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On the Decidability of Connectedness Constraints in 2D and[3 Euclidean Spaces
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Abstract

We investigate (quantifier-free) spatial constraint
languages with equality, contact and connectedness
predicates, as well as Boolean operations on re-
gions, interpreted over low-dimensional Euclidean
spaces. We show that the complexity of reasoning
varies dramatically depending on the dimension of
the space and on the type of regions considered. For
example, the logic with the interior-connectedness
predicate (and without contact) is undecidable over
polygons or regular closed setsIR¥, EXPTIME-
complete over polyhedra iR3, and NP-complete
over regular closed sets ?.
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yields (relatively) low computational complexity: satéfil-
ity of BRCC8-, RCC8- and RCC5-formulas over arbitrary
topological spaces is NP-complete; satisfiability302CC8-
formulas over connected spaces isPRSE-complete.

However, satisfiability of spatial constraints tgrbi-
trary regular closed sets by no means guarantees realiz-
ability by practically meaningful geometrical objects, avh
connectednessf regions is typically a minimal require-
ment [Borgoet al, 1996;[ Cohn and Renz, 2008 (A con-
nected region is one which consists of a ‘single piece.’s It i
easy to write constraints iRCC8 that are satisfiable by con-
nected regular closed sets over arbitrary topological epac
but not oveiR?; in BRCCS we can even write formulas satis-
fiable by connected regular closed sets over arbitrary space
but not overR™ for any n. Worse still: there exist very
simple collections of spatial constraints (involving cent

A central task in Qualitative Spatial Reasoning is that of de €dness) that are satisfiable in the Euclidean plane, but only
termining whether some described spatial configuratioris g by ‘Pathological’ sets that cannot plausibly representrthie
ometrically realizable in 2D or 3D Euclidean space. Typi-9ions occupied by physical objedBratt-Hartmann, 2007
cally, such a description is given using a spatial logic—a fo Unfortunately, little is known about the complexity of topo
mal language whose variables range over (typed) geomietrickpgical constraint satisfaction by non-pathological atge
entities, and whose non-logical primitives represent getem
rical relations and operations involving those entitiehené
the geometrical primitives of the language are purely togol
ical in character, we speak oftapological logig and where
the logical syntax is confined to that of propositional chley
we speak of dopological constraint language

Topological constraint languages have been intensivel
studied in Artificial Intelligence over the last two decades

The best-known of these;RCC8 and RCC5, employ
variables ranging over regular closed sets in topologicallhe languagé# features= as its only predicate, but has func-
spaces, and a collection of eight (respectively, five) bi-tion symbols+, —, - denoting the standard operations of fu-
nary predicates standing for some basic topological resion, complement and taking common parts defined for regu-
lations between these sefEgenhofer and Franzosa, 1991; lar closed sets, as well as the constanémd0 for the entire
Randellet al, 7992;[Bennett, 1994; Renz and Nebel, 2001 space and the empty set. Our second base langGagel-

An important extension ofRCC8, known asBRCCS, ad-
ditionally features standard Boolean operations on regulatact’ relation (two sets are icontactif they share at least one
closed setfWolter and Zakharyaschev, 200

in low-dimensional Euclidean spaces. One landmark re-
sult[Schaefeet al, r00d in this area shows that satisfiability
of RCC8-formulas bydisc-homeomorphie R? is still NP-
complete, though the decision procedure is vastly more intr
cate than in the general case. In this paper, we investigate t
computational properties of more general and flexible apati
ﬁgics with connectedness constraints interpreted Bvemnd

We consider two ‘base’ topological constraint languages.

ditionally features a binary predicat€, denoting the ‘con-

point). The languagé is a notational variant dBRCCS8 (and

A remarkable characteristic of these languages is theithus an extension GRCC8), while B is the analogous exten-

insensitivity to the underlying interpretation. To show thatsion of RCC5. We add ta3 andC one of two new unary pred-
an RCC8-formula is satisfiable im-dimensional Euclidean
space, it suffices to demonstrate its satisfiabilitamytopo-

logical spacdRenz, 199R for BRCC8-formulas, satisfiabil-
ity in any connectedpace is enough. This inexpressivenesLc®. We are interested in interpretations ovrthe regular

icates:c, representing the property of connectednesscand
representing the (stronger) property of having a connented
terior. We denote the resulting languagesiy B¢, Cc and
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closed sets oR? andR?, and (i) the regular closegoly- The topological constraint languages considered here all
hedral sets ofR? andR3. (A set is polyhedral if it can be employ a countably infinite collection of variables r, . . .
defined by finitely many bounding hyperplanes.) By restrict-The languag€ features binary predicatesandC, together

ing interpretations to polyhedra we rule out satisfactign b with the individual constants, 1 and the function symbols
pathological sets and use the same ‘data structure’ as ie. GIS+, -, —. Thetermsr andformulasy of C are given by:

When interpreted ovearbitrary topological spaces, the
complexity of reasoning with these languages is known: sat-
isfiability of Bc°-formulas is NP-complete, while for the ¢
other three languages, it isxBTIME-complete. Likewise,
the 1D Euclidean case is completely solved. For the spac
R™ (n > 2), however, most problems are still open. All

four languages contain formulas satisfiable by regularedios .

sets inI§2, gut not by regular closed polygozs; ]%3 the ?LET?tT: ii ' )\évie:geidjjtoei(e:rn\};g \l/)v);itseejtt;iggj_:ﬁ),

analogous result is known only fd#c® andCc®. The sat- 1 57 T% anéj '; 61,(7_ 7%) P 2 V\lle_rean

isfiability problem forBc, Cc andCc® is ExPTIME-hard (in R 12 1. 27 "

both polyhedral and unrestricted cases)&6r(n > 2); how- C(r, 7{2) "?‘Sfﬁ colntag:tstqﬁ. Lhe relat|on|?|]:s exz;ndedtto
. S _non-atomic formulas in the obvious way. A formuytds sat-

ever, the only known upper bound is that satisfiabilitySof isfiable overs if J — . for some interpretatiol over S.

formulas by polyhedra iR" (» > 3) is EXPTIME-complete. Turning to languages with connectedness predicates, we

(See[_Kontchakovet al, 20108 for a summary.) efineBc andCc to be extensions df andC with the unary
This paper settles most of these open problems, reve Sredicate:. We seti = ¢(r) iff 77 is connected in the topo-

ing considerabledifferences betwegnthe computationgkpr logical space under consideration. Similarly, we deffg
erties of constraint languages with connectedness predé{ndCc" to be extensions oB andC with the bredicate:"
cates when interpreted ov&? and over abstract topologi- settingd |= ¢°(r) iff (+7)° is connectedSa(£, S) is the sét

cal s.?_acets. SetE.] ? ShtOWS tlﬂﬁt dBCO]ghSC an>d C2CO %re aD!!, of £-formulas satisfiable ove$, whereL is one of B¢, Ce,
sensitive {o restriction to polyhedra &" (n > 2). Sec Be° or Ce° (the topological space is implicit in this notation,

esta_lbhshgs an unexpected result: all these Ianggagemare but will always be clear from context). We shall be concerned
deC|dabIe_1n 2D, bothin the polyhedra[ gnd unrestrlcted casesith sa(z, 5), whereS isRC(R") orRCP(R™) for n = 2, 3.
\(/[elgrgir(;‘:fg?{hlei%%gr:oves undecidability of théirst-order To illustrate, consider thBc°-formulasy;, given by
guages). $éc. 5 resolves the operoissue
the complexity of5¢° over regular closed sets (not just poly- (. , O (s s s —
hedra) inR?3 by establishing an NP upper bound. Thus, Qual- 1</i\<£c (rs)A(rs # 0))Ai/<\j(c (ritrs)A(rirs = 0)). (1)
itative Spatial Reasoning in Euclidean spaces proves much = —
more challenging if connectedness of regions is to be take®ne can show thaps is satisfiable oveRCP(R™), n > 2,
into account. We discuss the obtained results in the contexdut not overRCP(R), as no three intervals with non-empty,
of spatial reasoning in Sdd. 6. Omitted proofs can be found imlisjoint interiors can be in pairwise contact. Alsg, is sat-
the appendix. isfiable overRCP(R™), for n > 3, but not overRCP(RR?),
as the graphi(s is non-planar. Thusi3¢° is sensitive to the
dimension of the space. Or again, consider/fag-formula

T u= r | n+m | n-e | -1 | 1 | 0,
= m=7 | Clr,m) | 1 Aw2 | —¢r1.

The languag® is defined analogously, but without the pred-
SRateC. If S C RC(T) for some topological spacg, an
interpretation oversS is a function-? mapping variables to

2 Constraint Languages with Connectedness

Let 7' be a topological space. We denote the closure of any /\ c(ri) N (ri+r2+r3) A /\ = (ri+7i). (2)
X C T by X~ ,itsinterior byX° and its boundary by X = 1<i<3 2<i<3
X7\ X°. We callX regular closedf X = X°~, and denote . g

- One can show thaf}(2) is satisfiable o\RE(R™), for any
by RC(T) the set of regular closed subsetsiofWhereT is n > 2 (see, e.g., Fig1), but not ov&CP(R™). Thus

clear from context, we refer to elementsRi(T") asregions Bet i live 10 t in Euclid It
RC(T') forms a Boolean algebra under the operatighs- ¢ IS sensitive 1o tameness In Eeuclidean spaces. 1S

Y=XUY, X - Y=(XnY)° and—X = (T\ X)".

We write X <Y for X -(—Y)=0;thusX <Y iff X C Y. . |

A subsetX C T'is connectedf it cannot be decomposed into

two disjoint, non-empty sets closed in the subspace topolog

X isinterior-connectedf X° is connected. I
Any (n—1)-dimensional hyperplane iR, n > 1, bounds

two elements oRC(R") called half-spaces We denote by _ ) ) o

RCP(R") the Boolean subalgebra &C(RR") generated by Figure 1: Three regions iRC(RR?) satisfying [2).

the half-spaces, and call the elementRaP (R™) (regular

closed)polyhedra If n = 2, we speak of (regular closed) known [Kontchakovet al, 20108 that, for the Euclidean

polygons Polyhedra may be regarded as ‘well-behaved’ or, inplane the same is true dBc andCc: there is aBc-formula

topologists’ parlancetame’ In particular, every polyhedron satisfiable oveRC(R?), but not oveiRCP(RR?). (The exam-

has finitely many connected components, a property which iple required to show this is far more complicated than the

not true of regular closed sets in general. Bc-formula [2).) In the next section, we prove that any of
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Be, Cc andCc® contains formulas satisfiable ovBC(R™), let Xy be a component af, containing points imy. Suppose
for everyn > 2, but only by regions with infinitely many X, has been constructed. By (5) ahtl (8),is in contact with
components. Thus, all four of our languages are sensitive ta|; ;. Using [7) and the fact th&" is locally connected,
tameness in all dimensions greater than one. one can find a componeni; ; of d|;,,; which has points
in a;11, and a connected open détsuch thatl; N X; and

3 Regions with Infinitely Many Components Vi N X;41 are non-empty, but; N d|; o) is empty.
Fix n > 2 and letdy, d1, d2, d3 be regions partitioning™:

(20953 di = 1) A /\0§i<j§3(di -dj =0). 3

We construct formulas forcing thg to have infinitely many
connected components. To this end we require non-empty
regionsa; contained ind;, and a non-empty region
Figure 3: The sequendeX;, V; };>0 generated by.. (S;11
/\0§i§3((ai F0)A(ai<di)) A (E#0).  (4) andR;,, are the ‘hole(s{’ oinJr}l containingX; a?lbdXiJrQ.J)r
The configuration of regions we have in mind is depicted in o
Fig.[2, where components of thie are arranged like the lay- ~ To see that theX; are distinct, letS;;; and R, be the
ers of an onion. The ‘innermost’ componentdf is sur- ~ components of- X, ; containingX; and.X; ,», respectively.
rounded by a component @, which in turn is surrounded It suffices to shows;; C S7,,. Note that the connected set
by a component of,, and so on. The regiarpasses through Vi mustinterseciS;.. Evidently,65; 1 C X1 C djiy1)-
every layer, but avoids the;. To enforce a configuration of Also, 65,41 C —X;11; hence, by[(B) and17)iS;+1 C
this sort, we need the following three formulas,for i < 3:  di Ud|iy2). By Lemmd145S;., is connected, and therefore,
by (@), is entirely contained either ify;; orind; .. Since
C(ai + d\_i-ﬁ-l] + t)v (5) ‘/iﬂ5si+1 7§ ] and‘/iﬂdLi+2J = @, we haV&sSi+1 g d\_i+2J ,
ﬁc(aiadUJrlJ '(_aLiJrlJ )) A ﬁC‘(ai’t)’ (6) SO 6Si+1 C d;. Slmllarly, 6Ri+1 C diyo. By @), then,
~C(di,dy119)) 7 0Si11NéR; 1 = 0, and smc_eSfH_l andR;; are components
i Atz ) of the same set, they are disjoint. Henég,; C (—Ri11)°,
where|k| = kmod 4. Formulas[(s) and{6) ensure that eacha@nd sinceXi.> C Rii1, also Siy1 C (—Xi42)°. So,
component oy, is in contact witha |, while (@) ensures i+ lies in the interior of a component 6fX;,», and since
that no component af; can touch any component df; 5| . 0Sit1 € Xit1 € Siyo, thatcomponent must b o. [

Now we show how th€ c-formulay., can be transformed
to Cc°- and Be-formulas with similar properties. Note first

MdwD X qup X dW%BP Xs

1t that all occurrences of in ¢, have positive polarity. Let
—1 I =11 | ¢ ©%, be the result of replacing them with the predicate
a1 |ao |as |azfaifao] doldy|dz| ds| do| dif - In Fig. [2, the connected regions mentioned [ih (5) are in
| fact interior-connected; hengg,, is satisfiable oveRC(R™).

Since interior-connectedness implies connectedgessen-
tails ¢, and we obtain:

Corollary 3 There is & c°-formula satisfiable oveRC(R™),
n > 2, but not by regions with finitely many components.

To construct &c-formula, we observe that all occurrences
of C'in ¢, are negative. We eliminate these using the pred-
icatec. Consider, for example, the formutaC(a;, t) in ().

y inspection of Figl R, one can find regions r, satisfying

Figure 2: Regions satisfying.,.

Denote byy., the conjunction of the above constraints.
Fig.[2 shows howp, can be satisfied ov&C(RR?). By cylin-
drification, it is also satisfiable over aRC(R™), forn > 2.

The arguments of this section are based on the followin
property of regular closed subsets of Euclidean spaces:

Lemmal If X € RC(R") is connected, then every compo-  <(71) Ac(r2) Aai <71) A(E < 7r2) A=e(ry +12). (8)
nent of— X has a connected boundary. On the other hand 18) entaits” (a,, t). By treating all other

The proof of this lemma, which follows from a result hon-contact relations similarly, we obtainGa-formula e
in [Newman, 196} can be found in AppendIxIA. The result thatis satisfiable oveRC(R™), and that entail... Thus:

fails for other familiar spaces such as the torus. Corollary 4 There is aBc-formula satisfiable oveRC(R™),
Theorem 2 There is aCc-formula satisfiable oveRC(R™), 7 = 2, but not by regions with finitely many components.
n > 2, but not by regions with finitely many components. Obtaining aB¢® analogue is complicated by the fact that

Proof. Let ¢ be as above. To simplify the presentation, we W& Must enforce non-contact constraints usihgrather than
ignore the difference between variables and the regions the?)- In the Euclidean plane, this can be done upianarity
stand for, writing, for example; instead of:?. We construct ~ constraints see AppendikA.

a sequence of disjoint componenfsof d|;) and open sets; Theorem 5 There is aB¢°-formula satisfiable oveRC(R?),
connectingX; to X;,; (Fig.[3). By the first conjunct of{4), but not by regions with finitely many components.



Theoreni2 and Corollafy 4 entail that, 4f is Bc or Cc, Now recall the construction of Sed. 3, where constraints on
thenSa{L,RC(R™)) # Sa{L,RCP(R™)) for n > 2. The-  thevariabled,...,ds were used to enforce ‘cyclic’ patterns
orem[5 fails forRC(R™) with n > 3 (Sec[). However, we of components. Usingtack(as, ..., ax), we can write a for-
know from [2) thaSatBc°, RC(R™)) # Sa{Bc°, RCP(R")) mula with the property that the regions in any satisfying as-
for all n > 2. TheorendR fails in the 1D case; moreover, signment are forced to contain the pattern of arcs having the
Sat{L,RC(R)) = SatfL,RCP(R)) only in the caseL = B¢ form shown in Figlh. These arcs define a ‘window,” contain-
or Bc° [Kontchakowet al, 2010H.

F T T T
4 Undecidability in the Plane m'l ome!| ms! !
Let £ be any ofBB¢, Ce, Bc® or Cc®. In this section, we show, i i i L
via a reduction of thdPost correspondence problefRCP), ~ *C* -~ *C* >+ *C* -~ ~ ’C’ >
thatSa( £, RC(R?)) is r.e.-hard, an&at £, RCP(R?)) isr.e.- ! 2 3 "

complete. Aninstanceof the PCP is a quadrupler =
(S, T,w1,ws) whereS andT are finite alphabets, and each
w; is a word morphism fronT™ to S*. We may assume that . , )
S = {0,1} andw; () is non-empty for any € T. The in- NG & sequencg(;} of horizontal arcs { < i < n), each
stancew is positiveif there exists a non-empty € 7* such ~ connected by a corresponding ‘vertical arg,'to some point
thatw;(7) = wa(r). The set of positive PCP-instances is On the ‘top edge.” We can ensure that eggls included in a
known to be r.e.-complete. The reduction can only be giveri€giona;|, and eachy; (1 < i < n) in a regionb;|, where
in outline here: full details are given in Appendi B. [i] now indicatess mod 3. By repeating the construction, a

To deal with arbitrary regular closed subsetsRf(R2), ~ second pair of arc-sequenceg;} and{n;} (1 <i < n') can
we use the technique of ‘wrapping’ a region inside two big-be established, but with eagh connecting’; to the ‘bottom
ger ones. Let us say thaBaregionis a triplea = (a,a,d) of ~ €dge.’” Again, we can ensure eaghis included in a region
elements oRC(R?) such thab # i < @ < a, wherer < s a]; and eachy; in a regionb|, (1 < < n/). Further, we
abbreviates-C(r, —s). It helps to think ofa = (a,a,4)  can ensure that the final horizontal atgsand ¢/, (but no
as consisting of a kerned, encased in two protective lay- others) are joined by an ac¢ lying in a regionz*. The cru-
ers of shell. As a simple example, consider the sequence

Figure 5: Encoding the PCP: Stage 1.

of 3-regionsay, as, a3 depicted in Fig[¥, where the inner- ¢ ¢h ¢ ¢,
most regions form a sequence of externally touching poly- - -+ - e - -1 Jnalalaliio
gons. When describing arrangements of 3-regions, we use ,T ,T ,f ,T ¢
m, 2, 3, Tln,
3 ' | | | |
S ~s - ' ' ' ¥

Figure 6: Encoding the PCP: Stage 2.

RN ar _ .- 2 S a3 -
Mo oo ”gi”’“g i 43 - cial step is to match up these arc-sequences. To do so, we
write —|C(a’i, bj) A _‘C(ai, b;) A ﬁC(bZ + b;, bj + b; + Z*),
Figure 4: A chain of 3-regions satisfyingack(a;, az, a3). foralld, j (0 <i,j < 3,7 # j). Asimple argument based

on planarity considerations then ensures that the upper and
lower sequences of arcs must cross (essentially) as shown in
Fig.[8. In particular, we are guaranteed that n’ (without
specifying the value), and that, for alll < ¢ < n, ¢ is
connected by); (and also by)}) to (/.

Having established the configuration of Hig. 6, we write
(bi <lop+11) AN=C(b; - lo,b; - 11), for 0 < i < 3, ensuring

S o - o that eachy; is included in exactly one df, [;. These inclu-

N el tivnttig) A N ~Clasay) sions nartzrally define awoadoveyrthe alphabg0, 1}. Next,
we writeCc-constraints which organize the sequences of arcs
Thus, the triple of 3-regions in Fig[]l4 satisfies {¢;} and{¢/} (independently)into consecutive blocks. These
stack(ay,az2,a3). This formula plays a crucial role in blocks of arcs canthen be putin 1-1 correspondence using es-
our proof. Ifstack(ay,...,a;) holds, then any poingg in sentially the same construction used to put the individred a
the inner shella; of a; can be connected to any poipi in 1-1 correspondence. Each pair of corresponding blocks
in the kerneld; of a; via a Jordan arey; - - -y, whoseith  can now be made to lie in exactly one region from a collec-
segmentyy;, never leaves the outer shell of a;. Moreover, tiontq,...,¢,. We think of the; as representing the letters of
eachr; intersects the inner shell; of a; 1, for1 <i < k.  the alphabef’, so that the labelling of the blocks with these

This technigue allows us to writéc-formulas whose sat- elements defines a word € T*. It is then straightforward
isfying regions are guaranteed to contain various netwofks to write non-contact constraints involving the atgensur-
arcs, exhibiting almost any desired pattern of intersestio ingthatoc = w;(7) and non-contact constraints involving the

the variabler for the triple of variablegr, 7, #*), taking the
conjunctsi # 0, ¥ < 7 andr < r to be implicit. As with
ordinary variables, we often ignore the difference betw&en
region variables and the 3-regions they stand for.

Fork > 3, define the formulatack(ay, ..., a;) by

1<i<k j—i>1



arcs¢, ensuring that = wa (7). Let ¢y, be the conjunction X,
of all the foregoingCc-formulas. Thus, ifp,, is satisfiable
overRC(R?), thenw is a positive instance of the PCP. On the |

other hand, ifw is a positive instance of the PCP, then one X\

can construct a tuple satisfying, overRCP(R?) by ‘thick- X, 0 ~ X3
ening’ the above collections of arcs into polygons in the ob- ~y P

vious way. Sow is positive iff o, is satisfiable oveRC(R?) X

iff pw is satisfiable oveRCP(IR?). This shows r.e.-hardness

of SatCc, RC(R?)) andSa{Cec, RCP(R?)). Membership of

the latter problem in r.e. is immediate because all polygongq, re 7: A connected partition and its neighbourhood graph

may be assumed to have vertices with rational coordinates,

and so may be effectively enumerated. Using the techniques

of Corollarie§ BE#4 and Theordr 5, we obtain: of ¢® with ¢, is satisfiable over a connected 2-quasi-saw. Thus,

o 3Y)) i -

Theorem 6 For £ € {Be?, Be,Ce?, Ce}, SalL,RC(R?)) is Sa'gﬁec r’J:j:EuF;éRcrzélrlngz?\I}\\/ﬂeE a(lzllc:)r\?vp\llztreiébles to range over
- 2)Y j -

r.e.-hard, and S4L, RCP(RY)) is r.e.-complete. RC(R3) rather tharRCP(IR?). Note first that théSc°-formula

The complexity ofSat{£, RC(R?)) remains open for the (@) is not satisfiable over 2-quasi-saws, but has a quasi-saw
languagesL € {Bc,Cc®,Cc}. However, as we shall see in model as in Fig[18. Some extra geometrical work will show
the next section, foBc° it drops dramatically.

1 D) xs Wo = depth O
5 Bc°in3D R
R R Wi =depth 1
In this section, we consider the complexity of satisfylfie - z

constraints by polyhedra and regular closed sets in three- Figyre 8: A quasi-saw modélof @): r? = {z;, z}.
dimensional Euclidean space. Our analysis rests on an im- ‘

portant connection between geometrical and graph—theoretnow that (v) a Be>-formula is satisfiable oveRC(R?) iff (v)

interpretations. We begin by briefly discussing the resultslt is satisfiable over a connected quasi-saw. And as shown
of [Kontchakoet al, 20104 for thepolyhedralcase. in [Kontchakowet al, 20104, satisfiability of Bc°-formulas

_Recall that every partial ord¢lV, R), whereR is atransi- i, connected spaces coincides with satisfiability over con-
tive and reflexive relation of/, can be regarded as a topo- acteq quasi-saws, and is NP-complete.

logical space by takingg C ¥ to be openjustin casee X _
andzRy imply y € X. Such topologies are call@dleksan- ~ Theorem 7 The problem SaBc?, RC(R?)) is NP-complete.
drov spaces If (W, R) contains no proper paths of length Proof. From the preceding discussion, it suffices to show that
greater than 2, we callV, R) aquasi-saw(Fig.[8). If,in ad-  (v) implies (v) for any Bc°-formulay. So supposél = o,
dition, noz € W has more than two propéi-successors, we with 2( based on a finite connected quasi-g&i% U W1, R),
call (W, R) a2-quasi-saw The properties of 2-quasi-saws we where IV; contains all points of depth € {0, 1} (Fig.[8).
need are as followfKontchakovet al, 2010&: Without loss of generality we will assume that there is a spe-
_ satisfiability of Be-formulas in arbitrary topological Ci@l Pointzo of depth 1 such that, Rz for all - of depth O.

incid ith satisfiability in 2- 3 “andVe show how?( can be embedded inRC(R?).
ﬁspgile;ﬁ\;)lgglori;?,ev;e' SalsHabriy in 2-quasi-saws, an Take pairwise disjointlosedballs B., for = of depth 0, and

. . . e s pairwise disjoinbbpenballs D, for all z of depth 1 excepty

- X S Wis connedcf[ed in a 2-quasi-sgi, R) iff itis  (ye assume th. are disjoint from theBl). Let D, be the
interior-connected iV, R). closure of the complement of ait andD..

The following construction lets us apply these results o th  We expand the3. to setsB,, in such a way that
problemS?:at(_Bc", RCP(R?)). Say that aonnected partition (A) the B, form a connected partition iRC(R?), that is,
in RCP(R”) is a tuple Xy, ..., X}, of non-empty polyhedra they are regular closed and sum uRty and their inte-
having connected and pairwise disjoint interiors, whichnsu riors are non-empty, connected and pairwise disjoint;
to the entire spac&”. Theneighbourhood graplV, /) of (B) every point inD, is either in the interior of somés,

this partition has verticeE = {X;,..., X} and edge& = - .

(X, X,} | i # jand(X, + Xj)o is connectedl (Fig. [7). with ,.zR:c, or on the boundary dll of the B, with z Rx.
One can show thatveryconnected graph is the neighbour- The requiredB, are constructed as follows. Let, g3, ...
hood graph of some connected partitionRAGP(R3). Fur- be_an enumeration of all the points in the interiorgafwith
thermore, every neighbourhood graph, F) gives rise to  rationalcoordinates. Far € Wy, we setB, to be the closure
a 2-quasi-saw, namelyWy U Wy, R), whereW, = V, of the infinite union|J;- , (B%)", where the regular closed
Wi = {2y | {z,y} € E}, andR is the reflexive closure setsBY are defined inductively as follows (F[d. 9). Assuming
of {(2e.y> %), (22.4,v) | {2,y} € E}. From this, we see that the BY are defined, let; be the first point in the list
that () a Be°-formulay is satisfiable oveRCP(R3) iff (ii)  ¢1, ¢z, . .- that is not in anyB% yet. So,q; is in the interior

¢ is satisfiable over a connecteefuasi-saw iff {ii) the Bc- ~ of someD,.. Take an open ball’;, in the interior of D,
formula,*®, obtained fromy by replacing every occurrence centred ing; and disjoint from theB%. For eachr € W, with



2Rz, expandBF by a closed ball inC,, and a closed ‘rod’ of Sec[B is based on the property of Lemima 1, while Sec. 4
connecting it toB? in such a way that the ball and the rod similarly relies onplanarity considerations. In both cases,
are disjoint from the rest of thB%; the result is denoted by however, the moral is the same: the topological spaces of
BE+1. Consider a functiory that maps regular closed sets most interest for Qualitative Spatial Reasoning exhibé-sp
cial characteristics which any topological constraintiaage
able to express connectedness must take into account.

The results of Se€] 4 pose a challenge for Qualitative Spa-
tial Reasoning in the Euclidean plane. On the one hand, the
relatively low complexity ofRCC8 over disc-homeomorphs
suggests the possibility of usefully extending the expvess
power of RCC8 without compromising computational prop-
erties. On the other hand, our results impose severe limits
on any such extension. We observe, however, that the con-

Figure 9: Filling D, with B,,, for z; Rx;, i = 1,2, 3. structions used in the proofs depend on a strong interaction

between the connectedness predicates and the Boolean opera

X C W to RC(R3) so thatf(X) is the union of allB,, for  tions onregular closed sets. We believe that by restritkiisy

« of depth0 in X. By (A), f preservest, -, —, 0 and1.  interaction one can obtain non-trivial constraint langesg

Define an interpretation overRC(R3) by r7 = f(r2). To ~ With more acceptable complexity. For example, the exten-

show that = ¢, it remains to prove thaX ° is connected iff ~ Sion of RCC8 with connectedness constraints is still in NP

(f(X))O is connected (deta"s arein Appen@( C) 0 for both RC(RQ) andRCP(R2) [KontChakO\Bt al., 2010l}
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A Regions with infinitely many components
First we give detailed proofs of Lemrha 1 and Theokém 2.

Theorem 8 ([Newman, 196%) If X is a connected subset of
R™, then every connected componen®3f\ X has a con-
nected boundary.

Lemmall. If X € RC(R") is connected, then every compo-
nent of— X has a connected boundary.

Proof. LetY be a connected componentefX. Suppose
that the boundary of Y is not connected, and I and 3,
be two sets separatingy g, and S, are disjoint, non-empty,
closed subsets gf whose union ig5. We will show thatt” is
not connected. We have = (|J,.; Z;) ., for some index set
I, where theZ; are distinct connected componentdif\ X .
By Theoreni 8,‘the boundaries of Z; are connected subsets
of g8, for eachi € I. Hence, eithery; C 3y or a; C [o,
for otherwisea; N 31 anda; N B2 would separatey;. Let
Ij={iel|o; C B} andY; = (U;e;, Zi) ,forj=1,2.
Clearly, Y; andY; are closed, and” = Y; U Y5. Hence, it
suffices to show that; andY> are disjoint. We know that,

forj =1,2,
i€l i€l;
Clearly,U;c;, Zi andU,¢;, Z: are disjoint. We also know

that (U;c;, i)~ and(U;e;, i) are disjoint, as subsets of
(51 and 35, respectively. Finally(Uite a;) and Uiejk Z;

Viﬂ&gi_,_l #+ (Z)andedLiHJ =0, we haV&55i+1 g dUJrQJ ,
s06S;11 C d;. Similarly, 5R;11 C diio. By (@), then,
0S;11NdR; 1 = 0, and sinceS;, ; andR; 1 are components
of the same set, they are disjoint. Henég,; C (—Ri11)°,
and sinceX;;» C R;.1, alsoS;11 € (—Xi12)°. So,
Si+1 lies in the interior of a component ef X, 5, and since
0Si+1 € X411 C S;42, that component must b . a

Now we extend the result to the languag€. All occur-
rences ot in p, have positive polarity. Lep2_ be the result
of replacing them with the predicaté. In the configura-
tion of Fig.[2, all connected regions mentioneddy, are in
factinterior-connected; hengg, is satisfiable oveRC(R™).
Since interior-connectedness implies connectedgéssen-
tails ¢, in @ common extension @fc° andCc. Hence:

Corollary Bl There is aCc°-formula satisfiable over
RC(R™), n > 2, but not by regions with finitely many compo-
nents.

ag bo| bi| ba| bz| bo| b1 | ba| ---

a2

193 |

ao

Figure 10: Satisfying° ~(ao, b1, s,t) ande® ~(ao, ba, s, t).

are disjoint, forj, k = 1,2, as subsets of the boundary and To extend Theorei 2 to the language notice that all oc-

the interior ofY’, respectively. SoY is not connected, which
is a contradiction. O

Theorem[2. If Jis an interpretation oveRC(R™) such that
J E oo, then everyl? has infinitely many components.

Proof. To simplify presentation, we ignore the difference be-
tween variables and the regions they stand for, writing, fo

example,a; instead ofa?. We also seb; = d; - (—a;).

We construct a sequence of disjoint componeXitof d ;|

and open set¥; connectingX; to X;,; (Fig.[3). By the
first conjunct of [(#), letX, be a component afy containing
points inag. SupposeX; has been constructed, for> 0.

By (B) and [6), there exists a poigte X; Na|;4q). Since
q & bliy1] Udjis2) Udjits), and becaus®”™ is locally
connected, there exists a connected neighbourhbarf ¢
such thatV; N (b1 U djspe) U dj;43)) = 0, and so,
by @), Vi € d;| + ai41). Further, since; € a1,

ViNapi11)° # 0. TakeX|,, to be a component af|; 1

that intersectd; and X;; the componentaf;,,; contain-
ing X/,

To see that theX; are distinct, letS;,; and R;; be the
components of X, containingX; and.X, o, respectively.
It suffices to shows; 1 C Sf+2. Note that the connected set
Vi mustintersecS; 1. Evidently,0S;11 € Xi11 C d|iy1)-
Also, §S;11 € —X;11; hence, by[[B) and17))S;+1 C
d;Ud|i12). By Lemmd145S;1 is connected, and therefore,
by (@), is entirely contained either if);; orind; o). Since

currences o’ in ¢, are negative. We shall eliminate these
using only the predicate. We use the fact that, if the sum

of two connected regions is not connected, then they must be
disjoint. Consider the formula

Colrys, v’ s)i=clr+r")Ne(s+s')
A=e((r+7") + (s + §')).

'Note that ¢ - (r,s,r’,s") implies =C(r,s). We replace

=C(a;,t) with ©°~(a;,t, a0 + a1 + a2 + as,t), which is
clearly satisfiable by the regions on Hig. 2. Further, we re-
place ~C(ai, bjiy1)) With ©¢ (@i, bjir1),5,t). As shown

on Fig[10, there exists a regiersatisfying this formula. In-
stead of dealing with~C'(d;, d;+2), we consider the equiva-
lent:

"C(ai, bLi+2J ) AN ﬁ(j(l)z', G/Li+2j )/\
—‘O(ai, ali+2] ) N —|C(bi, b\_i“‘?J )

We replace~C/(a;, b|;y2]) by ©¢o(ai,bjiy2),s,t), which

is satisfiable by the regions depicted on Hig] 10. We
ignore —C'(b;, a|;42)), because it is logically equivalent
to =C(ai,b|;42)), for different values ofi. We replace
~C(as, aji+2)) bY ¢S (ai, ajira), aj, af;, o)), Which is sat-
isfiable by the regions depicted on 11. The fourth con-
junct is then treated symmetrically. Transformipg, in the
way just described, we obtainZc-formula ¢S, which im-
pliesp, (in the languagé€c) and which is satisfiable by the
arrangement oRC(R"). Hence, we obtain the following:



Qp—1 Pn
.

Figure 12: The constraistack® (a1, . . ., a,) ensures the ex-
istence of a Jordan ar¢ = «; ---a,_1 Which connects a
pointp; € aj to a pointp,, € as,.

Figure 11: Satisfying~ (a0, a2, ap, a). Consider now the formuliame® (aq, . . . , a,—1) given by:
_ o /\ (c®(ai) Ac®(ai +ajiyr)) Aa; #0) A
Corollary B There is a Be-formula satisfiable over 0<i<n
RC(R™), n > 2, but not by regions with finitely many compo-
nents. /\ a;i-a; =0
j—i>1

The only remaining task in this section is to prove Theo- “where| k| denotes: modn. This formula allows us to con-

rem[S. The construction is similar to the one developed "EtructJordan curves in the plane, in the following sense:
Sec[%, and as such uses similar techniques. We employ the

following notation. Ife is a Jordan arc, ang ¢ are pointson  Lémma 10 Letn > 3, and supposéame® (ao, . . ., an—1).
a such that; occurs aftep, we denote by[p, g| the segment  Then there exist Jordan arcsg, ..., a,-1 Such that
of o from p to ¢. Consider the formulatack® (as,...,a,)  @o0---n—1 iS @ Jordan curve lying in the interior afy +
given by: ot ap—1, anda; € (a; +apiqq)) , foralld, 0 <i < n.

Proof. For alli (0 < i < n), pick p; € a7, and pick a

/\ ((a; 4+ an) Aai - ais1 = 0) A /\ -C(ai,a;) Jordan aray; C (a; + aj;41))° from p; to p;1q. For all
1<i<n j—i>1 i (2 < i < n), letp; be the first point ofy;_; lying on
a|,|, and letp be the first point ofy, lying on /. For alli

This formula allows us to construct sequences of arcs in th€ < i < n), leto; = & [pi, pi+1], Ieta1 = o} [p}, p2], and

following sense: let aff denote the section efj, (in the appropriate direction)

frompo topy. Now letp, be the first point ofy; lying onay,
Lemma 9 Suppose that the conditiostack®(ay,...,a,) letag = afpo,p1], and leta; = of [p1, p2]. Itis routine to
obtains,n > 1. Then every point; € a] can be connected verify thatthe arcs, ..., o, 1 have the required properties.
to every poinp,, € a;, by a Jordan arex = «a; - - - ai,—1 SUCh g

thatfor alli (1 < i < n), each segment; C (a; + a;11)° is

a non-degenerate Jordan arc starting at some ppjnt a; . We will now show how to separate certain types of regions
in the language3c®. We make use of LemnfallO and the

Proof. By c°(a; + -+ + ay), leta)y C (a1 +---+a,)°  following fact.

be a Jordan arc connectipg to p, (Fig.[12). By the non- | emyma 11 [Newman, 1964, p. 137Let F, G be disjoint,

contact constraintsy; has to contain points in3. Letp, be  josed subsets @2 such thatR2 \ F andR?\ G are con-

one such point. Fo?2 < i < n we supposey, ..., a;_2, nected. ThelR? \ (F U G) is connected.

o, andp! to have been defined, and proceed as follows. By

c(a; + -+ +ay), leta? C (a;+---+ay,)° be a Jordan

arc connecting); to p,. By the non-contact constraints;

can intersecty; - - - a;_o;_; only in its final segmenty, .

Let p;_1 be the first point ofv,_, lying on «}; let a;;—; be

the initial segment of,_, ending atp;_1; and leta) be the no

final segment o&; starting afp;_. It remains only to define

an—1, and to this end, we simply set,_; := «/,_;. To see

thatp;, 2 < i < n, are as required, note that € a; N ;1.

By the disjoint constraints; must be in;. If p; was ind(a;),

it would also have to be id(a;—1) andd(a;+1), which is

forbidden by the disjoint constraints. Hengge a7, 1 <  Figure 13: The Jordan cunfe= 7,7, 7, Separatingn; from

i < n. Givena; - a;+1 = 0,1 < i < n, this also guarantees .

that the arcsy; are non-degenerate.

T2

We say that a region is quasi-boundedf eitherr or —r is
bounded. We can now prove the following.



Lemma 12 There exists &3c°-formulan*(r, s,v) with the
following properties: (i) n*(r,s,v) entails -C(r,s) over
RC(R?); (ii) if the regions- ands can be separated by a Jor-
dan curve, then there exist polygansuch thaty* (71, 72, 9);
(iii ) if r, s are disjoint polygons such thatis quasi-bounded
andR?\ (r+s) is connected, then there exist polygersich
thatT]*(Tl,Tg, T}).

Proof. Let v be the tuple of variable&,, ...,
and letn*(r, s, ) be the formula

ts, m1, Mma),

frame® (to,...,t5) A7 < mq1 As < maA
(t0+—|—t5)(m1+m2)20/\ /\ co(ti—l—mj).
1=1,3,5

7j=1,2

Property {) follows by a simple planarity argument. By
frame® (¢, . .., t5) and Lemmd0, lety;, for0 < i < 5,
be such thal” = «ag--- a5 is a Jordan curve included in
(to+---+t5)°. Further, letr; = agjanii1, 0 < i < 2
(Fig[I3). Note that all points imo;41, 0 < ¢ < 2, that
are onI" are on7;. By ¢®(t2;41 + m1), 0 < i < 2, let
i C (mq +1t2;41)° be aJordan arc with endpoint; € m$

andT; € 7; Nty ,. We may assume that these arcs inter-

sect only at their common endpoiff;, so that they divide
the residual domain df which contains)M/; into three sub-
domaing:;, for0 < ¢ < 2. The existence of a poidt/s € mo
inanyn;, 0 < i < 2, will contradictc® (t2;41 + m2). S0,mq
must be contained entirely in the residual domaimofiot
containingM;. Similarly, all points inm; must lie in the
residual domain of* containingM;. It follows thatm, and
ms are disjoint, and by < m; ands < msy, thatr ands are
disjoint as well. For Propertyi{, letT" be a Jordan curve sep-
aratingr ands. Now thickenI" to form an annular element of
RCP(IR?), still disjoint from+ ands, and divide this annulus
into the three regions, . . . , t5 as shown (up to similar situa-
tion) in Fig.[14. Choose:; andm,, to be the connected com-
ponents of-(¢o + - - - + t5) containingr ands, respectively.
For Property ifi ), it is routine using Lemm@a_11 to show that
there exists a piecewise linear Jordan cuive R? \ (r + s)
separating: ands.

[ ]

ts ‘

ta mi

to

Figure 14: Separating disjoint polygons by an annulus.

Lemma 13 There exists a3c°-formula n(r, s,7) with the
following properties: (i) n(r,s,v) entails -C(r,s) over
RC(R2?); (ii) if r, s are disjoint quasi-bounded polygons, then
there exist polygons such thaty(71, 72, v).

Proof. Letn(r, s, ) be the formula

r=7r1+1r2AN8=581+ 82 A /\

1<4<2
1<5<2

rza S]auz 7)

wheren* is the formula given in Lemma_12. Properiy is
then immediate. For Propertyi), it is routine to show that
there exist polygons;, v, such that = r; + r, andR? \ r;

is connected foi = 1,2; let s1, so be chosen analogously.
Thenforalli (1 < ¢ < 2)andj (1 < j < 2) we have
r; N s; = 0 and, by Lemm&d1R? \ (r; + s;) connected. By
Lemmd12, |6ﬂi,j be such that*(r;, S5, ’ﬁ@j). O

We are now ready to prove:

Theorem [3. There is a Bc°-formula satisfiable over
RC(R?), but only by regions with infinitely many components.

Proof. We first write aCc°-formula, ¢ with the required
properties, and then show that all occurrenceg’atan be
eliminated. Note thap?’_ is not the same as the formug,
constructed for the proof of Corollary 3.

Lets, s, a,a’,b, ¥, a,;andb; ; (0 <i<2,1<j<3)
be variables. The constraints

frame® (s, s’,b,b',a,a’) ©)
stack® (s, b;1,b;.2,b;3,b) (10)
stack® (bi—1) 2, i1, @32, i3, Q) (11)
stack® (a|i—1) 2, i1, bi 2, bi3,D) (12)

are evidently satisfied by the arrangement of Eig. 15.

ﬁ€i€ %’\,‘,‘,\,‘,\,’\\N\,

b’

w

E M\\\\\\\\HM

Figure 15: A tuple of regions satisfyinigl (9={12): the paite
of components of the; ; andb; ; repeats forever.

a

Let ¢*_ be the conjunction of{9)E(12) as well as all con-
juncts

r-r' =0,

(13)

wherer and ' are any two distinct regions depicted on
Fig.[I8. Note that the regions, ; andb; ; have infinitely
many connected components. We will now show that this is
true for every satisfying tuple a#?_

By (@), we can use Lemniall0 to construct a Jordan curve
I' = oo'Bp' ac’ whose segments are Jordan arcs lying in
the respective sets + s')°, (s’ + b)°, (b+ b')°, (V' + a)°,
(a + a')°, (' + s)°. Further, letoy = o0’, By = 5’ and
ap = aco’ (Fig.[164). Note that all points ig, a andb that
are onI" are onoy, ap andpy, respectively. Leb), € op N



s°, and letg* € By Nb°. By (I0) and Lemm&l9 we can
connecby to ¢* by a Jordan arg; ; 50,2 3; 3 whose segments
lie in the respective sets + bo.1)°, (bo,1 + bo2 + bo 3)° and
(b+ bo,3)° (Fig.[I6B). Letoy be the last point o ; that is
onoo and letf, 1 be the final segment 03‘6,1 starting atog.
Similarly, letgo be the first point o) 5 that is onj, and let
Bo,3 be the initial segment of], ; ending atgy. Hence, the
arcfo,180,250,3 divides one of the regions boundedbynto

the boundary ofUy is disjoint from ag. S0, ag,100,2000,3
dividesU} into two sub-regions. We denote the sub-region
whose boundary contaits by Wy, and the other sub-region
we denote by;. Letay := g saolpo, | (Fig[l6d). Note
thata1 g (a “+ ao,3 —+ CLl_’g)o.

We can now forget about the regidry, and start con-
structing a cross-cup; 151,251,3 in Wy. As before, let
B1.181,281 5 be a Jordan arc connecting a poif <

two sub-regions. We denote the sub-region whose boundaf§p2 7 @2 10 @ pointg™ € B N b7 such that its seg-
is disjoint fromay by Uy, and the other sub-region we denote Mments are contained in the respective setss + b1,1)

by U{. Let 81 := Bo,3B0[q0, ] C (b+ bo,s + b1,3)°.

g0

p @o

(a) The arcsy, 5o andoo.

(e) The regiong/; andUsj. (f) The regionsV; andW;.

Figure 16: Establishing infinite sequences of arcs.

We will now construct a cross-cuk 1 o 2,3 in Uj. Let
ey € Bo2Nbo2® andp* € o Na®. By (11) and LemmA]9
we can conneck; to p* by a Jordan aray ;o204 3
whose segments lie in the respective sg@ig, +a0_,1)°,
(ap,1 +ao2 +ap3)® and(a + ap3)° (Fig.[16¢). Letey be
the last point omy, ; that is onfy 2 and letag 1 be the fi-
nal segment ofy, ; starting atey. Similarly, letpo be the
first point onay 5 that is onag and letag s be the initial
segment ofy, 5 énding atpy. By the non-overlapping con-
straints a1 v,2000,3 does not intersect the boundaried ff

(b1,1+b12+b13)° and(b+b13)°. As before, we choose
Bii C Pr; and 13 C B, so that the Jordan arc
B1,151,2/1,3 with its endpoints removed is disjoint from the
boundaries ofty; andW,. Hencep 15:1.2/61,3 has to be a
cross-cut inVy or Wy, and since the boundary &f is dis-
joint from g it has to be a cross-cut W, (Fig.[16¢). So,
B1,151,201,3 separatedV, into two regionsU; and U; so
that the boundary ot/; is disjoint from«;. Let 5y =
B1aPilqr,r] € (b+bos+b13)°. Now, we can ignore the
regionVjy, and reasoning as before we can construct a cross-
Cuta 11 2a 3 in U7 dividing it into two sub-region¥; and
Wh.

(

Figure 17: Separating » from b > by a Jordan curve.

Evidently, this process continues forever. Now, note that
by construction and{13)}; contains in its interiofa; 1 2
together with the connected componerf b; » which con-
tains f2;+1,2. On the other hand};.» is disjoint frome,
and sincélV; C W;, i > j, by 2 has to have infinitely many
connected components.

So far we know that théc°-formulay}, forces infinitely
many components. Now we replace every conjunctinof
the form—C(r, s) by n*(r, s,v), wherev are fresh variables
each time. The resulting formula entafl§ , so we only have
to show that it is still satisfiable. By Lemrhalli?)( it suffices
to separate by Jordan curves every two regions o Flg. 15 that
are required to be disjoint. It is shown on Hig] 17 that there
exists a curve which separates the regiansandag 2. All
other non-contact constraints are treated analogously.C]

B Undecidability of Bc and Cc in the
Euclidean plane

andU/; except at its endpoints, and hence it is a cross-cut inin this section, we prove the undecidability of the problems

one of these regions. Moreover, that region has topsince

Sat £, RC(R?)) andSat £, RCP(R?)), for £ any of Be, Cc,



Be® or Cc®. We begin with some technical preliminaries,
again employing the notation from the proof of Theotém 5: if
« is a Jordan arc, angl g are points ony such thay occurs
after p, we denote byx[p, ¢] the segment ofx from p to q.
For brevity of exposition, we allow the cage= ¢, treating
alp, q] as a (degenerate) Jordan arc.

Ouir first technical preliminary is to formalize our earlier

observations concerning the formutack(ay, ..., a,), de-
fined by:
/\ (@i + i1 + -+ dn) A /\ —C(a;, a;).
1<i<n j—i>1
Lemma 14 Let a4,...,a, be 3-regions satisfying

stack(ay,...,a,), for n > 3. Then, for every point
po € ap and every pointp, € d,, there exist points
p1,...,Ppn_1 and Jordan arcsyy, ..., a, such that

(i) @ = a1 -+« is aJordan arc fronpg to p,,;
(i) foralli (0 <i < n),p; € a;41 Nay; and
(i) foralli (1 <i<n),a; Ca;.

Proof. Sincea; + do + --- + d, IS a connected subset of
(a1 +ag +---+ay,)°, let 31 be a Jordan arc connectipg
top, in (a; +ag + -+ + a,)°. Sincea; is disjoint from all
the a; exceptas, let p; be the first point of3; lying in ao,
S0 Bi[po,p1] C aj U {p1}, i.e., the arcsi[po, p1] is either
included ina?, or is an end-cut of;. (We do not rule out
po = p1.) Similarly, let 85 be a Jordan arc connecting
to p,, in (ag + a3 +---+ay,)°, and letg; be the last point
of B3 lying on Bi[po,p1]. If 1 = p1, then setv; = py,
a1 = Pilpo,p1], andfy = B5. so that the endpoints gk,
arev; andp,,. Otherwise, we have; € a]. We can now
construct an are; C aj U {p1} from p; to a pointv; on
B5lq1, pn), such thaty, intersectss: [po, p1] and B5[q1, pn]
only at its endpointsp; andwv; (upper diagram in Fid,_18).
Letoy = Bi[po, p1]y1, and letBy = Byv1, py.

Since 8; contains a poinp, € as, we may iterate this
procedure, obtainingw, as, ... a,—1,5,. We remark that
a; and a1 have a single point of contact by construction,
while a;; ando; (i < j — 1) are disjoint by the constraint
-C(a;,a;). Finally, we lete,, = 3, (lower diagram in

Fig.[18).

In fact, we can add a ‘switch'w to the formula
stack(aq,...,a,), in the following sense. liv is a region
variable, consider the formutaack,, (a1, ..., a,)

—C(w - a1, (—w) - a1) A stack((—w) - ag,az,...,0a,),

wherew - a denotes the 3-regiofw - a, w - a, w - é). The first
conjunct ofstack,, (a1, ..., a,) ensures that any component
of a; is either included inw or included in—w. The sec-
ond conjunct then has the same effecsask(ay,...,a,)
for those components af; included in —w. That is, if

p € a1 - (—w), we can find an arey - - - o, Starting atp,
with the properties of Lemnfal4. Howeverpife a - w, no
such arc need exist. Thus,functions so as to ‘de-activate’
the formulastack,, (a4, ..., a,) for any component od; in-
cludediniit.

B

Po o

Figure 18: Proof of Lemmal4.

As a further application of LemnialL4, consider the formula
frame(ao, . .., a,) given by:

p—1) A=C(an, a1 + ...+ ap—2)A
clan) Nag - an #O0Ndp_1-an #0. (14)

This formula allows us to construct Jordan curves in the
plane, in the following sense:

Lemma 15 Letn > 3, and suppos&ame(ay, ..., a,). Then
there exist Jordan arcsy, ..., v, such thatyy...~, is a
Jordan curve, and; C a;, forall 7,0 <i < n.

Proof. By stack(ag,...,a,-1), letag,...,a,—1 be Jordan
arcs in the respective regions, . .., a,_1 such thata =
ag -+ ay,_1 1S a Jordan arc connecting a popite ag - ay,
to a point¢’ € a,_1 - a, (see Fig[[IB). Becausg, is a
connected subset of the interior @f, let a,, C a? be an
arc connecting’ andq’. Note thatw,, does not interseet;,
for1 < i < n — 1. Letp be the last point ol that is on
o, (possiblyp’), andq be the first point ony,,_; that is on
o, (possiblyq’). Let o be the final segment af, starting
atp. Let~; := a4, forl < i < n—2. Let~,_; be the
initial segment ofw,,_; ending atq. Finally, take~, to be
the segment ofy,, betweerp andq. Evidently, the arcsy,
0 <i < n, are as required. O

stack(ao, . .

QAn—2 a1 Tn—2 = &n—2 Y1 = Q1

Figure 19: Establishing a Jordan curve.

Our final technical preliminary is a simple device for la-
belling arcs in diagrams.

Lemma 16 Suppose, t1, ..

(r<tid-+t)n N\ ~Clr-tir-t)),
1<i<j <0

., t; are regions such that
(15)



and letX be a connected subsetaf ThenX is included in P s
exactly one of the;, 1 < i < /. I o
Proof. If X Nt¢; and X N ¢, are non-empty, thelX N ¢; zi T % M
and X N (t2 + --- + tg) partition X into non-empty, non- [ 4,.[ I
intersecting sets, closed i. O s ‘ ) ‘ 2 ‘ % ‘ o ‘ % ‘ s |
Ta —.
When [I%) holds, we may think of the regionis. . ., t; as = -
‘labels’ for any connected C r—and, in particular, for any B‘j .
Jordan arex C r. Hence, any sequenes, ..., a, of such 55 - '
arcs encodes a word over the alphafget. . ., ¢,}. °

The remainder of this section is given over to a proof of Figure 20: A tple of 3-regions sat|sfy|n16E[18). The 3-
regionsdy andog are shown in dotted lines.

Theoreml8. For £ € {Bc°, Bc,Cc®,Cc}, SatL, RC(R?)) is
re.-hard, and S4iC, RCP(R?)) is r.e.-complete. Y

We have already established the upper bounds; we consider -0 -
here only the lower bounds, beginning with an outline of our ! 7
proof strategy. Let a PCP-instanee= ({0,1}, T, w1, ws) 3
be given, wherd is a finite alphabet, and, : 7* — {0,1}* ! 3
a word-morphismi = 1, 2). We call the elements df tiles, o Pox X2 o <Jiw
and, for each tile, we callw; (¢) the lower word of ¢, and 1 02
wa(t) the upper wordof ¢. Thus,w asks whether there is
a sequence of tiles (repeats allowed) such that the concate- |,
nation of their upper words is the same as the concatenatiom: ¢ {7 ~" . ‘
of their lower words. We shall henceforth restrict all (uppe ‘ !
and lower) words on tiles to be non-empty. This restriction Y
simplifies the encoding below, and does not affect the unde- .
cidability of the PCP. Figure 21: The arcsg, ..., 79 andyi, . .. x3-

We define a formulay, consisting of a large conjunction
of Cc-literals, which, for ease of understanding, we introducea g trivially, the arrangement can be made to satisfy any for
in groups. Whenever conjuncts are introduced, it can be reagy, ;|3
ily checked that—provided is positive—they are satisfiable ~C(r, ") (19)
by elements oRCP(R?). (Figs.[20 and 22 depigart of a _ o _ ,
satisfying assignment; this drawing is additionally usefs  for which the corresponding 3-regiongndt’ are drawn as
an aid to intuition throughout the course of the proof.) TheNot being in contact. (Rememberis the outer-most shell of
main object of the proof is to show that, converselyyif is ~ the 3-region, and similarly forr".) Thus, for example[(19)
satisfied by any tuple iiRC(R?), thenw must be positive. includes—C(so, d1), but not=C(so, do) of ~C(do, d1).

Thus, the following are equivalent: Now suppose so,...,S, §,...,51, 00,...,06 IS

. o any collection of 3-regions (not necessarily polygo-
1. wis positive; nal) satisfying [I6)H19). By Lemm& 15 and _{16),
2. ¢y is satisfiable oveRCP(R?); let ~vo,...,7%9,7%, ..., be Jordan arcs included in
3. .y is satisfiable oveRC(R?). the respective regionss,..., S, ss,...,s}, such that

I' =797 -7~} is a Jordan curve (note thaf and
i have opposite directions). We select poiatson v, and
02 0Ny (see Fig[2lL). By[(A7)9; € to andos € t6. By
LemmalI# and[(18), lef:, x2, X3 be Jordan arcs in the
respective regions

This establishes the r.e.-hardness Sd{£, RC(R?)) and
Sa{L,RCP(R?)) for £ = Cc; we then extend the result to
the languageBc, Cc® and5c°.

The proof proceeds in five stages.

Stage 1. In the first stage, we define an assemblage of arcs (do + dy), (do + ds + da), (ds + dg)
that will serve as a scaffolding for the ensuing constructio
Consider the arrangement of polygonal 3-regions depicte
in Fig. [20, assigned to the 3-region variablgs. .., s,
5%,...,87, 90,...,06 @s indicated. It is easy to verify that
this arrangement can be made to satisfy the following formu

uch thaty1x2 X3 is a Jordan arc frord; to .. Leto; be the
ast point ofy; lying onT', and lety; be the final segment
of x1, starting ato;. Let o, be the first point ofys lying
onT, and letys be the initial segment of3, ending atos.
By (19), we see that the arc= x1x2x3 intersectd only in

las: its endpoints, and is thus a chordIafas shown in Fid, 21.
frame(so, §1, . - . , 68, 59, 5, - - -, 51), (16) A word is required concerning the generality of this dia-
(50 < 10) A (s9 < Fo) (17) gram. The reader is to imagine the figure drawn @pheri-

cal canvas, of which the sheet of paper or computer screenin
stack(do, - - ., 06)- (18)  frontof himis simply a small part. This sphere represergs th



a window. Likewise, we renames asag, forming part of the
"""""" o Jwm| e left-hand side of the lower window. L&t ; be any point of
agp, p* any point of\g, andg* any point ofy (see Fig[21L).
By (20), then,gi1 € ao,3, p* € d, andg* € b. Adding the
| ] | B o | 4] constraint
brs bzl‘ B n# arg | b1 | Bos| bos | anf aos| a0 -C(s3,2),

further ensures thag ; € —z. By Lemma1# and(21), we
=] may draw an arg, from g ; to ¢*, with successive segments

1 Bi1,B1.2, ... B15 P16 lying in the respective regions s +
B e bi,1,b1,2,...,b15, b1,6+D; further, we can guarantee that,

Figure 22: A tuple of 3-regions satisfying {2d)=(22). The contains a poinp, ; € by 3. Denote the last point of, 5 by
arrangement of components of the; and b; ; repeats an  qi1,2. Also, letq; ; be the last point of; lying onayg, andq; 3
indeterminate number of times. The 3-regian$ and one  the first point off; lying on y Finally, let 3, be the segment
component ofi 3 are shown in dotted lines. The 3-regions ¢ B betweeny; ; andg; »; and we letu; be the segment of

, >

s3, 56, 56 andos are as in Fig 22, but not drawn to scale. B, from g2 to 1. followed by the final segment af, from
q1,3- (Fig.[238). By repeatedly using the constraintdin (19),

plane with a ‘point’ at infinity, under the usual stereogriaph it is easy to see that tha} together with the initial segment

projection. We do not say where this point at infinity is, athe Of 1 Up tog 3 form a chord of". Adding the constraints

than that it never lies on a drawn arc. In this way, a diagram

. ; - hart. . c(bo,5 + ds),

in which the spherical canvas is divided intocells repre- o )

sents: different configurations in the plane—one for each ofand taking into account the constraints(inl(19) ensuresithat

the cells in which the point at infinity may be located. Forandx lie in the same residual domain bf as shown. The

example, Figi21 represents three topologically distioct-c ~ Wiggly lines indicate that we do not care about the exact po-

figurations inR2, and, as such, depicts the args...,y,,  Sitions ofg ; or ¢*; otherwise, Fig. 23a) is again completely

A, Y X1, X2, X3 and pointso, oy in full generality. ggneral. Note thatl lies entirely inb; ¢ + b, and hence cer-

All diagrams in this proof are to be interpreted in this way. tainly in the region

We stress that our ‘spherical diagrams’ are simply a conve- b* = b+ bog+ big+ bag.

nient device for using one drawing to represent several pos- )

sible configurations in the Euclidean plane: in particula, Recall thatp; 1 € b3, andp* € 4. By Lemmall#

are interested only in the satisfiability of 6¢-formulas over and [22), we may draw an afig fromp; ; to p*, with succes-

RCP(R?) andRC(IR?), not over the regular closed algebra of sive segmenté&; 1, a1 2, ..., a1 5, &1, lying in the respec-

any other space! For ease of reference, we refer to the the twiive regionsb; 3 + a1,1, a1,2, ..., a1,5 a1,6 + a; further, we

rectangles in Fig_21 as the ‘upper window’ and ‘lower win- can guarantee that the segment lyingin; contains a point

dow’, it being understood that these are simply handy labelsj»;; € @1,3. Denote the last point af; 5 by p1 2. Also, let

in particular, either of these ‘windows’ (but not both) magy b p: 1 be the last point oft; lying on 1, andp, 3 the first point

unbounded. of a; lying on )\g. From [19), these points must be arranged
as shown in Fig. 23b. Let; be the segment af; between

Stage 2. In this stage, we we construct two sequences oP1,1 andpy 2. Noting that[(19) entails

arcs,{(;}, {n:} of indeterminate length > 1, such that the —C(a1k, 50+ so 4+ do+ - - +ds) 1<k<6,
members of the former sequence all lie in the lower window. ’ ) ) ) ) o

Here and in the sequel, we writé | to denotek modulo 3. We can be sure that; lies entirely in the ‘lower’ window,
Leta, b, a;; andb;; (0 < i < 3,1 < j < 6) be 3-region whences; crosses the central chorg, at least once. Let;

variables, iet: be an ordinary region-variable, and considerbe the first such point (measured alopdrom left to right).

bos

bio

T Jr

b1

| Gi2| tig a2 Aoy

the formulas Finally, let \; be the segment af; betweenp, » andp; s,
. followed by the final segment of, from p; 5. Note that\;
(s6 < a) A (sg <b)A(s3 < aopgs), (20)  lies entirely ina; ¢ + a, and hence certainly in the region
StaCkz(a\_i—lj ,3 bi,lv ceey bi.,Ga b)a (21) af=a + ao,6 + a6 + a2,6-
stack(b; 3, a;1,...,0i6,0). (22) e remark that, in Fid_23b, the ar@s andu; have been

The arrangement of polygonal 3-regions depicted in[Eig. 28ightly re-drawn, for clarity. The region markéd may now
(with ~ assigned appropriately) is one such satisfying assign€ forgotten, and is suppressed in Figs]23dand 23d.
ment. We stipulate thaE(19) applies now to all regions de- BY construction, the poinj, , lies in some component of

picted in either Fig 20 or Fi§ 22. Again, these additional@1.3, and, from the presence of the ‘switching’ variable
constraints are evidently satisfiable. in (22), that component is either included 4nor included

It will be convenient in this stage to rename the afgs in —z. Suppose the latter. Then we can repeat the above

and~, as)o andyu, respectively. Thus), forms the bottom ~ Construction to obtain an ar& from s 1 to ¢*, with succes-
edge of the lower window, and, the top edge of the upper sive segments, 1, 822, ..., 52,5, 82,6 lying in the respective
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Figure 23: Construction of the ar¢s; } and{g;}
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Figure 24: The sequences of afes } and{j;}.

regionsa; s + bz 1, b22, ..., b2 5, ba g + b; further, we can
guarantee that, , contains a poinps ; € 1'7273. Denote the
last point of3; 5 by g2 2. Also, letgs 1 be the last point 0

lying on a1, andgs 3 the first point of3, lying on x;. Again,
we let 3, be the segment qﬂ‘g betweeny; ; andgs 2; and we

let 12 be the segment of; from g2 ; to g2 3, followed by the
final segment ofi; from ¢, 3. Note thatus lies in the seb*.

It is easy to see that, must be drawn as shown in F[g. 23c:
in particular,3; cannot enter the interior of the region marked
R;. For, by constructiong, can have only one point of con-
tact with a;, and the constraint§ (1L.9) ensure ti¥atcannot
intersect any other part 6fR; ; sinceq* € a is guaranteed to
lie outsideR;, we evidently haves, C —R;. This observa-
tion having been made&?; may now be forgotten.

Symmetrically, we construct the ate; C b1 3 + a1 +
-+ 4 age + a, and pointgs 1, p2 2, p2.3, together with the
arcs arcsy, and\,, as shown in Fid. 23d (where the region
R, has been suppressed and the re@igslightly re-drawn).
Again, we know from[(I9) that: lies entirely in the ‘lower’
window, whence3; must cross the central chorg, at least
once. Letoy be the first such point (measured alopdrom
left to right).

This process continues, generating asgsc a|;_1) 3 +
blija+ - +byysanda; C bz +ap)+ -+ ap s,
as long asy; contains a poing; ; € —z. That we even-
tually reach a valueé = n for which no such point exists
follows from (I9). For the conjunctsC(b; ;,di) (j # 5)
together entaib; € b; 5, for everyi such that; is defined;
and these points cycle ognthrough the region, s, b; 5 and
ba5. If there were infinitely manys;, the o; would have an
accumulation point, lying in all three regions, contraitigt
say,~C(bo 5, b1,5). The resulting sequence of arcs and points
is shown, schematically, in Fig. 4.

We finish this stage in the construction by ‘re-packaging’
the arcs{«; } and{p;}, as illustrated in Fid.25. Specifically,
forall i (1 < i < n), let(; be the initial segment of; up
to the pointp; ; followed by the initial segment of; up to
the pointg; 1 1; and letn; be the final segment @f; from the
pointp; i:

G = Bilgi1, piilaipi2, Gig1,1]
ni = Bilpi,1, Gi2)-

The final segment af; from the pointg; 1 may be forgotten.
Defining, for0 < i < 3,
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Figure 25: ‘Re-packaging’ af; andg; into ¢; andn;: before
and after.

a; = a1—i3+bai+--Fbata+-+aa
bi = big+---+bis,
the constraintd (19) guarantee that, fox i < n,
G S a
i S by

Observe that the ar¢s are located entirely in the ‘lower win-
dow’, and that each arg; connects(; to some pointg; o,
which in turn is connected to a poigt € A\ by an arc inb*.

s ¢

Figure 26: The ar¢*.

x3. Recalling thatv, anda;,, contain pointsy, 1 andg;, ,,
respectively, both lying in, the constraints

c(z) N=C(z,—2z%)

ensure that,, 1 andg,, ; may be joined by an arc, say,
lying in (2*)°, and also lying entirely in the upper and lower
windows, crossingy only in y3. Without loss of generality,
we may assume thdt contacts,, and¢/,, in just one point.
Bearing in mind that the constrainfs{19) forgeandn/,, to
crossy in its central sectionys, writing

j(j( INE ) ﬁCV(Z]’ ) (23)

Stage 3. We now repeat Stage 2 symmetrically, with theforalli (0 < i < 3)andj (1 < ¢ < 6) ensures that*

‘upper’ and ‘lower’ windows exchanged. Lef ;, b; ; be 3-
region variables (with indices in the same ranges aaf@r
b; ;). Leta’ = b, b’ = a; and let

a; = all—i3+b;1 b tai, o Fagy
b, = big+-40bis,

for 0 <7 < 2. The constraints

(Sé < (16,3)

stack,, (a’u 1,30 b;l, . ;,6, b'),
stack(bj 3,aj, 1,...,0;4,0)

C(b075 + d3)
then establish sequences of af¢s}, {7}, 1 < i < n')
satisfying

¢

n;

N

li
@)

/

K
for1 < ¢ <n'. The arcg} are located entirely in the ‘upper

window’, and each arg, connectg; to a pointp; 2, which in
turn is connected to a poipt by an arc in the region

b =0+ b

c

+ b} 6+ by

Our next task is to write constraints to ensure that n’,
and that, furthermore, each (also eachy.) connects;; to ¢/,
forl1 < i < n = n'/. Letz* be a new region-variable, and
write
—-C(z", +sg+sy++sg+di+-

So+--- '+d4+d6).

is (essentially) as shown in Fig.126. Now consider therarc
Recalling that); ;1 joins(; to the pointg* (on the upper edge
of the upper window), crossing,, we see by inspection of
Fig.[28 that[(2B) together with

ﬁc(a;a b*)

for 0 <7 < 3 forces; to cross one of the argy, (1 < j' <
n'); and the constraints

—C(az, b))
for0 <i<3,0<j<3,i#j, ensurethaf’ =1 modulo
3. We write the symmetric constraints

—C(a;,b}) (24)
for0 <4< 3,0<j<3,i# j, together with
—~C(b;, b)) (25)

for 0 < i < j < 3. Now suppose’ > 4. The arcn, \;, must
connect¢) to the pointp* on the bottom edge of the lower
window, which is now impossible without, crossing either

(1 orny—both forbidden by[(24)£(25). Thus, intersects’

if and only if j = 1. Symmetncallyn1 intersects(; if and
only if j = 1. And the reasoning can now be repeatedfgr

n5, M3, 15 - . ., leading to the 1-1 correspondence depicted in
Fig.[22. In particular, we are guaranteed that n’'.
Stage 4. Recall the given PCP-instancew =
({0,1}, T, w1, wz). We think of T as a set of ‘tiles’, and the
morphismswy, wo as specifying, respectively, the ‘lower’ and
‘upper’ strings of each tile. In this stage, we shall ‘laktéle
arcs(y, - . ., ¢, with elements of 0, 1}, thus defining a word

Note thatd; does not appear in this constraint, which ensuresr over this alphabet. Using a slightly more complicated la-

that the only arc depicted in Fig.21 whietmay intersect is

belling scheme, we shall label the angs ..., 7, so as to



Using corresponding formulas, we label the agfgl <
i < n) with the alphabe(t;.y,c [1<j<l1<k<d()}
so that, in any satisfying assignment oR&t(IR?), every arc
¢ (1 <14 < n)is labelled with exactly one of the regiot{s, .
Further, we can ensure that these labels are organized into
(say)m' contiguous blocksE?, ..., E! , such thatin théith
block, Ej, the sequence of labels reaqg, el J W () for

some fixedj. Again, writing;j’(h) for the common value of,
Figure 27: The 1-1 correspondence betweerg tlaad the(! the sequence of of indicg&(1), . . ., j'(m’) corresponding to
established by the; and ther.. the successive blocks defines a wofd= ¢/ (1y,.. .t ) €
T*.

G
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define a wordr (of lengthm < n) over the alphabéf’; like-
wise we shall label the areg, . . ., 7/, so as to define another
word 7’ (of lengthm’ < n) overT.

We begin with the;. Consider the constraints

Stage 5.The basic job of the foregoing stages was to define
the wordso € {0,1}* andr,7" € T*. In this stage, we
enforce the equations = wy(7), 0 = wa(7’) andr = 7.
Thatis: the PCP-instanee = ({0, 1}, T, w1, wz) is positive.

bi <lo+1i A=C(b;-lo,bi- 1) (i=0,1). We first add the constraints
By Lemmal1b, in any satisfying assignment oR€(R?), —C(ln,t;x)  thek'thletter ofo; is noth
every arcr; (1 < i < n)is included in (‘labelled with’) ’ /7 , f .
exactly one of the region or /;, so that the sequence of —~C(ln,t; ) thek'thletter of o’ is noth.
arcsi, . .., 1, defines aword € {0, 1}, with |w| = n. Sincer; is in contact with(; for all 7 (1 < i < n), the string
Tuming our attention now to the;, let us writeT" = ;¢ (1} defined by the arcs; must be identical to the

{t1,...,te}. Forallj (1 < j < ¢), we shall writeo; = String (1) - - - 0j(m)- But this is just to say that = w; (7).

Wl( /) andaj = wa(t;); further, we denotéw;| by u(j) and - g0 equationv, (') = o may be secured similarly.

I;| by w’( ) (Thus, by assumption, the(;) andu’(j) are It remains only to show that = 7’. That is, we must show

all positive.) , , , thatm = m’ and that, for all, (1 < h < m), j(h) = j'(h).

Now let;, (1 < j < £, 1 < k < u(j)) andtj,  The techniques required have in fact already been encoun-
(1 <j <61 <k < d(j)) be fresh region variables. tered in Stage 3. We first introduce a new pair of variables,
We think oft; ;. as standing for théth letter in the word £, £, which we refer to as ‘block colours’, and with which
o and likewise think Oft;-yk as standing for théth letter we label the arcg; in the fashion of LemmA_16, using the
in the wordo’. By Lemmal[16, we may write constraints constraints:
ensuring that each component of eithgr a; or a;—and
hence each of the arcs, . . ., (,—is ‘labelled with’ one of (ao + a1 +az) < (fo+ f1)
thet; 1, in the by-now familiar sense. Further, we can en- =C(fo - ai, f1 - a;), (0<i<3).

sure that these labels are organized into (contiguouskbJoC \ve force all arcs in each block; to have a uniform block

En, ..., Ep such that, in theith block, £, the sequence of 161 and we force the block colours to alternate by wgitin

labels readsj_rl,...,tm(.j ), forsome fixedj (1 < j < ).  for0<hec21<ii<l1<Ek Nand0 < i < 3
This amounts to insisting thati) (the very first arc(;, must Sh<2lsjj sblsk<uj) S

be labelled witht; 1 for somey; (ii) if, ¢; is labelled witht; , =C(fn - tjk flhs1) “tiks1),
wherei < n andk < u(j), then the next arc, namely, 1, Ot s ot s
must be labelled with the next letter of, namelyt; . 1; (-t a“.fh i i)
(iii) if ¢; (i < n) is labelled with the final letter ofy;, then ~ Thus, we may speak unambiguously of the colofyrdr f1)
the next arc must be labelled with the initial letter of someof a block: if £; is colouredfy, thenE> will be colouredf,
possibly differentwordr; ; and {v) ¢, must be labelled with  E3 colouredfo, and so on. Using the tteamevariablesf

the final letter of some word. To do this we simply write: ~ and f1, we similarly establish a block structurg, . . ., £},
o on the arcg).. (Note that there is no need for primed versions
~C(tj4,53) (if 4 7# 1) of fo andf.)
~Clag-t5.a ) (i <u(j)and either Now we can match up the blocks in a 1-1 fashion just as
LA Jr#jori #£i+1) we matched up the individual arcs. Lg$, g1, g and g}
~C(a  tjuiy A1) ti) (if7 #1) be new 3-regions variables. We may assume that every arc
~C(ty.0,27) (if i # u(j)) ¢; contains some point dfmyl._ We wish to connect any
dir % 3 such arc that starts a blodk,, (i.e. any(; labelled byt; ;
wherel < j,j" < /{,1 <i < wu(j)andl <i’ <wu(j’). for somej) to the top edge of the upper window, with the
Thus, within each block E,, the labels read connecting arc depending on the block colour. Setting=
t;l,...,tju ) , for some fixedj; we write j(h) to de- —(fx - Zz— t;1) (0 < k < 2), we can do this using the

note the common subscrigt The sequence of indices constraints:
j(1),...,4(m) corresponding to the successive blocks thus _
defines aword = t;1),...tj(m) € T*. stackuy (bi,1, gk, @) (1<k<2,0<i<3).



F-d-r--

Figure 28: The 1-1 correspondence betweenHheand the
E; established by the; and thed;.

Specifically, the first arc in each blodk, (1 < h < m)is

connected by an aré, 6, to some point on the upper edge

of the upper window, wheré;, C b;1 + g; andf;, C a.
Similarly, settingw), = —(fi, - iy t:1) (0 < k < 2), the
constraints

stacky (b7 1, g}, b) (1<k<20<i<3)

ensure that the first arc in each blogk: (1 < A’ < m/)
is connected by an am;,,6;, to some point on the bottom
edge of the lower window, whew,, C b, + g; andd}, C

b. Furthermore, from the arrangement of the ¢/ and ¢*
(Fig.[28) we can easily write non-contact constraints fogci
eachd), to intersect one of the ar¢$ (1 < i < n), and each
¢, to intersect one of the ar¢s (1 < i’ <n).

We now write the constraints

=C (g, fi—r) N =C(gp, fi—k) (0<k<2).

Thus, any;, included ing; must join some ar¢; in a block
with colour fj, to some arc/, also in a block with colouyfy;
and similarly for thed; . Adding

=C(go + 90: 91 + 91)

then ensures, via reasoning exactly similar to that employe

in Stage 3, that); connects the blocl; to the blockF,
6, connectsE; to Ej, and so on; and similarly for thé&,

the other languages considered here. We deal with the lan-
guage<c® andBc as in Sed 3. Lepy, be theCc® formula
obtained by replacing all of occurrences«ih ¢, with ¢°.
Since all occurrences efin ¢, are positive;ps, entailsp,y.
On the other hand, the connected regions satisfyipgare
also interior-connected, and thus satigfy as well.

For the languag#c, observe that, as in Sdd. 3, all con-
juncts ofy,, featuring the predicaté arenegative (Remem-
ber that there are additional such literals implicit in tise of
3-region variables; but let us ignore these for the moment.)
Recall from Sed._A that

OCalrys,r’ sy i=clr+r")ANe(s+s)
A=e((r+1")+ (s +5)),

and consider the effect of replacing any literal’'(r, s)
from (19) with theBe-formulay® . (r, s, 7', s’) wherer’ and

s’" are fresh variables, and let the formula obtainedbé is
easy to see that entailsp,, ; hence ify is satisfiable, themw

is a positive instance of the PCP. To see thas satisfiable,
consider the satisfying tuple af,,. Note that ift ands are
3-regions whose outer-most elementnds are disjoint (for
example:t = ap1, § = ag3), thenr and s have finitely
many connected components and have connected comple-
ments. Hence, it is easy to find ands’ in RCP(R?) sat-
isfying the corresponding formula® - (r, s, 7', s"). Fig.[29
represents the situation in full generality. (As usual, we a
sume a spherical canvas, with the point at infinity not lying
on the boundary of any of the depicted regions.) We may
therefore assume, that all such literals involvitidnave been
eliminated frompsy, .

Figure 29: Satisfying° . (r, s, ', s’)

(as shown, schematically, in Fig.128). Thus, we have a 1-1 We are not quite done, however. We must show that we can

correspondence between the two sets of blocks, whenee
!/

m .

Finally, we letd;,...,d;, be new regions variables la-

belling the components af, and ofg;, and hence the arcs

91, ey Om:

g< Y. din N\ Cds-gi(=dj)- i)
1<5<e 1<5<e
for 0 < < 2. Adding the constraints

=C(pjk, djr) (G#7")
~C (P k> djr) (G#73)

wherel < j </, 1 <k <wu(j)andl < j < ¢, instantly
ensures that the sequences of tile indigds, . . ., j(m) and
j'(1),...,7(m) are identical. In other words, = 7/. This
completes the proof that is a positive instance of the PCP.
We have established the r.e.-hardnesSafCc, RC(R?))

replace themplicit non-contact constraints that come with
the use of 3-region variables by suitafide-formulas. For ex-
ample, a 3-region variabkeinvolves the implicit constraints
-C(#, —r) and—-C(r, —r). Since the two conjuncts are iden-
tical in form, we only show how to deal withC' (7, —r). Be-
cause the complement efr is in general not connected, a
direct use ofy° .~ will result in a formula which is not sat-
isfiable. Instead, we represent as the sum of two regions

s1 andsgy with connected complements, and then proceed as
before. In particular, we replaceC (-, —r) by:

-1 =51+ 82 NS (7, 51,71, 51) AN @Eo(7, 82,72, 52).

Fori = 1,2, 7+ r; is a connected region that is disjoint from
s;. S0,7 is disjoint froms; andssy, and hence disjoint from
their sum—r := sy + s5. Fig[30 shows regions;, r;, for i =
1,2, which satisfy the above formula. Lé&t, be the result

of replacing all the conjuncts (explicit or implicit) coming

the predicate”, as just described. We have thus shown that,

andSatCc, RCP(R?)). We must now extend these results to if v, is satisfiable oveRC(R?), thenw is positive, and that,
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(a) The region-r is the sum ofs; andsa.

U ©

(b) The mutually disjoint connected regions
7 + 7o andss.

le

(c) The mutually disjoint connected regions
7+ r andsl.

Figure 30: Eliminating the conjuncts of the fora®'(—r, 7).

if w is positive, theny,, is satisfiable oveRCP(R?). This
completes the proof.

The final case we must deal with is that®d°. We use the
r.e.-hardness results already establishe@#rand proceed,
as before, to eliminate occurrences(of Since all the poly-
gons in the tuple satisfying$, are quasi-bounded, we can
eliminate all occurrences 6f from 3, using Lemmal2iif ).
This completes the proof of Theorém 6.

C Bc°in3D
Denote by ConRC the class of all connected topologi-

cal spaces with regular closed regions.
[Kontchakowet al, 20101), every Bce-formula satisfiable

As shown in

o

entirely in (72)°. It follows that if (r)° is disconnected
thenWy \ 7% # 0, and soz, ¢ (7%)°. Thus, by adding
zo to (W, R) we cannot make a disconnected open séX in
connected inB.

We show now how2l can be embedded infR™, for any
n > 3. First we take pairwise disjoirdosedballs B! for all
x € Wy. We also select pairwise disjoinpenballs D, for
z € W1\ {20}, which are disjoint from all of theB?, and
takeD,, to be the complement of

Um) v | b
z€Wo z€W1i\{z0}
(Note thatD.° is connected for each € W7y; all D, for
z € Wy \ {20}, are open, whileD,, is closed). We then
expand eveny3! to a setB,. in such a way that the following
two properties are satisfied:

(A) the B,, for x € W, form aconnected partition in
RC(R™) in the sense that thB, are regular closed sets
in R™, whose interiors are non-empty, connected and
pairwise disjoint, and which sum up to the entire space;

(B) every pointinD,, z € W, is either

— in the interior of somé&3,, with zRz, or
— on the boundary dll of the B, for which z Rz.

The required setsB, are constructed as follows. Let
q1,q2, ... be an enumeration of all the pointsz‘uzeW1 D.°
with rational coordinates. For € W;, we setB, to be
the closure of the infinite uniop), ., (BX)", where the reg-

ular closed set$3” are defined inductively as follows (see
Fig.[31):

— Assuming that thé3* are already defined, let be the
first point in the listqy, g2, ... such thaty; ¢ B, for
all x € Wy. Supposey; € D.° for 2 € W;. Take
an open ballC,, & D.° of radius< 1/k centred in

¢; and disjoint from theB%*. For eachz € W, with
2Rz, expandBY by a closed ball inC,, and a closed
rod connecting it taB} in such a way that the ball and
the rod are disjoint from the rest of t#¥. The resulting
set is denoted byF+1.

over ConRC can be satisfied in a finite connected quasi-saw L€tRC(W, 1) be the Boolean algebra of regular closed sets

model and the probleBa{5¢°, ConRC) is NP-complete.

Theorem 17 The problems SéBc¢°, RC(R™)), n > 3, coin-
cide with SatB¢°, ConRC), and so are alNP-complete.

Proof. It suffices to show that eveil§c°-formulay satisfiable

over connected quasi-saws can also be satisfied over any

RC(R™), forn > 3. So suppose that is satisfied in a model
2 based on a finite connected quasi-4a¥ R). Denote by
W, the set of points of depthin (W, R), fori = 0, 1. Without

loss of generality we may assume that there exists a poi

zo € Wi with zg Rz for all x € Wy. Indeed, if this is not
the case, take the interpretatighobtained by extending(
with such a point, and setting;y € »? iff = € »% for some
x € Wy. Clearly, we havel = (7 = 7)iff B = (r = 17),
for any termsr, 7. To see thal = ¢°(7) iff B = °(7),
recall that(W, R) is connected, and s¢ is disconnected in
21 iff there are two distinct points, y € 7% N W, connected

by at least one path ii¥, R) and such that no such path lies

in (W, R) and letRC(R™) be the Boolean algebra of regular
closed sets ifR™. Define a mag from RC(W, R) to RC(R™)

by taking
F(X) U 8.
f rxeXNWy
By (A), f is an isomorphic embedding &C(W, R) into

RC(R™), thatis,f preserves the operations - and— and the
constant® andl. Define an interpretatioh overRC(R™) by

for X € RC(W, R).

dﬁkingrj = f(r*™). To show thal |= ¢, it remains to prove

at, for everyX € RC(W, R), X° is connected if, and only
if, (f(X))° is connected. This equivalence follows from the

fact that
U =B U

(f(X))°
zeEXNW, 2EXNW1, V,CX

whereV, C W, is the set of allR-successors of of depth 0,
which in turn is an immediate consequence of (B). O

U D.,,



Figure 31: The first two stages of filling,, with B,,, for
21 R, i = 1,2,3. (InR3, the setsB,, and B,, would not
intersect.)
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