed monotonous continuous function f : [a, b] → R with f(k) /∈ Z

whenever k ∈ Z. Monotonically increasing polyominoes appear in the literature under the names
rim hooks, skew hooks or ribbon tiles and have applications in algebraic combinatorics, see e.g.
[3, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11].

Here we study the following relative of the problem by Bárány and Frankl. What is the minimal
number p̃n such that an (n×n)-chessboard can be covered by p̃n monotonous polyominoes? Clearly,
pn ≥ p̃n. We will see that p̃n =

⌈
2
3n

⌉
(see Corollary 3), which is close to the above mentioned

lower bound pn > 7
10n.

In fact, we will cover not only chessboards, but arbitrary lattice (m × n)-rectangles. These
are integer translates of the standard rectangle Rm×n := [0,m] × [0, n] of height n ∈ {1, 2, . . .}
and length (or width) m ∈ {1, 2, . . .}. For formal reasons we define Rm×n := ∅ for m,n ∈ N :=
{0, 1, 2, . . .} with min{m,n} = 0.

Let us remark that the minimal number of monotonically increasing polyominoes for covering
Rm×n is min{m,n}: Indeed, min{m,n} stripes of size max{m,n} × 1 (or 1 × max{m,n}, re-
spectively) suffice to cover Rm×n. A cover by less than min{m,n} tiles is impossible, since each
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2 CHRISTIAN RICHTER

monotonically increasing polyomino covers at most one of the cells S(j,min{m,n}+1−j) ⊆ Rm×n,
j = 1, . . . ,min{m,n}.

2. Main result

Our main goal is the characterization of the numbers

p(m,n) := min{p ∈ N : the rectangle Rm×n can be covered by p monotonous polyominoes}
for all m,n ∈ N. Clearly, p(m,n) = 0 if min{m,n} = 0. It turns out to be useful to start with the
computation of the related quantities

m(n, p) := sup{m ∈ N : the rectangle Rm×n can be covered by p monotonous polyominoes}
for n, p ∈ N. Coverings of Rm×n by the n horizontal polyominoes [0,m]× [j − 1, j], j = 1, . . . , n,
yield m(n, p) = ∞ for p ≥ n. In the next section we shall prove the following.

Theorem 1. (a) For all n, p ∈ N with n > p,

m(n, p) = p+

⌊
p2

4(n− p)

⌋

.

(b) For all m,n ∈ N,

p(m,n) =

⌈
2

3

(

m+ n−
√

m2 + n2 −mn
)⌉

.

We stress two extremal cases. The first one concerns rectangles which are so flat that already
their trivial covering by n horizontal polyominoes is of minimal cardinality.

Corollary 2. Let m,n ∈ N \ {0} be such that m ≥ n. Then the trivial covering of the rectangle
Rm×n by n parallel (m× 1)-rectangles is of minimal cardinality among all coverings of Rm×n by

monotonous polyominoes if and only if m > (n+1)2

4 − 1 or, equivalently, if n < 2
√
m+ 1− 1.

Proof. We have to characterize the situation p(m,n) = n. Since always p(m,n) ≤ n, this is

equivalent to p(m,n) > n− 1, which is in turn equivalent to 2
3

(
m+ n−

√
m2 + n2 −mn

)
> n− 1

by Theorem 1(b). This yields the claim. �

The second extremal case concerns squares, the least flat rectangles.

Corollary 3. p(m,m) =
⌈
2
3m

⌉
for all m ∈ N.

3. Verification of Theorem 1

3.1. Some notation and a refinement of Theorem 1(a). We see the rectangle Rm×n =
[0,m]× [0, n] as a union of m columns

Ck := [k − 1, k]× [0, n] = S(k, 1) ∪ S(k, 2) ∪ . . . ∪ S(k, n),

k = 1, . . . ,m (cf. Figure 1). A monotonous polyomino P ⊆ Rm×n (also called a tile) that ranges
from column Cr to column Cs, s ≥ r, is represented as a monotonous function

P : {r − 1, r, r + 1, . . . , s} → {1, 2, . . . , n}
such that

P ∩ Ct =

max{P (t−1),P (t)}
⋃

j=min{P (t−1),P (t)}

S(t, j) =







⋃P (t)
j=P (t−1) S(t, j) if P increases,

⋃P (t−1)
j=P (t) S(t, j) if P decreases

for t = r, r + 1, . . . , s. Note that we use the same notation for a tile when it is considered as a
union of lattice cells as well as when it is seen as a function. Visual illustrations of tiles can be
given by rectilinear arcs passing through the centres of the respective lattice cells. For example,
Figure 1 shows a covering of R4×4 by two increasing tiles I1, I2 with the same domain {0, . . . , 4}
and a decreasing tile D (greyed) with domain {1, . . . , 4}.

A covering of Rm×n by monotonous polyominoes is called an (i, d)-covering if it consists of i
increasing and d decreasing polyominoes. If some polyomino is both decreasing and increasing,
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tiles

Representation of tiles as
functions:

k 0 1 2 3 4

I1(k) 2 4 4 4 4
I2(k) 1 1 2 2 3
D(k) − 3 3 1 1

Figure 1. A covering of R4×4 with related notations and illustrations

we assign it (arbitrarily) to only one of the classes of increasing or decreasing polyominoes. In
particular, an (i, d)-covering consists of i + d tiles. For n, i, d ∈ N with n ≥ i + d, we define a
relative of m(n, p) as

m(n, i, d) := sup{m ∈ N : the rectangle Rm×n has an (i, d)-covering}.
We shall show the following refinement of Theorem 1(a) before we come to the proof of Theorem 1.

Proposition 4. For all n, i, d ∈ N with n ≥ i+ d,

m(n, i, d) = i+ d+

⌊
id

n− (i + d)

⌋

with the natural agreement that m(n, i, d) = ∞ if i + d = n; i.e., if the denominator on the
right-hand side is 0.

3.2. Proof of Proposition 4: upper estimate. The main preparation of the proof is done by
showing that, for any i increasing polyominoes in Rm×n, there exist i

′ ≤ i increasing polyominoes
in Rm×n that cover all the i original polyominoes, do not overlap and are all defined on the
full domain {0, . . . ,m}; i.e., contain cells of all the columns C1, . . . , Cm. For that, we first show
that the original polyominoes can be replaced by ones with domain {0, . . . ,m} and whose highest
cells in column Cm are mutually different (see Lemma 5 and Corollary 6). Then we show in
Lemma 7 that two increasing polyominoes with different final cell in Cm can be replaced by two
non-overlapping ones, before all polyominoes are made non-overlapping in Corollary 8.

Lemma 5. Let I1, . . . , Ii ⊆ Rm×n be increasing polyominoes, m,n, i ∈ N \ {0}. Then there exist
mutually distinct increasing polyominoes I10 , I

1
1 , . . . , I

1
i1

⊆ Rm×n, 0 ≤ i1 < i, that are fully defined
on {0, . . . ,m} and satisfy

(1) I1 ∪ . . . ∪ Ii ⊆ I10 ∪ . . . ∪ I1i1

as well as

(2) I11 , . . . , I
1
i1

⊆ Rm×(I1

0
(m)−1); that is, max{I11 (m), . . . , I1i1(m)} < I10 (m).

Proof. We suppose that all of I1, . . . , Ii are fully defined on {0, . . . ,m}, since smaller tiles can be
extended constantly to the left and to the right. W.l.o.g., Ii is among those tiles from I1, . . . , Ii
that cover the largest portion of the upper part [0,m]× [max{I1(m), . . . , Ii(m)} − 1, n] of Rm×n.
Then Ii(m) = max{I1(m), . . . , Ii(m)} and, by monotonicity of the tiles,

(3) (I1 ∪ . . . ∪ Ii) ∩ ([0,m]× [max{I1(m), . . . , Ii(m)} − 1, n]) ⊆ Ii.

We put I10 := Ii and

I1k(·) := min{Ik(·),max{I1(m), . . . , Ii(m)} − 1}
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for k = 1, . . . , i − 1, provided max{I1(m), . . . , Ii(m)} ≥ 2. If max{I1(m), . . . , Ii(m)} = 1 we put
i1 := 0. If some of I11 , . . . , I

1
i−1 coincide, we keep only one of them; that is, w.l.o.g., I11 , . . . , I

1
i1

represent all of I11 , . . . , I
1
i−1, where 0 ≤ i1 ≤ i− 1.

The last definition yields directly (2). Moreover, (1) is obtained by

I1 ∪ . . . ∪ Ii =
(
(I1 ∪ . . . ∪ Ii) ∩ ([0,m]× [max{I1(m), . . . , Ii(m)} − 1, n])

)

∪
(
(I1 ∪ . . . ∪ Ii) ∩Rm×(max{I1(m),...,Ii(m)}−1)

)

(3)

⊆ I10 ∪
(
(I11 ∪ . . . ∪ I1i−1) ∪ I10

)

= I10 ∪ . . . ∪ I1i1 .

�

Corollary 6. Let I1, . . . , Ii ⊆ Rm×n be increasing polyominoes, m,n, i ∈ N \ {0}. Then there
exist increasing polyominoes I ′1, . . . , I

′
i′ ⊆ Rm×n, i

′ ≤ i, that are fully defined on {0, . . . ,m} and
satisfy

(4) I1 ∪ . . . ∪ Ii ⊆ I ′1 ∪ . . . ∪ I ′i′

as well as

(5) I ′1(m) > I ′2(m) > . . . > I ′i′(m).

Proof. We apply Lemma 5 to the tiles I1, . . . , Ii on Rm×n and obtain I10 ⊆ Rm×n and I11 , . . . , I
1
i1
⊆

Rm×n1
with n1 = max{I1(m), . . . , Ii(m)} − 1 = I10 (m) − 1 and i1 < i. Next we apply Lemma 5

to the tiles I11 , . . . , I
1
i1

on Rm×n1
and obtain I20 ⊆ Rm×n1

and I21 , . . . , I
2
i2

⊆ Rm×n2
with n2 =

max{I11 (m), . . . , I1i1 (m)} − 1 = I20 (m) − 1 and i2 < i1. We apply this procedure j times until

ij = 0. Then we put i′ := j and I ′l := I l0, l = 1, . . . , i′.
Clearly, i′ = j ≤ i, because i > i1 > i2 > . . . > ij = 0. Inequalities (5) follow from

I ′l+1(m) = I l+1
0 (m) ≤ nl = I l0(m)− 1 = I ′l(m)− 1 < I ′l (m)

for l = 1, . . . , j − 1. Finally, (4) is obtained by

I1 ∪ . . . ∪ Ii ⊆ I10 ∪ (I11 ∪ . . . ∪ I1i1 ) ⊆ I10 ∪ I20 ∪ (I21 ∪ . . . ∪ I2i2) ⊆ . . . ⊆ I10 ∪ I20 ∪ . . . ∪ Ij0 .

�

Lemma 7. Let I, J : {0, . . . ,m} → {1, . . . , n} be increasing polyominoes in Rm×n with I(m) 6=
J(m). Then L = L[I, J ] and U = U [I, J ], defined for k ∈ {0, . . . ,m} by

L(k) := min{I(k), J(k)},

U(k) :=

{
max

{
I(k), J(k),min{I(k + 1), J(k + 1)}+ 1

}
, k < m,

max{I(k), J(k)}, k = m,

satisfy the following:

(i) L and U are increasing polyominoes,
(ii) I ∪ J ⊆ L ∪ U ⊆ Rm×n,
(iii) L and U do not overlap and L is below U ; that is, L(k) < U(k − 1) for k = 1, . . . ,m.

Proof. Claim (i). Since I and J are increasing, it is clear that L is increasing and that U(k− 1) ≤
U(k) for k = 1, . . . ,m− 1. Finally, I(m) 6= J(m) implies

U(m− 1) = max
{
I(m− 1), J(m− 1),min{I(m), J(m)}+ 1

}

≤ max
{
I(m− 1), J(m− 1),max{I(m), J(m)}

}

= U(m).

Claim (ii). By I, J ⊆ Rm×n and by claim (i), 1 ≤ L(k) ≤ n and 1 ≤ U(k) ≤ U(m) ≤ n. Thus,
L ∪ U ⊆ Rm×n.

To see the inclusion I ∪ J ⊆ L ∪ U , we consider the columns Ck, k = 1, . . . ,m, of Rm×n

separately. We need to show that (I ∪ J) ∩Ck ⊆ (L ∪ U) ∩Ck. Recall that I ∩Ck consists of the
cells S(k, I(k − 1)), S(k, I(k − 1) + 1), . . . , S(k, I(k)); and analogously for J, L, U .
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Case 1: I(k) < J(k − 1). Then I(k) < J(k − 1) ≤ J(k), so that

(6) min{I(k), J(k)} = I(k) ≤ J(k − 1)− 1.

Now I ∩ Ck ⊆ L ∩ Ck, because L(k − 1) ≤ I(k − 1) and L(k)
(6)
= I(k). Also J ∩ Ck ⊆ U ∩ Ck,

since U(k) ≥ J(k) and

U(k − 1)
(6)

≤ max{I(k − 1), J(k − 1), J(k − 1)} ≤ max{I(k), J(k − 1)} (Case 1)
= J(k − 1).

Accordingly, (I ∪ J) ∩ Ck ⊆ (L ∪ U) ∩ Ck.
Case 2: J(k) < I(k − 1). This is analogous to Case 1.
Case 3: I(k) ≥ J(k − 1) and J(k) ≥ I(k − 1). By monotonicity,

(7) min{I(k), J(k)} ≥ max{I(k − 1), J(k − 1)}.
By the three observations L(k − 1) = min{I(k − 1), J(k − 1)},

U(k − 1) = max
{
max{I(k − 1), J(k − 1)},min{I(k), J(k)}+ 1

}

(7)

≤ max
{
min{I(k), J(k)},min{I(k), J(k)}+ 1

}

= L(k) + 1,

and U(k) ≥ max{I(k), J(k)}, we get

(L ∪ U) ∩ Ck ⊇ S(k,min{I(k − 1), J(k − 1)}) ∪ . . . ∪ S(k,max{I(k), J(k)}) ⊇ (I ∪ J) ∩ Ck.

Claim (iii). For k = 1, . . . ,m,

U(k − 1) ≥ min{I(k), J(k)}+ 1 = L(k) + 1 > L(k).

That is, the lowest cell of U in column Ck is placed strictly higher than the highest cell of L in
Ck. This gives (iii). �

Corollary 8. Let I1, . . . , Ii ⊆ Rm×n be increasing polyominoes, m,n, i ∈ N \ {0}. Then there
exist non-overlapping increasing polyominoes I ′1, . . . , I

′
i′ ⊆ Rm×n, 0 ≤ i′ ≤ i, that are fully defined

on {0, . . . ,m} and satisfy

I1 ∪ . . . ∪ Ii ⊆ I ′1 ∪ . . . ∪ I ′i′ .

Proof. By Corollary 6, there are increasing polyominoes I01 , . . . , I
0
i′ ⊆ Rm×n, i

′ ≤ i, that are fully
defined on {0, . . . ,m} such that

I1 ∪ . . . ∪ Ii ⊆ I01 ∪ . . . ∪ I0i′ and I01 (m) < . . . < I0i′(m).

In a first step we use Lemma 7 for defining

L2 := L[I01 , I
0
2 ], I12 := U [I01 , I

0
2 ],

L3 := L[L2, I
0
3 ], I13 := U [L2, I

0
3 ],

L4 := L[L3, I
0
4 ], I14 := U [L3, I

0
4 ],

. . . ,
Li′ := L[Li′−1, I

0
i′ ], I1i′ := U [Li′−1, I

0
i′ ]

and I ′1 := Li′ .

Then

I01 ∪ . . . ∪ I0i′ ⊆ I ′1 ∪ I12 ∪ . . . ∪ I1i′ , I ′1(m) = I01 (m) < I12 (m) = I02 (m) < . . . < I1i′ (m) = I0i′(m)

and I ′1 = min{I01 , . . . , I0i′} is without overlap below each of I12 , . . . , I
1
i′ .

The second step acts on I12 , . . . , I
1
i′ as the first one did on I01 , . . . , I

0
i′ . It gives I

′
2 and I23 , . . . , I

2
i′

such that

I12 ∪ . . . ∪ I1i′ ⊆ I ′2 ∪ I23 ∪ . . . ∪ I2i′ , I ′2(m) = I12 (m) < I23 (m) = I13 (m) < . . . < I2i′ (m) = I1i′(m)

and I ′2 = min{I12 , . . . , I1i′} is without overlap below each of I23 , . . . , I
2
i′ as well as above I ′1.

Execution of i′ such steps produces the required non-overlapping polyominoes I ′1, . . . , I
′
i′ . �

Lemma 9. Let n, i, d ∈ N be such that i+ d < n. Then m(n, i, d) < ∞.
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Proof. Consider an (i, d)-covering of Rm×n. Since each tile covers at most m+n−1 cells of Rm×n

and since the i + d tiles cover Rm×n completely, we have mn ≤ (i + d)(m + n − 1). This yields

m ≤ (i+d)(n−1)
n−(i+d) . Thus, m(n, i, d) ≤ (i+d)(n−1)

n−(i+d) < ∞. �

Lemma 10. Let n, i, d ∈ N be such that i + d < n and let m = m(n, i, d). If I is an increasing
and D is a decreasing polyomino of an (i, d)-covering of Rm×n such that both I and D are fully
defined on {0, . . . ,m}, then

I(0) < D(0) and I(m) > D(m).

Proof. Assume that I(0) ≥ D(0). Then I and D can be extended to {−1, 0, . . . ,m} by putting
I(−1) := 1 and D(−1) := n. These extensions cover the column C0 := [−1, 0]× [0, n]. Thus there
exists an (i, d)-covering of the ((m+ 1)× n)-rectangle C0 ∪Rm×n, contradicting m = m(n, i, d).

The second inequality is shown analogously. �

Proof of Proposition 4, upper estimate. We can suppose i + d < n, since otherwise the upper
estimate is ∞. Let m = m(n, i, d); cf. Lemma 9. By Corollary 8, there exists an (i′, d′)-covering
of Rm×n by 0 ≤ i′ ≤ i increasing tiles I1, . . . , Ii′ : {0, . . . ,m} → {1, . . . , n} that are mutually
non-overlapping and 0 ≤ d′ ≤ d decreasing tiles D1, . . . , Dd′ : {0, . . . ,m} → {1, . . . , n} that are
mutually non-overlapping.

We denote the number of lattice cells that constitute a tile I by #I. Using the monotonicity
of the tiles, we get

#Ij = m+ Ij(m)− Ij(0), 1 ≤ j ≤ i′.

Since I1, . . . , Ii′ do not overlap, we have, w.l.o.g.,

1 ≤ I1(0) < I2(0) < . . . < Ii′ (0) and n ≥ Ii′ (m) > Ii′−1(m) > . . . > I1(m).

Then the total number of cells given by the increasing tiles is

i′∑

j=1

#Ij = i′m+
(
Ii′(m) + Ii′−1(m) + . . .+ I1(m)

)
−
(
I1(0) + I2(0) + . . .+ Ii′(0)

)

≤ i′m+
(
n+ (n− 1) + . . .+ (n− i′ + 1)

)
− (1 + 2 + . . .+ i′)

= i′m+
(
(n− i′) + ((n− 1)− (i′ − 1)) + . . .+ ((n− i′ + 1)− 1)

)

= i′m+ i′(n− i′)

= i′(m+ n− i′).

Similarly, the total number of cells of the decreasing tiles is

d′

∑

k=1

#Dk ≤ d′(m+ n− d′).

If one of the mn cells from Rm×n is covered by more than one of the given tiles, then it is
covered by exactly one increasing and exactly one decreasing tile, since neither two increasing tiles
nor two decreasing tiles overlap. By Lemma 10, every increasing tile crosses every decreasing tile
in at least one cell. There are at least i′d′ such crossings. Thus, the total number of squares of
tiles, counted with multiplicities, satisfies

mn+ i′d′ ≤
i′∑

j=1

#Ij +
d′

∑

k=1

#Dk ≤ i′(m+ n− i′) + d′(m+ n− d′).

This implies

m ≤ i′ + d′ +
i′d′

n− (i′ + d′)
≤ i+ d+

id

n− (i+ d)
,

and the upper estimate of Proposition 4 is verified. �
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Figure 2. The first estimate in Lemma 12

3.3. Proof of Proposition 4: lower estimate. The proof of the lower estimate rests mainly on
an inductive construction based on two estimates from Lemma 12, who are obtained by extending
coverings from smaller rectangles to larger ones. These extensions are possible, because the tiles of
an (i, d)-covering of Rm×n can be assumed to have a particular beginning in the left-most column
C1, as is shown in the following.

Lemma 11. Let m,n, i, d ∈ N be such that m,n ≥ 1 and n ≥ i+d. If Rm×n has an (i, d)-covering,
then Rm×n has an (i, d)-covering consisting of increasing tiles I1, . . . , Ii : {0, . . . ,m} → {1, . . . , n}
and decreasing tiles D1, . . . , Dd : {0, . . . ,m} → {1, . . . , n} such that

Ij(0) = j, 1 ≤ j ≤ i, and Dk(0) = n+ 1− k, 1 ≤ k ≤ d.

Proof. By Corollary 8, Rm×n has a covering by i′ ≤ i non-overlapping increasing tiles I ′1, . . . , I
′
i′

and d′ ≤ d non-overlapping decreasing tiles D′
1, . . . , D

′
d′ . W.l.o.g., 1 ≤ I ′1(0) < . . . < I ′i′ (0) and

n ≥ D′
1(0) > . . . > D′

d′(0), whence

I ′j(0) ≥ j, 1 ≤ j ≤ i′, and D′
k(0) ≤ n+ 1− k, 1 ≤ k ≤ d′.

We define Ij(l) := I ′j(l), 1 ≤ l ≤ m, and Ij(0) := j, this way defining an increasing tile Ij ⊇ I ′j .

Similarly, we put Dk(l) := D′
k(l), 1 ≤ l ≤ m, and Dk(0) := n+1−k, this way defining a decreasing

tile Dk ⊇ D′
k. So we find a covering of Rm×n by I1, . . . , Ii′ and D1, . . . , Dd′ such that

Ij(0) = j, 1 ≤ j ≤ i′, and Dk(0) = n+ 1− k, 1 ≤ k ≤ d′.

If i′ < i we add the constant (to be considered as increasing) tiles Ij ≡ j, i′ < j ≤ i. If d′ < d we
add the constant (to be considered as decreasing) tiles Dk ≡ n+ 1− k, d′ < k ≤ d. �

In the following lemma we use the quantity

m̃(e, i, d) := m(e + i+ d, i, d).

That is, m̃(e, i, d) is the maximal length m of a rectangle Rm×n that can be covered by i increasing
and d decreasing polyominoes and whose height n = e+ i+ d exceeds i+ d by e.

Lemma 12. For all e, i, d ∈ N,

(8) m̃(e, i, d) ≥
{

d+ e+ m̃(e, i− e, d) if i ≥ e,
i+ e+ m̃(e, i, d− e) if d ≥ e.
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Proof. The claim is obvious for e = 0, because m̃(0, i, d) = m(i+ d, i, d) = ∞.
For e ≥ 1, it is shown in Figure 2 that a

(
(d+ e+ m̃(e, i− e, d))× (e+ i+ d)

)
-rectangle has an

(i, d)-covering, provided that i ≥ e: The first d columns are used to decrease the vertical level of
the d decreasing tiles by e units. In the next e columns the upper e increasing tiles are lifted by
d+e units. In the last m̃(e, i−e, d) columns the last mentioned e increasing tiles keep their vertical
levels constant. The remaining i− e increasing and d decreasing tiles are arranged such that they
can be continued by an (i−e, d)-covering of the dashed residual

(
m̃(e, i−e, d)× (i+d)

)
-rectangle,

which exists by the definition of m̃(e, i− e, d) and by Lemma 11.
So the upper inequality of (8) is verified. The lower one follows by the symmetry in i and d. �

Proof of Proposition 4, lower estimate. We have to show that

(9) m̃(e, i, d) ≥ i+ d+

⌊
id

e

⌋

for all e, i, d ∈ N. We proceed by induction on e.
The base case with e = 0 is trivial: m̃(0, i, d) = m(i + d, i, d) = ∞. In order to consider a

less degenerate situation, we note that the claim m̃(1, i, d) ≥ i + d + id for e = 1 is obtained by
i-fold application of the first line of (8), then d-fold application of the second line (8) and the final
observation that m̃(1, 0, 0) = 0.

We come to the induction step (with e ≥ 1): Put i = αe + ι, d = βe + δ with integers α, β, ι, δ
and 0 ≤ ι, δ < e. First we show that

(10) m̃

(⌊
ιδ

e

⌋

, ι, δ

)

≥ ι+ δ + e.

Indeed, this is trivial if ιδ = 0, since then m̃(0, ι, δ) = m(i + d, i, d) = ∞. If ιδ > 0, we have
⌊
ιδ
e

⌋
≤ ι

e
δ < 1e = e, and the induction hypothesis yields

m̃

(⌊
ιδ

e

⌋

, ι, δ

)

≥ ι+ δ +

⌊

ιδ
⌊
ιδ
e

⌋

⌋

≥ ι+ δ + e.

So (10) is shown.
Note that (10) says that a

(
(ι+ δ + e)×

(
ι+ δ +

⌊
ιδ
e

⌋))
-rectangle has a (ι, δ)-covering. By

reflecting w.r.t. the straight line y = −x we get a (ι, δ)-covering of a
((
ι+ δ +

⌊
ιδ
e

⌋)
× (ι+ δ + e)

)
-

rectangle. Consequently,

(11) m̃(e, ι, δ) ≥ ι+ δ +

⌊
ιδ

e

⌋

.

Now we estimate

m̃(e, i, d) = m̃(e, ι+ αe, d)

(8)

≥ α(d+ e) + m̃(e, ι, d)

= α(d+ e) + m̃(e, ι, δ + βe)

(8)

≥ α((βe + δ) + e) +
(
β(ι+ e) + m̃(e, ι, δ)

)

(11)

≥ α((βe + δ) + e) + β(ι + e) +

(

ι+ δ +

⌊
ιδ

e

⌋)

= (αe + ι) + (βe + δ) +

⌊

αβe + αδ + βι+
ιδ

e

⌋

= i+ d+

⌊
id

e

⌋

,

and (9) is verified. �
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3.4. Proof of Theorem 1.

Lemma 13. If r ∈ N \ {0} is odd and s ∈ N \ {0} is even, then

⌊
r − 1

s

⌋

=
⌊r

s

⌋

.

Proof. Assume that
⌊
r−1
s

⌋
<

⌊
r
s

⌋
. Then the number t :=

⌊
r
s

⌋
∈ N satisfies r−1

s
< t ≤ r

s
, whence

r − 1 < st ≤ r and in turn r = st. But this is incompatible with the parities of r and s. �

Proof of Theorem 1(a). Clearly, m(n, p) = sup{m(n, i, d) : i, d ∈ N, i+d = p}. Proposition 4 gives

m(n, p) = sup

{

p+

⌊
id

n− p

⌋

: i, d ∈ N, i+ d = p

}

=







p+

⌊ p
2 · p

2

n− p

⌋

= p+

⌊
p2

4(n− p)

⌋

if p is even,

p+

⌊
p−1
2 · p+1

2

n− p

⌋

= p+

⌊
p2 − 1

4(n− p)

⌋

if p is odd.

Now Lemma 13 completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 1(b). Clearly, p(m,n) ≤ min{m,n}, since Rm×n can be covered by min{m,n}
stripes of width 1 and length max{m,n}. So,
(12) p(m,n) = min

{
p ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,min{m,n}} : m(n, p) ≥ m

}
.

We use Theorem 1(a). Note that, for all m,n, p ∈ N with p ≤ min{m,n},

m ≤ m(n, p) ⇔ m ≤ p+

⌊
p2

4(n− p)

⌋

⇔ m ≤ p+
p2

4(n− p)
⇔ p2 − 4

3
(m+ n)p+

4

3
mn ≤ 0.

The last applies if and only if p is between the zeros of the quadratic polynomial; that is,

2

3

(

m+ n−
√

m2 + n2 −mn
)

≤ p ≤ 2

3

(

m+ n+
√

m2 + n2 −mn
)

.

The second inequality is always satisfied, because p ≤ min{m,n}. Therefore,

m ≤ m(n, p) ⇔ p ≥
⌈
2

3

(

m+ n−
√

m2 + n2 −mn
)⌉

.

Combining this with (12) yields the claim �
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