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Abstract. Consider a graph G = (V,E) and a sign assignment to the edges

of G. The Sitting Closer to Friends than Enemies (SCFE) problem is to
find an injection of V into a metric space so that, for every pair of incident

edges with a different sign, the vertices positively connected are closer (in the
metric of the space) than the vertices negatively connected. In this document,

we present recent results regarding the SCFE problem when the metric space

in consideration is the circumference. In particular, we prove that given a
complete signed graph, it has an injection that satisfies the SCFE problem in

the circumference if and only if its positive subgraph is a proper circular-arc

graph.

1. Introduction

Consider a group of people that may have positive or negative interactions be-
tween them. For instance, they may be friends or enemies, or they may not know
each other. Now, sit them all at a big circular table so that their friends first
surround each person and then, farther than all their friends, the person can see
their enemies. Finding such a placement in a circular table is known as the Sitting
Closer to Friends than Enemies (SCFE) problem in the circumference.

A way to represent the group of people is using a signed graph, i. e., a graph
with an assignment of signs, positive or negative, on its edges. Therefore, each
vertex of the graph represents one person. We connect two friends with a positive
edge and two enemies with a negative edge. Two unknown people are not adjacent
in the graph. In this document, we show that when the signed graph is complete
(all its edges are present), we can solve the SCFE problem in the circumference in
polynomial time. Furthermore, we characterize the set of complete signed graphs
for which the SCFE problem in the circumference has a solution.

2. Definitions and Notation

In this manuscript, we consider signed graphs that are finite, undirected, con-
nected, loopless and without parallel edges. We use S = (V,E+ ∪E−) to denote a
signed graph with vertex set V (S), set of positive edges E+(S), and set of negative
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edges E−(S). When the signed graph under consideration is clear, we use V , E+

and E−. It is worth noting that in every signed graph E+ ∩E− = ∅. The number
of vertices of a signed graph S is denoted by n := |V (G)|, the number of positive
edges is denoted by m+ := |E+(G)|, and the total number of edges of a graph
(positive plus negative edges) is denoted by m := |E+(G)|+ |E−(G)|.

A positive or negative edge {i, j} is denoted ij. If ij ∈ E+ (resp., ij ∈ E−),
we say that i is a positive neighbor (resp., negative neighbor) of j and vice versa.
The set of positive (resp., negative) neighbors of i is denoted N+(i) (resp., N−(i)).
Additionally, the closed positive neighborhood of i is defined as N+[i] := N+(i)∪{i}.

A signed graph H is a signed subgraph of a signed graph S if and only if:

V (H) ⊆ V (S) ∧ E+(H) ⊆ E+(S) ∧ E−(H) ⊆ E−(S).

The positive subgraph of a signed graph S is the signed graph S+ = (V (S), E+(S)∪
∅) that contains all the vertices, all the positive edges, and none of the negative
edges of S. Even though, the positive subgraph of a signed graph is a signed graph,
it can also be seen as a graph (with no signs on its edges) since all its edges have
the same sign. We will use G to denote graphs with no signs. A signed graph is
complete if, for every pair of distinct vertices i and j, ij ∈ E+ or ij ∈ E−.

The circumference, w.l.o.g.1, is defined as the set C = {(x, y) :
√
x2 + y2 = 1} ⊆

R2. Every point p in C is fully determined by the angle, in [0, 2π[, formed by the
points (1, 0), the origin ϑ = (0, 0) and the point p (moving clockwise). Hence, as
an abuse of notation, we use that angle in [0, 2π[ to denote p ∈ C. For example,
the point (1, 0) is the point 0, the point (0,−1) is the point π/2, and the point
(0, 1) is the point 3π/2. The distance between two points p and q in C is the size
of the smallest angle formed by p, ϑ, and q. Hence, the distance between p and q
is defined as:

d(p, q) := min{(p− q) mod 2π, (q − p) mod 2π}.
The pair (C, d) is the metric space that we consider in this work. As an abuse of
notation, we will refer to (C, d) as C.

A drawing of a signed graph S in C is an injection D : V → C of the vertex set
V into C. Given a drawing D of S in C, and i ∈ V , the function dDi : V → [0, 2π[
defined by dDi (j) = d(D(i), D(j)), ∀j ∈ V , represents the distance from D(i) to
D(j). A drawing D of S in C is said to be valid distance if, for all i ∈ V , for all
j ∈ N+(i), and for all k ∈ N−(i),

(2.1) dDi (j) < dDi (k).

In the case that there exists a valid distance drawing of a given signed graph S
in C, we say that S has a valid distance drawing in C. Otherwise, we say that S is a
signed graph without valid distance drawing in C. The definition of a valid distance
drawing captures the requirement that every vertex is placed closer to its friends
than to its enemies. Hence, the Sitting Closer to Friends than Enemies problem in
the circumference is:

Definition 2.1. (SCFE problem in the circumference) Given a signed graph S
decide whether S has a valid distance drawing in C.

1It is worth noting that this definition can be modified changing the radius and/or the center
of the circumference and all the results presented in this document remain valid.
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(c) Valid distance drawing
of the signed graph in Sub-
figure 1b

Figure 1. Subfigure 1a and Subfigure 1b show two different com-
plete signed graphs where dashed lines represent negative edges and
continuous lines represent positive edges. The positive subgraphs
of these signed graphs are the subgraphs composed of the contin-
uous edges only. The positive subgraph of the signed graph in
Subfigure 1a is known as the net. The net is not a proper ciruclar-
arc graph. As we will show in Theorem 5.7, the complete signed
graph in Subfigure 1a does not have a valid distance drawing since
the net is not a proper circular-arc graph. The complete signed
graph in Subfigure 1b has a valid distance drawing and Subfigure
1c shows one.

If, for a given signed graph S, the SCFE problem has a positive answer, then,
we are interested in finding a valid distance drawing for S in C. Figure 1 shows
a complete signed graph without a valid distance drawing in C, a complete signed
graph with a valid distance drawing in C, and a valid distance drawing of that graph
in C.

Given p ∈ C, we define the right half and left half of p in C as Mr(p) :=
{(p + t) mod 2π : 0 ≤ t ≤ π} and Ml(p) := {(p − t) mod 2π : 0 ≤ t ≤ π},
respectively. Therefore, given two points p, and q in C,

p ∈Mr(q) ⇐⇒ q ∈Ml(p).

It is worth mentioning that, for every point p ∈ C, p ∈Ml(p) and p ∈Mr(p).
Finally, a drawing of a signed graph in C induces a cyclic order of its vertices.

Given a signed graph S and a drawing D of S in C, we say that i is smaller
than j according to D if, starting from the point 0 and traveling C in clockwise
direction, we find first i and then j. In such case, we denote i <D j or simply
i < j if the drawing D is clear by the context. Now, given a signed graph S and
a drawing D of S in C, we relabel the vertices naming 0 the first vertex in the
ordering induced by D, 1 the second vertex, and so on until n− 1, the last vertex.
Hence, 0 <D 1 <D 2 <D · · · <D n − 1. It is worth noting that it also holds
D(0) < D(1) < · · · < D(n − 1), when, again, D(i), as an abuse of notation, is
the angle in [0, 2π[ formed by the point 0, the origin ϑ, and the point in which D
injects vertex i (clockwise). Even though, the order as defined above is not cyclic,
we provide it with a cyclic structure due to the circular characteristic of the space.
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Hence, the vertex set V = {0, 1, 2, . . . , n − 1} is considered cyclically ordered, i.e.,
0 < 1 < 2 < . . . < n− 1 < 0.

3. Related Work and Our Contributions

The SCFE problem was first introduced by Kermarrec et al. in [6]. In their
work, Kermarrec and Thraves studied the SCFE problem in R. They presented
families of signed graphs without a valid distance drawing in R. They also gave
a characterization of the set of signed graphs with a valid distance drawing in R.
Such characterization was then used by the authors to construct a polynomial time
decision algorithm for complete signed graphs with a valid distance drawing in R.

Afterwards, Cygan et al. in [2] proved that the SCFE problem in R is NP-
Complete. In addition, they gave another characterization of the set of complete
signed graphs with a valid distance drawing in R. This characterization says that
a complete signed graph S has a valid distance drawing in R if and only if S+ is a
proper interval graph.

Based on the previous NP-Completeness result, Garcia Pardo et al. in [9] studied
an optimization version of the SCFE problem in R where the goal is to find a
drawing that minimizes the number of violations of condition (2.1) in the definition
of a valid distance drawing. They proved that when the signed graph S is complete,
local minimums for their optimization problem coincide with local minimums of
the well known Quadratic Assignment problem applied to S+. Moreover, they
studied experimentally two heuristics, showing that a greedy heuristic has a good
performance at the moment of recognition of graphs that have an optimal solution
with zero errors (problem that is NP-Complete). Pardo et al. in [8] improved the
experimental results on this problem presenting a basic variable neighborhood search
algorithm.

Spaen et al. in [10] studied the SCFE problem from a different perspective. They
studied the problem of finding L(n), defined as the smallest dimension k such that
any signed graph on n vertices has a valid distance drawing in Rk, with respect to
Euclidean distance. They showed that log5(n− 3) ≤ L(n) ≤ n− 2.

Finally, Becerra et al. in [1] studied the SCFE problem in trees. They proved
that a complete signed graph S has a valid distance drawing in a tree if and only
if S+ is strongly chordal.
Our Contributions. In this document, we present our study on the SCFE problem
in the circumference. The main result of this work is presented in Theorem 5.7 and
says that a complete signed graph S has a valid distance drawing in C if and only
if S+ is a proper circular-arc graph. The rest of the document has the following
structure. In Section 4, we present two instrumental lemmas that we use in Section
5 to prove our main result. Finally, in Section 6, we present some concluding
remarks.

4. Instrumental Results

In this section, we present two results that we use in the rest of the document.

4.1. Almost Valid Distance Drawings. With instrumental purposes, we in-
troduce a different type of drawing that we call almost valid distance. Let S =
(V,E+ ∪ E−) be a signed graph and D be a drawing of S in C. We say that D is
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almost valid distance if and only if there exists δ > 0 such that for all i ∈ V , for all
j ∈ N+(i) and for all k ∈ N−(i),

(4.1) dDi (j) ≤ δ ≤ dDi (k).

Almost valid distance drawings are not necessarily valid distance because there
can be three vertices, i ∈ V , j ∈ N+(i) and k ∈ N−(i), such that dDi (j) =
δ = dDi (k). Thus, condition (2.1) is not met for these vertices. It is also worth
mentioning that a valid distance drawing may not be almost valid distance. But,
we will show that it is possible to obtain a valid distance drawing in C from an
almost valid distance drawing.

The argmax and argmin operators over a function give the elements of the do-
main of the function at which the function values are maximized and minimized,
respectively. We use the argmax and argmin operators to define four important
vertices for a vertex a ∈ V .

• The farthest friend of a on its left half of C is:

a+
l := argmax

{j : j∈N+[a], D(j)∈Ml(D(a))}
dDa (j).

• The closest enemy of a on its left half of C is:

a−l := argmin
{j : j∈N−(a), D(j)∈Ml(D(a))}

dDa (j).

• The farthest friend of a on its right half of C is:

a+
r := argmax

{j : j∈N+[a], D(j)∈Mr(D(a))}
dDa (j).

• The closest enemy of a on its right half of C is:

a−r := argmin
{j : j∈N−(a), D(j)∈Mr(D(a))}

dDa (j).

It is worth noting that a+
l and a+

r are well defined since, for all a ∈ V , a ∈ N+[a] and

D(a) ∈Ml(D(a)) ∩Mr(D(a)). On the other hand, a−l and a−r may not be defined
since the set {j : j ∈ N−(a)∧D(j) ∈Mr(D(a))} or the set {j : j ∈ N−(a)∧D(j) ∈
Ml(D(a))} may be empty. In that case, we say that the corresponding vertices, a−l
and/or a−r , do not exist.

Lemma 4.1. Let S be a signed graph with an almost valid distance drawing in C.
Then, S has a valid distance drawing in C.
Proof. Let D be an almost valid distance drawing of S in C. We define V̂ ⊆ V as
the set of all vertices for which restriction (2.1) is violated in D, i.e,

V̂ := {i ∈ V : ∃j ∈ N+(i),∃k ∈ N−(i), dDi (j) = δ = dDi (k)}.
If V̂ = ∅, then D is valid distance. Hence, we assume that V̂ 6= ∅.

For every a ∈ V̂ , N−(a) 6= ∅. Moreover, since D is an injection, for every a ∈ V̂ ,
one, and only one, of the next situations occurs:

dDa (a+
r ) = δ = dDa (a−l ), or dDa (a+

l ) = δ = dDa (a−r ).

Otherwise, D(a+
l ) = D(a−l ) and D(a+

r ) = D(a−r ), which is not possible.

Now, we consider a particular vertex a ∈ V̂ . Without loss of generality, we
assume that dDa (a+

r ) = δ = dDa (a−l ), (otherwise, by symmetry, we can reflect the
drawing along the axis that goes through a and the center of the circumference).
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Note that by the cyclic order a+
l = (a−l + 1) mod n, and, if a−r exists, a−r = (a+

r +
1) mod n.

For every b ∈ V \ V̂ , we define:

γb := min{|dDb (b−l )− dDb (b+r )|, |dDb (b−r )− dDb (b+l )|},
where dDb (b−l ) := 0 if b−l does not exist and dDb (b−r ) := 0 if b−r does not exist. Since

b ∈ V \ V̂ , γb > 0. We also define

γ :=

{
minb∈V \V̂ γb if V \ V̂ 6= ∅
2π if V \ V̂ = ∅.

We transform D into an almost valid distance drawing D′ for which the set of
vertices that violate restriction (2.1) does not contain a and does not contain any
new vertex. We use ā := (D(a) + π) mod 2π to denote the antipodal point of D(a).
Now, we define the following value:

ε :=
1

4
min{min

i∈V
dDi ((i+ 1) mod n) , dDā

(
a−l
)
, γ}.

Since D is an injection, mini∈V d
D
i ((i+ 1) mod n) > 0. Since a ∈ V̂ , a−l cannot be

the antipodal point of a, thus, dDā
(
a−l
)
> 0. Also, by definition γ > 0, thus, ε > 0.

Furthermore, due to the definition of ε it also holds that δ > ε. Now, we define the
following drawing D′ : V → C,

D′(i) =

{
D(i) if i 6= a,
D(i) + ε if i = a.

We first observe that, since ε < dDi ((i+ 1) mod n), the cyclic order of V induced
by D′ is equal to the cyclic order of V induced by D. Therefore, the cyclic labeling
according to D is the same as the cyclic labeling according to D′. Moreover, since
ε < dDā

(
a−l
)
, in this new drawing the vertices a+

l , a+
r , a−l and a−r remain the same.

We show now that a does not violate restriction (2.1) in D′. We analyze the
distance from a to its farthest friends and closest enemies in D′. We start with the
distances between a and its farthest friends in D′.

dD
′

a (a+
r ) = dDa (a+

r )− ε = δ − ε < δ,

and

dD
′

a (a+
l ) = dDa (a+

l ) + ε

= dDa (a−l )− dD
a−l

(a+
l ) + ε

= δ − dD
a−l

(a+
l ) + ε

< δ,

where the last inequality is obtained since a+
l = (a−l + 1) mod n, and hence

dD
a−l

(a+
l ) = dD

a−l

(
(a−l + 1) mod n

)
> ε.

On the other hand, if we repeat the analysis for the distances between a and its
closest enemies in D′, we obtain:

dD
′

a (a−l ) = dDa (a−l ) + ε = δ + ε > δ,
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and

dD
′

a (a−r ) = dDa (a−r )− ε
= dDa (a+

r ) + dD
a+
r

(a−r )− ε
= δ + dD

a+
r

(a−r )− ε
> δ,

where the last inequality is obtained since a−r = (a+
r + 1) mod n, and hence

dD
a+
r

(a−r ) = dD
a+
r

(
(a+

r + 1) mod n
)
> ε.

Therefore, vertex a does not violate restriction (2.1) in D′.
Consider a vertex b 6= a. The distance between b and any other vertex c 6= a

is the same in D and in D′. Therefore, if none of the vertices b+l , b+r , b−l or b−r is

equal to a, b belongs to V̂ or meets condition (2.1) in D′ as it did in D.
If a = b+l , then b ∈ N+(a) and D(b) ∈Mr(D(a)), thus:

dD
′

b (b+l ) = dD
′

b (a) = dDb (a)− ε < dDb (a) ≤ dDb (b−r ) = dD
′

b (b−r ).

If a = b−r , then b ∈ N−(a) and D(b) ∈Ml(D(a)), thus:

dD
′

b (b−r ) = dD
′

b (a) = dDb (a) + ε > dDb (a) ≥ dDb (b+l ) = dD
′

b (b+l ).

If now b ∈ V \ V̂ and a = b+r , then b ∈ N+(a) and D(b) ∈Ml(D(a)), thus:

dD
′

b (b+r ) = dD
′

b (a) = dDb (a) + ε < dDb (a) + γb ≤ dDb (b−l ) = dD
′

b (b−l ).

And if b ∈ V \ V̂ and a = b−l , then b ∈ N−(a) and D(b) ∈Mr(D(a)), thus:

dD
′

b (b−l ) = dD
′

b (a) = dDb (a)− ε > dDb (a)− γb ≥ dDb (b+r ) = dD
′

b (b+r ).

To conclude the proof, we need to see that there is no vertex b ∈ V̂ such that a =

b+r or a = b−l . If there is a vertex b ∈ V̂ such that a = b+r , then D(b) ∈ Ml(D(a)),

b ∈ N+(a), and dDa (b) = δ. Since a−l ∈ N−(a), b 6= a−l . Since D(a−l ) ∈ Ml(D(a))

and dDa (a−l ) = δ, D(b) = D(a−l ). Which contradicts the fact that D is an injection.

A symmetric argument allows us to conclude that there is no vertex b ∈ V̂ such
that a = b−l .

In conclusion, converting D into D′ has decreased the size of V̂ by at least

one. Hence, if we repeat this process at most |V̂ | times, we obtain a valid distance
drawing for S in C. �

4.2. Circular-Arc Graphs. A circular-arc graph is the intersection graph of a set
of arcs on the circumference. It has one vertex for each arc in the set and an edge
between every pair of vertices corresponding to arcs that intersect. The set of arcs
that corresponds to a graph G is called a circular-arc model of G. A proper circular-
arc graph is a circular-arc graph for which there exists a corresponding circular-arc
model such that no arc properly contains another. Such model is called proper
circular-arc model. On the other hand, a unit circular-arc graph is a circular-arc
graph for which there exists a corresponding circular-arc model such that each arc
is of equal length. Such model is called unit circular-arc model.

The first characterization of circular-arc graphs is due to Alan Tucker in [11]. The
same author in [14] also presented the first polynomial-time recognition algorithm
for this family of graphs, which runs in O(n3) time. Ross M. McConnell in [7]
presented the first O(n + m) time recognition algorithm for circular-arc graphs.
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Recognition of a proper circular-arc graph and construction of a proper circular-arc
model can both be performed in time O(n + m) as it was proved by Deng et al.
in [3]. On the other hand, Duran et al. in [4] presented a O(n2) time algorithm
for the recognition of unit circular-arc graphs. Later, Lin and Szwarcfiter gave an
O(n) time recognition algorithm for unit circular-arc graphs that also constructs a
unit circular-arc model for the graph in consideration.

From the definition, we can see that every proper circular-arc graph is also
a circular-arc graph. Nevertheless, the opposite contention does not hold. For
example the net (see Figure 1) is a circular-arc graph that does not have a proper
circular-arc model. In the same line, every unit circular-arc graph is also a proper
circular-arc graph. However, Alan Tucker in [13] gave a characterization of proper
circular-arc graphs, which are not unit circular-arc graphs. It is worth noting that
Tucker’s characterization uses crucially the fact that all the unit arcs are closed,
or all are open. Kaplan and Nassbaum in [5] pointed out that the family of unit
circular-arc graphs does not change if all the arcs are restricted to be open or all are
restricted to be closed. Nevertheless, the family changes if we allow unit circular-
arc models to have arcs that are open and closed. Every proper circular-arc graph
has an arc model with arcs of the same length, where arcs can be open and closed.
This fact was pointed out in [5] and deduced from a construction presented in [13].
Although, none of these two articles stated this fact as a result. Since we use it
later, we believe it is important to express it as a lemma.

For the sake of completeness, we also point out the fact that circular-arc models
and proper circular-arc models are not restricted to have closed or open arcs. In-
deed, it is always possible to perturb the arcs in a circular-arc model and a proper
circular-arc model so that no two arcs share an endpoint. Hence, whether arcs are
open or closed in these models does not affect the corresponding graph.

Lemma 4.2. ([13]) Let G be a proper circular-arc graph. Then G has an arc model
with arcs of the same length, where arcs can be open and closed.

The construction of an arc model with arcs of the same length, where arcs can be
open and closed, for a proper circular-arc graph is the same construction described
in the proof of Theorem 4.3 in [13]. However, when unit arcs create new intersections
in their endpoints, and they cannot be moved to avoid these new intersections, the
arc’s endpoint is deleted from the arc, creating an open arc of unit length.

5. Signed Graphs with a Valid Distance Drawing in the
Circumference

Given a signed graph S, a completion of S is a set of decisions of the type ij ∈ E+

or ij ∈ E− for all pairs ij /∈ E+ ∪ E−. Given a signed graph S, we say that CS , a
complete signed graph on the same set of vertices than S, is a completion of S if S
is a signed subgraph of CS . We use C+

S to denote the positive subgraph of CS .

Lemma 5.1. Let S be a signed graph, and CS be a completion of S such that C+
S

is a proper circular-arc graph. Then S has a valid distance drawing in C
Proof. Consider a signed graph S with a completion CS such that C+

S is a proper

circular-arc graph. Lemma 4.2 says that C+
S has an arc model with arcs of the same

length, let say of length δ. Let si be the anticlockwise end of the arc corresponding
to vertex i in a such model. We define the drawing D : V → C as D(i) := si. The
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1 1 −1 −1 −1 −1
1 1 1 ∗ 1 −1
−1 1 1 −1 ∗ −1
−1 ∗ −1 1 1 −1
−1 1 ∗ 1 1 1
−1 −1 −1 −1 1 1




1

(a) Augmented adjacency matrix of the
signed graph S.

D(1) π/3 − �

D(2) 2π/3 − 2�

D(3) 2π/3 − �

D(4) 7π/6 − 4�

D(5) 7π/6 − 3�

D(6) 5π/3 − 2�

1

(b) Valid distance drawing for S in C.

1

(c) Positive subgraph of S,
and positive subgraph of the
completion that gives −1 to
the two missing edges.

1

(d) Positive subgraph of the
two completions of S that
give 1 to one edge and −1 to
the other.

1

(e) Positive subgraph of the
completion of S that gives 1
to the two missing edges.

Figure 2. This figure shows a signed graph S via its augmented
adjacency matrix in Subfigure 2a, with a valid distance drawing
that is shown in Subfigure 2b. Nevertheless, S does not have a
completion whose positive subgraph is proper circular-arc. Subfig-
ures 2c, 2d, and 2e show the positive subgraphs that are obtained
under any completion of S. None of these graphs is proper circular-
arc since all of them contain as induced subgraph the claw, defined
as the complement of C3 ∪K1.

drawing D satisfies dDi (j) ≤ δ for all ij ∈ E+ and dDi (j) ≥ δ for all ij ∈ E−. Hence,
D is almost valid distance. Therefore, by Lemma 4.1, D can be transformed into a
valid distance drawing of S in C. �

The opposite direction of Lemma 5.1 is not true. Figure 2 shows a signed graph
with a valid distance drawing in C and for which no completion produces a proper
circular-arc graph as positive subgraph. We show a weaker result instead. We
show that if a signed graph has a valid distance drawing in the circumference, it
has a completion such that its positive subgraph is circular-arc. We use the matrix
characterization for circular-arc graphs given by Alan Tucker in [12].

For any graph G, the adjacency matrix A(G) of G is the symmetric n×n matrix
with entry (i, j) equal to 1 if ij ∈ E and equal to 0 if ij /∈ E. The augmented
adjacency matrix of G is the matrix A∗(G) := A(G) + I, where I denotes the n×n
identity matrix. On the other hand, let A be a symmetric (0, 1)-matrix with 1’s
on the main diagonal. Let Di be the set of 1’s in column i starting at the main
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diagonal and going down and around until the first 0 is encountered. Let Ri be the
set of 1’s in row i starting at the main diagonal and going right and around until
the first 0 is encountered. Then A has the quasi-circular 1’s property if the union
of all Di’s and Ri’s contain all 1’s in A. Alan Tucker in [12] proved the following
theorem.

Theorem 5.2 (Theorem 2 in [12]). A graph G is circular-arc if and only if its
vertices can be indexed so that A∗(G) has the quasi-circular 1’s property.

We consider a natural extensions for the definitions of adjacency matrix, aug-
mented adjacency matrix, and quasi-circular 1’s property in the context of signed
graphs. Let S be a signed graph, the adjacency matrix of S is the symmetric n×n
matrix A(S) with entry (i, j) equal to 1 if ij ∈ E+, equal to −1 if ij ∈ E−, and
equal to ∗ if ij /∈ E+ ∪ E−. The augmented adjacency matrix of a signed graph S
is the matrix A∗(S) := A(S) + I. On the other hand, let A be a symmetric matrix
with entries taking values in {−1, ∗, 1} and with 1’s in the main diagonal. Let Di

be the set of 1’s in column i starting at the main diagonal and going down and
around until the first −1 is encountered. Similarly, let Ri be the set of 1’s in row
i starting in the main diagonal and going right and around until the first −1 is
encountered. Matrix A is said to have the quasi-circular 1’s property if the union
of all Di’s and Ri’s contains all the 1’s in A.

In the context of matrices with entries in {−1, ∗, 1}, a completion is a set of
decisions that transform each ∗ into either a 1 or a −1.

Lemma 5.3. Let A be a symmetric matrix with entries taking value in the set
{−1, ∗, 1} and with 1’s in the main diagonal. The matrix A has the quasi-circular
1’s property if and only if it has a completion with the quasi-circular 1’s property.

Proof. On one hand, if a matrix A has the quasi-circular 1’s property, then, trans-
forming all ∗’s in the union of the Di’s and the Ri’s into 1’s, and all ∗’s outside that
union into −1, we obtain a completion of A with the quasi-circular 1’s property.

On the other hand, if a completion of the matrix A has the quasi-circular 1’s
property, A inherits the property. To see this, assume that A does not have the
quasi-circular 1’s property but it has a completion with the quasi-circular 1’s prop-
erty. Hence, A has an entry (j, l) equal to 1, an entry (j, k) equal to −1, and an
entry (i, l) equal to −1 such that i < j < k < l. These three entries maintain
their value in any completion of A. Consequently, no completion can have the
quasi-circular 1’s property, which is a contradiction. �

In terms of signed graphs, Lemma 5.3 and Theorem 5.2 allow us to conclude the
following corollary.

Corollary 5.4. Let S be a signed graph. The matrix A∗(S) has the quasi-circular
1’s property if and only if S has a completion CS such that C+

S is circular-arc.

Now, using Lemma 5.3 and Corollary 5.4, we show that if a signed graph has
a valid distance drawing in the circumference, it has a completion such that its
positive subgraph is circular-arc.

Lemma 5.5. Let S be a signed graph with a valid distance drawing in C. Then, S
has a completion CS such that its positive subgraph C+

S is circular-arc.

Proof. Let S = (V,E+ ∪E−) be a signed graph with a valid distance drawing in C.
Let D be a such drawing. We show that the ordering of V induced by D indexes
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V such that A∗(S) has the quasi-circular 1’s property. By contradiction, assume
that this is not the case. Hence, A∗(S) has an entry (j, l) equal to 1 that is not
contained neither in Dl nor in Rj . Without loss of generality, assume that j < l.
Since neither Dl nor Rj contain the entry (j, l), there is a −1 in a position (j, k)
of A∗(S) such that j < k < l, and a −1 in a position (i, l) of A∗(S) such that
i < j < l. Therefore, {il, jk} ⊆ E− and jl ∈ E+.

There are two possibilities for D(l), either D(l) is in the right half of D(j) in C
or D(l) is in the left half of D(j). If D(l) is in the left half of D(j), D(k) is also in
the left half of D(j) in C, since j < k < l according to D. Moreover,

dDj (k) < dDj (l),

which contradicts the fact that D is valid distance because jk ∈ E− and jl ∈ E+.
Therefore, D(l) is in the right half of D(j) in C. Since i < j < l according to D
(which in circular terms means j < l < 1 < i < j), D(i) is also in the right half of
D(j). Furthermore,

dDj (i) < dDj ,

which also contradicts the fact that D is valid distance since ji ∈ E− and jl ∈ E+.
Hence, such triplet of entries that brake the quasi-circular 1’s property cannot

exist. Therefore, A∗(S) has the quasi-circular 1’s property, and Lemma 5.3, and
Corollary 5.4 allow us to conclude that S has a completion whose positive subgraph
is circular-arc. �

Let A be a symmetric matrix with entries in {−1, ∗, 1} and with 1’s on the main
diagonal. Let Li be the set of 1’s in row i starting at the main diagonal and going
left and around until the first −1 is encountered. Let Ri be the set of 1’s in row
i starting at the main diagonal and going right and around until the first −1 is
encountered. Then A has the circular 1’s property if the union of all Li’s and Ri’s
contain all 1’s in A. That is, 1’s in each row of A (and columns due to symmetry)
appear in a circular fashion, potentially broken by ∗, but never broken by −1. It is
worth mentioning that a symmetric matrix A with entries in {−1, ∗, 1} and with 1’s
on the main diagonal that has the circular 1’s property, also has a completion that
has the circular 1’s property. It is enough to transform all ∗ in the union of Li’s and
Ri’s into 1’s and those outside that union into −1’s. Nevertheless, this completion
may not be symmetric. Therefore, it does not translate directly to completions of
signed graphs.

We say that a symmetric matrix A with entries in {−1, ∗, 1} and with 1’s on the
main diagonal has the circularly compatible 1’s property if A has the circular 1’s
property, and if, after inverting and/or cyclically permuting the order of rows and
corresponding columns of A the following holds: let j be the smallest index such
that entry (j, 1) is equal to −1, therefore, for all i ∈ {2, . . . , j − 1} if entry (i, 2) is
equal to −1, then entry (i, 1) equals ∗, unless one of these columns is all 1’s or all
−1’s (except in the main diagonal).

It is noteworthy that the definition of the circularly compatible 1’s property for
matrices with entries in the set {−1, ∗, 1}, but restricted to the case when no entry
is equal to ∗, says that a such matrix has the circular 1’s property and also, after
inverting and/or cyclically permuting the order of rows and corresponding columns,
the last 1 of the circular set in the second column is always at least as low as the
last 1 of the circular set in the first column, unless one of these columns is all 1’s
or all −1’s. On the other hand, not every matrix with entries in the set {−1, ∗, 1}
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that has the circularly compatible 1’s property has a completion with the circularly
compatible 1’s property. The matrix in Subfigure 2a is an example of this.

Lemma 5.6. Let S be a signed graph, and D be a valid distance drawing of S in
C. Then, A∗(S) has the circularly compatible 1’s property when the vertices of S
are indexed according to the order induced by D.

Proof. Let S be a signed graph and D be a valid distance drawing of S in C.
Let A∗(S) be the augmented adjacency matrix of S with the vertices of S labeled
according to the order induced by D.

By contradiction, assume that A∗(S) hasn’t the circularly compatible 1’s prop-
erty because it does not have the circular 1’s property. Therefore, without loss of
generality (by cyclically permuting the order of rows and corresponding columns),
assume that there are columns i < j < k such that entry (1, i) is equal to
−1, entry (1, j) is equal to 1 and entry (1, k) is equal to −1 in A∗(S). Hence,
{1i, 1k} ⊆ E− and 1j ∈ E+. Since i < j < k according to D, then dD1 (i) < dD1 (j)
or dD1 (k) < dD1 (j). In any of these two cases, the necessary condition to be a valid
distance drawing is broken. Which is a contradiction since D is a valid distance
drawing.

Now assume that A∗(S) hasn’t the circularly compatible 1’s property because
there are entries (i, 2) equal to −1, (i, 1) equal to 1 and (j, 1) equal to −1 such that
2 < i < j. Therefore, {i2, j1} ⊆ E− and i1 ∈ E+. There are two options for i,
D(i) is in the left half of D(1) in C, or D(i) is in the right half of D(1) in C.

If D(i) is in the left half of D(1) in C, since 1 < 2 < i, D(2) is also in the left
half of D(1) in C and dDi (2) < dDi (1). Which is a contradiction with the fact that
D is valid distance. Therefore, D(i) is in the right half of D(1) in C. Since i < j,
then D(j) is also in the right half of D(1) in C. Moreover, dD1 (j) < dD1 (i), which
is a contradiction with the fact that D is valid distance. In conclusion, A∗(S) has
the circularly compatible 1’s property. �

Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.6 allow us to state the following theorem.

Theorem 5.7. A complete signed graph S has a valid distance drawing in C if and
only if S+ is a proper circular-arc graph.

Proof. Let S be a complete signed graph. On the one hand, Lemma 5.1 says that
if S+ is a proper circular-arc graph, then S has a valid distance drawing in C.
On the other hand, Lemma 5.6 says that if S has a valid distance drawing in C,
then A∗(S) has the circularly compatible 1’s property. This lemma, together with
Theorem 6 in [12], that says that a graph is proper circular-arc if and only if its
augmented adjacency matrix has the circularly compatible 1’s property, complete
the proof. �

6. Concluding Remarks

We would like to finish this document by mentioning two exciting problems left
open in this document. First of all, a characterization of the family of signed graphs
(not necessarily complete) with a valid distance drawing in C is still missing. In
Lemma 5.6, we give a necessary condition for a graph to belong to that family.
Is that condition sufficient?. Finally, and undoubtedly related to the previous
question, it is still an open problem to find out whether the SCFE problem in the
circumference is NP-Complete or not. This problem is NP-Hard since there is a
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reduction from the SCFE on R. Let S be an instance of SCFE on R and let S′

be the signed graph S with an additional vertex x that is an enemy of all other
vertices. Then, a valid distance drawing of S in R induces a valid distance drawing
of S′ in C (insert the drawing of S on a quarter of the circumference and place
x in the opposite side). Conversely, a valid distance drawing of S′ in C induces a
valid distance drawing of S in R (cut the circumference at the position of x and
straighten it). Finding a characterization of the family of signed graphs with a valid
distance drawing in C certainly would help answer this last question.
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