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Abstract. We describe algorithms for drawing media, systems of staikens and actions that have state transition
graphs in the form of partial cubes. Our algorithms are based/o principles: embedding the state transition graph
in a low-dimensional integer lattice and projecting theid¢atonto the plane, or drawing the medium as a planar
graph with centrally symmetric faces.

1 Introduction

Media [7, 8] are systems of states, tokens, and actions @ntlon states that arise in political choice
theory and that can also be used to represent many familanegeic and combinatorial systems such as
hyperplane arrangements, permutations, partial ordedsphylogenetic trees. In view of their importance
in modeling social and combinatorial systems, we wouldtikbave efficient algorithms for drawing media
as state-transition graphs in a way that makes the actionaf ®wken apparent. In this paper we describe
several such algorithms.

Formally, amediumconsists of a finite set ftatestransformed by the actions of a settokens The
concatenation of tokens is calledreessagewe use upper case letters to denote states, and lower tase le
to denote tokens and messagesSsodenotes the state formed by applying the tokens in message
stateS. A tokent is said to beeffectivefor Sif St=# S and a message is stepwise effectivior Sif each
successive token in the sequence of transformatior@hgfw is effective. For a set of states and tokens to
form a medium, it must satisfy the following axioms:

1. For each tokenthere is a uniqueeversetokent such that, for any two stat&# Q, St= Qiff Qf = S.

2. For any two distinct states Q, there exists a messagewith Sw= Q such thaiwv does not contain both
t andf for any tokent (we say that a message that does not contain the reverse of @sytokens is
consistent

3. If messagev is stepwise effective fog, thenSw= Sif and only if the number of copies ¢fin w equals
the number of copies dffor each token.

4. If Sw= Qz w s stepwise effective fo, zis stepwise effective foB, and bothw andz are consistent,
thenwzis consistent.

The states and state transitions of a medium can also be diiaw@ graph, and the axioms defining
media imply that these graphs gpartial cubes a partial cube [12] is a graph with vertices that can be
mapped to vertices of a hypercub@, 1}9 in such a way that the graph distance equalslLthdistance in
the hypercube. For media, we can find such a mapping by clwpasitrarily a stat&sin the medium, and
assigning any stat8 a coordinate per tokenthat is 1 when a consistent path fré@o S containst and 0
otherwise. Conversely, ardtdimensional partial cube gives rise to a medium with itgiges as states and
with 2d tokens; the action of any token is to change one of the pautia¢ coordinates to a zero or to a one,
if it does not already have that value and if such a changedvadduce the coordinates of another vertex
of the partial cube.

* Supported in part by NSF grant CCR-9912338.
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Fig. 1. 11 of the 12 pentominos represent isometric lattice emingddof media. The twelfth, the U pen-
tomino, does not, because a pair of vertices that are thigeseapart in the graph have placements that are
only one unit apart.

Fig. 2. A medium, left, and its semicube graph, right. From [6].

We assume throughout, as in [7], that we are given as inpuxlicié description of the states, tokens,
and actions of a medium. However, our algorithms are equaiylicable to any partial cube or family
of partial cube graphs such as the median graphs. If a partlz representation is not already known,
such a representation can be found (and the correspondidmimeonstructed) in tim®(mn) via known
algorithms [1,11,12, 15].

2 Lattice dimension

As we have seen, media can be embedderthetrically(that is, in a distance-preserving way) into hyper-
cubes{0,1}9 (with L; distance), and hypercubes can be embedded isometricallinbeger latticeZd, so

by transitivity media can be embedded isometrically ontegar lattices. Conversely any finite isometric
subset of an integer lattice forms a partial cube and cooredpas described above to a medium.

If the dimension of the lattice in which a medium is embeddaddw, we may be able to use the embed-
ding as part of an effective drawing algorithm. For instarice mediumM can be embedded isometrically
onto the planar integer lattic&?, then we can use the lattice positions as vertex coordiraitasirawing
in which each edge is a vertical or horizontal unit segmeiguife[1). If M can be embedded isometrically
onto the cubic latticéZ?, in such a way that the projection onto a plane perpendicaltre vector(1,1,1)
projects different vertices to distinct positions in then®, then this projection produces a planar graph
drawing in which the edges are unit vectors at 68d 120 angles (Figur€Z1, center; the right drawing in
the same figure could have been produced in this way but waallycgproduced by a different algorithm.)

Recently, we showed that thattice dimensiorof a medium or partial cube, that is, the minimum di-
mension of a lattic&Z? into which it may be isometrically embedded, may be deteeshiim polynomial
time [6]. We now briefly our algorithm for finding low-dimemsial lattice embeddings.

2



Fig. 3. A matching in the semicube graph (left, solid edges) comepléb a set of paths by adding edges
from each semicube to its complement (left, dashed edgeg)}h& corresponding lattice embedding of the
original medium (right). From [6].

Suppose we are given an undirected gr&ptind an isometryi: G — {0,1}" from G to the hypercube
{0,1}" of dimensiont. Let; : G— {0,1} map each vertex of G to theith coordinate ofi(v), and assume
that each coordinatg takes on both value 0 and 1 for at least one point . Féd@nd 1 we can define
2t distinct semicubes ;i§ = {v e V(G) | i(v) = x}, for any pairi,x with 0 <i <t andyx € {0,1}. We
now construct a new graph &&), which we call thesemicube graplof G. We include in S(G) a set of
2t verticesu;y, 0 <i < tandyx € {0,1}. We include an edge in §6) betweenu,, anducq whenever
SpUSd=V(G) andSpNSg # 0; that is, whenever the corresponding two semicubes covehel
vertices ofG non-disjointly. Although defined from some particular isetny p, the semicube graph turns
out to be independent of the choice jofAn example of a partial cub& and its semicube graph &8)
is shown in Figur&l2. The main result of [6] is that the lattiimension ofG can be determined from the
cardinality of a maximum matching in 88):

Theorem 1 (Eppstein [6]).1f G is a partial cube with isometric dimensianthen the lattice dimension of
G is d=1— M| where M is any maximum matching$uG).

More specifically, we can extend a matching ifGgto a collection ofl paths by adding to the matching
an edge from each semicube to its complement. dthecoordinate of a vertex in the lattice embedding
equals the number of semicubes that contain the vertex mgesitions along thdth path.

We can use this result as part of a graph drawing system, bgauiitig our input medium in the lattice of
the lowest possible dimension and then projecting thatétinto the plane. For two-dimensional lattices, no
projection is needed, and we have already discussed parjaaftcertain three-dimensional integer lattices
onto two-dimensional triangular lattices. We discuss nmgaeeral techniques for lattice projection in the
next section. We note that, in order to find the minimum dinm@nkattice embedding, it is essential that we
require the embedding to be isometric. Even for trees (asegial case of partial cubes) it is NP-complete
to find an embedding int@? with unit length edges that is not required to be distanesgmving [2].
However a tree embeds isometricallyZA if and only if it has at most four leaves [14].

3 Drawing high-dimensional lattice graphs

We have seen that two-dimensional lattice embeddings ofanadd some three-dimensional lattice em-
beddings, give rise to planar graph drawings with all ed¢estsand well separated by angles. However,
we are also interested in drawing media that may not have Iowersional embeddings. We describe here
a method for finding drawings with the following properties:

1. All vertices are assigned distinct integer coordinate®?i
2. All edges are drawn as straight line segments.
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Fig. 4. Left: lattice drawing of six-dimensional hypercube; rightdrawing with geometric thickness two is
possible, but the vertex placement is less regular and ddgesd by actions of the same token are not all
drawn parallel.

3. No edge passes closer than unit distance to a vertex that @1e of its endpoints.

4. The line segments representing two edges of the drawaganmslates of each other if and only if the
two edges are parallel in the lattice embedding.

5. The medium corresponding to any Cartesian product ofval®[ag, bp| x [a1,b1] x ---[ag_1,bq4-1] is
drawn in are@d(n?), wheren denotes the number of states of the medium.

Because of propertl] 4, the lattice embedding and hence tlikumestructure of the state transition
graph can be read from the drawing. To achieve these, pregerte magZ to Z? linearly, by choosing wo
vectorsX andY ¢ Z9, and mapping any poir € Z to the point(X - p,Y - p) € Z2. We now describe how
these vectorX andY are chosen.

If L c Z9is the set of vertex placements in the lattice embedding ofrqaut medium, define alice
Lij={p€L|p =]} tobe the subset of vertices haviitly coordinate equal tp. We choose the coordinates
X; sequentially, from smallerto larger, so that all sliceks; ; are separated from each other in the range of
x-coordinates they are placed in. Specifically, gt 0. Then, fori > 0, define

i—1

X = max( min Zkak— max ) Xlk),

peljk qeljlk

where the outer maximization is over abuch that; ; andL; j_1 are both nonempty. We defivesimilarly,
but we choose its coordinates in the opposite order, frogetato smaller:Yy_; =0, and

d-1 d-1
Y; = max_ min Xipk— m XiOk)-
aX(pe"'JkZd ackij- 1erl

Theorem 2. The projection method described above satisfies the piegEHd enumerated above.

Proof. Property(® and properfyl 4 follow immediately from the fadttive our drawing is formed by pro-
jecting Z¢ linearly ontoZ2, and from the fact that the formulas used to calcuktndY assign different
values to different coordinates of these vectors.



Fig. 5. Left: a graph with a symmetric planar drawing; center: cating opposite pairs of edge midpoints
produces a weak pseudoline arrangement; right: the amzamge

It is clear from this construction that all vertices are gsei distinct coordinates (propefiy 1): for, if
verticesp andq differ in theith coordinates of their lattice embeddings, they belongfferént slicesL;
andL; j and are assigned coordinates that differ by at leakf (unlessi = X; = 0 in which case thei¥
coordinates differ by at least).

The separation between vertices and edges (propkrty 3nssalkequally easy to verify: consider the
case of three verticgs, g, andr, with an edgepgto be separated from Sincep andq are connected by an
edge, their lattice embeddings must differ in only a singlerdinatei. If r differs from p andq only in the
same coordinate, it is separated from eggdy a multiple of(X;,Y;). Otherwise, there is some coordinate
i’ # i in whichr differs from bothp andg. If i’ > i, the construction ensures that the sli¢g containing
pqis well separated in the-coordinate from the slice; ; containingr, and ifi’ < i these slices are well
separated in thg coordinate.

Finally, we consider properfy 5. For Cartesian productstarivals, in the formula foK;, the value for
the subexpression mja i - X«px is the same for alj considered in the outer maximization, and the
value for the subexpression ”@&j,lﬂ_:loXka is also the same for alj considered in the outer maxi-
mization, because the slices are all just translates of eter. Therefore, there is no gapxrcoordinates
between vertex placements of each successive slice of theimeSince our drawings of these media have
vertices occupying contiguous integecoordinates and (by a symmetric argumgntpordinates, the total
area is at most?. a

When applied to a hypercube, the coordina¥edecome powers of two, and this vertex placement
algorithm produces a uniform placement of vertices (Figljfeft) closely related to the Hammersley point
set commonly used in numerical computation and computg@higa for its low discrepancy properties [16].
Other examples of drawings produced by this method can reisdegure$B[10, arld 11 (left).

4 Symmetric planar drawings

Our two-dimensional and projected three-dimensionakkatrawings are planar (no two edges cross) and
each internal face is symmetric (squares for two-dimergilattices, 60-120° rhombi and regular hexagons
for projected three-dimensional lattices). We now descaildifferent type of drawing of the state-transition
graphs of media as planar graphs, generalizing this symprpedperty. Specifically, we seek straight-line
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planar drawings in which each internal face is strictly aoand centrally symmetric; we call such a
drawing asymmetric planar drawing

A weak arrangement of pseudoling is a collection of curves in the plane, each homeomorphia
line, such that any pair of curves in the collection has attrone point of intersection, and such that if any
two curves intersect then they cross properly at their setetion point. Weak arrangements of pseudolines
generalize pseudoline arrangements [10] and hyperbol& dirangements, and are a special case of the
extendible pseudosegment arrangemealgfned by Chan [3]. Any weak pseudoline arrangement with
pseudolines partitions the plane into at leastl and at most(n+ 1) /2+ 1 cells connected components of
the set of points that do not belong to any pseudoline. Anygaine in the arrangement can be partitioned
into nodeg(crossing points) andrcs(connected components of the complement of the crossimyg)pive
use this terminology to avoid confusion with the verticed adges of the medium state-transition graphs
we hope to draw. Each arc is adjacent to two cells and two ndleslefine thelual of a weak pseudoline
arrangement to be the graph having a vertex for each celleodttangement and an edge connecting the
vertices dual to any two cells that share a common arc; thafitgdylaces the graph’s vertices in one-to-one
correspondence with the arrangement’s cells, and the ‘graghes in one-to-one correspondence with the
arrangement’s arcs.

Lemma 1. If G has a symmetric planar drawing, then G is the dual of a wesdudoline arrangement.

Proof. Draw a collection of line segments connecting the opposiesmf edge midpoints in each interior
face of the drawing. In the exterior face, continue the segsom each midpoint into curves extending
to infinity without any additional crossings. An example iéipg this collection of line segments and
continuation curves is shown in Figlie 5. Each curve in thaltiag arrangement is a pseudoline that passes
through a collection of line segments in the drawindzothat are translates of each other. If we arbitrarily
orient each pseudoline, then any crossing of two pseudolin@end ¢, is either clockwise (the outward
direction along/s is clockwise of the outward direction alorg, with respect to the two inward directions)
or counterclockwise, and the orientation of the crossing loa determined by the relative slopes of the
segments crossed By and ¢, respectively. Therefore, all crossings between the sarmneppseudolines
have the same orientation. But if two oriented pseudolimesscmultiple times, the crossings must alternate
orientations, so any two pseudolines cross at most once arithvwe a weak pseudoline arrangement. Each
edge ofG crosses a single arc of the arrangement. Each pseudolife afrtangement has one node per
face of G it passes through, so each arc of the arrangement is crogsesifigle edge o&. ThereforeG is

the dual of the weak pseudoline arrangement we have cotesituc O

Lemma 2. If G is the dual of a weak pseudoline arrangement, then G isstate transition graph of a
medium.

Proof. Each pseudoling partitions the plane into two regions which we dalland/;, choosing arbitrarily
which of the two regions is given which name. We then constaugystem of states and tokens, in which
we have one state per cell of the arrangement (equivalgretyyertex ofG) and one token per regicﬂ;‘F.
The actionSt is defined to transform stainto stateQ, if Q is in regiont and can be reached froBiby
crossing a single arc of the arrangement; othen8ise S. It is easy to verify that this system satisfies the
axioms of a medium and h&as its state transition graph. O

By these lemmas, every symmetric planar drawing repregbatstate transition graph of a medium.
However, not every medium, and not even every medium withaaapl state transition graph, has such a
drawing; see for instance Figurke 6, the medium in Figuleidoyy, and the permutahedron in Figlira 11 (left)
for media that have planar state transition graphs but norstnic planar drawing.

Lemma 3. If G is the dual of a weak pseudoline arrangement, then G hgsrareetric planar drawing.
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Fig. 6. Media with planar state-transition graphs but with no syrmim@lanar drawing.

Fig. 7. Converting a weak pseudoline arrangement into a symmelaitap drawing. Left: arrangement
drawn inside a circl® such that crossings wit@ are equally spaced around the circle. Right: edges dual to
arcs of¢; are drawn as unit length and perpendicular to the chord gffirdie points wheré crosse<0.

Proof. Supposes is dual to a weak pseudoline arrangemdnthe duality fixes a choice of planar embed-
ding of G as well as determining which faces of that embedding arenat@nd external. We denote bg|

the number of pseudolines #. Let O be a circle (the size and placement of the circle within tlaaelbeing
irrelevant to our construction), and deforfinas necessary so that each pseudoline crd@@sedth all nodes
interior to O, and so that the|2| points where pseudolines croSsare spaced at equal distances around
the perimeter oD (Figurel, left). Then, for each pseudolifieof 4, let ¢; be the chord ofO connecting
the two points wheré; crosse<). We will draw G in such a way that the edges Gfthat are dual to arcs
of ¢; are drawn as unit length segments perpendiculay (BigurelT, right). To do so, choose an arbitrary
starting vertexyg of G, and place it arbitrarily within the plane. Then, the plaeamof any other vertex;

of G can be found by following a path from to v; in G, and for each edge of the path moving unit distance
(starting from the location ofp) in the direction determined for that edge as described gbwacingy;

at the point reached by this motion when the end of the pathaished. It is straightforward to show from
Lemmd2 and the axioms defining a medium that this vertex placédoes not depend on the choice of the
path fromvg to v;, and that if all vertices are placed in this way then all edgfeS will be unit length and
perpendicular to their corresponding choedsThus, we have a drawing &, in which we can identify sets
of edges corresponding to the facegflt remains to show that this drawing is symmetric planaat ik,
that the faces are convex polygons and are connected to #aatirna non-crossing way.

If pseudolined; and/; meet in a node afd, that node is dual to an internal faéef G. Suppose further
that, inG, the pairs of edges df that are dual to the arcs éfand/; on either side of the node meet in two
vertices off. Then the exterior angles dfat these vertices are, by construction, equal to the angjeca
chordsc; andc;, which must also cross (Figuié 8, left). It follows from thiigt f is drawn with all vertices
convex and with total exterior angle (winding number) 366b f is drawn as a correctly oriented convex
polygon. A similar argument shows that the angles of thecadljppairs of edges around each vertex (where
adjacency is determined according to the planar embeddiaytd 4) and the total exterior angle of the



Fig. 8. Steps in planarity proof for construction of symmetric @glanlrawing from weak pseudoline ar-
rangement. Left: angles between edges around interna &ueal the angles between corresponding pairs
of chords. Right: any point of an external face edge is theilstapoint of a ray not crossed by any other
external face edge, formed by translating a ray perperati¢alO from the point where the arc dual to the
edge crosses.

external face o6 are 360, so our drawing is locally planar. However, we still mustifyethat the external
face of G is drawn in a non-self-crossing way, as that does not follmmfthe above assertions.

To verify this, we prove a stronger property: that, for eacompp on the external face of G, there
is a rayry, with p as its starting point that extends to infinity without cragsany other edge or vertex of
G. If p belongs to a bridge or is an articulation point@fthere are two such rays, one on each side.of
Therefore,e must be a simple polygon without self-crossings, and ouwvishg of G must be a symmetric
planar drawing. To find, suppose thap belongs to an edge dual to an arc of pseudolin€lhat arc
must contain an endpoint of (else the edge would not belongdp let x be that endpoint. Lat, be a ray
starting fromx, perpendicular to and disjoint fro@, and letr, be formed by translating, to p (Figure[3,
right). Then an edge of the outer face fofif such an edge existed) dual to an arc of pseuddlinevhere
the two endpoints of; are near to and both clockwise xfwould have a slope slightly clockwise to that
of rp; similarly if the two endpoints o€; are near to and both counterclockwisexahe slope is slightly
counterclockwise to that af;; all other edges have angles between these two extremes) aoadase does
any edge off have a slope in the appropriate range to blogk O

Lemma 4. If G is biconnected, there is at most one planar embeddingtbgGs dual to a weak pseudoline
arrangement, and that embedding (if it exists) can be foartdrie Qn).

Proof. We use a standard technique in graph drawing and planar elimiggaroblems, the SPQR tree [4,13],
which can be used to represent the triconnected componkatgraph. Each nodein the SPQR tree 0B
has associated with it a multigrag, consisting of some subset of vertices@fedges ofG, andvirtual
edgesepresenting contracted parts of the remaining graph drabe separated from the edge<zfby a
split pair of vertices (the endpoints of the virtual edge). The notuailredges ofs are partitioned in this
way among the nodes of the SPQR tree. If two nodes are comhlegtan edge in the SPQR tree, then each
has a virtual edge connecting two vertices that are shareegeba the two nodes. We root the SPQR tree
arbitrarily; let(s,,ty) denote the split pair connecting a non-root nedse its parent, and letl, denote the
graph (with one virtual edge) represented by the SPQR subtted at. We work bottom up in the rooted
tree, showing by induction on tree size that the followinggarties hold for each node of the tree:

1. Each graph, has at most one planar embedding that can be part of an emigeafds dual to a weak
pseudoline arrangement.



2. If vis a non-root node, an@ is dual to a weak pseudoline arrangement, then eggéelongs to the
outer face of the embedding Hf,.

3. If vis a non-root node, form the patly by removing virtual edgs,t, from the outer face of,. Then
py must lie along the outer face of any embeddingsafual to a weak pseudoline arrangement.

SPQOR trees are divided into four different cases (repredeny the initials S, P, Q, and R) and our proof
follows the same case analysis:

Trivial case: If G, consists of a single graph edge and a single virtual edgerad@), then clearly there
can only be one planar embedding (up to reflectior(ef

Parallel case: If G, consists of three or more edges connect®gdy,) (a P-node), at most one of these edges
can be non-virtual. In this cas& can only be dual to a weak pseudoline arrangement (and tneref
have a symmetric planar drawing)@®, has three edges, one of which is non-virtual. For, in anyrothe
case, a drawing o would have a nontrivial split graph dk,,t,) sandwiched between two interior
faces bounded by two other such split graphs, and one or lhdkiese two interior faces could not be
drawn strictly convexly. Thus, we assurg has this special form. ¥ is the root of the SPQR tree,
it has two childreru andw. In this case, the embedding df = G must be formed by placingl, and
H,, on opposite sides of the edgg,, with the pathsp, and p, facing outwards. If these conditions are
satisfied, we have found as desired a unique embeddir@. fiérv is not the root, it has one chilg and
H, differs fromH,, by the addition of a single non-virtual edgg,. As before, the non-virtual edge must
be sandwiched between the two other part&p$o the only possible embedding ld§ is to place the
non-virtual edges,t, parallel to the virtual edge dfi, connecting the same two vertices, on the internal
side of this virtual edge.

Series case:lf G, is a polygon (an S-node) then the embeddingipfs formed by orienting the graph,
for each child node so thatp, is placed on the outside of the polygonviis the root of the SPQR tree,
this completes the proof that the embeddingzos unique. Otherwises,t, must be on the outer face
of Hy (since it is an edge of the polygon. Paghmust lie along the outer face of any embeddingsof
because (if any child of is nontrivial) it contains vertices already required todieng the outer face
from lower levels of the SPQR tree. If all children wfre trivial, thenH, is just the same polygon as
Gy, and separates two faces in any planar embeddirig of this casep, must lie along the outer face
because it is not possible for two strictly convex interrelels to share a path of three or more vertices.

Rigid case: In the final case(, is a three-connected graph, which must be planar @lbas no planar
drawing). Such graphs have a unique planar embedding u thibice of outer face. By the same rea-
soning as in the parallel case, each virtual edge must libeouter face, or else it would be sandwiched
between two internal faces leading to a nonconvexity in tiagvihg. We divide into subcases according

to the number of virtual edges.
— If there are no virtual edges, thé&his itself 3-connected. I6 is to be dual to a pseudoline arrange-

ment withL lines, then the outer face @& must have R edges. No other face @ could have so
many edges, becau§&ehas at least four faces and any internal face Witlges would correspond
to crossings betwee(k/2)(k/2—1)/2 pairs of pseudolines, leaving no crossings for the othleasfa
Soin this case the outer face can be uniguely identified aateewith the largest number of edges.
(In fact we can prove that no 3-connected graph has a synmpémar drawing, but the proof is
more complex, and we reuse this subcase’s reasoning in xheulgcase.)

— If there is a single virtual edge, it must be on the outer faoghis narrows down the choice of the
outer face to two possibilities, the two faceg@&fcontaining the virtual edge. By the same reasoning
as for the subcase with no virtual edges, these two facesmaustdiffering numbers of edges and
the outer face must be the one with the larger number of etfiges not the root, it has no children
andH, = G,; otherwise, the embedding &f, is formed from that of5, by orienting the child of/
with py along the outer face @,



— If there are two or more virtual edges, there can only be oreifaG, containing these edges, which
must be the outer face @&,. The embedding dfl, is fixed by placing the grapH, for each childu
of v so that the outer face &f, (minus the virtual edge connecting it@)) lies along the outer face
of G,.
O

Theorem 3. Given an input graph G, we can determine whether G is the dlialweak pseudoline ar-
rangement, and if so construct a symmetric planar drawin@ ah linear time.

Proof. If G is biconnected, we choose a planar embedding bf Lemméd. Otherwise, each articulation
point of G must be on the outer face of any embedding. We find biconnectegbonents ofs, embed each
component by Lemmid 4, and verify that these embeddings thacarticulation points on the outer faces of
each component. We then connect the embeddings togetbex simgle embedding having as its outer face
the edges that are outer in each biconnected componenthdieecof this embedding may not be unique
but does not affect the correctness of our algorithm.

Finally, once we have an embedding®@fwe must verify that we have the dual of a weak pseudoline
arrangement (as the construction of Leniha 4 can also besdplcertain graphs that are not duals of weak
pseudoline arrangements, such as odd polygons) and corstsyymmetric planar drawing of it. To do so,
we first make sure all faces &fare even. We then apply the construction of Leniina 1 (whicdsesly the
embedding of5, not the actual drawing) to construct an arrangement ofesuivdual toG that should be
a weak pseudoline arrangement. We test thaias no closed curves, but not that it is an actual pseudoline
arrangement. We then apply the construction of Leriina 3 tdym® vertex placements for a drawing@f
test for each edge db that the endpoints of that edge are placed at unit distanad ajith the expected
slope, and test that each internal faceGofs drawn as a correctly oriented strictly convex polygon4lf
were not a weak pseudoline arrangement, either due to a salfverossing or to two curves crossing each
other with the wrong orientation, this would result in thedafG dual to that crossing point being drawn
as a nonconvex polygon or an incorrectly oriented convexgumsi, which we would detect, so if our input
passes all these tests we have determined that it is the Haal@ak pseudoline arrangement and found a
symmetric planar drawing. O

Our actual implementation is based on a simpler but lessegdtialgorithm that uses the known medium
structure of the input to construct the dual weak pseudalirengement one curve at a time, before applying
the construction of Lemn{d 3 to produce a symmetric planavidgafrom the weak pseudoline arrangement.
Examples of drawings produced by our symmetric planar drgwode are shown in Figuiié 9.

5 Implementation and examples

We implemented our algorithms in Python, with drawings atip SVG format. Our code allows various
standard combinatorial media (such as the collection ahp&tions om items) to be specified on the
command line; irregular media may be loaded from a file coirigihypercube or lattice coordinates of each
state. We have seen already examples of our implemenstomput in FigureEl4] €] 9, afdl10. Figlrd 11
provides additional examples. All figures identified as autgf our code have been left unretouched, with
the exception that we have decolorized them for betteripgnt

6 Conclusions and open problems

We have shown several methods for drawing the state trangjtaphs of media. There are several interest-
ing directions future research in this area could take.
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Fig. 9. Symmetric planar drawings of three irregular media.

— If a three-dimensional lattice embedding has the propdwdy it can be projected perpendicularly to
the vector(1,1,1) (or more generally+1,4+1,4+1)) without placing two vertices in the same point,
we have seen (e.g. in Figurel11, center) that the projectiodyges a planar drawing with all edges
having equal lengths and angles that are multiples 6f 6@r lattice dimension algorithm can find a
three-dimensional embedding, if one exists, and it isdtit test the projection property. However,
a medium may have more than one three-dimensional embedstinte of which have the projection
property and some of which don't. For instance, the mediuthénower right of Figur€l0 is the same
weak ordering medium as the one in Figliré 11(right), howéverformer drawing is from a lattice
embedding without the projection property while the latteawing could be a projection of a different
lattice embedding (although it was actually produced bysywmmetric planar drawing algorithm). Is
it possible to efficiently find a projectable three-dimensiolattice embedding, when one exists? More
generally, given an arbitrary dimension lattice embeddihg medium, can we find a planar projection
when one exists?

— We have seen that hypercubes may be dravi(inf) area such that vertices and nonadjacent edges have
unit separation, and all edges coming from actions of theesaken are drawn as line segments that are
translates of each other. Is it possible to achieve the seamslate property an@®(n?) area bound for
more general classes of media?

— Our lattice and symmetric planar drawings have severalaldsi qualities; for instance, all edges cor-
responding to a single token are drawn as line segments lgthadme slope and length, and our lattice
drawings have good vertex-vertex and vertex-edge separdtiowever, we have not seriously exam-
ined the extent to which other important graph drawing priige may be achieved. For instanck,
dimensional hypercubes (and therefore also media with 2gd tokens) may be drawn with geometric
thickness [5] at mostd/3] (Figurel3, right) however our lattice projection methodkiege geometric
thickness only[d/2] while the only way we know how to achieve the betfdy3] bound is to use a
more irregular drawing in which edges coming from the sarkenare no longer parallel.

11
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Fig. 10. Lattice drawings of four irregular media with three-dimiemsl lattice embeddings, from [6]. The
bottom left drawing is of a medium isomorphic to the weak artgmedium shown in FigufedL1(right).

&9

Fig. 11. Media defined by orderings oFitem sets. Left: Lattice drawing of total orderings (petations)
on four items. Center: Projected three-dimensional ltliawing of partial orderings on three items. Right:
Symmetric planar drawing of weak orderings on three items.
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