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Abstract. An arrangement of pseudocircles is a collection of simple
closed curves on the sphere or in the plane such that every pair is
either disjoint or intersects in exactly two crossing points. We call an
arrangement intersecting if every pair of pseudocircles intersects twice.
An arrangement is circularizable if there is a combinatorially equivalent
arrangement of circles.
In this paper we present the results of the first thorough study of cir-
cularizability. We show that there are exactly four non-circularizable
arrangements of 5 pseudocircles (one of them was known before). We also
show that exactly three out of the 2131 digon-free intersecting arrange-
ment of 6 pseudocircles are non-circularizable.
Most of our non-circularizability proofs depend on incidence theorems
like Miquel’s. In other cases we contradict circularizability by consid-
ering a continuous deformation where the circles of an assumed circle
representation grow or shrink in a controlled way.
The claims that we have all non-circularizable arrangements with the
given properties are based on a program that generated all arrangements
up to a certain size. Given the complete lists of arrangements, we used
heuristics to find circle representations. Examples where the heuristics
failed were examined by hand.

Keywords: circularizability · incidence theorems · great-(pseudo)circles

1 Introduction

Arrangements of pseudocircles generalize arrangements of circles in the same
vein as arrangements of pseudolines generalize arrangements of lines. The study
of arrangements of pseudolines was initiated by Levi [12] in 1918. Since then
arrangements of pseudolines were intensively studied. The handbook article on
the topic [5] lists more than 100 references. To the best of our knowledge the
study of arrangements of pseudocircles was initiated by Grünbaum [8].
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(b) (c)(a)

Fig. 1: The 3 connected arrangements of n = 3 pseudocircles. (a) Krupp, (b) NonKrupp,
(c) 3-Chain.

A pseudocircle is a simple closed curve in the plane or on the sphere. An
arrangement of pseudocircles is a collection of pseudocircles with the property that
the intersection of any two of the pseudocircles is either empty or consists of two
points where the curves cross. Other authors also allow touching pseudocircles,
e.g. [1]. A cell of the arrangement with k crossings on its boundary is a k-cell.
A 2-cell is also called a digon (some authors call it a lens), and a 3-cell is also
called a triangle. An arrangement A of pseudocircles is

simple, if no three pseudocircles of A intersect in a common point;
connected, if the graph of the arrangement is connected;
intersecting, if any two pseudocircles of A intersect.

In this paper we assume that arrangements are simple and connected.
Two arrangements A and B are isomorphic if they induce homeomorphic cell

decompositions of the compactified plane, i.e., on the sphere. In particular, the
isomorphism class of an arrangement of pseudocircles in the plane is closed under
changes of the unbounded cell.

Figure 1 shows the three connected arrangements of three pseudocircles. We
call the unique digon-free intersecting arrangement the Krupp1. The second
intersecting arrangement is the NonKrupp; this arrangement has digons. The
non-intersecting arrangement is the 3-Chain.

Every triple of great-circles on the sphere induces a Krupp arrangement, hence,
we call an arrangement of pseudocircles an arrangement of great-pseudocircles if
every subarrangement induced by three pseudocircles is a Krupp.

Some authors think of arrangements of great-pseudocircles when they speak
about arrangements of pseudocircles, this is e.g. common practice in the theory of
oriented matroids. In fact, arrangements of great-pseudocircles serve to represent
rank 3 oriented matroids, cf. [2].

Definition 1. An arrangement of pseudocircles is circularizable if there is an
isomorphic arrangement of circles.

Preceeding our work there have been only few results about circularizability
of arrangements of pseudocircles. Edelsbrunner and Ramos [4] presented an
intersecting arrangement of 6 pseudocircles (with digons) which has no realization

1This name refers to the logo of the Krupp AG, a German steel company. Krupp
was the largest company in Europe at the beginning of the 20th century.
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with circles, i.e., it is not circularizable. Linhart and Ortner [13] found a non-
circularizable non-intersecting arrangement of 5 pseudocircles with digons (see
Figure 2(b)). They also proved that every intersecting arrangement of at most
4 pseudocircles is circularizable. Kang and Müller [9] extended the result by
showing that all arrangements with at most 4 pseudocircles are circularizable.
They also proved that deciding circularizability for connected arrangements is
NP-hard.

2 Overview

In Section 3 we present some background on arrangements of pseudocircles and
provide tools that will be useful for non-circularizability proofs.

In Section 4 we study arrangements of great-pseudocircles – this class of
arrangements of pseudocircles is in bijection with projective arrangements of
pseudolines. Our main theorem in this section is the Great-Circle Theorem
which allows to transfer knowledge regarding arrangements of pseudolines to
arrangements of pseudocircles.

Theorem 1 (Great-Circle Theorem). An arrangement of great-pseudocircles
is circularizable (i.e., has a circle representation) if and only if it has a great-circle
representation.

In the last two sections we present the full classification of circularizable
and non-circularizable arrangements among all connected arrangements of 5
pseudocircles and all digon-free intersecting arrangements of 6 pseudocircles. With
the aid of computers we generated the complete lists of connected arrangements of
n ≤ 6 pseudocircles and of intersecting arrangements of n ≤ 7 pseudocircles. The
respective numbers are shown in Table 1. Given the complete lists of arrangements,
we used automatized heuristics to find circle representations. Examples where
the heuristics failed had to be examined by hand.

Computational issues and algorithmic ideas are omitted here – we refer
the interested reader to the full version of this paper [7]. The encoded lists of
arrangements of up to n = 6 pseudocircles and circle representations are available
on our webpage [6].

The list of circle representations together with the non-circularizability proofs
given in Sections 5 yields the following theorem.

Theorem 2. The four equivalence classes of arrangements N 1
5 , N 2

5 , N 3
5 , and N 4

5

(shown in Figure 2) are the only non-circularizable ones among the 984 equivalence
classes of connected arrangements of n = 5 pseudocircles.

Note that N 1
5 is the only non-circularizable intersecting arrangement on 5

pseudocircles. Non-circularizability of N 2
5 was previously shown by Linhart and

Ortner [13]. We give an alternative proof which also shows the non-circularizability
of N 3

5 . Jonathan Wild and Christopher Jones, contributed sequences A250001
and A288567 to the On-Line Encyclopedia of Integer Sequences (OEIS). These
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

Fig. 2: The four non-circularizable arrangements on n = 5 pseudocircles: (a) N 1
5 ,

(b) N 2
5 , (c) N 3

5 , and (d) N 4
5 .

n 3 4 5 6 7

connected 3 21 984 609 423 ?

+digon-free 1 3 30 4 509 ?

intersecting 2 8 278 145 058 447 905 202

+digon-free 1 2 14 2 131 3 012 972

great-p.c.s 1 1 1 4 11

Table 1: Number of combinatorially different arrangements of n pseudocircles.

sequences count certain classes of arrangements of circles and pseudocircles. Wild
and Jones also looked at circularizability and independently found Theorem 2
(personal communication).

Concerning arrangements of 6 pseudocircles, we were able to fully classify
digon-free intersecting arrangements.

Theorem 3. The three equivalence classes of arrangements N∆
6 , N 2

6 , and N 3
6

(shown in Figure 3) are the only non-circularizable ones among the 2131 equiva-
lence classes of digon-free intersecting arrangements of n = 6 pseudocircles.

In Section 6, we give non-circularizability proofs for N∆
6 , N 2

6 , and N 3
6 . In fact,

for the non-circularizability of N∆
6 and N 2

6 , respectively, we have two proofs of
different flavors: One proof (see Section 6) uses continuous deformations similar to
the proof of the Great-Circle Theorem (Theorem 1) and the other proof (omitted
in this version) is based on an incidence theorem. The incidence theorem used
for N∆

6 might be new and of independent interest.

By enumerating and realizing all arrangement of n ≤ 4 pseudocircles, we have
an alternative proof of Kang and Müller’s result, that all arrangements of n ≤ 4
are circularizable [9].

In the full version [7] we have further results, for example, non-circularizability
proofs for some intersecting arrangements on n = 6 pseudocircles with digons.
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(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 3: The three non-circularizable digon-free intersecting arrangements for n = 6:
(a) N∆

6 , (b) N 2
6 , and (c) N 3

6 . Inner triangles are colored gray. Note that in (b) and (c)
the outer face is also a triangle.

3 Preliminaries: Basic Properties and Tools

Stereographic projections map circles to circles (if we consider a line to be a
circle containing the point at infinity), therefore, circularizability on the sphere
and in the plane is the same concept. Arrangements of circles can be mapped to
isomorphic arrangements of circles via Möbius transformations. In this context,
the sphere is identified with the extended complex plane C ∪ {∞}.

Let C be an arrangement of circles represented on the sphere. Each circle of C
spans a plane in 3-space, hence, we obtain an arrangement E(C) of planes in R3.
In fact, a fixed sphere S conveys a bijection between (not necessarily connected)
circle arrangements on S and arrangements of planes with the property that each
plane of the arrangement intersects S.

Consider two circles C1, C2 of a circle arrangement C on S and the corre-
sponding planes E1, E2 of E(C). The intersection of E1 and E2 is either empty
(i.e., E1 and E2 are parallel) or a line `. The line ` intersects S if and only if C1

and C2 intersect, in fact, ` ∩ S = C1 ∩ C2.
With three pairwise intersecting circles C1, C2, C3 we obtain three planes E1,

E2, E3 intersecting in a vertex v of E(C). It is notable that v is in the interior of
the ball bounded by S if and only if the three circles form a Krupp in C.

Lemma 1. Let C be an arrangement of circles represented on the sphere. Three
circles C1, C2, C3 of C form a Krupp if and only if the three corresponding planes
E1, E2, E3 intersect in a single point in the interior of the ball bounded by S.

Digons are also nicely characterized: A pair C1, C2 of circles forms a digon
of C if and only if the segment of ` in the interior of S contains no vertex of E(C).

3.1 Incidence Theorems

The smallest non-stretchable arrangements of pseudolines are closely related
to the incidence theorems of Pappos and Desargues. A construction already
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(a) (b)

Fig. 4: (a) A non-stretchable arrangement of pseudolines from Pappos’s Theorem. (b) A
non-circularizable arrangement of pseudocircles from Miquel’s Theorem.

described by Levi [12] is depicted in Figure 4(a). Pappos’s Theorem states that,
in a configuration of 8 lines as shown in the figure in black, the 3 white points are
collinear, i.e., a line containing two of them also contains the third. Therefore,
the arrangement including the red pseudoline has no corresponding arrangement
of straight lines, i.e., it is not stretchable.

Miquel’s Theorem asserts that, in a configuration of 5 circles as shown in
Figure 4(b) in black, the 4 white points are cocircular, i.e., a circle containing
three of them also contains the fourth. Therefore, the arrangement including the
red pseudocircle cannot be circularized.

Next we state an incidence theorem that will be used in later proofs of
non-circularizability. (For a proof, see Appendix A.)

Lemma 2 (First Four-Circles Incidence Lemma). Let C be an arrangement
of four circles C1, C2, C3, C4 such that none of them is contained in the interior
of another one, and such that (C1, C2), (C2, C3), (C3, C4), and (C4, C1) are
touching. Then there is a circle C∗ passing through these four touching points in
the given cyclic order.

In the course of the paper we will meet further incidence theorems, e.g. Lemma 4
and Lemma 5.

3.2 Flips and Deformations of Pseudocircles

Let C be an arrangement of circles. Imagine that the circles of C start moving
independently, i.e., the position of their centers and their radii depend on a time
parameter t in a continuous way. This yields a family C(t) of arrangements with
C(0) = C. Let us assume that the set T of all t for which C(t) is not simple or
contains touching circles is discrete and for each t ∈ T the arrangement C(t)
contains either a single point where 3 circles intersect or a single touching. If
t1 < t2 are consecutive in T , then all arrangements C(t) with t ∈ (t1, t2) are
isomorphic. Selecting one representative from each such class, we get a list
C0, C1, . . . of simple arrangements such that two consecutive (non-isomorphic)
arrangements Ci, Ci+1 are either related by a triangle flip or by a digon flip.
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We will make use of controlled changes in circle arrangements, in particular,
we grow or shrink specified circles of an arrangement to produce touchings or
points where 3 circles intersect. The following lemma will be of use frequently.
(For a proof, see Appendix B.)

Lemma 3 (Digon Collapse Lemma). Let C be an intersecting arrangement
of n ≥ 3 circles in the plane and let C be a circles from C. If C has no incident
triangle in its interior, then we can shrink C into its interior such that the
combinatorics of the arrangement remain the same except that two digons collapse
to touchings. Moreover, the two corresponding circles touch C from the outside.

In the following we will sometimes use the dual version of the lemma, whose
statement is obtained from the Digon Collapse Lemma by changing interior to
exterior and outside to inside. The validity of the dual lemma is seen by applying
a Möbius transformation which exchanges interior and exterior of C.

Triangle flips and digon flips are also central to the work of Snoeyink and
Hershberger [17]. They have shown that an arrangement C of pseudocircles can
be swept with a sweepfront γ starting at any pseudocircle C ∈ C, i.e., γ0 = C.
The sweep consists of two stages, one for sweeping the interior of C, the other for
sweeping the exterior. At any fixed time t the sweepfront γt is a closed curve such
that C ∪ {γt} is an arrangement of pseudocircles. Moreover, this arrangement
is simple except for a discrete set T of times where sweep events happen. The
sweep events are triangle flips or digon flips involving γt.

4 Arrangements of Great-Pseudocircles

Central projections map between arrangements of great-circles on a sphere S and
arrangements of lines on a plane. Changes of the plane preserve the isomorphism
class of the projective arrangement of lines. In fact, arrangements of lines in the
projective plane are in one-to-one correspondence to arrangements of great-circles.

Fig. 5: Obtaining an arrangement of
great-pseudocircles from an Euclidean
arrangement L of pseudolines and its
mirrored copy. The gray boxes highlight
the arrangement L and its mirrored
copy.

In this section we generalize this con-
cept to arrangements of pseudolines and
show that there is a one-to-one cor-
respondence to arrangements of great-
pseudocircles. As already mentioned, this
correspondence is not new (see e.g. [2]).

An Euclidean arrangement of n pseudo-
lines can be represented by x-monotone
pseudolines, see e.g [5]. As illustrated in
Figure 5, an x-monotone representation
can be glued with a mirrored copy of it-
self to form an arrangement of n pseudo-
circles. The resulting arrangement is in-
tersecting and has no NonKrupp subar-
rangement, hence, it is an arrangement of
great-pseudocircles.
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For a pseudocircle C of an arrangement of n great-pseudocircles the cyclic
order of crossings on C is antipodal, i.e., the infinite sequence corresponding to the
cyclic order crossings of C with the other pseudocircles is periodic of order n− 1.
If we consider projections of projective arrangements of n pseudolines, then
this order does not depend on the choice of the projection. In fact, projective
arrangements of n pseudolines are in bijection with arrangements of n great-
pseudocircles.

Projective arrangements of pseudolines are also known as projective abstract
order types or oriented matroids of rank 3. The precise numbers of such arrange-
ments are known for n ≤ 11, see [10,11]. Hence the numbers of great-pseudocircle
arrangements given in Table 1 are not new.

4.1 The Great-Circle Theorem and its Applications

Let A be an arrangement of great-pseudocircles and let L be the corresponding
projective arrangement of pseudolines. Central projections show that, if L is
realizable with straight lines, then A is realizable with great-circles, and conversely.
In fact, due to Theorem 1, it is sufficient that A is circularizable to conclude that
A is realizable with great-circles and L is realizable with straight lines.

Proof (of Theorem 1). Consider an arrangement of circles C on the unit sphere S
that realizes an arrangement of great-pseudocircles. Let E(C) be the arrangement
of planes spanned by the circles of C. Since C realizes an arrangement of great-
pseudocircles, every triple of circles forms a Krupp, hence, the point of intersection
of any three planes of E(C) is in the interior of S.

Imagine the planes of E(C) moving towards the origin. To be precise, for time
t ≥ 1 let Et := {1/t · E : E ∈ E(C)}. Since all intersection points of the initial
arrangement E1 = E(C) are in the interior of the sphere S, the circle arrangement
obtained by intersecting the moving planes Et with the sphere S remains the
same (isomorphic). Moreover, every circle in this arrangement converges to a
great-circle as t→ +∞, and the statement follows.

From the theorem it follows that an arrangement of pseudolines is stretchable if
and only if the corresponding arrangement of great-pseudocircles is circularizable.
Since deciding stretchability is known to be ∃R-complete (see e.g. [14,15]), the
hardness of stretchability directly carries over to hardness of circularizability.

It is known that all (not necessarily simple) arrangements n ≤ 8 pseudolines
are stretchable and that the simple non-Pappos arrangement is the unique non-
stretchable simple projective arrangements of 9 pseudoline, see e.g. [5]. This again
carries over to arrangements of great-pseudocircles. Bokowski and Sturmfels [3]
have shown that infinite families of minimal non-stretchable arrangements of
pseudolines exist, i.e., non-stretchable arrangements where every proper subar-
rangement is stretchable. Again, this carries over to arrangement of pseudocircles.
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C3

C4

C1 C2

C5

C∗

C5p12

p23

p34

p41

C3

C4

C1

C2

Fig. 6: An illustration of the non-circularizability proof of N 1
5 . The auxiliary circle C∗

is drawn dashed.

5 Arrangements of 5 Pseudocircles

We have realizations2 as circle arrangements of all 984 connected arrangements
of 5 pseudocircles except for the four arrangements mentioned in Theorem 2. Since
all arrangements with n ≤ 4 pseudocircles have representations as arrangements of
circles, there are no disconnected non-circularizable examples with n ≤ 5. Hence,
the four arrangements N 1

5 , N 2
5 , N 3

5 , and N 4
5 are the only candidates for non-

circularizability. In this section, we show that they are indeed not circularizable.
This proves Theorem 2.

For the non-circularizability proof of N 1
5 we need the following additional

incidence lemma. (A proof is given in Appendix C.)

Lemma 4 (Second Four-Circles Incidence Lemma). Let C be an arrange-
ment of four circles C1, C2, C3, C4 such that every pair of them is touching or
forms a digon, and every circle is involved in at least two touchings. Then there
is a circle C∗ passing through the digon or touching point of each of the following
pairs of circles (C1, C2), (C2, C3), (C3, C4), and (C4, C1) in this cyclic order.

Proof (non-circularizability of N 1
5 ). Suppose for a contradiction that there is

an equivalent arrangement C of circles. We apply the Digon Collapse Lemma
(Lemma 3) to shrink C2, C3, and C4 into their respective interiors. We also use
the dual of the Digon Collapse Lemma for C1. In the resulting subarrangement C′
formed by these four transformed circles C ′1, C

′
2, C

′
3, C

′
4, each of the four circles is

involved in at least two touchings. Moreover, since the intersection of C ′i and C ′j
in C′ is contained in the intersection of Ci and Cj in C, each of the four points p12,
p23, p34, and p41 lies in the original digons of C which respectively are touching
points or points from the digons of (C ′1, C

′
2), (C ′2, C

′
3), (C ′3, C

′
4), and (C ′4, C

′
1). It

follows that the circle C5 has p12 and p34 in its interior but p23 and p41 in its
exterior. Figure 6 gives an illustration.

2 Representations of these arrangements are available at our website [6].
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C3C2

C4C1

C5

C5

C1

C4 C2

C3

C∗
C2

C3

C4
C1

C5

(c)(b)(a)

Fig. 7: An illustration of the non-circularizability proofs of (a) N 2
5 , (b) N 3

5 , and (c) N 4
5 .

The auxiliary circle C∗ is drawn dashed.

By applying Lemma 4 to C′ we obtain a circle C∗ which passes through the
points p12, p23, p34, and p41 (in this order). Now the two circles C5 and C∗

intersect in four points. This is impossible, and hence N 1
5 is not circularizable.

Proof (non-circularizability of N 2
5 and N 3

5 ). Suppose for a contradiction that
there is an equivalent arrangement C of circles. We label the circles as illustrated
in Figures 7(a) and 7(b). Since C5 is not incident to any digon, applying the
Digon Collapse Lemma (Lemma 3) to C1 and C3 yields an arrangement C′ with
four touching points p12, p23, p34, p41, where pij is the touching of C ′i and C ′j .
To be precise, since C is not intersecting, we first shrink C1 in the arrangement
C \ {C3} and then C3 in the arrangement C \ {C1}. Since the respective interiors
of C1 and C3 are disjoint, we obtain the desired arrangement.

From Lemma 2 it follows that there is a circle C∗ which passes trough the
points p12, p23, p34, and p41 in this cyclic order. Since the point pij lies inside the
digon formed by Ci and Cj in the arrangement C, it follows that the circle C5

has p12, p34 in its interior and p23, p41 in its exterior. Therefore, the two circles
C5 and C∗ intersect in four points. This is impossible and, therefore, N 2

5 and N 3
5

are not circularizable.

To prove the non-circularizability ofN 4
5 , we make use of the following incidence

lemma. (A proof of this lemma can be found in Appendix D.)

Lemma 5 (Third Four-Circles Incidence Lemma). Let C be an arrange-
ment of four circles C1, C2, C3, C4 such that (C1, C2), (C2, C3), (C3, C4), and
(C4, C1) are touching, moreover, C4 is in the interior of C1 and the exterior
of C3, and C2 is in the interior of C3 and the exterior of C1, see Figure 12.
Then there is a circle C∗ passing through the four touching points in the given
cyclic order.

Proof (non-circularizability of N 4
5 ). Suppose there is an isomorphic arrangement

of circles C. Referring to the labeling as shown in Figure 7(c) we shrink the
circles C2 and C4 such that the pairs (C1, C2), (C2, C3), (C3, C4), (C4, C1) (which
form digons in C) touch. With these touchings the four circles C1, C2, C3, C4 form
the configuration of Lemma 5. Hence there is a circle C∗ containing the four
touching points in the given cyclic order. Now the two circles C∗ and C5 intersect
in four points. This is impossible and, therefore, N 4

5 is not circularizable.
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6 Arrangements of 6 Pseudocircles

We have realizations2 as circle arrangements of all 2131 intersecting digon-free
arrangements of 6 pseudocircles except for the three arrangements mentioned
in Theorem 3. In the following, we present one of our two non-circularizability
proofs for N∆

6 and N 2
6 , respectively, and our non-circularizability proof for N 3

6 .
The other non-circularizability proofs can be found in the full version [7].

Since N∆
6 (shown in Figure 3(a)) is intersecting, digon-free, and each of

the eight triangles of N∆
6 is a NonKrupp, the non-circularizability of N∆

6 is an
immediate consequence of the following theorem:

Theorem 4. Let A be a connected digon-free arrangement of pseudocircles. If
every triple of pseudocircles which forms a triangle is NonKrupp, then A is not
circularizable.

Proof. Assume for a contradiction that there exists an isomorphic arrangement
of circles C on the unit sphere S. Let E(C) be the arrangements of planes spanned
by the circles of C. Imagine the planes of E(C) moving away from the origin. To
be precise, for time t ≥ 1 let Et := {t · E : E ∈ E(C)}. Consider the arrangement
induced by intersecting the moving planes Et with the sphere S. Since C has
Non-Krupp triangles, it is not a great-circle arrangement and some planes of E(C)
do not contain the origin. All planes from E(C), which do not contain the origin,
will eventually lose the intersection with S, hence some event has to happen.

When the isomorphism class of the intersection of Et with S changes, we see
a triangle flip, or a digon flip, or some isolated circle disappears. Since initially
there is no digon and no isolated circle, the first event is a triangle flip. Triangles
of C correspond to NonKrupp subarrangements, hence, the intersection point of
their planes is outside of S (Lemma 1). This shows that a triangle flip event is
also impossible. This contradiction implies that A is non-circularizable.

The following theorem is of the same flavor and directly implies the non-
circularizability of N 2

6 (shown in Figure 3(b)), since N 2
6 is intersecting, not an

arrangement of great-pseudocircles, and since each triangle in N 2
6 is Krupp.

Theorem 5. Let A be an intersecting arrangement of pseudocircles which is
not an arrangement of great-pseudocircles. If every triple of pseudocircles which
forms a triangle is Krupp, then A is not circularizable.

We outline the proof: Suppose a realization of A exists on the sphere. If we
grow the sphere over time, the arrangement will eventually become (isomorphic
to) an arrangement of great-circles. We consider the first event that occurs. As the
sphere grows, no digon is collapsed. Since A is intersecting, no digon is created,
and, since all triangles are Krupp, the corresponding intersection points of their
planes lie inside S. Therefore, no event can occur – a contradiction.

We remark that there is one additional arrangement of 6 pseudocircles where
non-circularizability can be proved by using Theorem 5.

The arrangement N 3
6 is shown in Figure 3(c) and Figure 8(b). To prove its

non-circularizability, we again use an incidence lemma.
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(a) (b)

p1

C1

C3

C2

`3

p3

q3
p2

`1

q2

q1

`2

p3

p1

p′1
p′2

p2

p′3

C6

C1

C3

C2
C4

C5

Fig. 8: (a) An illustration for Lemma 6. (b) The non-circularizable arrangement N 2
6

with 3 dashed pseudolines illustrating the proof.

Lemma 6 (Richter-Gebert [16]). Let `1, `2, `3 be lines, C1, C2, C3 be circles,
and p1, p2, p3, q1, q2, q3 be points, such that for {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3} point pi is
incident to line `i, circle Cj , and circle Ck, while point qi is incident to circle Ci,
line `j, and line `k. Then C1, C2, and C3 have a common point of intersection.

This lemma was mentioned by Richter-Gebert as a relative of Pappos’s
Theorem, cf. [16, page 26]. Figure 8(a) gives an illustration.

Proof (non-circularizability of N 3
6 ). Suppose that N 3

6 has a representation C as
a circle arrangement in the plane. We refer to circles and intersection points via
the label of the corresponding object in Figure 8(b). As in the figure, we assume
without loss of generality that the triangular cell spanned by C4, C5, and C6 is
the outer cell of the arrangement.

Consider the region R := R24 ∪R35 where Rij denotes the intersection of the
respective interiors of Ci and Cj . The two straight-line segments p1p

′
1 and p3p

′
3

are fully contained in R35 and R24, respectively, and have alternating end points
along the boundary of R, hence they cross inside the region R24 ∩R35.

From rotational symmetry we obtain that the three straight-line segments
p1p
′
1, p2p

′
2, and p3p

′
3 intersect pairwise.

For i = 1, 2, 3, let `i denote the line spanned by pi and p′i, let qi denote
the intersection-point of `i+1 and `i+2, and let C ′1 denote the circle spanned by
qi, pi+1, pi+2 (indices modulo 3). Note that `i contains pi, qi+1, qi+2. These are
precisely the conditions for the incidences of points, lines, and circles in Lemma 6.
Hence, the three circles C ′1, C ′2, and C ′3 intersect in a common point.

Let T be the triangle with corners p1, p2, p3. Since p2 and p3 are on C1, and
q1 lies inside of C1, we find that the intersection of the interior of C ′1 with T
is a subset of the intersection of the interior of C1 with T . The respective
containments also hold for C ′2 and C2 and for C ′3 and C3. Moreover, since C ′1,
C ′2, and C ′3 intersect in a common point, the union of the interiors of C ′1, C ′2,
and C ′3 contains T . Hence, the union of interiors of the C1, C2, and C3 also
contains T . This shows that in C there is no face corresponding to the gray
triangle; see Figure 8(b). This contradicts the assumption that C is a realization
of N 3

6 , whence the arrangement is not circularizable.
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A Proof of Lemma 2

C1

C2 C3

C4

C∗
Γ Γ−1

``′

α4

α3

γ3

γ4
β4

C1

C2

C4

C3
β3

Fig. 9: An illustration for the proof of Lemma 2.

Proof (of Lemma 2). Apply a Möbius transformation Γ that maps the touching
point of C1 and C2 to the point ∞ of the extended complex plane. This maps C1

and C2 to a pair L1, L2 of parallel lines and the discs of C1 and C2 are mapped to
disjoint halfplanes. We may assume that L1 and L2 are horizontal and that L1 is
above L2. Circles C3 and C4 are mapped to touching circles C ′3 and C ′4. Moreover,
C ′3 is touching L2 from above and C ′4 is touching L1 from below. Figure 9 shows
a sketch of the situation.

Let `′ be the line, which is tangent to C ′3 and C ′4 at their touching point p.
Consider the two segments from p to C ′3 ∩L2 and from p to C ′4 ∩L1. Elementary
considerations show the following equalities of angles: α3 = α4, β3 = γ3, β4 = γ4,
and γ3 = γ4. Hence, there is a line ` containing the images of the four touchings
points. Consequently, the circle C∗ = Γ−1(`) contains the four touching points
of C, i.e., they are cocircular.

B Proof of Lemma 3

Fig. 10: An illustration of the Digon Collapse Lemma.
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Proof. As illustrated in Figure 10, we shrink the radius of C until the first flip
occurs. Since C has no incident triangles in the interior, the flip must be a digon
flip. Since C is intersecting, it is impossible that a new digon is created, i.e., C
would lose the intersection to the touching circle from further shrinking, whence
the circle is touching C from the outside. (Note that several digons might collapse
at the same time.)

If C has only one touching point p, we shrink the radius and simultaneously
move the center towards p such that p stays a touching until a second digon
becomes a touching. Again the touching is from the outside of C.

C Proof of Lemma 4

Γ

Γ−1

Γ−1

Γ

C1

C2

C4

C3

C1

C2

C4

C3

C1

C3

C2C4

C1

C3

C2
C4

Fig. 11: Illustration for the proof of Lemma 4.

Proof. We first deal with the case where C1 and C3 form a digon. The assumptions
imply that there is at most one further digon which might then be formed by C2

and C4. In particular, the four pairs mentioned in the statement of the lemma
form touchings and, as illustrated in the first row of Figure 11, we find a circle
C∗ that is incident to those four touching points. In the following let pij denote
the touching point of Ci and Cj .

Think of the circles as being in the extended complex plane. Apply a Möbius
transformation Γ that maps one of the points of intersection of C1 and C3 to
the point ∞. This maps C1 and C3 to a pair of lines. The images of C2 and C4

are circles which touch the two lines corresponding to C1 and C3 and mutually
either touch or form a digon. The first row of Figure 11 gives an illustration.
Since the centers of C2 and C4 lie on the bisector ` of the lines Γ (C1) and Γ (C3),
the touchings of C2 and C4 are symmetric with respect to `. Therefore, there
is a circle C with center on ` that contains the images of the four points p12,
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Γ

C4

C3

C2

C1

Fig. 12: An illustration for the proof of Lemma 5.

p23, p34, and p41. The circle C∗ = Γ−1(C) contains the four points, i.e., they are
cocircular.

If C1 and C2 form a digon then there is at most one further digon formed by
C3 and C4. Again apply a Möbius transformation Γ that sends p13 to ∞. This
maps C1 and C3 to parallel lines, each touched by one of C2 and C4. The second
row of Figure 11 shows that there is a circle C such that C∗ = Γ−1(C) has the
claimed property.

D Proof of Lemma 5

Proof. Since C1 is touching C2 and C4 which are respectively inside and outside
C3 the two circles C1 and C3 intersect. Apply a Möbius transformation Γ that
maps a crossing point of C1 and C3 to the point ∞ of the extended complex
plane. This maps C1 and C3 to a pair L1, L3 of lines. The images C ′2, C

′
4 of C2

and C4 are separated by the lines L1, L3 and each of them is touching both
lines. Figure 12 illustrates the situation. The figure also shows that a circle C ′

through the four touching points exists. The circle C∗ = Γ−1(C ′) has the claimed
properties.
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