arXiv:imath/0306401vl [math.MG] 27 Jun 2003

THE NUMBER OF TRANSVERSALS TO LINE SEGMENTSIN R3

HERVE BRONNIMANN, HAZEL EVERETT, SYLVAIN LAZARD,
FRANK SOTTILE, AND SUE WHITESIDES

ABSTRACT. We completely describe the structure of the connected commts of transversals
to a collection ofz line segments ifiR3. We show that: > 3 arbitrary line segments iR® admit
0,1,...,n orinfinitely many line transversals. In the latter case,tthesversals form up to
connected components.

1. INTRODUCTION

A k-transversal to a family of convex setslitf is an affine subspace of dimensibr{e.g.

a point, line, plane, or hyperplane) that intersects evesyniver of the family. Goodman, Pol-
lack, and Wenger [10] and Wengér [19] provide two extensiweeys of the rich subject of
geometric transversal theory. In this paper, we are intiedas 1-transversals (also called line
transversals, or simply transversals) to line segmentR? Jthis topic was studied in the 1980’s
by Edelsbrunner at al.][9]; here we study the topiiRin

We address the following basic question. What is the gegnaetd cardinality of the set
of transversals to an arbitrary collection ofline segments ilR3? Here a segment may be
open, semi-open, or closed, and it may degenerate to a peigients may intersect or even
overlap. Since a line ifiR? has four degrees of freedom, it can intersect at most foes lor
line segments in generic position. Conversely, it is welbwn that four lines or line segments
in generic position admib or 2 transversals; moreovet, arbitrary lines inR? admit0, 1, 2
or infinitely many transversal5 [L1, p. 164]. In contrast; work shows thatt arbitrary line
segments admit up tbor infinitely many transversals.

Our interest in line transversals to segment®Rihis motivated by visibility problems. In
computer graphics and robotics, scenes are often repegsastunions of not necessarily dis-
joint polygonal or polyhedral objects. The objects thatlbarseen in a particular direction from
a moving viewpoint may change when the line of sight becomegednt to one or more objects
in the scene. Since the line of sight then becomes a trarad\tera subset of the edges of the
polygons and polyhedra representing the scene, questiang aransversals to segments arise
very naturally in this context.

As an example, the visibility complex![7,116] and its visityilskeleton[[6] are data structures
that encode visibility information of a scene; an edge oféhstructures corresponds to a set of
segments lying in line transversals to soinedges of the scene. GenericallyRd, k is equal
to 3 but in degenerate configuratiohsan be arbitrarily large. Such degenerate configurations
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frequently arise in realistic scenes; as an example a grbapairs may admit infinitely many
lines tangent to arbitrarily many of them. It is thus ess#ritir computing these data structures
to characterize and compute the transversals $egments ifR3. Also, to bound the size of
the visibility complex one needs to bound the number of cotetecomponents of transversals
to k arbitrary line segments. While the answef1) suffices for giving asymptotic results, the
present paper establishes the actual bound.

As mentioned above, in the context of 3D visibility, lineagant to objects are more relevant
than transversals; lines tangent to a polygon or polyhediammy an edge happen to be transver-
sals to this edge. (For bounds on the space of transversadmtex polyhedra ifR® see [15].)
The literature related to lines tangent to objects fallg imto categories. The one closest to
our work deals with characterizing the degenerate configursiof curved objects with respect
to tangent lines. MacDonald, Pach and Theobald [12] giveraptete description of the set
of lines tangent to four unit balls iR3. Megyesi, Sottile and Theobald ]14] describe the set
of lines meeting two lines and tangent to two sphereRinor tangent to two quadrics .
Megyesi and Sottile [13] describe the set of lines meeting lore and tangent to two or three
spheres iR3. A nice survey of these results can be foundid [18].

The other category of results deals with lines tangerit amongn objects inR3. For poly-
hedral objects, De Berg, Everett and Guikids [2] showéxs&) lower bound on the number
of free (i.e., non-occluded by the interior of any objectel tangent td amongst: disjoint
homothetic convex polyhedra. Bronnimann etlal. [3] shothed, under a certain general posi-
tion assumption, the number of lines tangent tamongst bounded disjoint convex polyhedra
of total complexityn is O(n?k?). For curved objects, Devillers et all [4] and Devillers and
Ramos [[5] (see alsa][4]) presented simple:?) and 2(n?) lower bounds on the number of
free maximal segments tangentt@mongst. unit balls and amongst arbitrarily sized balls.
Agarwal, Aronov and Sharif[1] showed an upper bound¢f>*<) on the complexity of the
space of line transversalsotalls by studying the lower envelope of a set of functiongudyp
of the upper envelope of the same set of functions yieldsdaheesupper bound on the number
of free lines tangent to four ball§I[5]. Durand et al. [7] skealvan upper bound ab(n®/?)
on the expected number of possibly occluded lines tangehaitnongn uniformly distributed
unit balls. Under the same model, Devillers et @l. [4] relyesihowed a bound o (n) on the
number maximal free line segments tangent tamongn balls.

2. OUR RESULTS

We say that two transversals to a collection of line segmaetsn the sameonnected com-
ponentf and only if one can be continuously moved into the otherdgiemaining a transversal
to the collection of line segments. Equivalently, the twanp®in line space (e.g., in Plicker
space) corresponding to the two transversals are in the sanmected component of the set of
points corresponding to all the transversals to the catlecif line segments.

Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1. A collection ofn > 3 arbitrary line segments ifR? admits0, 1, . . ., n or infinitely
many transversals. In the latter case, the transversalsfoam any number, from up ton
inclusive, of connected components.

More precisely we show that, when> 4, there can be more thantransversals only if the
segments are in some degenerate configuration, namelyif egments are members of one
ruling of a hyperbolic paraboloid or a hyperboloid of oneether if they are concurrent, or if
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FIGURE 1. Two views of a hyperboloid of one sheet containing foue lseg-
ments and their four connected components of transvesaieéponding to the
shaded regions). The four segments are symmetric undéiorotbout the axis
of the hyperboloid.

they all lie in a plane with the possible exception of a grofipree or more segments that all
meet that plane at the same point.

Moreover, in these degenerate configurations the numbenofected components of transver-
sals is as follows. If the segments are members of one rufirghyperbolic paraboloid, or if
they are concurrent, their transversals form at most oneexiad component. If they are mem-
bers of one ruling of a hyperboloid of one sheet, or if theyaelanar, their transversals can
have up ton connected components (see Figiides 1[dnd 6). Finally, ifebeents all lie in a
plane with the exception of a group of one or more segmentathaeet that plane at the same
point, their transversals can form upito- 1 connected components (see Figuides 4[@nd 5).

The geometry of the transversals is as follows. We considez/h > 4 segments that are
pairwise non-collinear; otherwise, as we shall see in 8B@j we can replace segments having
the same supporting line by their common intersection. éf$degments are members of one
ruling of a hyperbolic paraboloid or a hyperboloid of one etheheir transversals lie in the
other ruling (see Figurds 1 ahd 2). If the segments are coerdLat a poinp, their transversals
consist of the lines through and, if the segments also lie in a plafe of lines in H. If the
segments consist of a group segments lying in a pla&d meeting at a point together with
a group of one or more segments meetih@t a pointy £ p and lying in a plang< containing
p, their transversals lie ifif and K (see Figurél5). Finally, if none of the previous conditions
holds and if the segments all lie in a plaflewith the possible exception of a group of one or
more segments that all meHtat the same point, then their transversals lié/ifisee FigureBl4
and®).

If all the n segments are coplanar, the set of connected componengmsbérsals, as well as
any one of these components, can be of linear complexityQ#jerwise we prove that each of
the connected components has constant complexity and captesented by an interval on a
line or on a circle (or possibly by two intervals in the caspided in Figurdb).

A connected component of transversals may be an isolatedHior example, three segments
forming a triangle and a fourth segment intersecting theriot of the triangle in one point have
exactly three transversals (Figlile 4 shows a similar examvjth infinitely many transversals).
Also, the four segments in Figulté 1 can be shortened so tedbth connected components of
transversals reduce to four isolated transversals.

Finally, as discussed in the conclusion, @inlogn)-time algorithm for computing the
transversals ta segments directly follows from the proof of TheorEm 1.
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FIGURE 2. Line/ intersects in two points the hyperbolic paraboloid sparined
the linest,, ¢, and/;. The two lines; andr, meet the four lineg,, ¢,, ¢5, and/.

3. PROOF OFTHEOREMII

Every non-degenerate line segment is contained suipgorting line We define the support-
ing line of a point to be the vertical line through that poiv\te prove Theorerl 1 by considering
the three following cases which cover all possibilities &g not exclusive.

(1) Three supporting lines are pairwise skew.
(2) Two supporting lines are coplanar.
(3) All the segments are coplanar.

We can assume in what follows thtae supporting lines are pairwise distinéhdeed, if dis-
joint segments have the same supporting firthen/ is the only transversal to those segments,
and so the set of transversals is either empty or consigtsibhon-disjoint segments have the
same supporting line, then any transversal must meet taesattion of the segments. We can
replace these overlapping segments by their common itéeree

3.1. Threesupporting linesare skew. Three pairwise skew lines lie on a unique doubly-ruled
hyperboloid, namely, a hyperbolic paraboloid or a hypeslubbf one sheet (see the discussion
in [17, §3]). Furthermore, they are members of one ruling, say thet*fiuling, and their
transversals are the lines in the “second” ruling that atepacallel to any of the three given
skew lines.

Consider first the case where there exists a fourth segmesgendupporting liné does not
lie in the first ruling. Either is not contained in the hyperboloid or it lies in the seconthgu
In both cases, there are at most two transversals to the dipgyosting lines, which are lines of
the second ruling that meet or coincide witfsee Figur€l2) 11, p. 164]. Thus there are at most
two transversals to the line segments.

Now suppose that all the > 3 supporting lines of the segmentglie in the first ruling of a
hyperbolic paraboloid. The lines in the second ruling capdrameterized by their intersection
points with any liner of the first ruling. Thus the set of lines in the second rulingttmeet a
segment; corresponds to an interval on lime Hence the set of transversals to theegments
corresponds to the intersectiornrointervals onr, that is, to one interval on this line, and so the
transversals form one connected component.

Consider finally the case where the> 3 supporting lines lie in the first ruling of a hyper-
boloid of one sheet (see Figure 1). The lines in the secoimtroan be parameterized by points
on acircle, for instance, by their intersection points vattircle lying on the hyperboloid of one
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FIGURE 3. Lines/; and/, intersect at poinp, and linels intersects plané/ in
a pointq distinct fromp.

sheet. Thus the set of transversals tortlegments corresponds to the intersection ofter-
vals on this circle. This intersection can have any numbeoohected components frobrup
ton and any of these connected components may consist of atedqaint on the circle. The
set of transversals can thus have any number of connectgabe@nts front up ton and any of
these connected components may consist of an isolatedéraas Figur€ll shows two views
of a configuration withh = 4 line segments having connected components of transversals.

In this section we have proved that if the supporting lines.of: 3 line segments lie in
one ruling of a hyperboloid of one sheet, the segments adnit. .., » or infinitely many
transversals which form up te connected components. If supporting lines lie in one ruling
of a hyperbolic paraboloid, the segments admit at mastnnected component of transversals.
Otherwise the segments admit uRttransversals.

3.2. Two supporting lines are coplanar. Let ¢, and/; be two (distinct) coplanar supporting
lines in a plane. First consider the case whefeand/, are parallel. Then the transversals to
then segments all lie i . If some segment does not intersétthen there are no transversals;
otherwise, we can replace each segment by its intersecitbnfivto obtain a set of coplanar
segments, a configuration treated in Sedfioh 3.3.

Now suppose that; and/, intersect at poinp. Consider all the supporting lines notih. If
no such line exists then all segments are coplanar; seeo8EEB. If such lines exist and any
of them is parallel td{ then all transversals to thesegments lie in the plane containipgnd
that line. We can again replace each segment by its inteysestth that plane to obtain a set
of coplanar segments, a configuration treated in SeCfidn 3.3

We can now assume that there exists a supporting line nét Buppose that all the support-
ing lines not inH go througty. If all the segments lying in these supporting lines contetimen
we may replace all these segments by the poimithout changing the set of transversals to the
n segments. Then all resulting segments are coplanar, a ooatfign treated in Sectidn_3.3.
Now if some segmeri does not contaip then the only possible transversal to theegments
is the line containing andp.

We can now assume that there exists a supportingiim@ersectingH in exactly one point
q distinct fromp (see Figurél3). Lek’ be the plane containingand/;. Any transversal to the
lines/y, ¢, and/s lies in K and goes through, or lies in H and goes througip.

If there exists a segmenstthat lies neither inf nor in K and goes through neithgrmor ¢,
then there are at most two transversals tatlsegments, namely, at most one linddrthrough
p ands and at most one line i/ throughg ands.
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FIGURE 4. Four segments having three connected components o¥énziads.

We can thus assume that all segments ligfiror K or go throughp or ¢. If there exists
a segment that goes through neithernor ¢, it lies in H or K. If it lies in H then all the
transversals to the segments lie i (see Figur€l4). Indeed, no line ki throughp intersects
s except possibly the lingg which also lies inH. We can again replace each segment by its
intersection withH to obtain a set of coplanar segments; see Setfion 3.3. Thewteses lies
in K is similar.

We can now assume that all segments go througih ¢ (or both). Letn, be the number
of segments not containing andn, be the number of segments not containgngNote that
ny +ng < n.

Among the lines inff throughg, the transversals to thesegments are the transversals to the
n, segments not containing We can replace thesg, segments by their intersections with
to obtain a set of,, coplanar segments ii. The transversals to these segmentf ithroughg
can form up taz, connected components. Indeed, the lineH ithroughg can be parameterized
by a point on a circle, for instance, by their polar angl&RinrZ. Thus the set of lines if/
throughg and through a segment i corresponds to an interval &/xZ. Hence the set of
transversals to the, segments corresponds to the intersection oihtervals inR /7Z which
can have up ta, connected components.

Similarly, the lines inK" throughp that are transversals to tlhesegments can form up to,
connected components. Note furthermore that thejines a transversal to all segments and
that the connected component of transversals that corttarisepq is counted twice. Hence
there are at most, + n, — 1 < n — 1 connected components of transversals totlsegments.

To see that the bound af — 1 connected components is reached, first considerdines in
H throughp, but not throughy. Their transversals throughare all the lines inH thoughg,
except for the lines that are parallel to any of th& given lines. This gives/2 connected
components. Shrinking the/2 lines to sufficiently long segments still gives2 connected
components of transversals ih throughg. The same construction in pla#€ givesn /2 con-
nected components of transversaldsirthroughp. This givesn — 1 connected components of
transversals to the segments since the component containingpinis counted twice. Figuild 5
shows an example df segments having connected components of transversals.

In this section we have proved that> 3 segments having at least two coplanar support-
ing lines either can be reduced tocoplanar segments or may have upnte- 1 connected
components of transversals.
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FIGURE 5. Four segments having three connected components oVérsiads.

3.3. All theline segments are coplanar. We prove here that > 3 coplanar line segments in
R3 admit up ton connected components of transversals.

Let H be the plane containing all thesegments. There exists a transversal nafiif and
only if all segments are concurrent at a pgintn this case, the transversals consist of the lines
throughp together with the transversals lying fih. To see that they form only one connected
component, notice that any transversaHlircan be translated fowhile remaining a transversal
throughout the translation. We thus can assume in the follpthat all transversals lie i#/,
and we consider the problemRR¥.

We consider the usual geometric transform (see €lg. [9]yevadine inR? with equation
y = ax + b is mapped to the poiriz, b) in the dual space. The transversals to a segment are
transformed to a double wedge; the double wedge degen¢oatdse when the segment is a
point. The apex of the double wedge is the dual of the lineainirtg the segment.

A transversal to thes segments is represented in the dual by a point in the intitoseof
all the double wedges. There are at most 1 connected components of such poinis [9] (see
also [8, Lemma 15.3]). Indeed, each double wedge considismfvedges separated by the
vertical line through the apex. The intersection of all tbelle wedges thus consists of at most
n + 1 convex regions whose interiors are separated by at mesttical lines.

Notice that if there are exactly+ 1 convex regions then two of these regions are connected at
infinity by the dual of some vertical line, in which case thgreents have a vertical transversal.
Thus the number of connected components of transversdlsigsdn.

To see that this bound is sharp consider the configurationgioré{® of4 segments having
4 components of transversals. Three of the components tarfissolated lines and one con-
sists of a connected set of lines throyg(shaded in the figure). Observe that the line segment
ab meets the three isolated lines. Thus the set of transvds#he four initial segments and
segmentb consists of tha previously mentioned isolated transversals, thepinehich is iso-
lated, and a connected set of lines thropgfhis may be repeated for any number of additional
segments, giving configurations ofcoplanar line segments witlhh connected components of
transversals.
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FIGURE 6. Four coplanar segments having four connected compoottremsversals.

4. CONCLUSION

This paper has characterized the geometry, cardinalitycangplexity of the set of transver-
sals to an arbitrary collection of line segmentfifi In addition to contributing to geometric
transversal theory, we anticipate that the results will ®eful in the design of geometric algo-
rithms and in their running time analyses.

While algorithmic issues have not been the main concerneopéper, we note that the proof
of Theoren{ll leads to af(nlogn)-time algorithm in the real RAM model of computation.
First reduce inD(nlogn) time the set of segments to the case of pairwise distingictipg
lines. Choose any three of these lines. Either they are sEskew or two of them are coplanar.
If they are pairwise skew (see Sectlonl3.1), their tranglersind hence the transversals to all
n segments, lie in one ruling of a hyperboloid. Any segment ihi@rsects the hyperboloid
in at most two points admits at mo3ttransversals that lie in that ruling. Checking whether
these lines are transversals to thesegments can be done in linear time. Consider now the
case of a segment that lies on the hyperboloid. Its set ofvesals, lying in the ruling, can
be parameterized in constant time by an interval on a lineawrcée depending on the type of
the hyperboloid. Computing the transversals to#th@egments thus reduces in linear time to
intersectingr intervals on a line or on a circle, which can be don®ifm log n) time. If two
supporting lines are coplanar (see Secfioh 3.2), compthiedgransversals to the segments
reduces in linear time to computing transversals to at mastgments in one or two planes,
which can be done i (nlogn) time [9].

Finally, note that we did not consider in this paper, for digify of the exposition, lines or
half-lines although our theorem holds when such liné&%are allowed. Note for example that,
in R?, the transversals to > 3 lines of one ruling of a hyperboloid of one sheet are all thedi
of the other ruling with the exception of the lines paraltettien given lines. Thus, ifR3, the
transversals form. connected components. Remark however that our theoremniddwld
for lines in projective spac?; in this case, our proof directly yields that, if a set of kredmit
infinitely many transversals, they form one connected camept
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