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Abstract
It is known that the flip distance between two triangulations of a convex polygon is related
to the minimum number of tetrahedra in the triangulation of some polyhedron. It is interesting
to know whether these two numbers are the same. In this work, we find examples to show that
the two numbers are different in nature, and their ratio can be arbitrarily close to 32 .
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Introduction

Let Σ be a convex polygon, and T be a triangulation of Σ. Fix a diagonal d of T . Then d is a
diagonal of some convex quadrilateral in T . A flip of d is the replacement of d by the other diagonal
in this quadrilateral. Two triangulations of Σ differ by a flip if one of them is obtained by flipping a
diagonal in the other. Flips between triangulations in a convex polygon have another interpretation
as rotations of binary trees [7]. Although not ellaborated in this article, flips are generalized and
defined on triangulations of topological surfaces [2][4] and higher dimensional polytopes [1][3].
Given two triangulations T + , T − of the convex polygon Σ, a flip path from T + to T − is a
sequence of triangulations starting at T + and stopping at T − such that every two consecutive
triangulations differ by a flip. The length of a shortest flip path from T + to T − is their flip
distance, denoted by flip(T + , T − ).
It is well-known that flip paths are related to triangulations of a ball. Note that T + and
−
T determine a topological triangulation τ of the sphere, obtained by placing T + on top of T −
and gluing them along the boundary of Σ. A flip path from T + to T − determines a topological
triangulation of the ball T whose boundary is τ . We call T a tetrahedral decomposition extending
τ (see Section 2 and [7] for a more detailed description).
It is then natural to quest for the relationship between the shortest flip paths from T + to T −
and the minimal tetrahedral decompositions extending τ , where the number of tetrahedra is the
smallest possible. As the former gives rise to a tetrahedral decompositions extending τ , flip(T + , T − )
is no less than tet(τ ), the number of tetrahedra in a minimal decomposition extending τ . However,
not much else is known about the relationship between the two numbers.
In [7] and an unpublished work by Claire Mathieu and William Thurston, the authors made
an attempt to estimate flip(T + , T − ) using the Gromov norm of simplicial 3-chains. The idea is
to find the minimum L1 -norm of a 3-chain whose boundary is τ (as a 2-cycle), which converts the
question into a problem in linear programming. The number tet(τ ) is between this minimum norm
and flip(T + , T − ), hence should be closer to flip(T + , T − ) than this minimum norm is.
In this work, we prove a result in the relationship between the two numbers:
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Theorem 1.1. There exist triangulations T + , T − of a convex polygon such that
arbitrarily close to 23 .

flip(T + ,T − )
tet(τ )

is

Thus, there can be a relatively large gap between tet(τ ) and flip(T + , T − ). In the end of this
article, we propose a conjecture on when these two numbers might be equal.
We will introduce background and notations in Section 2, and prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 3.
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Background and Notations

Let T + , T − be triangulations of a convex polygon Σ. We are interested in studying the flip distance
between T + and T − . By the following Lemma proved in [7], we can focus on the case when T +
and T − do not contain a common diagonal:
Lemma 2.1. If T + and T − have a diagonal in common, this diagonal is never flipped in any
shortest flip path from T + to T − .
Denote by XY the diagonal of Σ joining vertices X, Y , and by XY ZW the quadrilateral with
vertices X, Y, Z, W . If XY ZW is a convex quadrilateral with diagonals XY and ZW , we can
associate the flip from XY to ZW to a flipping tetrahedron, obtained by gluing two copies of the
quadrilateral XY ZW along the boundary, then drawing XY on the front and ZW on the back
quadrilateral.
Let τ be the triangulation of the sphere obtained by gluing T + and T − along the boundary of
Σ. Given a flip path from T + to T − , we construct the flipping tetrahedron for every flip in the
path, place the tetrahedra according to the locations of their vertices in Σ and stack them from the
top to the bottom in the order given by the flip path. The tetrahedra are then glued according to
the way they are stacked. As T + and T − do not have a diagonal in common, the resulting space
after gluing is homeomorphic to a ball, and the boundary consists exactly of triangles in τ . This
gives a tetrahedral decomposition extending τ , thus tet(τ ) ≤ flip(T + , T − ).
We say that a diagonal of Σ is in a flip path from T + to T − if it belongs to a triangulation in
this flip path. If a diagonal is in the flip path but not in T + or T − , we call this diagonal extra.
The following lemma relates the length of a flip path to the number of extra diagonals in the path.
Lemma 2.2. Let e be the number of extra diagonals in a flip path, and n be the number of vertices
of the polygon. Then the number of flips is n − 3 + e.
Proof. number of flips = number of diagonals in T + + number of extra diagonals = n − 3 + e.
Finally, to prove Theorem 1.1, we need the following lemma proved in [6]:
Lemma 2.3. Suppose that three diagonals d1 , d2 , d3 are in a shortest flip path from T + to T − and
they form a triangle. Then this triangle belongs to a triangulation in this flip path.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let Σn be the convex polygon with 2n + 4 vertices (n ≥ 2) labelled in Figure 1 (left). Let Tn+ and
Tn− be the triangulations of Σn drawn in Figure 1 (right). Note that some vertices are omitted in
the figure.

Figure 1: Σn (left) and its triangulations (right): Tn+ (blue) and Tn− (red)
We first find an upper bound for flip(Tn+ , Tn− ).
Lemma 3.1. flip(Tn+ , Tn− ) ≤ 3n + 1
Proof. We can transform Tn+ to the triangulation in the left of Figure 2 by performing a sequence
of n flips in the order of diagonals Cvn , Cvn−1 , . . . , Cv1 . From this triangulation, we perform
another n + 1 flips, in the order of diagonals BC followed by Bun , Bun−1 , . . . , Bu1 , and obtain
the triangulation in the right of Figure 2. Finally, an additional n flips take this triangulation to
Tn− .

Figure 2: Triangulations obtained from Tn+ after n flips (left) and then n + 1 more flips (right).
From now on, we fix a shortest flip path from Tn+ to Tn− and denote this path by P. The goal
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is to show that P contains exactly 3n + 1 flips. We first count the number of diagonals in Tn+ that
are directly flipped to a diagonal in Tn− in P.
Lemma 3.2. In the shortest flip path P, at least n + 1 diagonals in Tn+ are flipped directly to some
diagonal in Tn− .
Proof. Let x be the number of diagonals in Tn+ that are flipped directly to a diagonal in Tn− in P.
Then x flips are required in total to transform all these diagonals to diagonals in Tn− . For each of
the remaining diagonals, at least 2 flips are required to transform it to a diagonal in Tn− . There are
2n + 1 − x such remaining diagonals. Thus, the total number of flips in this path is no less than
x + 2(2n + 1 − x) = 4n + 2 − x. From Lemma 3.1, 4n + 2 − x ≤ 3n + 1, so x ≥ n + 1.
Lemma 3.3. AB or CD is in P.
Proof. In the proof, a flip in P from d to d0 will be denoted by d → d0 if d is a diagonal in Tn+ and
d0 is in Tn− . Note that d must cross d0 .
Depending on the vertices of d and d0 , a flip d → d0 belongs to one of the following four types:
Type 1. BX → DY , where X = C or ui , Y = A or vj (1 ≤ i, j ≤ n)
Type 2. BX → AY , where X = C or ui , Y = D or uj , where i > j if X = ui and Y = uj
Type 3. CX → AY , where X = B or vi , Y = D or uj (1 ≤ i, j ≤ n)
Type 4. CX → DY , where X = B or vi , Y = A or vj , where i < j if X = ui and Y = uj
If there is a flip of Type 2 in P, then there exists a triangulation in P containing the quadrilateral
ABXY , and hence the diagonal AB is in P. Similarly, if there is a flip of Type 4, then CD is in
P. Thus, it suffices to prove the lemma when all flips of the form d → d0 have Type 1 or 3.
If there is a flip of Type 1, then BY and DX are in P. If Y = A or X = C, we are done. So we
assume that each flip of Type 1 has the form Bui → Dvj , and associate this flip to diagonals Bvj
and Dui which are in P. Similarly, we assume each flip of Type 3 has the form Cvj → Aui and
associate this flip to diagonals Cui and Avj which are in P.
Note that the diagonals associated to Type 1 and Type 3 flips are mutually distinct. These are
all extra diagonals except possibly Bv1 , Du1 , Cun and Avn , which are the edges of Σn . Thus, by
Lemma 3.2 and our assumption, there are at least 2(n + 1) − 4 = 2n − 2 extra diagonals in P.
But by our assumption again, the flips Bui → Dvj or Cvj → Aui will introduce at least an extra
diagonal ui vj for some i and j. Consequently, there are at least 2n − 2 + 1 = 2n − 1 extra diagonals
in P.
By Lemma 2.2, P has at least (2n + 4) − 3 + (2n − 1) = 4n flips. But 4n > 3n + 1 since n ≥ 2.
This is a contradiction to the minimality in length of P by Lemma 3.1. Thus, the assumption is
wrong, and AB or CD is in P.
Lemma 3.4. flip(Tn+ , Tn− ) = 3n + 1.
Proof. By Lemma 3.3, AB or CD is in P. We assume that AB is in P, and the other case can be
proved by symmetry.
Note that AB, AD and BD form a triangle. By Lemma 2.3, 4ABD belongs to a triangulation
T in P.
Let Σv and Σu be the polygons obtained by cutting Σ along AD, where Σv contains vj ’s and
Σu contains ui ’s. Consider the sub-path of P from T to Tn− . Since T and Tn− both contain AD,
by Lemma 2.1, the diagonals flipped in this sub-path are in Σv or Σu . Thus, we can rearrange the
order of triangulations in this sub-path so that all diagonals in Σu are flipped before any diagonal
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in Σv . When all diagonals in Σu are flipped, T is transformed into a triangulation T 0 containing
4ABD and all the diagonals Aui (1 ≤ i ≤ n), as in Figure 3. Since this modified flip path is also
shortest, flip(Tn+ , Tn− ) = flip(Tn+ , T 0 ) + flip(T 0 , Tn− ).

Figure 3: A modified shortest flip path from Tn+ to Tn− passing through T 0 . Each shaded region
represents some triangulation, and the two shaded regions with the same pattern represent the
same triangulation.
To compute flip(Tn+ , T 0 ), consider an arbitrary flip path from Tn+ to T 0 . Note that all diagonals
in Tn+ cross some diagonals in T 0 . Since there are 2n + 1 diagonals in Tn+ , at least 2n + 1 flips are
required in the flip path to move all of them. Hence flip(Tn+ , T 0 ) ≥ 2n + 1.
Similarly, to compute flip(T 0 , Tn− ), consider an arbitrary flip path from Tn− to T 0 . Since all the
diagonals Dvj (1 ≤ j ≤ n) in Tn− cross AB in T 0 , at least n flips in this path are required to move
all the Dvj ’s. Therefore, flip(T 0 , Tn− ) ≥ n.
Combined, we have flip(Tn+ , Tn− ) = flip(Tn+ , T 0 )+flip(T 0 , Tn− ) ≥ (2n+1)+n = 3n+1. Together
with Lemma 3.1, we get flip(Tn+ , Tn− ) = 3n + 1.
Let τn be the topological triangulation of the sphere determined by Tn+ and Tn− . We will show
that tet(τn ) = 2n + 3.
Take a different Hamiltonian cycle in τn so that we can cut τn along the cycle into two triangulations that are topologically Ten+ and Ten− in Figure 4 (left). Observe from Figure 5 (left) that
there is a flip path from Ten+ to Ten− containing only two extra diagonals AB and CD, hence 2n + 3
e Then P
e gives rise to a tetrahedral decomposition
flips by Lemma 2.2. Denote this flip path by P.
extending τn , so tet(τn ) ≤ 2n + 3.
Lemma 3.5. tet(τn ) = 2n + 3.
Proof. We first show that tet(τn ) > 2n + 1. Note that tet(τn ) has 4n + 4 faces. If there exists a
tetrahedral decomposition extending τn with ≤ 2n + 1 tetrahedra, at least one tetrahedron contains
three faces in τn , but there is no such tetrahedron by observation.
If there is a tetrahedral decomposition extending τn with 2n + 2 tetrahedra, since no three
faces in τn belong to one tetrahedra, each tetrahedron must contain exactly two faces in τn , and the
remaining two faces are shared with two other tetrahedra. Thus, there are 2(2n+2)+(2n+2) = 6n+6
faces in this tetrahedral decomposition. By computing the Euler characteristics, the number of edges
in this tetrahedral decomposition is 6n + 7. Since τn has 6n + 6 edges, there is only one edge not
in τn . This edge is shared by all tetrahedra in the decomposition, implying that τn is a bipyramid,
a contradiction.
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Figure 4: Left: Ten+ (blue) and Ten− (red). Right: Tn+ (blue) and Tn− (red). Both pairs of triangulations compose τn . Note that the vertex-labels are different in the two pictures.

Figure 5: Left: a flip path from Ten+ to Ten− containing two extra diagonals AB and CD. Right: the
triangulation with vertices A, B, C, D in the minimal decomposition is bent to preserve topology.
Combining Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5, we see that flip(Tn+ , Tn− ) > tet(τn ) when n > 2, and
Theorem 1.1 is proved by taking the limit as n goes to infinity. Figure 5 (right) shows that this
minimal tetrahedral decomposition extending τn does not give rise to a flip path from Tn+ to Tn− ,
since one tetrahedron must be bent to preserve the topology and cannot be a flipping tetrahedron.
Remark. So far, these are the most extreme examples we constructed in an attempt to maximize
flip(T + ,T − )
. We conjecture that it is impossible for this ratio to exceed or even reach 32 . In addition,
tet(τ )
if there is only a small difference in the maximum and minimum degrees of vertices in τ , then
flip(T + , T − ) and tet(τ ) should be pretty close.

Some Additional Thoughts
It is known that the diameter of the flip graph of a convex n-gon is 2n − 10 for n > 12. The proof
is combinatorical for all n > 12 [5] and involves hyperbolic geometry for large n [7]. It would be
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interesting to look for pairs of triangulations (Tn+ , Tn− ) achieving this diameter. Since [5] focused
on the existence of such examples, and [7] found some examples that worked only for large n and
involved computation of hyperbolic volume, it would be helpful to have some criteria that can
generate larger number of such examples and are easier to check.
A cone-type triangulation at a vertex v is a triangulation in which every tetrahedron contains
v and a face in τ . Cone-type triangulations can be converted to flip paths. Since 2n − 10 is the
number of tetrahedra in a cone-type triangulation at a vertex of degree 6, we propose that it is
a minimal tetrahedral decomposition extending τ for certain τ . More specifically, we make the
following conjecture:
Conjecture. Let τ be a spherical triangulation with vertices of degree 5 and 6 only. We say that a
cycle in τ is bad if it has length l and separates two vertices of degree > l in τ . If there is no bad cycle
in τ , then the cone-type triangulation at a degree-6 vertex is minimal, and flip(Tn+ , Tn− ) = 2n − 10.
The absence of bad cycles is necessary to make the conjecture hold. Otherwise, no cone-type
triangulation is minimal. For example, let τ be the triangulation of the sphere obtained by gluing
two copies of the graph in Figure 6 along the boundary. Then τ has 27 vertices and a bad cycle of
length 5 (thickened in Figure 6).

Figure 6: Gluing two copies of this graph along the boundary gives rise to τ . Vertices of degree 5
and 6 in τ are colored green and blue.
The cone-type triangulation at a degree 6 vertex has 2n − 10 = 44 tetrahedra. However, we can
create a tetrahedral decomposition extending τ with fewer tetrahedra: For each copy of this graph,
choose a vertex v of degree 6 in the interior. Consider the set of tetrahedra containing v and a
face in this graph (and similarly for the other copy). Removing these tetrahedra from both copies
yields a pentagonal bi-pyramid, which can be triangulated using 5 tetrahedra. This tetrahedral
decomposition uses 19 × 2 + 5 = 43 tetrahedra, so cone-type triangulations are not minimal.
We thank Peter Doyle again for his advice in refining this conjecture.
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