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ENTITY-ORIENTED SPATIAL CODING AND DISCRETE
TOPOLOGICAL SPATTIAL RELATIONS

WEINING ZHU

ABSTRACT. Based on a newly proposed spatial data model — spatial chromatic
model (SCM), we developed a spatial coding scheme, called full-coded ordinary
arranged chromatic diagram (full-OACD). Full-OACD is a type of spatial tes-
sellation, where space is partitioned into a number of subspaces such as cells,
edges, and vertexes. These subspaces are called spatial particles and assigned
with unique codes — chromatic codes. The generation, structures, compu-
tations, and properties of fulllFOACD are introduced and relations between
chromatic codes and particle spatial topology are investigated, indicating that
chromatic codes provide a potential useful and meaningful tool not only for
spatial analysis in geographical information science, but also for other relevant
disciplines such as discrete mathematics, topology, and computer science.

1. INTRODUCTION

Coding the objects has been widely used in many scientific and technological
fields, such as telecommunications, bioinformatics, and computer cryptography,
in which information has been expressed, transferred, and interpreted by various
codes in numbers, strings, or symbols. In geographic information science (GIS),
there are also some relevant applications of coding. For example, a geographical
coordinate systems provides a coding scheme using a single or a series of coordinates
to represent a spatial entity or region [I], [2]. Spatial index assigns codes (indexes)
to spatial objects so that they can be rapidly retrieved from spatial databases [3],
[]. In geocoding systems, land lots and zip codes allow spatial locations and postal
addresses to be readily memorized and exclusively identified [5], [6].

The objective of this study is to do the similar work for coding the pure space
itself. Actually a plannar Cartesian coordinate system is also a coding scheme where
a point in space is coded by such as a coordinate (z,y). Based on a newly proposed
GIS data model — spatial chromatic model (SCM) [7], we suggest a spatial coding
scheme, called full-coded ordinary arranged chromatic diagram (fulllOACD). Full-
OACD can be taken as an extension of OACD, which is a standard pattern of SCM.
SCM has demonstrated its significant potentials for GIS theories and applications
in diverse aspects: the first law of geography, reasoning spatial topology, point
pattern recognition, and generalized Voronoi algorithms, etc. [§], [7].

Space in SCM is defined as the object-oriented space where the elementary unit
is a cell. A cell is characterized by its chromatic code, typically a string of nat-
ural numbers. One problem of OACDs is that only cells are coded, but cellular
boundaries and feature nodes, such as edges and vertexes generated from half-plane
partitions, have not been coded, and hence we may lose some particular spatial in-

formation, for example, the subspaces somewhere that are unable to be assigned
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to any cell. To solve this problem, we therefore extended OACD to full-OACD,
a full-space coding scheme. In full-OACD, all spatial components, including cells,
edges and vertexes, are coded in a spatially and mathematically consistent way.

The below sections will introduce, analyze, and discuss the procedures of gener-
ating full-OACDs, some important definitions, notations, properties, and theorems
(Section 2), topological relations among cells, edges, vertexes, and complexes (Sec-
tion 3), as well as their spatial implications, notes, and suggested future work
(Section 4).

2. FULL-CODED ORDINARY ARRANGED CHROMATIC DIAGRAM

Let P = {p1,p2,...,pn} is a point set containing n points associated with an
index set I = {1,2,...,n}. The point set is also called the generator set and
points in P are generators, which can be treated as geographical entities or just
any general objects. The set @ is a family of subsets of P consisting of all unordered
point-pairs in P, that is, Q@ = {{p:,p;}|pi,p; € P, i # j, i,j € I'}. The generation
of a full-OACD follows the below steps.

Step (1): With respect to a point-pair ¢ = {p;,p;} € Q, using their perpen-
dicular bisector pb(i,j) to partition the space into two half-planes hp(i, j)
and hp(j,1), where a point p in hp(¢, 7) is with Euclidean distance d(p, p;) <
d(p,p;), in hp(j,i) with d(p,p;) < d(p,pi), and in pb(i, j) with d(p,p;) =
d(p, pj).-

Step (2): Assign two half-planes hp(i,j) and hp(j,i) the codes (p9, pJ, ...,
pis - PY) and (p, pY, ..., p), ..., pY), respectively, in which the subscript
number corresponds to the index of each point, and the superscript number
is the assigned numerical variable ¢(g). In this way, only for points p; or
pj, t(g) = 1, but for the others, t(¢) = 0. Similarly, assign the bisector
pb(i, 7) with code (p{, pY, ..., pi%7 - p%, ..., pY), that is, for both p; and
pj, t(q) = %, but for the others, t(g) = 0. See the simplest ful-OACD
generated from two entities in Fig.1.

Step (3): Repeat steps (1) and (2) for all k = In(n—1) point-pairs in @, and
then overlay the 2k half-planes so that they generate a spatial tessellation,
containing a number of faces, edges, and vertexes.

Step (4): The chromatic code of each face, edge, and vertex is the sum of
the values t(q) that are acquired from each half-plane partition, that is,

dotle) Y ta) >t > ta)
qeQ qeQ qeQ qeQ (2.1)

1 7p2 vy Mg sy N

Note that the point set P could be in any dimensional space R™, and hence each
partition divides the space into two half-spaces rather than half-planes. This study
mainly focuses on the planar full-OACDs in space R%. Fig.2 shows the procedure of
generating a full-OACD from 3 points (Fig.2a) in plane, denoted by OACD(3,R?).
Through half-plane partitions, we get 6 half-planes in Fig.2b-2d, then we overlap
them together into a diagram such that in Fig.2e, and finally we sum the #(q)’s to
compute chromatic code for each subspace in the diagram Fig.2f.

1

In step (2), if we do not assign t¢(q) = 5 to any bisectors, then the obtained

diagram is OACD. Therefore edges and vertexes in OACDs are without codes.
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FIGURE 1. A full-coded OACD generated from 2 entities.

This makes the important difference bewteen OACD and full-OACD, where edges
and vertexes are with codes.

The subspaces, i.e., faces, edges, and vertexes generated in full-OACD are called
spatial particles (denoted by ), and faces are particularly called cells (denoted by
(), which has been preliminarily studied in OACD [§], [7]. Chromatic codes of par-
ticles are n-tuples such as Q(¢1,ta, ..., t,), in which the number ¢; is called the chro-
matic component of p; in the code, or the component at location 7. Easy to know
that ¢; will be either integer or half-integer. Sometimes, if we are only interested in,
say, components of p; and pj, then a chromatic code Q(t1,t2,...,ti, ... 45, ..., 1)
can be rewritten in a short form such as Q(t;,t;) U (Tothers), o just Q(t;,¢;).

Fig.3 shows another two examples of full-OACDs. Fig.3a is an original full-coded
OACD(4,R?) and Fig.3b is a homomorphic part of a full-coded OACD(6,RR?),
where each spatial particles are coded in 6-tuples. Observing particle patterns and
codes in these fulll-OACDs we can find out many interesting properties.

Definition 1. Given a particle Q(t1,ta,...,t,), the ascending order of its chro-
matic components is called the chromatic base of the particle, and denoted by
B ={th,t5, ... 15}

For example, cells (1(0,2,3,1) and (2(2,1, 3,0) both have the same base 5((1) =
B(¢) = {0,1,2,3}. If two components are equal, their orders are in random. For
example, the base of edges (%,0,3, %) and (%, %,3,0) are both {0, %, %,3}. Chro-
matic codes are actually the permutations of different bases. In previous studies,
chromatic base was also called the primary code of a cell [g].

Definition 2. If two particles Ql(tlly tlg, ceay tli; ceey tln) and Qg(tgl, t22, ceey
toi, ..., tan) have the same chromatic codes, then they are called equi-color, and
denoted by Q1 = Qq, that is,

Vi, t1; = to; & Ql = QQ (22)

otherwise, 0y # Q.

If they have the same chromatic bases, then they are called equi-base, denoted by
O = Qy, that is, if (1) = {tlll; t/12, s tllw EER) t,ln} and B(Sz) = {t/21; t/22, s
this -5 thy}, then

Vi, t; = th; & Q1 = Qo (2.3)
otherwise, 1 % Q.
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FIGURE 2. The procedure of generating a full-OACD(3, R?). (a)
The generator set consists of three points marked with color R, G,
and B; (b)-(d) Half-plane partitions and assignments of chromatic
codes with respect to perpendicular bisectors pb (B, G), pb (G, R),
and pb (R, B), respectively. (e) Overlapping all the six half-planes
in (b)-(d) together; and (f) Adding all chromatic components to-
gether to form the chromatic codes.

Property 1. Given two particles 0y and s,
N =0 = 0 =0y (24)

and hence
O Z Q= O 7£ Qs (25)

This property indicates that if two cells are equi-color, they must be equi-base,
and if they are not equi-base, they are impossible to be the equi-color.

The number of cells, edges, and vertexes in a full-coded OACD(n,R?) depends
on the point pattern of the generator set P. This study mainly focuses on the
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FIGURE 3. Two examples of ful-OACDs. (a) a fullOACD(4, R?);
(b) Homomorphic part of a ful-OACD(6, R?).

general cases of P in a plane: (1) no more than two bisectors are parallel, and (2)
no more than three bisectors are concurrent, except that they are generated from
the three point-pairs which make a triangle.

Definition 3. In a general case of the point set P, any three point-pairs from three
different points generate a vertez, called 3-I vertex (i.e., the intersection of three
perpendicular bisectors of a triangle), denoted by ¢3! ; and any two point-pairs from
4 different points generate a vertex, called 2-I1 vertex (i.e., the intersection of two
perpendicular bisectors), denoted by ©*!.

Therefore vertexes ¢ in full-coded OAC D(n,R?) are either 2-1 or 3-1, see their
examples in Fig.3.

C2
Property 2. An OACD(n,R?) contains Z nli —C3+1 cells, (C?)2—3C3 edges,
1=
C3 3-1 vertezes, and C2C?_, 2-I vertezes.
Proof. The proof of the cell number could be referred to [§]. Here we only prove
the edge number. Suppose in a plane there are n lines which intersect with each
other, then each line is divided into n edges by the other n — 1 lines, therefore the
n lines will generate n? edges. The total n point will generate C? lines (bisectors)

and hence (C2)? edges. But every three points generate a vertex which will reduce
3 edges, therefore the total edge number will be (C2%)? — 3C3. O

Property 3. In an OACD(n), the chromatic base of cells is
N=1{0,1,...,n—1} (2.6)

This property has been proved by [§]. It implies that all cells are equi-base, and
any two components of a cell are not equal. Below we use N[i,j] to denote the
integers between ¢ and j, and also including ¢ and j.

Property 4. In an OACD(n), the chromatic bases of edges are
{N\{z,z+1},2+ 5,2+ 3} (2.7)
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for z = N[0,n — 2], meaning for each z from 0 to n — 2, we obtain a base which
removes z and z + 1 from N and then add two z + %
Particularly, an edge (denote by n) generated by bisector pb (i, j) bears a code

z+% z+%)

n(z; (2.8)

for z=N][0,n — 2].

Proof. Suppose 7 is the edge between two cells ¢; and (3, therefore before the
partition of pb(i,j), ¢; and (s should be merged into a larger cell ¢ with code
(xf,a;j), that is, point ¢ and j have the same component z. After the partition,
¢1 and (3’s codes will be (ch+1,x§) and (xf,xj“), see the proof of Lemma 2 in
[8]. With respect to all other bisectors pb (i, x) or pb(j,x), x € I\{i,j}, if ¢ has
not gained any components, then minimum of z could be 0; if { always gained
one component for all the other n — 2 bisectors, then the maximum of z could be
n — 2. Therefore n’s chromatic code will be (xf+%,x;+%), and their bases will be

{N\{z,z+ 1}, 2+ 3,2+ %}, for 2 = N[0,n — 2]. O
Property 5. The chromatic bases of 2-1 vertezes are
{N\{Zla'ZQle + 1722 + 1}721 + %721 + %722 + %aZQ + %} (29)

for z; = N[0,n — 4] and 2o = N[z; + 2,n — 2|. Particularly, a vertex ©*! generated
by two bisectors pb (i, j) and pb{u,v) bears a code

or, zs1+y s+l 2ol 204l

(xi 27 7 2,1'u 27$U 2) (210)
or

oI, z2+% zo+3  ami+i  zi+3

(w722 2 ) (2.11)

for z1 =N[0,n — 4] and 22 = N[z1 + 2,n — 2].

Proof. Suppose pb (i, j) and pb (u, v) are the last two bisectors partitioning a merged
cell, then according to the Lemma 2 in [], before the two partitions, the cell should
be with a code such as (27", 27", 32, 272). Let 21 is the smaller integer, and then
zo = z1 + A. After the two partitions by pb (i, 7) and pb (u,v), four new cells will

be generated with codes

(2f, w2t gz tATL oty (2.12)
(2L, a2t g PAYL it (2.13)
A (214)
(@ H g2, i A gzt At (2.15)

If A=0or 1, then we can always find that in some codes of Eq.—, two
components are equal. For example, if A = 0, there are two 21’s and two z; + 1’s
in Eq., and if A =1, there are two z; + 1’s in Eq.. But cellular base is
N, meaning any two components are not equal, therefore A > 2. Because pb (i, j)
and pb (u,v) involve 4 points, then the maximum of z; should be n — 4, and hence
z1 = N[0,n — 4], 22 = N[z +2,n — 2]. The remainder of the proof follows along the
line of the proof of Property O
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Property 6. The chromatic bases of 3-1 vertexes are
{N\{z,z+1,z+2},z+ 1,2+ 1,24+ 1} (2.16)

for z = N[0,n — 3]. Particularly, a verter > generated by three bisectors pb (i, 5),
pb (j,k), and pb (ki) bears a code
A CARN RN A (2.17)

for z=N][0,n — 3].
Proof. Suppose before the partitions of pb (i, j), pb (j, k), and pb (k, ), the merged

cell has a code (x%, a:jJrAl 2Zt82) where Ay > 0 and Ay > 0. After the partitions,

six new cells will be generated with codes
(272,272 27782 U (Xophers) (2.18)
(mz+2 A1 it Aatly (X ) (2.19)
(mz+1 z+A1 28242 U (X yppners) (2.20)
(mf“ z+A1+2 25782 U (Xothers) (2.21)
(xF, xz+A1+1 Z+A2+2) U (Xothers) (2.22)
(v, ;+A1+2 $Z+A2+1) U (Xothers) (2.23)

We examine the below possible values of Ay and As.

(1) Ay =1or Ay =2, Ay =1o0r Ay =2.

If Ay =1 or Ay = 2, for example, in Eq. and there will be two
components equalling z + 1 or z + 2; similarly, if Ay =1 or Ay = 2, in Eq.
and there will be two components equalling z + 1 or z + 2.

(2) Ay >3, Ay > 3.

According to Eq. and , there must be values z+1 and 242 in Xoipers,
because they are not in locations x;, x;, or x;. However, according to Eq.—
, z 41 and z + 2 are already in z;, so that they cannot be in X,tpers-

From the above two cases we know that the only allowed values of A; and A,
are both 0, and the merged cell must bear a code

(2,27, x3) (2.24)

Rl B

Then at the intersection of the three bisectors, the 3-1 vertex acquires components

% at x; and at x; from pb (i, j> 5 at x; and = at xp from pb (j, k), % at zj and
% at z; from pb (k,i), and therefore gain a code
1.1 1
A R e B AT ARt (2.25)

From Eq.—7 we know that X, ¢ners do not contain components z, z + 1,
and z + 2, thus we know the base of the 3-I vertex is in form of Eq.. Because
the range of z in a cell is from 0 to n — 1, the minimum z should be 0 and maximum
zshouldbe z+2=n—-1=2z=n—3. O

This property indicates that the chromatic codes of 3-1 vertexes contain three
identical integers which are different from the rest integers in codes. If cancel one
z+ 1, Eq.(2.16) can be rewritten as

{N\{z,z+2},z+ 1,2+ 1} (2.26)
for z = N[0,n — 3].
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Theorem 1. Different types of particles in a full-OACD are not equi-base, that is,
CENZE T Z ¥ (2.27)

This theorem provides an approach to determine particle types. For example,
if we see a particle with chromatic components being all different integers, then it
must be a cell; if it contains 2 half-integers, it must be an edge; if it contains 3
equal integers, it must be a 3-I vertex; and if contains 4 half-integers, it must be a
2-1 vertex.

Notation 1. The component-counting function H(,m) is a function counting
the number of m in the chromatic code of 2, that is, the function tells how many
components equal to m.

Definition 4. The difference tuple of two particles Q1 (t11, t12, . .., tin) and Qo (ta1,
tog, ..., tan) is defined by

\P(Ql?QQ) = (7/11a¢2»~~;1/1n) (228)
= (t11 — ta1], [t12 — tazl, ., [t1n — t2nl)

where wi = |t1i — t2i|.
Then the chromatic distance between the two particles is defined by

5(21,9) = ¥ (2.29)
i=1
and each ; is called the chromatic distance at the component i, and denoted by
6(¥:)-
In addition, the code distance between two particles is defined by

Y(1,Q2) =n — H(5(021,42),0) (2.30)

The chromatic distance is also called transition number T between two cells in
our previous study, and it is actually the Manhattan distance between two particles.
The code distance is actually the Hamming distance between two particles if we
treat their codes and components as strings rather than numbers.

Definition 5. The union of m particles Q1 (t11, t12, - - -, tin), Qa(ta1, toa, ..., tan),
ey Qo (tim1, tm2, - - - tmn) 18 called a complex or a m-complex, denoted by ©, and
its code is given by

{1, D, U} =D Oy (2.31)
i=1

m m m
= <Ztilazti27 . .,Ztm> :
=1 =1 i1

These m particles are called the elemental particles of the m-complex. If the m
particles are all cells, then the m-complex is also called a m-cell cluster. One particle
could be taken as a 1-compler.

Theorem 2. If (; and (3 are two cells in a full-OACD, then
G # G2, (2.32)
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FIGURE 4. Two basic structural units of full-OACD. (a) 2-I unit;
(b) 3-I unit.
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FIGURE 5. Three types of particle relations in 2-1/3-1 units: adja-
cent (Adj.), interval (Int.) and opposite (Opp.).

This theorem has been proved by [8]. Tt tells that any two cells are not equi-color
— their codes are unique.

Because any vertex in OACD is either 2-1 or 3-I, therefore the a full-OACD
is tessellated by two types of structural units such as the two in Fig.4: the one
containing ¢?! is called 2-I unit (Fig.4a), and the other containing ¢ is called

3-T unit (Fig.4b). According to the proofs of Property [5| and @, particle codes in
2-1/3-1 units should be those shown in Fig.4, and then it is easy to calculate and
prove the below four properties.
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Property 7. A 2-I unit generated by pb (i, j) and pb{u,v) contains the following
9 particles.

(1) One 2-I vertex with code
cp?fuv(xi—i— %,xj—i— %,xu—l— %,xv—ké) (2.33)
(2) Four edges with codes
Nijul(2i + %7%' + %7:5” +1,2y), Mijo(z + %,xj + %,xm:rﬂ +1) (2.34)
Nuvi(Ti + 1,5, Tu + 5, T + 3)s v (Ti, T + 1,20 + 5,20 + 3)
(8) Four cells with codes
Gulzi + 1, zj, 20 + 1,20), Gol(@i + 1,25, Ty, 2y + 1) (2.35)
Ciu(ziyxy + 1,2y + 1,20), Go(s, x5 + 1, Ty, 0y + 1)
Property 8. A 3-I unit generated by pb (i, j), pb{j, k) and pb({k,i) contains the

following 13 particles.
(1) One 3-I vertex with code

oo(@i+ 1,25+ 1,z + 1) (2.36)
(2) Siz edges with codes
Njki(Ti, T + 3+ %)Jhﬁ(fm +2,25 + 5,25 + 3) (2.37)
Meij (T + 3,25, + 3), njwi(xi + 5,25 + 2,2 + 3)
migk(zi + 3,25+ 3, 2k), Meig (6 + 5,25 + 5,2 + 2)

Note, in Eq[2:37, the underlined index indicates the perpendicular bisector which
makes the edge.

(8) Siz cells with codes
Gijr(i + 2,25 + 1, 21), Gy (w3 + 2,25, 7 + 1) (2.38)
Gk (i + 1,25 + 2,21), Gii (T, T5 + 2, 75 + 1)
Crij(zi + 1,25, 2k + 2), Ceji (@i, 25 + 1, 2 + 2)
Property 9. In 2-I unit space:
(1) The codes of the vertex p?! is the average of (I) two edges which are in the

same bisectors, (II) the two cells which are opposite to the vertex, (III) all the four
edges, and (IV) all the four cells, that is,

21

¢*! = 3 (Migu + Mijo) = 3 Muvi + Muvy) (2.39)

(
(Giu + Gjo) = 3(Giv + o)
= 5 Miju + Nijo + NMuvi + Nuvj)
(Giw + Giv + Gju + Go)

(2) The codes of an edge n is the half of the two cells {1 and (o which are
respectively on the two sides of the edge. If & = {(1, (2}, then,

=3(G+G) =3¢ (2.40)

PN N I S
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(8) The two edges are equi-base if they in the same bisector, but not equi-base if
they are not in the same bisector, that is,

Niju = Nijvs NMuvi = Thuwj (241)
Niju % Nuvis Tijo % Nuvj
Property 10. In 3-1 unit space:

(1) The codes of the vertex ¢3! is the average of (I) all the siz edges/cells, (II)
the three edges/cells which are interval with each other, and (III) the two edges/cells
which are opposite to each other (for edges in this case, they are in the same bisec-
tor), that is,

o =

(ks + M) = 5 (Migh + Mhig) = 3 (Miki + Migk) (2.42)
(Cris + Gjir) = 5(Cigi + Crji) = 3 (Ging + Cjne)
(Mkij + Mijk + Njki) = 5 (Mjki + Mkij + Mijk)
(Cijie + Crij + Gri) = 5(Ciak + Cing + Crja)
= & Mig + Migk + Njki + Njki + iz + Mijk)
= 2 (Cijie + Crij + Ciks + Cjik + Cinj + Crja)
(2) The edge codes have the same property as the Property[9 (2).

(8) The two edges in the same bisectors are not equi-base, but the three interval
edges are equi-base, that is,

D= Wik Wi Nl N

Nkij Z Njki Mijhk % NMkijs Niki Z Mijk (2.43)

Mhkij = Nijk = Njkis Niki = Mkig = Mijk
The spatial relations among particles in 2-1/3-I units have three types: adjacent,
interval, and opposite, see Fig.5. If spatial relations between two particles in 2-1/3-

I units are different, their chromatic and code distances are also different, see the
below Property [T1}

Property 11. Within a 2-1 or 3-I unit of a full-coded OACD(n,R?), the chromatic
distance § and code distance vy between two particles Q1 and Qo are listed in Table

@

An important requirement for full-OACDs is that we expect their particle codes
to be unique.

Theorem 3. Ifn; and ny are two edges in a full OACD, then
m# . (2.44)

Proof. Suppose Cirert and (1rignh: are two cells beside 71, and (aref: and Caright
are two cells beside 72, and then they make two 2-cell clusters &1 (CiLeft; CiRright)
and &(Careft, Caright), respectively. It has been proved that chromatic codes of
any connected 2-cell cluster £ are unique [7], that is, & # &. Then according to

Eq2.40) 1 = &1 # 38 = no. 0
This theorem tells that chromatic codes of edges are unique.

Theorem 4. If o1 and o are two vertexes in a full-OACD, then
P17 P2 (2.45)
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01 Qo Relation  2-I Units 8-1 Units
6 v Base & -~ Base

Vertex ¢  Edge n - 12 2 2 358 =%
Vertex ¢ Cell ¢ - 2 4 2 2 2 %
Edge my  FEdgens, Adjacent 2 4 2% 2 8 %
FEdge ny  Edgens, Opposite 2 2 = 4 8 2
Edge m1  Edge no  Interval - - - 3 2 =
Edge n Cell ¢ Adjacent 1 2 % 1 2 Z
Edge n Cell ¢ Opposite 8 4 & 4 8 #
Edge n Cell ¢ Interval - - - 3 8 2
Cell (4 Cell (s Adjacent 2 2 = 2 2 &
Cell ¢4 Cell (a  Opposite 4 4 = 4 2 =
Cell (4 Cell (o Interval - - - 4 8 =

TABLE 1. Chromatic and code distances between two particles in
2-1/3-1 unit space. Their spatial relations are shown in Fig.5

Proof. Case (1): One vertex is 2-1 and the other vertex is 3-I.

According to Property (1 ¢2f 2 37, 80 @1 # 2.

Case (2): They are both 3-I vertexes.

Suppose ¢3! and ¢3! are different 3-1 vertexes but with the same code (7, T3, 77),
i.e., they have three chromatic components which are the same integer z given by
three points 4, 7, and k. However, the bisectors generated from 3 point can only
intersect at one 3-1 vertex, so if ¢; and @y are different vertexes, their codes are
impossible to be the same, i.e., 3 # 3.

(3) They are both 2-I vertexes.

Suppose p?! and ¢3! are two different 2-I vertexes. The p?! was generated by
pb (i1,71) and pb(ui,v1), and hence with a code (mff,lel,xiﬁ,xji), The ¢3! was
generated by pb (i2,j2) and pb (uz,v2), and hence with a code (7}, 23}, 272, 232).
The only way to make gpfl = @%I is that i1 = 42, j1 = j2, u1 = ug, and v; = vo,
but this makes ¢! and ¢3! are the same vertex, because two bisectors can only
intersect at one 2-1 vertex. Therefore if ¢3 and 3! are two different 2-I vertexes,
their codes are impossible to be equal.

Based on the above three cases, we know that o1 # @s O

This theorem indicates that chromatic codes of vertexes are also unique. Ulti-
mately, according to Theorems we obtain the below corollary.

Corollary 1. Chromatic particle codes in a full-OACD are unique, that is, given
two particles Q1,0 € OACD(n,R?),

O #Qy (2.46)

3. SPATIAL PARTICLE TOPOLOGY IN FULL-OACD

A planar full-OACD contains three types of particles: vertexes, edges, and cells.
Spatial topological relations among these particles are usually similar to those con-
ventional relations for vectorial geometry in GIS, such as equal, adjacent, disjoint,
and overlap. Fig.6 shows the spatial relations between two particles investigated
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V-V: disjoint (a) V-C: contain (b) V-C: disjoint

‘/ \
V-E: contain (d) V-E: segmented (e) V-E: disjoint (
E-E: joint & collinear E-E: joint (h) E-E: disjoint (')
E-C: confain (J E-C: joint (k) E-C: disjoint
C-C: connected C-C: joint (n) C-C: disconnected (

FIGURE 6. General spatial topological relations among particles
in full-OACD.

in this study, and these relations can be simply represented and calculated by us-
ing chromatic codes. In addition, the more complicated spatial relations among
m-complexes can be also reasoned from analyzing their chromatic codes. Below we
demonstrate the major spatial topology among particles and complexes, as well as
the relations between them and chromatic codes, in which we particularly focus on
cells and clusters. Property already gives the conditions from which we know
that different particle relations bear different chromatic and code distances, how-
ever, those are only necessary conditions. In this section we will give proofs that
those conditions are also sufficient so that we can use two distances 6(1,22) and
v(21,Q2), and their bases 4(21) and B(€22) to determine their topological spatial
relations.

3.1. Spatial topology between particles. There are six types of spatial com-
binations for particles: vertex-vertex (V-V), vertex-edge (V-E), vertex-cell (V-C),
edge-edge (E-E), edge-cell (E-C), and cell-cell (C-C), and their relations are typi-
cally equal, joint, disjoint, and others, see examples in Fig.6. These particle-particle
relations also underlie the further topological analysis of complexes.

3.1.1. Vertez-Vertex (V-V) relations. In terms of theorem[4] V-V relations between
1 and @9 are quite simple — either equal, i.e., N(¢1,p2) = @1, or disjoint, i.e.,
N(¢1,p2) = 9, see Fig.6a.
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Proposition 1. If o1 and pa are two vertexes, then

N(p1,92) = 1 & 1 = P2 (3.1)
N(p1,p2) = D < 1 # P2

Because we have proved that chromatic codes are unique in OACD, the ‘equal’
relation, i.e., two particles are completely overlap, is easy to determine — two par-
ticles are topologically equal, if and only if they are equal in codes, that is, €4
equal Q9 < Q1 = Qy. Note, because a full-OACD is a type of spatial tessellation,
meaning it contains neither gaps nor overlaps, therefore topologically, it also does
not contain any two equal particles.

3.1.2. Vertex-Edge (V-E) relations. Typically an edge contains two ends, and hence
a V-E relation is that a vertex is one of the ends of the edge (Fig.6d), that is,
N(n, ¢) = ¢; otherwise they are disjoint, that is, N(n, ¢) = &, see Fig.6f.

Proposition 2. Given an edge n and a vertex o,

N, p) =9 & d(n,p) <2 (3.2)
N, e) =2 = m,p) >2

Proof. Case(1) ¢ is a 2-I vertex.
Suppose ¢ is generated by pb (i, j) and pb (u,v), and hence with a code

1 1 1 1
o= ("2 20T 2 TE 2Ty U (XA, L) (3.3)

% J others

Case (1.1). n is an edge generated from bisector pb (g, h), and g, h ¢ {i,j,u,v}.

1 1 1 1
a1+3 a1tz _axts axt;

The codes of ¢ and 7 then can be rewritten to (z; ) &5 s T 2, Ty 7, TP,
as A b1 b2 b b bs+3 bs+3 B :
') U (Xopers) and (7', o2, 22, @ty wg %, @) 2) U (Xjpers)s Tespectively,

where a; and b; are both integers, and A and B are both integer tuples. Because

1
for chromatic distance at each component: §(z;) = |9c?1+2 — 2 > L, 0(zj) =
1 1 1
5T — a2 g 0w) = et —alp] 2 5 d(ee) = T a2 g, () =
bs+3 bs+3
‘3333_1.9 2| > %7 (5(1‘}1) = |5”Z4_$h5 2‘ > %’ and §(X0th€7“) = ‘X(ﬁhers_Xﬁhersl >

0, then we know that d(p,n) > 3.

Case (1.2). n is an edge generated from the bisector involving one of points i, 7,
a1+3  ai+3
i v Ly

bits by by by D13 B
% ) xj » Loy Ly s Ly ) U (Xothers

u, and v, for example, pb (i, k), then ¢ and 1 can be rewritten as ¢ = (x

1 1
x?“, xZ2+2, ) U (X(ﬁhers) and n = (z

).

Since distances at ;, Ty, Tv, and x) are all greater than %, we know that 6(p,n) >
2.

Case (1.3). 7 is an edge generated from the bisectors involving two points in 4, 7,

u, and v, but not the two who generate the vertex ¢, for example, pb (i, u), then n

. bi+1 b1+2
can be rewritten to (z;' " 2, x;’?, T, 2, ab)u(XB

hers). Then similar to the above
cases (1) and (2), we know that 6(p,n) > 1. However, to reach the minimum § = 1,
it must be that 6(z;) = 0 and 6(x,,) = 0, so that a; = b; and as = by, then we have
a1 = as. But according to the bases of 2-I vertex (Property , it is impossible that
a1 = as, so we get § cannot reach the minimum value 1, and hence § > 2. To reach
the new minimum § = 2, it must be d(x;) = 1 and §(x,) = 0, or vice versa. This
will lead to equations a; = as + 1 or as = a; + 1, but they are impossible in terms
of Property 5] Consequently, § > 3.
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Case (1.4) n is an edge generated from the bisectors, for example, pb (i, j), which
also make ¢, then n’s code should be

1 1
n= (2] 720 2 b aby U (XE,,,) (3.4)

others

Then comparing Eq.(3.3) and Eq.(3.4), we know the §(¢,n) > 1. To reach the
minimum value 1, it must be §(z,) = |ao+ % —bo| = 3 and 6(z,) = a2 +1 —bs| = 1.
Then we have two possible solutions {ajizbil and {ajizbi .- The only allowed
solution combinations are either ay = by and ay = b3 —1, or as = b3 and as = by —1.
This indicates that either the case b = b3 — 1 or case b3 = by — 1. However, the
two cases are just the two edges which are on each side of pb (u,v) and joint to .
And in this case v(p,n) = 2.

Because §(x;) = 6(x;) > 0 and when they are both 0, 6(¢,n) = 1. Therefore if
they are both not 0, then 6(z;,x;) > 2 = §(p,n) > 3. So if in this case to reach
d(p,m) = 2, it must be 6(z;,z;) = 0, 6(zy,z,) = 1, and 6(Xothers) = 1. Because
all components in X,pers are integers, therefore §(Xypers) is either 0 or > 2 but
impossible to be 1. As a result, 6(¢,n) = 2 is unable to reach, that is, 6(p,n) > 2.

Case(2) ¢ is a 3-I vertex.

Suppose ¢ is generated by pb (i,j), pb{(j, k), pb({k,i), and hence with a code
o= (@, 2.

Case (2.1) n is an edge generated from the bisector pb (u,v), and u,v ¢ {i, j, k},
then ¢ and 7 can be rewritten as ¢ = (27, 2j*, @', ¥3?, ¥3°) U (X4,...) and
n=(zb, :1:?2, b3 xz4+%, zgﬁé) U (X35, .). Because by # by # b3, then without
loss of generality, assume by = by + Ay, Ay > 1, and b3 = by + Ay, Ay > 1.
If assume (;(Il) = |CL1 — bl‘ = A 2 0, then 5(17]) = |CL1 — bg‘ = A + Al Z 1,
0(zx) = lar — b3| = A+ Ay > 1, then we have §(x;,x;,2;) > 2. In addition,
§(zy) > 1 and 6(z,) > 3, therefore 6(p,n) > 3.

Case (2.2) n is an edge generated from the bisector pb (i, u), then ¢ and 7 can be

1
a1 ,.az A a1—l,a1+1 _yobits by
Loy Ty ) U (Xothers\Xremoved ) and n= (Iz ’ xj ’

ai
7

: a
rewritten as ¢ = (x i

by bit+3 B by,by+1 . o
22, Tu 2 ) U(X hers \ X pommeioq)s where \ X, cpmoveq means some components, such
as a; — 1 and aq + 1, are excluded from X,ipers, in terms of the bases of vertex and

edge (Property@and. Assume by = b3+A, then we have §(z;, xx) > 1, 6(x;) > %,

xT

§(xy) > % To reach the minimum § = 2, it must be §(z;) = |a; — by — % = % and
§(wy) = |ag — by — 5| = 3. The solutions are {afizbh and {a;lizbir Then we have

four combinations: (1) a1 = by, ag = b1 (2) a1 = by, a0 =by +1; (3) a1 = by + 1,
as = by; (4) a1 = by + 1, az = by + 1, but all these combinations are not allowed
because they will lead to impossible equations such that a; = as, as = a3 — 1, or
as = a1 + 1, the components that have been removed. As a result, ¢ is impossible
to reach 2 and hence § > 3.

Case (2.3) n is an edge generated from the bisector, say pb (i, j), which is one of
the three bisectors generating the ¢, then ¢ and 7 can be rewritten as ¢ = (z7*,
‘T?l’ le) U (X(;?fhers) and n= (fgﬁ_%» x?1+%7 51722) U (XOB;}LCT'S\Xf;;Zlo:JF:d)' USing the

similar analysis in Case (2.2) , easy to know that § > 2, and 6 = 2 only when
case (2.3.1) a1 = by, by = by — 1 or case (2.3.2) a; = by + 1, by = by + 2. For the

1 1 _1

two cases, the two edges bear codes n; = (m?lJrz, ?1+2, 2871 and 9y = (x7' 7,
1

x?l 2, xzﬁ'l). In terms of EqJ2.37, the two edges are just the ones that are in

bisector pb (i, j) and joint to a ©>/. And in these cases, (@, n) = 3.
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Based on the above cases (1) and (2), we conclude that 6 = 1 or § = 2 are the
only cases that an edge contains an either 2-I or 3-1 vertex. For other cases, they
must be disjoint. O

Given an edge, an useful function is to calculate all possible chromatic codes
of vertexes contained by the edge. Function E2V(n) returns all contained ver-
texes, and in particular, E2V (1, 2I) and E2V (5, 31) return all 2-1 and 3-I vertexes,
respectively.

Notation 2. The procedure of E2V (n,2I):
z+% z+%

Letn is an edge with code (z; .7 YU (Xothers), where Xothers = N\{z, 2+1}.

(1) Find the minimum component w in Xothers, assume it is x¥; (2) Find w + 1:
if found, assume it is ¥ *, then change z¥ and x¥+1 both to w + % to form a 2-1
z+% z+% w-‘r% w+% .

verter (z; *,x; *,xu *,z0 °); if not found, let w = w + 1 and repeat (1) and
(2) until w =n — 2.

Because (Xothers) can be partitioned into two parts Ny = N[0,z — 1] and Ny =

N[z+2,n—1], if 2 # 0 and z # n—2, given any a component pair such as (z%, z¥*1)
. . . z+3 243 w+i  w+i
in Ny or Ny, it corresponds an edge with codes (z; Ty T %, Ty ). Because

there are z — 1 such component pairs in Ny, and n — z — 3 pairs in Ny, therefore
total m — 4 available pairs. If z # 0 or z # n — 2, then either N; or Ny will
be empty and the other will contain n — 3 available pairs. For example, for edge
(0,1,5,1,2,Z) with z = 3 (see edge 074247 in Fig.3b), and hence it has n — 4 = 2
available component pairs. We first found (0, 1) and next (1,2), and then they form
two 2-I vertexes (3, %,5, 3,2, 2) (see vertex 17A147 in Fig.3b) and (0, £,5,3,2, 1),

212999 »921%Y1 95999
respectively.
Notation 3. The procedure of E2V (n,3I):
1,41
Let 1 is an edge with code (xf+2 , xj+2 YU (Xothers), where Xothers = N\{z, 2+1}.
(1) Find the minimum component w in (Xothers), assume it is xi; (2) If e =
(2z+ 1+ w) =0(mod 3) and e ¢ (Xothers), then change szrE, ijrE
to form a 3-I vertex (xg ! :rg), (3) Let w = w+1 and repeat (2) untilw =n—1.

i g

w €
, and z! to §

Because e = 0(mod 3) and z = N[0,n — 2|, therefore w = 3m — 2z — 1, with
condition that w = N[0,n — 1]\{z, 2 + 1} and m € N[1, 2(n + 1)]. For example, for
edge (2,3,2,0,1,9) with z = 4 (edge 469029 in Fig.3b), only m = 4 and w = 3 will
form a 3-1 vertex (2,4,4,0,1,4) (see vertex 488028 in Fig.3b).

Therefore the contain relation between a vertex ¢ and an edge 1 can be also
determined by checking if ¢ € E2V (7).

Another V-E relation is that two vertexes are exactly the two ends of an edge,
called they are segmented (Fig.6e), that is, N(n, v1, p2) = {¢1,p2}. This relation
is equivalent to two vertexes share an edge.

Proposition 3. Given an edge n and two vertexes p1 and s, which could be both
2-1, or 3-1, or one is 2-1 and the other is 3-1, then

N, o1, 03") = {ot, 03"}« 831, p3) =2 (3.5)
N, o3, 030 = {p, o3} & (e, ') =3
N, o7, 037 = {3, 31 & (3, p3T) =4 (3.7)
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Proof. Case (1) If p1 and @y are both 2-1 vertexes, then according to Property
and |§|, it is easy to know that d(p1,¢2) = 2. Below we prove that if §(¢1, p2) = 2,
then they are segmented.

Case (1.1) If @3 is generated by pb (i,7) and pb(u,v) and hence with a code

1 1 1 1
ait+5 aits _axts  axts

(x; NN T P a:?f‘, xg®, 23,°) and 3! is generated by pb (e, f)
: bs+3  bs+i  be+i  be+3
and pb (g, h) and hence with a code (2%, x?z, N R S A A}

Apparently their § > 4.

Case (1.2) If they share one point, say e = 4, then their codes should be (x, ,
a1+i  axt+i axtd 4 a bi+i p b b bi+i  bs+i bs+3
T o P me 2Ly agt, z°) and (x; %, 2%, 2, 2, T Pz t,my, 2),
so d > 3.

Case (1.3) If they share two points, say e = i and f = u, then their codes should
ai+% ai+i  as+i ax+i ) b1+3 b1+3 by+3
be ( il 27 le 27 xuz 27 x’Uz 27 x;s’ 1'24) and (xil 2? I?z, xul 2’ 1"237 m94 2a

1
xl;erz), so § > 2. To make § = 2, it must be 6(z;) = d(x,) = 0, indicating that

ap = ag, an impossible case. Therefore § > 3.
Case (1.4) If they share two points, say e = ¢ and f = j, then their codes should

arty _aitg _astz axtg az .04 A ai,az,a1+1,a2+1 bits
be (z; N T TR T YU (X hers \ X, )and (z; "2,

1
ar1+3

T

removed )
x?ﬁ%, xbz, xbs, xzﬁ%, xl;er%) U (Xﬁhers\Xféi‘gfeljl’bﬁl). Theoretically 6 > 2.
To reach 2, it must be §(z;) = d(z;) =0 = a1 = by, 6(z,) = 5 = {a;’iz’jl,
dwn) = 5 = {12520 0(zg) = 3 = {2500, O(en) = 5 = {1574, Then

we have 16 combinations for solutions, but because az # a4, bo # b3, as well as
some components have been removed, therefore only the below four solutions are
allowed.
ag = by, a0 = bz —1,a3 = by,a4 = by +1
ag :bg,ag = b3 — 1,a3 :b4+1,a4 = b4
as =by — 1,a0 = b3,a3 =by,aq4 = by + 1
a9 :bg — ].7(12 = bg,ag :b4+1,a4 = b4

(3.8)

Also in a 2-T unit, ¢?! should link to two edges with codes

a1+% a1+% az a2+l a3 ,.a4
(z; 2wy P a?,a? ag?, myt) (3.9)
a1+3

1
(CU,L- (?1 +3

az+1 _a2 a3 a4
PR T2, e, )

» T u g

and 3! should link to two edges with codes
bits  bits by by by o batl
(xi 7‘rj 71'u27$y37mg47mh ) (310)
bits  bi+s by by b+l b
( ; 2’xj 27.,13”273:1)57%94 7xh4)

Given a solution in Eq[3:8] we can always find two edges, in which one is from
o3 (Eq and the other is from 3! (Eq are same, and therefore we get
0 and 2! are the two ends of an edge.

Case (1.5) If they share three points, say e = i, f = j, and g = u, then their

a1+ a1+ as+ 1 as+3 A ay,az,a1+1,a2+1
COdGS ShOUId be (‘1:7, 2’ xj 25 i 27 Ty 2’ x;lzs) U (Xothers\Xrelmgveii : )

bi+3  bit+3  bati bat+1 B b1,b2,b1+1,b2+1 ;
and (z; 2, z; 2, ma 2, 22, my 7)) U (Xghers \ X pemoved ). Theoretically
: _ _ a2:b3 a3:b2
6 > 1. To reach 1, it must be a; = by, as = bo, {az:brl, {a3:b2+1' Because

g =bg =>by=0b3,a3=by = a3y =as,aa=bs3—1=>bs=bs+1,a3=0by+1=
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a3 = az + 1, but all these equations are impossible because they have been already
removed from their codes.

Then the next minimum ¢ should be 2. Because §(x;) = 6(z;) > 0, they must
be = 0 in this case, since if they = 1, then § > 3. Because §(z,) and d(zp) at
least contribute 1 to 4, then if § = 2, then anther d(z) should be from d(z,) or
0(Xothers)- But if 6(Xothers) = 1, then §(z,,) must be 0, and if §(x,) = 0, then we
have that §(z;) = §(2;) = §(z,,) = 0 and §(z,) = §(x,) = %, an impossible case we

just proved above. Therefore we have (x,) = 1 = {Zijgiﬂ and also {ajifsbi .
{a:ifzbil. We then have 8 combinations for these solutions such as
az =by +1,az = b3, a3 = by
ag :b2+1,a2 :bg,ag :b2+1
a2 :b2+1,a2 :bgfl,ag :bg
as =by+1,a0 =b3—1,a3 =by + 1 (311)

az =by —1,a3 = b3, a3 = by
as =by —1,a0 = b3,a3 =by +1
a2:b2—1,(12:b3—1,a3=b2
aQ:bg—l,aQ:bg—l,a3:b2+1

By checking these solutions we can always find some removed components at i,
7, u, v, and h, except for the solution that as = by + 1, ag = b3 — 1, ag = bs.

. a +l a +l
Also 3" should link to an edge m = (z;" 2, x;'" 2, 20>, x>, 2}?) and @3’
. bi+i  bi+i : ;
should link to an edge m2 = (z;'" 2, a:jl 2 pbetl pbs xl;f) Since (a3 = by,

a2:b2+1):>a3:a271,a2:b371:>b3:a2+1,a2:b2+1:>b2:a271,

1 1
therefore my = ny = (772, a:;llJFZ, x02 o2t 9271 indicating that the two
vertexes are both the ends of the same edge. ([

Above we proved that if chromatic distance between two 2-I vertexes is 2, then
they must be segmented with an edge. The other two cases Eq[3.6] and [3.7] can be
proved in the same way, but they are too long and hence not presented here.

Similarly, we can also use E2V function to determine if two vertexes and one
edge are segmented, that is,

N (1,01, 92) = {p1, 92} & @1, 02 € B2V (n) (3.12)

3.1.3. Vertez-Cell (V-C) relations. The relation between a vertex ¢ and a cell ¢ is
that ¢ is one of edge ends which are the boundaries of (, called the cell contains
03 e, N(C, ) = @, see Fig.6b; otherwise, they are disjoint, i.e., N(¢,¢) = @, see
Fig.6c.

Proposition 4. Given a vertex ¢ and a cell {, then
NG ) =9 8¢ p) =2 (3.13)
NG w) =2 = 5(Cw) >2

Proof. From table [1| we know that either for 2/ or ¢3!, §(ip, () = 2.

a1+3 a1+3 az+3% xaz-‘r%)
v

Case (1): Suppose a vertex p?! bears a code (z; s T P Ty 2 U
(X(ﬁhers) and a cell ¢ bears a code (:cgl, x?z, xbs, :EZ‘*)U(Xfthers), then 6(¢%7,¢) > 2.
To reach 2, it must be |ay + § — b1| = 3, a1+ 5 — bo| = 3, laz + 5 — b3| = 3,

lag + 3 — bs| = 3, and | X7 - XB

5 Lihers ciners| = 0. Therefore for each equation, the
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solutions should be the cases that {af;abil, {af;ffil, {ajifsbil, and {a:iffjl,
respectively. It is also known that by # by # b3 # b4, thus only the below four
solutions are allowed to give §(p?!/,¢) = 2: (1) a1 = by, by = by — 1, (2) a; = b,
b2 = b1 — 1, (3) ag = b3, b3 = b4 — 1, and (4) Ao = b4, b4 = bg —1. It is easy to know
that the four solutions are just the four cells around the vertex ¢?! in a 2-I unit.
Case (2): suppose a vertex ©®! bears a code (z*,z§",2}') and a cell ¢ bears a
code (wi’l,x?z?x?), and let |a; —b1| = A1, a1 —be| = Ag, |a; —bs| = As. Although
theoretically 6(¢3/,¢) = Ay + Ay + Az > 0, it is impossible to reach 0 or even 1
because by # by # bs. Therefore the next minimum (¢3!, ¢) is 2 and it should
be given by two of Ay, Ay,and Az both = 1 and one of them = 0. Let’s assume
A; = 0 and hence a; = by, then we have |by — ba| = 1 and |by — b3| = 1. The two

equations have solutions {gigiﬂ and {Zizg;‘fi and hence only two solutions are

allowed: {Zijiﬂgigi: If Ay =0 or Az =0, we can get another four allowed
solutions which give 6(¢3/,¢) = 2, and in total we get six solutions. Comparing
these solutions to those cells (Eqf2.38) around the ¢3! in a 3-I unit, we thus to

know that if §(¢3!,¢) = 2, the cell must contain the 3. O

3.1.4. Edge-Edge (E-E) relations. In 2-1 and 3-I units there three types of rela-
tions between two edges, i.e., adjacent, opposite, and interval, and their chromatic
distances could be 2, 3, or 4, respectively, but actually all the three relations are
topologically same as two edges share an either 2-1 or 3-1 vertex as one of their ends.
This E-E relation is called the two edges are joint with a vertex, i.e., N(n1,12) = ¢,
which further has two types: (1) collinear, denoted by 717z (Fig.6g), and (2) not
collinear (Fig.6h). If two edges do not share any particles, they are disjoint (Fig.6i).
The E-E collinear relation is easy to determine by using the below proposition.

1 1 1 1
Proposition 5. Given two edges n1 (x:1+2,3:§1+2) and 772($z2+2,$i2+2),
Mz < it=u,j=v (3.14)

Note that Proposition [ can only tell if two edges are collinear, but two collinear
edges may not be joint. A feasible method to reason topological joint between two
edges is using E2V (n) function to calculate all possible vertexes contained by the
two edges, and if among them two vertexes are equal, then they are joint with this
vertex. This method, however, can only tell if two edges are possible to be joint,
but in a real full-OACD, they may not be joint because the joint vertex is hidden in
high-dimensional spaces. For example, the edge (36A038) and (25A058) in Fig. 4b
both have an end vertex (44A048) and hence joint, but the vertex does not emerge
in the R? plane, so that the two edges appear disjoint. Similarly, if we only use the
chromatic distances listed in Table 1 to determine E-E relations, then they may
also lead to mistakes in R? plane due to the same reason. For the same example,
in Fig.3b, 6((36A038), (254058)) = 2, v((36A038), (25A4058)) = 3, indicating they
are joint with a 3-I vertex, i.e., the result (44A048) of E2V but in the given plane
they are not joint. Therefore, the below proposition is true for OACD at R*~!
space, which contains all possible edges, cells, and vertexes.

Proposition 6. Given two edges 11 and nz in OACD(n,R"™1), let (6,7) =
(0(n1,m2),v(N1,m2)), then

21@(67 ):(27 )\/( 74)
v 7 5 (3.15)

m(771a772):%0<:>{ @31@(577):(
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. .. . i,‘—‘rl

Proof. Suppose 7 is an edge generated from pb (i, j) and hence with a code (33;1 T2

PR . . buot+i
?JJF? ), and 79 is an edge generated from pb (u, v) and hence with a code (,, R
buv+3
"),
aij+3 aijt+3
i ) Lj 5
\ b; bj  buvti  buvti .
xlue, %) U (X4, ) and (277, N D Y. (XB, .o), and if they are

joint, then the joint vertex should be 2-I. The minimum 6(ny,72) = 2 if 6(x;) =

d(zj) = 6(zy) = 6(zy) = %, and 6(Xothers) = 0. Therefore the solutions are
aij=b; a;;=b; Ay =buyy ay=byy :
{aij:bi,p {aij:bj—w {au:buvﬂ’ and {av:bwﬂ , where only the below four solutions

are allowed.

Case (1) If ¢ # j # u # v, then 7, and 72 can be rewritten to (z

Qi3 = biaaij = bj - 1;au :buvvav = byy +1
Qi3 = bi,aij = b]' — Lau :buv —|—1,av :buv
Qi = bj,aij =b;, — 1,0y = byy, @y =byp + 1
Qij = bj,aij =b;—1l,a, =byy +1,a, = byy

(3.16)

For each solution, we substitute them into codes of 1; and 72, and these substitu-
i1 .Y
tions, for example of the first solution, will make their codes being (m?” i , x?” +s ,

i1 wtx wt
;"+ , T +2, Ty +2). Easy to see that the two edges are

. . a;i+1 a;i+1 a,+1 a
joint with a 2-T vertex (x;” " %, 27" 2, 2" ' 2, a

; and y(n1,m2) =4, m Z 2.

Since components in X,ipers are always integers, Xopers # 1, then to make
0 = 3, it must be 6(z;, xj, Ty, Ty) = 3. Suppose §(x;) = %, 0(xj) = 3, 6(zy) = 5,
d(x,) = 5, where i, j, u, and v are odd numbers. Then % +i+5+5=3=
i+ j + u+ v =06, then the only solution is ¢ = j = u = 1, v = 3. But this solution
is impossible because it leads to Xyihers 7 0 = § > 3. To make § = 4, it must be
two cases (1.1) 6(xi, 2, Ty, Ty) = 4, 0(Xothers) = 0 or (1.2) 0(x4, 25, Ty, ) = 2,
8 (Xothers) = 2. Similarly, only the case (1.2) is possible, and v = 6. And easy to
check that edges in case (1.2) are not joint to a vertex.

Case (2) If i = wand j = v, then according to Proposition[f] the two edges should
be generated from the same bisector pb (i, j) = pb (u, v). Therefore their codes can
be rewritten to (m?ﬁ%, ;ﬁ%) u(x24,.,.) and (x?ﬁ%,x?ﬁ%) u(XxzB, ...

Let us discuss all possible cases of §(n1,72) for D = a; — by.

s
xdv, z% 1) and (277, x

u

u+§)

Case (2.1) If D = 0, then §(n1,m2) = | X4,.0s — XEB,.,0], and also X5, is a
permutation of X2, .. = N\{a1,a; + 1}. Therefore the possible values of § will

be given by some components in X,¢pers changing their locations. Suppose the
number of such components is m.

Case (2.1.1) If m = 0, then § = 0, so this case can be excluded because it makes
the two edges are equal.

Case (2.1.2) If m = 2, assuming the two components are x4’ and z{", then
d = 2|ag —ay|. Because ag4 # ay, therefore ¢’s possible values will be even numbers.

1
If 6 = 2, then it must be |a;—ay| = 1. The two edges can be rewritten to (.13?1+2,

x?1+%, xg?, xZ"H) and (x?ﬁ%, x?1+%, ago z,?), indicating they are joint to a
2-1 vertex generated by pb (i, j) and pb (g, h). And in this case, v = 2, n = ns.

If = 4, then it must be |ay — as| = 2, and also v = 2, but in this case, the two
edges are not joint.

Case (2.1.3) If m = 3, indicating that three components involve changing their

locations, we can express the three components as X¢pree = (a2, a2 + A1, a0 + Ay +
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As) with Ay > 1 and Ay > 1. Easy to know that Xyp,..e has 6 permutations,
but in which only two permutations involve changing all three components, that is,
thhree = (ag + Al,ag + Al + AQ,QQ) and three = (G,Q + Al + A27a27a2 + Al)
Then §(Xinree, Xpnree) = 0(Xtnrees Xppee) = 2(A1 + Az) > 4, and only when
A=Ay =1,0=4,v=3,m =, but in this case, the two edges are not joint.

Case (2.1.4) If m = 4, § = 4, then there are four components in X,ipers con-
tributing 1 respectively to d, but in this case, the two edges are not joint.

Case (2.1.5) If m > 4, then 6 > 4.

Case (2.2) If D = 1, then 6(x;) = 6(x;) = 1 =6 > 2. Also X4,_,.. = N\{a1,a; +
1} and Xothers = N\{a1 —1,a;}. For similar cases such as (2 1.1)-(2.1.4), we know
that X7, . includes a; — 1 but excludes a; + 1, and Xothers includes a1 +1
but excludes a; — 1. Therefore we have |X | > 2. The X4
and X2

others — others others

can be further rewritten to X4 = (z@~ 1 2%4) U (XA,.,.) and

others others g
+1 '
XoBthers = (xZB7$(}111 ) (XcﬁhPrs )
Case (2.2.1) g # h. To reach |X4, . — XZ, | =2, it must be §(z,) = 1,

0(xzp) = 1, and §(Tothers) = 0. Thus the solutions are {aaﬁa;“Q and {ajiafiz

and X2 the only

Because a; has been already excluded from both XA Sthers)

others

solution is ap = a; — 2 and a4 = a; + 2. However, this solution will make X4,

include ap but exclude a4, while X2, include a4y but exclude ap, implying
5(@others’) > 0. Therefore, | X4 — X5, .| is impossible to be 2, and hence
0> 4.

Case (2.2.2) g = h. Then | X2 | =2 if |Xothers = 0.

1
In this case, § = 4 and v = 3. The two edges turn to (xf1+2, x;1+2, :cgl_l) and

1 g1 .
(z' 72, 252, 29T). We can find that z; +x; 4z, = 3a;, then using E2V (n, 31)
we know that they are both joint to a 3-I vertex (x?l , xfl , xf) Also D = 1 always
implies 177 2Z 2.

Case (2.3) If D > 2, then d(z;) > 2, §(x;) > 2 and hence § > 4. Using the
similar analysis in case (2.2), easy to know that ¢ is impossible to be 4 and hence
> 4.

others

_ x5
others — others Xothe’rs’|

artl
Case (3) If i = u but j # v, the two edges can be rewritten to (z 1+2,xj1+2,x32)u
(XAers = N\a1,a1+1) and (z b1+2,$§-2,$21+2) U(X5, ..« = N\bi,b; +1). Because
§(z;) > 3,6(zy) > %, then 6 > 1.
Case (3.1) To reach 6 = 1, it must be 6(x;) = 6(Tothers) = 0, 6(x;) = 0(zy) = 1.
Therefore we have solutions that a; = by, { aifbil, and { “ifbl . Easy to check
a1=ba az=b1+1

these solutions will lead to such as by = by, by = b1 + 1, as = a1, as = a1 + 1 —
all are impossible since they have been excluded from their codes. As a result, the
next minimum § = 2.

Case (3.2) To reach § = 2, there two possible cases of chromatic distance at each
component.

Case (3.2.1) 6(z;) =1, 8(z;) = 6(xy) = 3, and §(Xoshers) = 0.

This case leads to solutions that {‘“:blﬁ, { @=bz and {3 b1 which cor-

a1:b1 a1:b2 a _b
respond to 8 combinations but only 4 of them Will lead to the allowed edges

by—1 b -1 — bi+3
(z;' %, 2 2l and (@ 1+2,x§1 1 22"2). Easy to check that the two edges
by by b

21 21 21
2 ,x® ,x ), and in this case v = 3, m Z 7.

are joint to a 3-I vertex (z ;
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Case (3.2.2) 6(x;) = 0,6(z;) = 2,6(2,) = 3,and (T others) = 0. These equations
give solutions a; = by, {Zigif;, and {agiflbir Easy to check these solutions are
not allowed.

Case (3.3) To reach § = 3, there 4 possible combinations of chromatic distance at
each component (5(x;), 6(z;), 6(zu), 0(@other)): (1,%,2,1), (2,4,1,0), (0,3,2,0),

D RIDE] D RIDE] HDRIDE]
and (0, %, %,0). Easy to check that the first three combinations are impossible
1 1
and only the fourth are allowed to give edges such as (x?1+2,x§1+2,x$1’1) and

aﬁ»% a;—1 aﬁ»% . . o ~ .
(z; 2,277, @y *), which also gives v = 2 and 71 = np. Using E2V (1, 31) we
ap ey ooy
know the two edges are both joint to a 3-I vertex (z,° ,z;° ,z,% ).

Case (3.4) To reach § = 4, there 8 possible combinations of chromatic distance at
each component (d(z;), 6(z;), 6(zy), d(Zother)): (1, %, %, ), (2, %, %, ), (3, %7 %, ),
(1, %, %, 0), (0, %, %, 1), (1, %, %,O)7 (0, %, g, 1), and (0, %, %, 0). Checking these com-
binations we know that only the first combination is allowed, which gives the edge
codes (x?1+%, ?1+%,xgl_l)u(m;2,x22+l) and (m?r%,a;?1+1,mzﬁ%)U(x?“‘l,xz?),
but they are not joint with the same 3-I vertex and also v = 5.

Summarizing the above cases (1), (2.1.2), (2.2.2), (3.2.1), and (3.3) we know that

the conditions in Table [T are also sufficient for reasoning E-E joint relations. O

Note that if we do not care the types of the joint vertex, then we can integrate
conditions in Table 1 to

Nlmm) =& { ?5,§7§)= (4,3),m & m2 (3.17)

3.1.5. Edge-Cell (E-C) relations. There are three types of relations between an edge
and a cell: (1) contain: the edge is one boundary of the cell, i.e., N({,n) = n (Fig.6j),
(2) joint: the cell only share a vertex with the edge, i.e., N({,n) = ¢ (Fig.6k), and
(3) disjoint: they do not share any particles, i.e., N({,n) = @ (Fig.6l).

Proposition 7. Given a cell { and a edge n, then
N(¢n) =neo(¢n) =1 (3.18)

Proof. A cell ¢ could be taken as the space closed by edges that are from either 2-1
or 3-I units, and this gives (N =n= §({,n) = 1.

q,2 b1+% b_l"ré

Suppose ¢ bears a code (z*, 25?)U(X.,,) and 1) bears a code (z;" 2,2, ?)U
. b+ 1 b+ L
(XB, ). Tomake 6(C,n) = 1, it must be that |23 —z,' 2| = 1 |x?2—xj1+2| =1,
. =b =b
and |X4,...— XEB, | =0, so the solutions are {af;blil and {agiblir Because

: a1=by,a2=b1—1 .
a1 # az, then we have only two solutions {a2:b17a1:b1_1. It is easy to know that

the two solutions are just the two cells who share the edge, that is, (Nn=n. O

Similar to the function E2V, a function C2F is used for calculating all edges
that bound a cell.

Notation 4. The procedure of C2E(():
Let ¢ is an cell with base N[0,n — 1]. (1) Find the minimum component z in
its code, assume it is xZ; (2) Find z + 1, assume it is xj“, then change x7 and
+1 zt+3
sz tox; 2
z=n-—2.

and x;+%, respectively. (3) Let z = z+1 and repeat (1) and (2) until



ENTITY-ORIENTED SPATIAL CODING 23

Therefore in theory each cell should be bounded by n — 1 edges, i.e., they are n-
hedras, but in fact many cells are triangles, quadrilaterals, or polygons with edges
much less then n — 1, indicating that a large number of edges do not emerge in
plane.

Proposition 8. Given a cell ¢ and a edge n in OACD(n,R"~1), then
N(Gn) =pe3<0(¢n) <4 (3.19)

Proof. Table[I]shows that in 2-I and 3-I units, if a cell and an edge are joint, then
their chromatic distances are either 3or 4.
Suppose ¢ bears a code (z§*, z%*)U(X4

i g others
(X(ﬁhers\Xfele—c;)led)

Case (1) Tomake §(¢,n) = 3, all possible combinations of (§(x;), §(x;), 0(Zothers))
are (3,3,2), (3,3,1), (% 5,0), and (‘;’7 3.0). Checking these combinations we know
that only the cases (2, 2,2) and (2, 5,1) are allowed, in which (2, 2,2) gives two
solutions { a1 bbj_l and {“; El;lrl namely, two cells are opposite to an edge in a 2-1
unit, and (2, 5,1) gives two solutions { “ib bjr2 and {Z;Ziﬂ, namely, two edges
are interval to a cell in a 3-I1 unit. And easy to know that their code distances are
4 and 3, respectively.

Case (2) Tomake §(¢,n) = 4, all possible combinations of (§(x;), §(x;), 0(Zothers))

are (2,%, ), (%7272) (é,g,l) (g,g,l) (3,2,0) and (é,;,O) Similarly, only

b1+2 bi+3

) and 7 bears a code (z; " *,x; *)U

(3,2,2) is allowed to give two solutions { - bl ', and {Zl_zlié that correspond to
the two cells being opposite to an edge in a 3 I unit, with v = 3. (]

Based on the above two propositions, the disjoint E-C relation can be determined
by the below corollary.

Corollary 2. Given a cell  and a edge n, then

N(¢n) =a<6¢n) >4 (3.20)

We can use C2F and then E2V function, that is, E2V(C2E(()), to obtain all
vertexes contained by a cell. Also we can define a new function C2V(¢) to directly
find out all of such that vertexes, using the similar procedures in E2V (7). Therefore
using functions C2F and C2V, E-C relations can be also expressed by

N(¢,n) =n«ene C2E(CQ) (3.21)
N¢n) =peng C2E(C) NC2V(C) N E2V(n) # @
N, n) =9« C2V(()NE2V(n) =

Note that because some joint vertexes may be hidden in high dimensional spaces,
therefore some joint E-C relations may appear to be disjoint in R? plane.

3.1.6. Cell-Cell (C-C) relations. The C-C relations can also be three types: (1)
connected: two cells share a common edge, i.e., N(¢1,¢2) = n (Fig.6m), (2) joint:
they share a common vertex, i.e., N(¢1,¢2) = ¢ (Fig.6n), and (3) disjoint: they
do not share any particles, i.e., N(¢1,{2) = & (Fig.60). The connected and joint
relations actually correspond to the five C-C relations occurred in 2-1 or 3-I units
(Table 1), where the adjacent corresponds to the connected, and the opposite and
interval both correspond to the joint.
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Proposition 9. Given two cells (1 and (o,

N(¢1,¢) =1 8(C1,0) =2 (3.22)

Proof. We have proved that if two cell are adjacent, then their chromatic distance
is 2. Now we need to prove if §((1, (2) = 2, then they must be adjacent. Suppose (1

and ( are with codes (2", z*)U (XA4,...)and (z%, 22) (XB, ..)- The only way

giving § = 2 is that |a1—b1\ =1, lag—bs| = 1, and | X4, ., .— X5, ...| = 0. This leads

to solutions {‘“_bl {‘”_bl {“1_b2+1 and {“z_bﬁl then we can obtain the allowed
a1=bs’ laz=bs’ la;=b;—1 as=by—1"

two solutions that (1) aq = ba, as = b1, a1 = by — 1, ag = by + 1; and (2) a3 = ba,
as = by, a1 = by — 1, as = by — 1. Substituting the two solutions back to chromatic

codes of (3 and (2, then they turn to such as ¢; = (=}, ‘“H) = ( a1+17 33?1), or

G o= (a2t ), = (x 2-1,:102’1 ) or similar codes. Usmg C2E(¢) we know that
1 1
they both Jomt with an edge (z; a1t} ! ) or (xbl , x?l 2), or similar codes. [

Proposition 10. Given two cells {1 and (o,

N(C,6)=pe(C,¢) =4 (3.23)

Proof. The properties [[1] shows that if two cells are joint to a vertex, then their
chromatic distance is 4. Now let us explore all possible cases that make chromatic
distance is 4.

First we rewrite ¢; and (s to (Xg}fl) U (X351 ) and (Xg}f YU (XZ2 ), where
XSI _— XS2

oL 2me- This indicates that 6(¢1,(2) is only contributed by Xg;s¢, where
for each component, a:g;f 3 #* ng-f far Suppose Xgifr contains m components, then

Case (1) m = 2, namely, v((1,(2) = 2.

Let X(Q}f = (x7",27?) and X(ﬁ}f = (20,28 z%), then we have a1 # b1, ag # ba.
Also all cells are equi-base, ¢; 2 (p, and X5 = X5 = G = G, therefore we

same same
always have Xﬁ}fl = XCZ;fz = {Zizgé, {Z;Z;. Because xgll-ffl + xif‘ffz’ therefore
we have a1 = by and as = by, and then § = 2]|a; —as| =4 = a3 = ag +2 or
a1 = ag — 2. We thus further rewrite Xﬁ}fl and Xﬁ}fz to (x””,:ﬂ?"‘) U (22t

I

and (.Z‘?Z,I?2+2) U (xzﬁl), because as + 1 must be somewhere in X4, assuming

1 1
it is k. Then ¢; should be bounded by two edges n,, = (22212 m?2+2, wzz+2),
az+3
i s

az+3 az+3

N, = (z; %, 5%, ;7" %), and (o should be bounded by two edges n,, = (z
az+2 a2tz ay azt3 ax+3

P %), n, = (2, 27 %, xy” *). From the properties of 3-I unit we know

that n,, and 7,, are joint to a ¢/ and both in bisector pb (j, k), and in the same

way, 7,, and 7,, are joint to the same ¢3! and also both in bisector pb (i, k) — this

is just the case that the two cells are in a 3-I units and with an opposite relation.
Case (2) m = 3, namely, (Cl,@) =3.

b
We rewrite Xdsz and Xdszz to (x !

i

bo b3

o z?,xp*). Because

7 0

az

z$?, 27*) and (z

D ~/
Xdz}fl Xdifo and xdiffl #+ xdiffz, then we have a; = b, ay = by, ag = by,
or a; = bg, ap = bg, as = bl. Suppose a2 = ai + Al and asz = a1 + Al + AQ,
with Ay > 1 and As > 1, then easy to obtain that § = 2A; + 2A,. Therefore

6 = 4, only if Ay = Ay = 1. The Xdsz = (xfl,x‘]“ﬁ xz1+2) and ngflﬁ =
a1+1

(z] 242 20) or X(ﬁjﬁh = (202, 2%, 29"t or their corresponding permu-

i » g I )
a1+3 ai+3

tations. Using C2E((), we can get (1 has two edges ni1 = (z; *,z;  ?), m2 =

a1+3 a1+3 a1+3 ai+3
(xj Ty 7)) € ),

, and for case X(Zj}fl, C21 has two edges m211 = (z; y T
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1 1
No12 = (x; 1+2 a1+2 ); and for case X(gjffy (22 has two edges 1201 = (x?ﬁ_"’ , xZH_Q ),
Nz = (951 1+2 a1+2) Using E2V (n) we know that all the six edges are joint to the
same @3l = (x‘i“H, m?lﬂ,leﬂ). Also according to the Proposition |5, the edges

in pairs (111,7211), (M12,7M221), (N212,7222) are both in the same bisector. These
cell-edge-vertex relations are just the case that two cells (21 and (o5 are in interval
relations to the cell (.

Case (3) m = 4, namely, v(¢1, ) = 4.

We rewrite Xﬁ}fl and Xﬁ;h to (a7, 2f?, vg?, 24) and (mi—’ﬂx?%m%ﬁx%). Be-
cause each component in Xg;r¢ at least contributes 1 chromatic distance to 6,
therefore to make § = 4, it must be 6(z;) = d(z;) = d(zy) = d(zy) = L

Then the solutions are {Zigii, {Zzigzﬂ, {Ziigzﬂ, {Z;‘jﬁi, and also it is

needed that X2 >~ x D2 Assume as = a1 + Ay, ag = a1 + A1 + Ay, and

dsz diffa"
as = ay; + A1 + As + Ag, then the only solution for Xdlff is (a1 + A4, aq,
a1 + Al + AQ + Ag, ay + Al + AQ) with Al = Ag = 1 COI‘I‘@SpOHdiDg to the
opposite cell in 2-1 unit.
Case (4) m > 5.
Because each components in Xg;r; at least contribute 1 chromatic distance to
0, therefore § > 5. O

Another approach to reason C-C relations is using C2FE(¢) function to calculate
all edges of two cells, and if among them two edges are equal, then the two cells
must be connected. We can also use C2V () to calculate all vertexes contained
by two cells and hence determine if they are joint with a vertex, but here we will
encounter the same problem that the joint vertex is hidden.

3.2. Spatial topology between complexes. Real objects or geographical en-
tities in space usually occupy massive spatial particles. Topological relations and
computations among complexes are hence much more complicated than those among
particles. As the union set of particles, a complex may contain different types of
particles, for example, containing two cells, two edges, and three vertexes, such
complexes are called mized complezes; or it contains only a single type of particles,
for example, containing only vertexes, edges, or cells, such complexes are called umni-
form complexes. In addition, there are also two information scenarios: for a given
complex, (1) we know its code as well as its all elemental particles, and (2) we only
know its code but do not know its elemental particles. This section demonstrates
an tentative study of spatial complex topology, particularly focusing on the most
important uniform complex — cluster, as well as the scenario (1) that we know each
elemental cell.

3.2.1. Spatial connectivity of a cluster. The spatial connectivity is an important
issue for analyzing complexes and clusters. In a general sense, the connectivity of
clusters in OACD and SCM is similar to those in graph theory, complex network,
algebraic geometry, and point set topology. A disconnected cluster is usually treated
as a number of connected clusters rather than a single cluster.

Let us define the connectivity of a cluster. If a cluster £ contains two cells (; and
(2 and they are connected as in Proposition @ namely, (1, (3) = 2, then there is a
path linking them, denoted by p(¢1, (). If a cluster contains three cells (1, (2, and
(s,and there is a path p((1,(2), and another path p(s,(3), then we define a path
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p((1,¢3) between (1 and (3, and call them path-connected by a path-cell (o, that is,
p((1,¢3) = (o). Similarly, any two cells are path-connected if they are linked by a
series of path-cells.

Definition 6. Given a cluster £{C1,(a,...,(n}, it is connected if it meets two
conditions: (1) any two cells are path-connected, and (2) all path-cells are the
elements of the cluster.

Notation 5. The function Conn(§) returns the connectivity of £. It can be carried
out by steps (1) select any one cell from & as the seed of the connected set C.
and the other cells remain as the waiting-list set C,, (2) search cells in C., to
find out the cell {,, which is connected to any cell (. in C., that is, §((., Cw) = 2.
(3) If found, then move ¢, from C., to C., and repeat step (2) until C,, becomes
empty, and then return Conn(§) = 1, meaning £ is connected; If not found, return
Conn(§) =0, meaning £ is disconnected.

3.2.2. Types and reasoning of cluster-cluster topological relations. Given two clus-
ters & and &o, their cluster-cluster (Cs-Cs) topological relations are demonstrated
in Fig.7, such as equal, contain, touch, and overlap. Because clusters are union

set of cells and if their elemental cells are known, say, & = {(11, (12, ,C1n} and
& = {21,822, -+ ,Cam}, then some of Cs-Cs relations are easy to determine by
using below set operations.

§requals & < & N&E =8 =& (3.24)

&1 contains &5 < &1 D &
51 diSjOiIltS 52 -~ €1 N 62 =g
§roverlaps o & NG £ T F# & # &

Another usual topological relation between two clusters is adjacency (Fig.7d),
which can be determined by

51 touch 52 <~ 51 n 52 =N OOnn(§1 U 52) =1 (325)

Or we can use C2F and C2V function to compare their edges and vertexes, that
is,

El touch 52 4 51 n 62 =N OQE(gl) n C2E(§2) 7§ %) (326)
where C2E(§) = CL€J£C2E(C) and C2V (&) = CL€J§C’2V(C).

A more comprehensive but perhaps more complicated method to explore Cs-
Cs relations is examining all C-C relations among their elemental cells. Given
two complexes O1(Q11, Y2, .., Q1p) and O2(Qa1, Qog, ..., Qap), their chromatic-
distance matriz is defined by dM (01, O2) = [dij]nxm, Where d;; = §(Q14, Qa;), that

is,

6(211,Q21)  6(Q1,Q02) -+ (1, Q2m)
6(Q12,Q21)  6(Q2,Q02) -+ (2, Q2m)

dM(©1,02) = : : . : (3.27)
6(Qun, Q1) 6(Qun, Q22) -+ 5(Q1n, Q2m)

Given a complex O, dM(©,0) is also called the internal matriz of ©, and de-
noted by iM(0©), which can be used to determine the connectivity of a cluster.



ENTITY-ORIENTED SPATIAL CODING 27

A o8 25 5)

Q ""’ p

5=6=(1,12,2,7,8) ) :
% §(11,65,24,38,52) %

(a) Equal (t;‘j‘(‘.:ontoin

v,
.

.,
Py

(d) Touch (e) Disjoint (f) Joint

FIGURE 7. Six types of complex topological relations in full-OACD.

Replacing all 6 = 2 in iM(£) by 1 and all others by 0, then we get an adjacency
matrix aM (§), the same one used in graph theory. The aM (&) can be transferred
to a reachability matrix M (£) = aM (£)+ aM (€)% + -+ + aM (€)™, or by such as
Floyd-Warshall, Thorup, or Kameda’s algorithms [9], [I0], [TI1]. If M (§) = 1, then
¢ is an connected cluster.

By using Proposition [9] and we can determine Cs-Cs relations by whether
some particular chromatic distances are found in dM. For example, if we found 0
or 2 in dM, then it means a cell in one cluster is equal or connected to a cell in the
other cluster.

Notation 6. Function cdn(dM,k) returns the number of §(Q1,Q2) = k in a
chromatic-distance matriz dM(©1,03). k also can be some conditions such as
>0, or # 2.

We then can determine Cs-Cs relations by using dM , cdn function, and the below
rules.

&1 equals & & || = Fedn(dM,0) = |& | (3.28)
&1 contains & < &5 = Fedn(dM,0) < |&|
&1 overlaps & < 1 < Ledn(dM,0) < min(|& ], [])

&1 joint & < cdn(dM,< 2) = 0 A cdn(dM,4) >0

& touch & < cdn(dM,0) = 0 A cdn(dM,2) > 0

& disjoints &3 < edn(dM,< 4) =0

where dM = dM(&1,&2), and |£]| is the cardinal number of £, that is, if £ is a
m-cell cluster, then || = m.
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The third methods to determine Cs-Cs relations is directly using their chromatic
codes and distance (&1, &), for example, using the codes in Fig.7. Through tenta-
tive studies we found the general rule that ‘the closer the chromatic distance, the
closer the spatial topology’ [8]. However, the full investigation and more rigorous
mathematics remain for future work.

4. DISCUSSIONS AND SUMMARY

As one type of spatial chromatic tessellations, full-OACDs provide a scheme
to partition and encode space. Technically a fulllFOACD is an irregular discrete
spatial data model based necessarily on the given object sets. If we have enough
perception, we should see that the similar schemes provide a new approach to study
discrete geometry. In SCT, as the generator number increases, the cell number and
neighborhood number of each cell will become larger and larger, and the size of each
cell will become smaller and smaller. This property is different from other discrete
tessellation models, such as raster model and Voronoi diagrams. For example, the
neighborhood number of a pixel in a raster model is always 4 or 8, even though
its spatial resolution may be very high. When the generator number turns to be
the infinite, the space represented by SCT turns to be a continuous space, and its
topology turns to be the classic point-set topology.

Chromatic codes are the keys for characterization, computation and analysis of
spatial particles and their complexes. Spatial coding is a new topic in GIS. As
a scheme of spatial coding, full-OACD is still in its immature stage, where many
problems and directions remain unanswered and unexplored. Below we discuss
some issues that might be worth further investigation.

Vertex types. There are two types of vertexes in full-OACD: 2-1 and 3-1 ver-
texes, with quite different code bases. The 2-I'’s codes contain half-integers but the
3-I’s do not. 3-I vertexes actually are those degenerated cells, also called singular
cells in pervious studies [§]. Instead of using perpendicular bisectors, if we use
weighted perpendicular bisectors, then 3-I vertexes will change their faces to real
cells, accompanying some new edges and 2-1 vertexes, see an example in Fig.8a. In
such diagrams, particle bases are quite different from those in full-OACDs.

In addition, there are no more other types of vertexes in full-OACDs, such as 4-1
or 5-1, since we have excluded them by assuming the generators being in general
cases. For non-general cases, for example, if 4 points are concyclic, then their six
perpendicular bisectors will intersect at the center of a circle, and hence generate
a 6-1 vertex with code such as (2,2,2,3) see Fig.8b. Although we can exclude
4 concyclic points from the plane, in 3d space, 4 points are generally always on a
sphere, expect they are all in a plane, implying that many 6-1 vertexes will be found
in OACD(n,R3). This is similar to that 3 points are generally always concyclic in
a plane, except they are all in a line.

Hidden spatial particles. In terms of the Propositions [6] and as well as
the results of functions C2F and E2V, many spatial particles should exist in full-
OACDs but in one real space they are hidden. Checking the codes of the hidden
particles, we could not find any structural and permutation differences from those
emerged particles. However, the hidden particles will indeed emerge in full-OACDs
if we change point patterns of the generator set, but if we did so, some previous
emerged particles will be hidden again. Therefore a big challenge of fulllOACD is
to determine what cells are hidden by given a kind of generator pattern.
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FIGURE 8. Other types of spatial chromatic tessellations. (a) Di-

agrams generated by weighted bisectors; (b) Four generators are
concyclic.

Hidden particles and complex codes can be also applied to analyze genera-
tor patterns. For example, the complex of all 3-1 vertexes in Fig.3b has a code
(t21,435, 433,45, ¢19,¢80), indicating this complex is much closer to the generator
t3 = 43 than to t; = 6. Note that in a SCM or fullOACD(n,R"~!), all particles
are emerged, but when it is mapped into the lower and lower dimensional spaces,
more and more particles will be hidden.

From coded space to real space. If we compare the belonging relationships
of different models proposed in SCM, the result should be that OACD C full-
OACD C SCT C SCM. Full-OACD is generated from half-space partitions, so it is
still a type of spatial chromatic tessellations (SCT), namely, a mapping from SCM
spaces, which are usually in higher dimensions, to real spaces, which are usually in
lower dimensions. From the perspective of SCM, there is a question that how to
understand the half-integers in edge codes. If we are allowed to use half-integers
to make space, then how about if we use other numbers such as i—integers. It
seems that edges and vertexes are not real spaces, just as we often say that lines
are only with lengths but no areas. When we use a pen to draw a line to partition
a piece of paper, it appears that we get three parts: half at right, half at left, and
the middle line that cannot be assigned to any half. When we use a scissors to
cut a piece of paper, however, we can only get two pieces of paper but never three
parts. Therefore, we would like to emphasize that in ful-OACD and SCM, the cell
is the elementary subspace, whereas edges, vertexes and other lower dimensional
subspaces are only boundaries. Therefore, in order to use coded spaces to represent
the real-world spaces, we suggest only use cells. It is like in raster model, any spatial

entities and objects are always represented by pixels, no matter it is a point, line,
or area.
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