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Intersection Graphs for Families of Balls in R"

P. Erpds, C. D. GobsiL, S. G. KranTz* axD T. D. Parsons*

1. INTRODUCTION

If Fis a finite family of sets, then the intersection graph I'(¥) is the graph with vertex-set
F and edges the unordered pairs C, D of distinct elements of Fsuchthat Cn D # @. It
is easy to see [6, p. 19] that every graph G is isomorphic to some intersection graph T'(F).

Some interesting classes of graphs have arisen by letting F range over families of balls in
some metric space, such as arcs on a circle or intervals of the real line [4], or cubes, boxes
or spherical balls in n-space [9, 11, 12].

For the case of balls in R" with the Euclidean norm, Guttman [5] and Havel [7] have
defined the sphericity, sph(('), of a graph G to be the least dimension n in which G is
isomorphic to I'(F) for F some family of open (equivalently, closed) balls of radius 1; and
Maehara [11] has defined the contact dimension, ¢cd(G), to be the least n for which G is
isomorphic to T(F) for F some family of closed balls of radius 1 such that no pair of
balls intersects in more than one point. Machara has shown that sph(G) < cd(G) <
|F(G)| — | forall graphs (. and has studied sph(G) and cd(G) as functions of the structure
of G [9-11].

Roberts [12] has defined the cubicity, cub(G), of G to be the least n for which G is
isomorphic to T'(F) for F some family of unit cubes with edges parallel to the Cartesian
co-ordinate axes in R". Such cubes can be viewed as balls with respect to a different norm
on R", and the question arises as to how the shape of the unit ball in an n-dimensional
normed linear space is related to the least # in which @ can be represented by an appropriate
I'(#). Havel [7] has shown that there are graphs of sphericity 2 but with arbitrarily large
cubicity; Fishburn [3] has shown that there are graphs G of cubicity 2 or 3 for which
sph(G') = cub(G ), but remarks thatitis unknown whether sph(H ) > cub(H ) can hold for
graphs H of arbitrarily large cubicity.

In this paper, we are concerned with a different type of problem. Let I', be the set of all
graphs I'(F), where F is a family of balls of arbitrary radii in R" in the Euclidean norm
(where we allow both open balls and closed balls to be in F, since the distinction here will
be unimportant). We are interested in what happens if none of the balls in Fis allowed to
peneltrate too far into another ball of F. That is. we relax the notion of ‘contact dimension”
to allow more contact than a single point (and to allow arbitrary radii), but we shall restrict
the amount of contact between any two balls in F. For 0 < & < 1, let I, be the set of all
graphs I'(F) in I, such that no ball in F contains more than the fixed proportion (1 — &)
of the voluem of another ball in £. We shall see that the graphs in I, have bounded
chromatic numbers, which seems somewhat surprising for small &,

Let B(x, r) denote a ball (either open or closed), of radius r > 0 and center x, in the
Euclidean space R". Let B°(x,r) = {y:|x — ¥| < rj,and B(x,r) = {y:|x — y|| < r},
be the corresponding open, and closed balls. Let u[A4] be the n-dimensional Lebesgue
volume of the subset A4 of R". Henceforth, ¢ always denotes a real number in (0, 1]. A pair
of balls B, B are e-disjoint if y(B n 8) < (1 — &) min {u(B), u(B)}. If two balls B, B’
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are not e-disjoint, then we say they are (1 — &)-friendly. since in this case they overlap on
more than a proportion of (1 — &) of the volume of the smaller ball. A family F of balls
is e-disjoint whenever every pair of balls in F is e-disjoint. Thus T, is the set of all
intersection graphs I'(F) for e-disjoint families F of balls in R".

Note that as & tends to 1. the ‘disjointness’ of z-disjoint balls B, B’ increases. and the
1-disjoint balls are either disjoint or else they intersect in a single point. In particular, T,
is the set of graphs G such that ¢d(G) < »n, and so contains all G with |V(G)| < n + 1,
by [11].

Clearly,0 < ¢ < ¢ < limpliesI,, = I, = I',, = I',. Let (G ) denote the chromatic
number of graph G, N (?;r) denote Lhe set of nclghbors of vertex v in G, and {4 ) denote the
subgraph induced by the subset A4 of vertices of (. For terms not defined here, consult [6].
We summarize our results as follows:

THeoreM 1. There exists a least integer d = d(n, &) such that every graph in I, has a
vertex of degree at most d.

COROLLARY 2. Max {y(G):Gel,,.} < dn ) + 1.

THEOREM 3. There exists a least integer m = m(n) such that every graph G in T, has a
vertex v for which {N(v)} contains no independent set of size greater than m.

CoroLLary 4. The complete bipartite graph K, , ¢ U, for all p = m(n).

We remark that Janos Pach of the Mathematical Institute, Budapest, has independently
proved, but not published, the result of our Corollary 2.

2. PRELIMINARY LEMMAS

Lemma A. If X is a compact metric space and & > 0, then there is a least integer
N = N(X, 8) such thar X contains no more than N points which are pairwise at least
d-distance from each other.

Lemma A is well known. We omit its easy proof. Henceforth, we let 0 < ¢ < | and
i=( —&" Notethat0 < 4 < I.

Lemma B, B( y. r) and B(z, 5) are (1 — &)-friendly if either
(s —|y—z| = Ar or D0 <r<sand ||y —z| <r(l — 4

PrOOF. Supposethats — ||y — z|| > Ar. We may choose t such that ir < © < rand
t <5 — |y —z| Then Bz, 5) > B(y, 1), so that u[B(y, r) » Bz, )] = u[B(y, r) n
B(y,7)] = WB(y, )] = ulB(y,rd)] = 2ulB(y.r)] = (I — e)u[B( y.r)]. Therefore B( y, r)
and B(z, s)are (1 — g)-friendly. If 0 < r < sand |y — z|| < #(l — A),then |y — z|| <
r—rA<s—rdsothatri < 5 — |y — z|. and the previous case applies. W

Let X(x, #) denote any closed sector in the plane between two rays with vertex x and angle
f, and ford > 0 let Z(x, 0, d) = {we Zx, ): |[w — x| = d}.

Lemma C. Thereexistd > 0and an acute angle 68 > Osuch thatifr,s > Oandy.z € R,
and r, 5, y, z satisfy all of the conditions
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() lx =yl < |lx — z|l and y, z € Z(x. 6, d),
(if) B(x, 1) B(y, 1) # @ # B(x, 1) n B, 5), and
(i) Blx, 1) & B(y.r)

thens — ||y — z| > Ar.

Proor. Choose @ suchthat0 < f# < n/dandcos ## — sin @ > A (This is possible since
cos ! — sin 0 increases to | as 6 decreases to 0.) Let d = (1 + A)/(cos 8 — sin & — 1).
Note that 0 < cos @ —sinf — 4 <1 — A, sothatd > (1 + /(1 — i) > 1 + iand
(d— Did+ 1) > 4

Suppose that r, s > Oand y. z € R*and r, 5, v, z satisfy (i), (ii) and (iii). Leta = ||x — y|
andb = ||y — z||. From (i), |x — z|| 2 a = d. From (iij},r 2 ¢ — lands = |x — z|| — L.
From (iii), a + 1 = r.

If the line M through x and y contains z, then s — |y — z|| Z lx — 2z — | —
ly=—zl=lx—=z|l =y =zl = 1=|x—¥| = 1l=a—1=> ia+ 1) = ir. This
holds because (i) implies that |x — z| = |x — | + | ¥ — 2|, and because @ = d implies
that(a — Dila+ 1) =2 (d — 1))d + 1) > i > 0, where a + 1 = r. (Here we use that
(x — 1)/{x + 1)isincreasing for x = 0.) Thus we obtains — | y — z| > Arin this case.

Now suppose that = does not lie on M, and let L be the line through x and z, and let T
be the triangle with vertices x, y, z (see Figure 1),

¢ |

a ¥

Fioure |

We have ¢ < @, since y, z € Z(x, #). Let p be the foot of the perpendicular from y to L.
Then a sin ¢ = b sin iy = |y — p|. Let g be the point on segment xz of L such that
g — z| = b. Our conditions imply that ¢ < angle xyz, so that b < ||x — z|. Then
lg —p| =b—b cos , so that |lg — x| =a cos ¢ — |lg — pll = a cos ¢ +
beosy — b Nows —b=s—|g—zi=z(Ux—-2z| = 1) = llg —zll = Ux — z| —
lg —zl) =1 =g —x| —1 =acos¢p +becosy —b—1=acos¢+ (b*—§
sin W)? —b—1=a cos ¢ +[(p*—a sin* ¢ —b —1=a cos ¢ —1—
(@ sin® ¢)/[b + (B* — & sin® ¢)'?].

We must have 0 < < m/2, because if = n/2 then the side ¢ of the triangle 7" would
be the (unique) largest side of T, violating the conditiong that ||x — z[| 2 a = |x — y|.
Now 0 <a sin ¢ =h sin y <b<b+b cos ¢y =b+ (b*— b sin® ) =
b+ (b — & sin® ¢)'?, so that 0 < (@ sin ¢)/[b + (b — & sin® @)'*] < 1. Therefore
0 < (a'sin* ¢)/[b + (' — a’sin’ ¢)'?] < asin ¢. Applying this to our previous inequality
for s — b, we obtain s — b > acos ¢ — | — a sin ¢. But g(y) = cos y — sin y is
decreasing for 0 < 4 < #/2, and we have that 0 < ¢ < #, therefore 0 < cos 0 —
sin # — 2 < cos ¢ —sin ¢ — A Also, a=d = (1 + 4)f{cos 0 —sin 0 — 1) =
(1 + A)f(cos ¢p — sin ¢p — A); thus s — b > alcos ¢ —sin @) — 1 = Ma + 1) = Air.
Therefore s — ||y — z|| = Ar. O

LEmMMA D, Let B, = B“(0, 1) be the closed unit ball at the origin in R". There exists an
integer k = k(n, ), depending only on n and e, such that it h > kand [B(x,,r,):1 < i € h}
is any family of distinct balls of radii v, = 1. each of which intersects By, then there are distinct
indices p, g e {1, ..., h} such that either (i) By = B(x,. r,) or (i) By = Blx,, r,) or
(iii) Bix,, r,) and B(x,, r,) are (1 — &)-friendly.
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ProoF, Let d, @ be as in Lemma C. Let § be the unit sphere {xe R": x| = 1}.
Let ¢ = 2 sin (0/4). The covering {B’(x. ¢): xS} of S has a finite subcover
B (y.e): | < i < mj, where m is chosen 1o be least possible and clearly depends only
on n and 6. that is, on nand &. (In fact, it is easy to see that m < N(S. g), where N is from
Lemma A.) For | < i < m, let C, be the cone {x € R": there exists some y € B*( y,. ¢) such
that x lies on the ray from 0 through y}. Let D = B°(0,d)and let C* = {xe C.: |x| = d}.
foreachi,l i< mletéd=1—-21=(1—¢" andletk =m + N(D, 5).

Now suppose that i > k and that {B(x, r,):1 < i < h} is a family of distinct balls of
radii r, = | such that each B(x,, r,) » By # . Suppose that for every pair p, ¢ of distinct
elements of {1. ..., i}, none of the conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) holds. At most N(D, §)
indices i have x, € D; otherwise, by Lemma A, we obtain some |x, — x| <1 — 4 <
r,(1 — A) and. by Lemma B(2), (iii) would hold. Clearly, C¥ u ... v C¥ u D = R", 50
by the pigeonhole principle at least two distinct indices p. g in {1, . . ., h} have both x,. x,
lying in the same C*, for some j. Assume that n > 1. (The case n = 1 is easy, and in fact
follows from the case n = 2.) The points x,, x, and the origin 0 lie in a plane P, which we
identify with R?, and the closure of P n C, is a sector X(0, 0) because of our choice of g.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that ||x,| < |x,. Thenx = 0,y = x,,z = x,,

r =r,and s = r, satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma C. Therefore r, — |lx, — x| > ir,.
But then by Lemma B, we have that condition (iii) holds. This is a contradiction. We
conclude that at least one of (i), (ii) and (i) must hold. O

3. PrOOF OF THEOREM 1

IfI' = T'(F)eI,, and B(x, r) is a ball of F of least radius r, then we may replace each
ball B(y. 5s) of F by the ball B(y — x, §/r). thereby obtaining a new family F’ for which
[(F') = T, and where I'(F") e T,, and has B(0, 1) as a ball of least radius in F’. This
is because the similarity transformation T(y) = (y — x)/r preserves proportions of
n-dimensional Lebesgue volumes. Therefore we may assume without loss of generality that
B, = B(0, 1) e Fis a ball of least radius in F.

Let {B(x;,r,):1 < i < h| be the balls in F which are neighbors of B,in I'. For all i such
that 1| </ < h, B B(x.r) 2 B,n Blx,, r) # &. Also, By & B(x,, r;) for every i,
since otherwise for some i, p[B, n B(x;, )] = ulB,] > (1 — )u[B,], which would con-
tradict the e-disjointness of the balls B, and B(x,, r,). Further,every r, = 1. since B, has least
radius in F. Now h < k(n. ¢) follows from Lemma D and the hypothesis that F is an
e-disjoint family via I'(F)e T, ,. B

Remark. Corollary 2 is an immediate consequence of Theorem 1. by an old argument
of Dirac [1]; namely, assuming that all graphs in [, with fewer vertices than I" can be
colored with d(n. &) + 1 or fewer colors, delete a vertex of degree < din. ¢) from I' and color
the vertices of the resulting graph. Then at least one color will be available for the deleted
vertex when it is restored to I'. This shows recursively how to color properly the vertices
ol any G e T, with d(n, &) + 1 or fewer colors.

Corollary 2 has an interesting geometrical interpretation: there is a least integer ¢ =
¢(n, ¢} such that every finite family F of balls in R" of arbitrary radii, such that none of the
balls contains more than the fraction (1 — &) of the volume of another, can be partitioned
into at most ¢ subfamilies in each of which the balls are pairwise disjoint. This generalizes
a result of two of the authors [8], which was inspired by related results in [2].

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 3

Letm = kin.}). where the positive integer k comes from Lemma D by takinge = 1. Let
I'el,. Say I' = I'(F). By the same argument used in Section 3, we may assume that
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By = B(0, 1) is a ball of least radius in F. Let {B(x,, r;): 1 < i < h} be a maximum inde-
pendent set of vertices amongst the neighbors of Byin I'. We claim that i < m. This is clear
if h = 1. Suppose that h > 1. Now B, n Bl(x, r) # & for each i, 1 < i < h, but
I < p < q < himplies that B(x,. r,), and B(x,, r,) are disjoint, and hence they are cer-
tainly not {-friendly. Also, B, & B(x,. r,) for every i; indeed, if B, = B(x,, r,) for some p,
then choosing ¢ # p we would obtain & = B(x,,r,) n B(x,.r,) = By n Blx,.r,) # &,
a contradiction. By Lemma D, we conclude that & < m. O
We note that Corollary 4 is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

We are grateful to Peter Winkler of Emory University for discussions about the non-
representability of certain graphs as elements of T,.

REFERENCES

1. G. A. Dirac, A property of 4-chromatic graphs and some remarks on critical graphs, J. London Math. Soc.
27 (1952), 85-92.
2. H. Federer, Geometric Measure Theory, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1970,
3. P. C. Fishburn, On the sphericity and cubicity of graphs, J. Comb. Theory, Ser. B 35 (1983), 309-318.
4. M. C. Golumbic, Algarithmic Graph Theory and Perfect Graphs, Academic Press, New York, 1980,
5. L. Guttman, A definition of dimensionality and distance for graphs, In Geometric Representation of Relational
Data (1. C. Lingoes, ed.), Mathesis Press, Michigan, 1977, pp. 713-723.
. F. Harary, Graph Theory, Addison-Wesley, Reading, Mass., 1969,
. T. F. Havel, The combinatorial distance geometry approach to the calculation of molecular conformation,
Ph.D. Thesis. Group in Biophysics, University of California, Berkeley, 1982,
8 5. G. Krantz and T. D). Parsons, Antisocial subcovers of self-centered coverings, Amer. Math. Monthly 93
(1986), 45-48. :
9. H. Machara, Space graphs and sphericity, Discr. Appl. Math. 7 (1984), 55-64.
10. H. Machara, On the sphericity for the join of many graphs, Discr. Marh. 49 (1984), 311-313.
11. H. Maehara, Contact patterns ol equal nonoverlapping spheres, Graphs and Combinatorics 1 (1985), 271-282,
12. F. 8. Roberts, On the boxicity and cubicity of a graph, In Recent Pragresy in Combinatorics (W. T, Tutte, ed.),
Academic Press, New York, 1969, pp. 301-310.

=1 o

Received 15 Fehruary 1985 and in revised form 1] May 1987

P. Eriis
Hungarian Academy of Sciences, Budapest, Hungary

C. D. Gonsie

Simon Fraser University, Burnaby, British Columbia, Canada
5. G. KRANTZ

Washington University, St. Louis. Missouri, U.S.A.

and

T. D, Parsons
California State University, California, U.S.A.



	page 1
	page 2
	page 3
	page 4
	page 5

