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We study upward planar straight-line drawings that use only three different slopes. We show that
deciding whether a digraph admits such a drawing is NP-hard already for embedded outerplanar
digraphs, though linear-time solvable for trees with and without given embedding.
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Introduction

One of the main goals in graph drawing is to generate clear drawings. To achieve this, we
may reduce the visual complexity by using only few different geometric primitives [22] – in
our case few slopes. Using only few different slopes is common for schematic drawings; for
example, if we allow two different slopes we get orthogonal drawings [9], with three or four
slopes we get hexalinear and octilinear drawings [30], respectively. Here, we additionally
require our graphs to be drawn upward and planar.
Upward planarity. An upward planar drawing of a directed graph (or digraph for short) G
is a planar drawing of G where every edge is drawn as a monotonic upward curve. We call G
upward planar if it admits an upward planar drawing and upward plane if it is equipped with
an upward planar embedding. Note that an upward planar embedding, given by the cyclic
sequences of edges around each vertex, is necessarily bimodal, that is, each cyclic sequence
can be split into a contiguous subsequence of incoming edges and a contiguous subsequence
of outgoing edges [9].
Upward planarity testing is an NP-complete problem for general digraphs [17], though
several fixed-parameter tractable algorithms exist [5, 14, 18]. Furthermore, the problem is
polynomial-time solvable, for example for single source digraphs [3], outerplanar digraphs [32],
series-parallel digraphs [14], and triconnected digraphs [2]. If the embedding of a digraph is
given, upward planarity can be tested in polynomial time [2].
k-slope drawings. A k-slope drawing of a graph G is a straight-line drawing of G where
every edge is drawn with one of at most k different slopes; see Fig. 1a–b. The (planar) slope
number of G is the smallest k such that G admits a planar k-slope drawing. If only planar
drawings are allowed, this is called the planar slope number of G. Both numbers have been
studied extensively for a variety of classes [4,11,13,15,16,20,21,24,26–28,31,33]. Determining
the planar slope number of a graph is hard in the existential theory of the reals [19].
Di Battista and Tamassia [10] have shown that if a digraph is upward planar, then it even
admits an upward planar straight-line drawing. We may therefore ask how many slopes are
necessary for a digraph G to admit an upward planar drawing. The answer to this question
defines the upward planar slope number of G. To the best of our knowledge, this number has
so far only been studied by Czyzowicz et al. [6,7] for lattices and, allowing one bend per edge,
by Di Giacomo et al. [12] for series-parallel digraphs and by Bekos et al. [1] for st-graphs.
Most research on slope numbers is concerned with the minimum number of slopes
required to draw any graph of a fixed class. We can consider the problem also from a different
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perspective, namely, given only k slopes, decide whether a given digraph admits an upward
planar k-slope drawing. For k = 2, this question has been investigated by Klawitter and
Mchedlidze [23] who show that deciding whether a given upward plane digraph admits an
upward planar 2-slope drawing can be done in linear time. For the variable embedding
scenario, they give a linear-time algorithm for single-source digraphs, a quartic-time algorithm
for series-parallel digraphs, and a fixed-parameter tractable algorithm for general digraphs.
Here, we investigate the next natural case k = 3. Note that a 2-slope drawing can be
stretched in the direction of one slope without affecting the length of edges drawn with the
other slope. The fact that this does not hold for three (or more) slopes introduces interesting
new geometric aspects for 3-slope drawings.
G
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Figure 1 (a) A digraph G with (b) upward planar 3-slope drawing; (c) drawing rotated by 45◦ .

Note that the maximum indegree and outdegree of a digraph G are natural lower bounds
on its upward planar slope number. Since we have k = 3, we assume that our digraphs
have maximum indegree and outdegree at most three. Further note that an upward planar
3-slope drawing of a digraph G on any three slopes can be affinely transformed into one with
slopes 45◦ , 90◦ , and 135◦ . Hence, we restrict considerations to this slope set. For illustrative
purposes however, we rotate drawings by 45◦ clockwise and thus use the slope set {↑, ↗, →};
see Fig. 1c. A 3-slope assignment of a digraph G assigns each edge of G one of the slopes
in {↑, ↗, →}. If G is upward plane, we say a 3-slope assignment of G is consistent if the
assignment complies with the cyclic edge order around each vertex; for example, if a vertex
has three incoming edges, then they need to be assigned the slopes →, ↗, and ↑ in ccw order.
Clearly, if an upward plane embedding does not admit a consistent 3-slope assignment, then
it also does not admit an upward plane 3-slope drawing.

Contribution. We initiate research on upward planar 3-slope drawings by examining the
complexity of the decision problem. Some of our results are generalizable to k ≥ 3 slopes.
We classify whether an embedded tree T admits an upward planar 3-slope drawing. In the
affirmative, we can construct such a drawing. Otherwise, we can change the embedding of T
such that it admits a desired drawing. We further show that it is NP-hard to decide whether
a given upward outerplanar1 digraph admits an upward planar 3-slope drawing.

1

An upward outerplanar digraph admits an upward planar drawing with each vertex on the outer face.
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Trees

We start with the class of directed trees2 with indegree and outdegree at most three. While
every bimodal embedding of a tree induces an upward planar embedding, it does not
necessarily admit an upward planar 3-slope drawing; see tree T in Fig. 2a. There the edge uv
of T needs to get slope ↑ by u but slope ↗ by v and thus obstructs a consistent 3-slope
assignment. However, we can always change the embedding of T such that it admits a
consistent 3-slope assignment and drawing; see Fig. 2b. We show that both testing whether
an embedding is suitable and finding a suitable embedding can be accomplished in linear time.
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Figure 2 (a) The tree T does not admit a consistent 3-slope assignment, (b) unless we change the
embedding; (c) an upward planar 3-slope drawing of T with exponentially shrinking edge lengths.

▶ Theorem 2.1 (⋆). Under a fixed bimodal embedding, a directed tree T admits an upward
planar 3-slope drawing if and only if it admits a consistent 3-slope assignment. Moreover,
this can be tested in linear time and, in the affirmative, a drawing can be constructed.
Proof sketch. While the “only-if”-direction is clear, the converse can be shown by drawing T
with edge lengths exponentially shrinking as the distance from a start edge increases;
see Fig. 2c. A consistent 3-slope assignment is either directly obstructed by an edge as in
Fig. 2a or can be computed straightforwardly.
◀
▶ Theorem 2.2 (⋆). Given a directed tree T with indegree and outdegree at most three, we
can construct an upward planar 3-slope drawing of T in linear time.
Proof sketch. To find a suitable embedding, pick a start vertex, order its incident edges
bimodally, and continue vertex by vertex to construct a consistent 3-slope assignment. ◀
We conjecture that a similar approach also works for cactus graphs, though constructing
an actual drawing is geometrically more involved. We will investigate this further.

3

Outerplanar Graphs

In this section, we show that already for upward outerplanar digraphs, it is NP-hard to
decide whether a digraph admits an upward planar 3-slope drawing. It remains open whether
the problem is also NP-complete since containment in NP is not immediately clear. More
precisely, if the problem was in NP, there would be small proof certificates for yes-instances
that a verifier could use to decide the problem in polynomial time. Typically a combinatorial
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A directed tree (or polytree) is a digraph whose underlying undirected graph is a tree.
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characterization or a drawing of the input graph could act as such a certificate. However in our
case, we do not know whether there are graphs that require irrational (or super-polynomial
precise) coordinates and if so, how to treat them implicitly. Yet NP-hardness holds true,
even if an upward outerplanar embedding is given. Remember that for an arbitrary number
of slopes, upward planarity for outerplanar digraphs can be decided in polynomial time [32] –
if an embedding is given, even in linear time. We show NP-hardness by reduction from
Planar Monotone 3-SAT [8], an NP-complete version of 3-SAT, where the three literals
of each clause are all either negated or unnegated – from now on called negative and positive
clauses, respectively. Moreover, the incidence graph3 is planar and has a planar drawing
where the vertices are rectangles, the edges are vertical straight-line segments, the variables
are arranged on a horizontal line, the positive clauses are above, and the negative clauses
are below this line. For an example, see Fig. 5a. For a given formula F and a rectangular
drawing of its incidence graph, we construct a corresponding upward outerplanar digraph GF ,
which can only be drawn upward planar with 3 slopes if F is satisfiable. Our construction
follows ideas of Nöllenburg [29] and Kraus [25] and utilizes the following observations.
Up to scaling and mirroring diagonally, G□ in Fig. 3a admits an upward planar 3-slope
drawing only as an outerplanar square as in Fig. 3b. We can attach multiple squares (and
triangles) to each other as in Fig. 3c–d. The drawing of such a bigger digraph is unique up
to scaling and mirroring diagonally. If the squares form a tree, the drawing is outerplanar.
We refer to these squares as unit squares, since, once set, the side lengths for all attached
squares are the same. To allow a certain small degree of freedom, we exploit the following.
G

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 3 (a) The digraph G□ admits only an upward 3-slope drawing as square (b); (c, d) by
combining copies of G□ and triangles we can build larger rigid structures.

e1

e2

Figure 4 Upward planar 3-slope drawing of the digraph G↔ .

3

In the incidence graph of a SAT formula, there is a vertex for each variable and each clause, and for
each occurrence of a variable in a clause, there is an edge between the corresponding vertices.
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x1 ∨ x3 ∨ x4
x1 ∨ x2 ∨ x3
x1

x2

x3

x4

¬x2 ∨ ¬x3 ∨ ¬x4
¬x1 ∨ ¬x2 ∨ ¬x4
(a) Rectangular drawing of the incidence graph of a Planar Monotone 3-SAT formula F .

(b) Outerplanar drawing of the digraph GF obtained from (a). Chains of unit squares are drawn as straight
line segments. The variable/clause/edge gadgets occupy the areas of their corresponding rectangles. Here,
x1 and x4 are set to false (brush on the left), while x2 and x3 are set to true (brush on the right)

Figure 5 Schematic example for our NP-hardness reduction from Planar Monotone 3-SAT.

▶ Lemma 3.1 (⋆). In any upward planar 3-slope drawing of the digraph G↔ (see Fig. 4), . . .
the edges e1 and e2 are parallel and have the same arbitrary length ℓ > 0,
all other edges are oriented as in Fig. 4 up to mirroring along a diagonal axis, and
all other vertical and horizontal edges have the same lengths, as well as all diagonal edges.
With this construction kit of useful (sub)graphs in hand, we build a bigger graph whose
upward planar drawings represent the satisfying truth assignments for F . The high-level
construction is depicted in Fig. 5b. We construct, for each variable xi , an individual
digraph – the variable gadget for xi . Similarly, for each clause cj , there is an individual
digraph – the clause gadget for cj . All gadgets mainly consist of chains of G□ s. For a
drawing, this enforces a rigid frame structure built from unit squares. We glue all variable
gadgets together in a row and connect variable and clause gadgets by edge gadgets such that
the composite graph remains upward outerplanar (see Fig. 5b) and all G□ s are drawn as
unit squares.
A variable gadget is depicted in Fig. 6. Its base structure is the (violet) frame composed
of chains of unit squares. The core element is the (red) central chain of unit squares (with a
few side-arms), which has one degree of flexibility, namely, moving as a whole to the left or
to the right without leaving the frame structure of the gadget. It looks and behaves a bit like

6

Upward Planar Drawings with Three Slopes

(b)
(a)

?

?

true

false

true

false

(c)

(d)

<1

?

false

?

true

Figure 6 A variable gadget, contained in two positive and one negative clauses, being set to false.

a pipe cleaning brush that is stuck inside the frame but can be moved a bit back and forth.
Hence, we also call it a brush. It is connected via a G↔ to the brush of the previous variable
gadget (see Fig. 6a/d) and the first brush is connected to the frame via a G↔ (see the left
of Fig. 5b). This allows only a horizontal shift of the brushes, but no vertical movement
relative to its anchor point at the frame structure. Note that the horizontal position in any
variable gadget is independent of those in all other gadgets. If the brush is positioned close
to the very left (right), the corresponding variable is set to false (true).
For each occurrence of a variable in a positive clause, we have a construction as depicted
in Fig. 6b. There, a long chain of (green) G□ s – from now on called bolt – is attached to the
frame structure via two G↔ s, which allow only a vertical, but no horizontal shift. The bolt
has on its left side an arm, which can only be placed in one of two pockets of the frame. It
can always be placed in the upper pocket, which pushes the bolt outwards with respect to
the variable gadget (into an edge and then a clause gadget). It can only be placed in the
lower pocket if the brush is shifted close to the very right (i.e. set to true) – then the bolt
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Figure 7 Positive clause gadget (negative clause gadget is mirrored vertically) in 8 configurations.

can “fall” into a cove of the brush. For each occurrence of a variable in a negative clause,
we have the same construction, but upside-down, such that the bolt can be pulled into the
variable gadget only if the brush is shifted close to the very left (i.e. set to false).
Note that, to maintain outerplanarity of the whole construction, the frame structure is
not contiguous, but connected by G↔ s and the arms of the bolts. Hence, the frame structure
decomposes into many components that have fixed relative horizontal positions and their unit
squares have the same side lengths. However, the components can shift up and down relative
to each other. To keep this vertical shift small enough not to affect the correct functioning
of our reduction, we use, for each such component, the construction depicted in Fig. 6c. The
chain of brushes has no flexibility in vertical direction and serves as a base ground for an
“anchor” of the frame structure. The frame structure can move less than one unit up or
down unless it violates planarity. If the frame structure would be shifted up enough to be
completely above the brush, it would get in conflict with the adjacent bolt.
An edge gadget consists of only three straights chains – two are frame segments, one
is a bolt in the middle. Their purpose is to synchronize the distance of the clause gadgets
to the variable gadgets and to provide these chains of unit squares for the clause gadgets.
Several edge gadgets are depicted on yellow background color in Fig. 5b.
A clause gadget for a positive clause is depicted in Fig. 7. Within a frame, which is
connected at six points to the frames of three edge gadgets, there is a horizontal (orange)
bar, which is attached via two G↔ s to the frame – one G↔ allows a horizontal, the other
allows a vertical shift. It resembles a crane that can move up and extend its arm, while it
holds the horizontal bar on a vertical (orange) rope. The three bolts from the corresponding
variable gadgets reach into the clause gadget. The lengths of these bolts is chosen such
that, if they are pushed out of their variable gadget and into the clause gadget, they only

8

Upward Planar Drawings with Three Slopes

slightly fit inside the gadget. Depending on whether each of the bolts is pushed into the
clause gadget or pulled out of it, we have eight possible configurations (with sufficiently small
vertical slack). They represent the eight possible truth assignments to a clause. In Fig. 7, we
illustrate that in each configuration, we can accommodate the horizontal bar in an upward
planar 3-slope drawing of the clause gadget – except for the case when all three bolts push
into the clause gadget, which represents the truth assignment false to all contained variables.
A negative clause gadget uses the same construction, but mirrored vertically. There, three
bolts pushing into the clause gadget means the contained variables are all set to true.
We conclude with our main theorem.
▶ Theorem 3.2 (⋆). Deciding whether a directed outerplanar graph admits an upward planar
3-slope drawing is NP-hard, even when an upward outerplanar embedding is given.
In the future, we plan to generalize Theorem 3.2 to k ≥ 3 slopes. In the fixed embedding
setting, the main idea is to simply add 2(k−3) dummy leaves to each vertex that automatically
occupy the additional slopes.
Acknowledgments. We would like to thank the anonymous reviewers for their helpful
comments.
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Appendix
▶ Theorem 2.1. Under a fixed bimodal embedding, a directed tree T admits an upward
planar 3-slope drawing if and only if it admits a consistent 3-slope assignment. Moreover,
this can be tested in linear time and, in the affirmative, a drawing can be constructed.
Proof. As an upward planar 3-slope drawing induces a consistent 3-slope assignment, the
“only if”-direction is clear. We show that also the converse direction holds, that is, if the
given embedding admits a consistent 3-slope assignment, then we can construct an upward
planar 3-slope drawing of T . First, we pick any edge e = (u, v) of T and draw
√ it with its
assigned slope and with length 1 if the slope of e is ↑ or →, and with length 2 if it is ↗.
From there we draw any√
further edge e′ with length (1/4)d+1 x where d is the distance from
′
e to e and x = 1 or x = 2 (again depending on the slope); see Fig. 2c for an example. Note
that in the resulting drawing the vertices lie on a grid. The consistent 3-slope assignment
P∞
ensures that the embedding is maintained. Since i=1 (1/4)i = 1/3, the chosen edge lengths
ensure that no two edges overlap: let uv be an edge with length c, then any subtree “growing”
away from uv at u is contained in a box with side lengths c · 1/3 and can thus not overlap
with another subtree; see Fig. 8. The argument works recursively. If we only describe the
coordinates implicitly, the construction runs in linear time. Since the aspect ration of the
drawing can be exponential, an explicit representation of coordinates may require Θ(n) bits
per coordinate. Therefore, explicit coordinates can be computed in O(n2 ) time.

v

u

Figure 8 By shrinking edge lengths by a factor of 0.25, different subtrees cannot overlap.

It remains to show that we can test whether the embedding admits a consistent 3-slope
assignment in linear time. For this, we first associate with each edge a possible slopes set,
which initially contains all three slopes. We then go through the vertices one by one. When
visiting a vertex v, we restrict the sets of possible slopes of each incident edge based on the
cyclic edge order around v. For example, if v has two incoming edge e and e′ in ccw order,
then e may have slope → or slope ↗ and e′ may have slope ↗ or slope ↑. If this results in
an empty set for an edge, then T does not admit an upward plane 3-slope drawing under the
given embedding. We claim that if no slope set is empty after we have processed all vertices,
then we have a yes-instance. We prove this by constructing a consistent 3-slope assignment
based on the possible slopes sets of each edge.
An edge with possible slopes set of size one gets exactly the remaining slope assigned.
An edge uv with possible slopes set of size three is the only outgoing edge of u and the only
incoming edge of v. It may therefore get any slope and we simply pick slope ↗. Suppose
now that the edge uv has a possible slope set of size two. We observe that u has outdegree
at most two and v has indegree at most two, and for at least one of them it actually is two.
Suppose that this is the case for u and let uv ′ be the second outgoing edge of u. Further
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suppose uv ′ comes ccw after uv. Then uv has possible slope set {↗, →} and the slope set of
uv ′ is a subset of {↗, ↑}. Hence, it is save to pick slope → for uv with regard to uv ′ . An
analogous argument applies to a potential second incoming edge of v. We conclude that if
an edge has a potential slope set of size two then we can always pick the slope that is not ↗.
It is therefore straightforward to go from the potential slope sets to a consistent 3-slope
assignment.
◀
▶ Theorem 2.2. Given a directed tree T with indegree and outdegree at most three, we can
construct an upward planar 3-slope drawing of T in linear time.
Proof. By Theorem 2.1, we only need to find an embedding that admits a consistent 3-slope
assignment. For this, we pick any vertex v of T as starting vertex, order the edges incident
to v bimodally and assign them slopes accordingly. We then handle the remaining vertices
in order of increasing distance to v in the same way as v. The only difference is that, at each
vertex u, exactly one edge has already a slope assigned. It is easy to see that this can be
done in linear time.
◀
v5

e5

e3
e4
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Figure 4 Upward planar 3-slope drawing of the digraph G↔ .

▶ Lemma 3.1. In any upward planar 3-slope drawing of the digraph G↔ (see Fig. 4), . . .
the edges e1 and e2 are parallel and have the same arbitrary length ℓ > 0,
all other edges are oriented as in Fig. 4 up to mirroring along a diagonal axis, and
all other vertical and horizontal edges have the same lengths, as well as all diagonal edges.
Proof. As subgraphs, we have twice a pair of attached G□ s. As observed before, each pair
can only be drawn as attached unit squares. Without loss of generality, let the first two
squares (containing vertices v2 , v3 , v5 ) be drawn vertically above each other as in Fig. 4.
Since v2 has outdegree 3 and e3 has slope ↑, we can argue that the edge e1 gets slope →.
If e1 used ↗, the edge e5 would have no slope to close the triangle (e3 , e4 , e5 ) because, at v5 ,
the rightmost outgoing slope is only →. Thus, e4 gets ↗ and the only remaining slope for
e1 is →. Note that e3 is a unit square edge and the adjacent edges e4 and e5 use the same
slopes as their counterparts in a unit square, giving them the corresponding lengths.
The same argument as for the outgoing edges of v2 applies to the incoming edges of v4 .
However, assume for contradiction, that the whole block on the right side of Fig. 4 is mirrored
diagonally, i.e., v1 and v4 are on the same horizontal line and e2 gets slope ↑. Then, v4 , v1 ,
and v2 would be on the same horizontal line. This contradicts v3 being vertically below its
neighbors v2 and v4 . Hence, the right block has the same orientation as the left one, and e2
gets slope → and is parallel to e1 . This implies that the distances between v2 and v3 on the
one hand, and v1 and v4 on the other hand are the same and the G□ s (and their attached
triangles) have the size and orientation as in Fig. 4. By the orientation of v1 , v2 , v3 , v4 , the
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edges e1 and e2 have an identical length ℓ. Only a value ℓ ≤ 0 would cause a non-planar
drawing.
◀
▶ Theorem 3.2. Deciding whether a directed outerplanar graph admits an upward planar
3-slope drawing is NP-hard, even when an upward outerplanar embedding is given.
Proof. To show NP-hardness, we use the reduction from Planar Monotone 3-SAT as
described above. Let F be a given Planar Monotone 3-SAT formula with a rectangular
drawing of the incidence graph of F and GF be the digraph obtained by our reduction. Each
gadget in GF has only polynomial size and we can construct it in polynomial time.
If F is satisfiable, then there is a satisfying assignment T ∗ of truth values to the variables
of F . Draw GF as illustrated in Fig. 5b, Fig. 6, and Fig. 7 such that the brush in a variable
gadget has a distance of ε (for some sufficiently small ε > 0) to the frame on its left if the
corresponding variable is set to false in T ∗ and has a distance of ε to the frame on its right if
the corresponding variable is set to true. This drawing uses only three slopes and is upward
planar. Observe that it is also outerplanar. On a chain of unit squares, the vertices on both
sides are incident to the outer face. The drawings of the variable gadgets are open from one to
the other and the drawing of the rightmost variable gadget is open to the outside. Moreover,
the drawings of the positive (negative) clause gadgets are open on their top (bottom) right
and on their whole bottom (top) sides, which also gives the “covered” clause gadgets and the
outer sides of the variable gadgets access to the outer face.
On the other hand, if there is an upward planar 3-slope drawing of GF and it resembles
the structure in Fig. 5b, we can read a satisfying truth assignment depending on the positions
of the brushes (for the ones in intermediate position where no bolt can use the lower pocket,
we can use any assignment for this variable).
In the remainder of this proof, we argue that any drawing resembles this structure.
Consider the G□ of the frame structure which is connected via a G↔ to the brush of the first
variable gadget. Clearly, it is drawn as a unit square – it is our reference unit square having
side length 1. Observe that all other unit squares are connected via chains of G□ s or G↔ s
to this reference unit square. By our observation and Lemma 3.1, they have the same side
length. When ignoring the central parallel edges in the G↔ s, the drawing decomposes to
few rigid components. The first rigid frame component contains the reference unit square.
The central edges of the incident G↔ connecting it to the first brush can have only relatively
small length as they would hit the “back wall” of, again, the first rigid frame component
otherwise. Hence, the brush is indeed drawn inside the frame of the first variable gadget.
Moreover, the first rigid frame component is connected via a G↔ to a bolt, which in turn
is connected to the next rigid frame components of the first variable gadget (see Fig. 6b).
Since this bolt cannot escape the upper boundary of the clause gadget, which is also part of
the first rigid frame component, the arm is in one of the two pockets. Then, the start point
of the next rigid frame structure cannot be above the arm of the brush in Fig. 6c and the
construction depicted there keeps the vertical slack of this rigid frame component within
the range (−1, 1). This argument inductively propagates for all following rigid components.
Hence, we have vertical slack of less than 1 for the frame structures and for the arms in the
pockets. In the configuration false-false-false of the clause gadget, this would give us 2 − ε
vertical gain if two frames move away from each other and 1 − ε gain if the arm is close to
the bottom of its pocket. However, we would require a shift of the horizontal bar of more
than 3 to be below or above the bulge of the left or the right bolt. Hence, this configuration
is not drawable and all other positions of the horizontal bar correspond to one of the 7 other,
satisfying configurations of Fig. 7.
◀
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