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Abstract

A geometric graph, G, is a graph drawn in the plane, with straight
line edges and vertices in general position. A geometric homomor-

phism between two geometric graphs G, H is a vertex map f : G → H

that preserves vertex adjacency and edge crossings. The geochromatic

number of G, denoted X(G), is the smallest integer n so that there is
a geometric homomorphism from G to some geometric realization of
Kn. Recall that the chromatic number of an abstract graph G, denoted
χ(G), is the smallest integer n for which there is a graph homomor-
phism from G to Kn. It is immediately clear that χ(G) ≤ X(G). This
paper establishes some upper bounds on X(G) in terms of χ(G). For
instance, if all crossings are at distance at least 1 from each other,
then X(G) ≤ 3χ(G). However, there are more precise results. If all
crossing are at distance at least 2, then X(G) ≤ χ(G) + 2. If all
crossings are at distance at least 1, and there is a graph homomor-
phism f : G → Kn that maps no pair of edges that cross in G to the
same edge in Kn, then X(G) ≤ 2n. Finally, if χ(G) ∈ {2, 3} and all
crossings are at distance at least 1, then X(G) ≤ 2χ(G).

1 Introduction

A geometric graph G is a simple graph drawn in the plane, on vertices in
general position, with straightline edges. Abstractly what we care about in
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a geometric graph is which pairs of vertices are adjacent and which pairs of
edges cross. In particular, two geometric graphs are said to be isomorphic
if there is a bijection between their vertex sets that preserves adjacencies,
non-adjacencies, crossings, and non-crossings.

A natural way to extend the ideas of abstract graph homomorphisms
to the context of geometric graphs is to define a geometric homomorphism
as a vertex map f : G → H that preserves both adjacencies and crossings
(but not necessarily non-adjacencies or non-crossings). If such a map exists,
we write G → H and say ‘G is (geometrically) homomorphic to H.’ There
are many similarities between abstract graph homomorphisms and geometric
graph homomorphisms, but there are also great contrasts. Further, results
that are straightforward in abstract graph homomorphism theory can become
complex in geometric graph homomorphism theory.

In abstract graph homomorphism theory (of simple graphs) two vertices
cannot be identified under any homomorphism if and only if they are adja-
cent. In Section 2 we review some of the reasons why two vertices might not
be able to be identified under any geometric homomorphism: if they are ad-
jacent; if they are involved in a common edge crossing; if they are endpoints
of an odd length path each edge of which is crossed by a common edge; if
they are endpoints of a path of length 2 whose edges cross all edges of an
odd length cycle.

Recall that one definition for the chromatic number of a graph G, de-
noted χ(G), is the smallest integer n so that G → Kn. By the transitivity of
homomorphisms, if G → H , then χ(G) ≤ χ(H). Analogously, the geochro-

matic number of a geometric graph G, denoted X(G), is the smallest integer
n so that G → Kn, for some geometric n-clique Kn. We immediately get
that G → H implies X(G) ≤ X(H). There are also other parameters whose
relationships are preserved by geometric homomorphisms. The thickness of a
geometric graph, denoted θ(G), is the minimum number of plane layers of G.
In [1] we see that that G → H implies both χ(G) ≤ χ(H) and θ(G) ≤ θ(H).

Two crossings in a geometric graph are said to be independent if they
have no vertices in common. Further, we define the distance between two
crossings as the minimum distance between the vertices of the first crossing
and the vertices of the second. Thus, crossings are independent if they are
at distance at least 1. In Section 3 we focus on the geochromatic number of
geometric graphs with given chromatic number and independent crossings.
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In Section 4 we briefly discuss a geometric graph coloring that is weaker than
the geochromatic coloring, but might be mistaken for it.

2 Background

For additional background on graph homomorphisms, see [6]. For more in-
formation on geometric graphs, see [7, 8]. For other articles on geometric
homomorphisms, see [1, 2, 5, 3, 4].

In abstract graph homomorphism theory, every graph on n vertices is
homomorphic to Kn. This is not true for geometric graphs. In fact, two
different geometric realizations of the same abstract graph are not necessar-
ily homomorphic to each other. For example, consider the two geometric
realizations of K6 given in Figure 1. The first has a vertex with all incident
edges crossed, the second does not; this can be used to prove that there is no
geometric homomorphism from the first to the second. The second has more
crossings than the first; this can be used to prove that there is no geometric
homomorphism from the second to the first.

Figure 1: Homomorphically distinct realizations of K6.

The following observations were proved in [1]. They are replicated here
so that we can use them, but also to give a sense of some of the difficulties
of finding geometric homomorphisms.
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Theorem 1. [1]

(a) Adjacent vertices cannot be identified by any geometric homomor-
phism.

(b) Endpoints of edges that cross cannot be identified by any geometric
homomorphism.

(c) The endpoints of an odd-length path cannot be identified by any geo-
metric homomorphism if there is an edge that crosses all the edges of
the path. See the geometric graph on the left in Figure 2.

(d) The endpoints of a path of length 2 cannot be identified by any geomet-
ric homomorphism if its edges cross all edges of an odd-length cycle.
See the geometric graph on the right in Figure 2.

Figure 2: In each, the white vertices cannot be identified

Recall that the definition of geochromatic number of a geometric graph is
a generalization of the chromatic number of a graph G, χ(G), as the smallest
n so that there is a graph homomorphism G → Kn. In particular we have
the following definition.

Definition 1. Let G be a geometric graph. The geochromatic number of G,
denoted by X(G), is the smallest positive integer n such that G → Kn for
some geometric clique Kn.

The geochromatic number of G must be large enough not only to ac-
commodate the adjacency relationships among vertices of G, but also the
crossing relationships among its edges.

In investigating geochromatic numbers, it makes sense to start with the
smallest ones. We can see that X(G) = 1 if and only if G has no edges.
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Since a geometric graph with a pair of crossing edges requires at least
four colors in a geochromatic coloring, we immediately get that X(G) = 2 if
and only if G is a bipartite plane geometric graph, and that X(G) = 3 if and
only if G is a 3-chromatic plane geometric graph. Since deciding whether
χ(G) ≤ 3 is an NP-complete problem [9], deciding whether X(G) ≤ 3 is
NP-complete also. Theorems in [1] give conditions that are necessary but
not sufficient for X(G) = 4, as well as conditions that are sufficient but not
necessary. In [1] we also see that for any n there exists a thickness-2 geometric
bipartite graph with geochromatic number n. Thus even bounding both the
chromatic number and thickness of a geometric graph does not bound its
geochromatic number.

Similarly, the number of crossings in a geometric graph often tells us little
about its geochomatic number. Above we mentioned that if G contains no
crossing edges then X(G) = χ(G) ≤ 4. The next theorem tells us that even
if G has large number of edge crossings, all we can say is that X(G) ≥ 4.

Theorem 2. For every k ∈ N there is a geometric graph G with k crossings
and X(G) = 4.

Proof. Let K4 be the convex 4-clique with vertices labeled 1, 2, 3, 4 around
the convex hull. If k = 1, then K4 is the requested geometric graph. For
k > 1, start with the star graph K1,k, with its k edges spanning an angle of π

2
.

Label the central vertex 0, and the leaves 1, 2, . . . , k. Cross those edges with
a single edge {k + 1, k + 2}. Call the resulting graph G. Thus the crossings
in G are the precisely the pairs {0, i}, {k+1, k+2} for i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Define
β : G → K4 by β(0) = 1, β(i) = 3 for i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, β(k + 1) = 2 and
β(k + 2) = 4. Thus the edges of the star are mapped to {1, 3}, while the
edges of the crossing K2 is mapped to {2, 4}. Thus β : G → K4 is a geometric
graph homomorphism.

It is essential that we be able to quickly determine, without necessarily
visualizing the geometric graph, whether two edges in the graph cross. The
two following lemmas give us explicit tools. Lemma 2 will be used numerous
times, sometimes implicitly, throughout this paper.

Lemma 1. If S = {u, v, x, y} is a non-convex set of vertices in the plane,
then no pair of edges with both endpoints in S cross.
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The above is clear since the geometric K4 built on the vertices in S is a
non-convex K4 and therefore has no crossing edges.

Lemma 2. Let n ≥ 4 vertices in convex position in the plane be labeled
1, 2, . . . , n around their convex hull. Let Kn be the convex n-clique built on
these vertices. Let e1 = {a1, a2} and e2 = {b1, b2} be disjoint edges in Kn.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that a1 < a2, b1 < b2 and a1 < b1.
Then e1 and e2 cross if and only if a1 < b1 < a2 < b2.

The above is clear since a subset of a convex set is itself convex, and edges
cross if and only if their endpoints alternate as we move around their convex
hull.

3 Independent Crossings

Definition 2. In a geometric graph G we call an edge involved in a crossing
a crossing edge and call a vertex incident to a crossing edge a crossing vertex.

Definition 3. Two crossings in G are said to be at distance d if the minimum
distance between any vertex in one crossing and any vertex in the other
crossing is d. Two crossings are said to be independent if they have no
vertices in common. That is, a two crossings are independent if they are at
distance at least 1.

Notice that if all crossings in a geometric graph are at distance at least 2,
then each crossing vertex is adjacent to exactly one other crossing vertex –
the other endpoint of the crossing edge to which it is incident. If all crossings
are at distance at least 1, then a crossing vertex may be adjacent to many
other crossing vertices – only one of which is the other endpoint of the single
crossing edge to which it is incident. Other crossing vertices to which it may
be adjacent are crossing vertices from other crossings that are at distance 1
from it. Figure 3 shows examples of these situations.

Theorem 3. If all pairs of crossings in G are at distance at least 2, then
X(G) ≤ χ(G) + 2.

Proof. Suppose χ(G) = n. Let Kn+2 be a convex geometric (n + 2)-clique
with vertices labeled 1, . . . , n+ 2. Associate the complete subgraph induced

6



Figure 3: At left: crossings at distance 2; at right: crossings at distance 1

by the set {1, 2, . . . , n} with Kn. By assumption on χ(G), there is a graph
homomorphism α : G → Kn.

We will modify α : G → Kn to a homomorphism β : G → Kn+2 so that β
takes crossing of G to crossings in Kn+2. We will only modify α on crossing
vertices.; the images of non-crossing vertices will be the same under β and
α. The modified homomorphism β will map some crossing vertices to one of
n + 1, n + 2. The remaining crossing vertices in that crossing will maintain
their image under α. Since Kn+2 has edges between all pairs of vertices, as
long as the modification of α to β maintains the property that no edge has
endpoints mapped to the same vertex, β will be a graph homomorphism.
With wise choices justified by Lemma 2, we can ensure that the resulting
graph homomorphism β : G → Kn+2 is a geometric graph homomorphism.

Since pairs of crossing edges are at distance at least 2, they are inde-
pendent. Thus no two crossing share a vertex. Therefore, if we modify α

on crossing vertices in one crossing, it does not affect any modification we
may have previously made on another crossing. Further, again since pairs of
crossing edges are at distance at least 2, each crossing vertex in G is adja-
cent to exactly one other crossing vertex - the other endpoint of its crossing
edge. Thus crossing vertices from distinct crossings are nonadjacent. Thus
in defining β, we run no risk of mapping two crossing vertices from different
crossings to the same vertex in {n+1, n+2}. These facts allow us to modify
our homomorphism α : G → Kn to a new homomorphism β : G → Kn+2 one
crossing at a time.

Suppose e1 = {u, v} and e2 = {x, y} are a pair of crossing edges in G.
Note that since α is a graph homomorphism, and Kn is a simple graph,
α(x) 6= α(y) and α(u) 6= α(v). Under the homomorphism α, edge α(e1)
may have 0, 1 or 2 vertices in common with edge α(e2). Thus the vertices
α(u), α(v), α(x), α(y) either induce Case 1): two non-incident edges, or Case
2): two incident edges, or Case 3): a single edge in Kn.

Case 1) Suppose the edges are non-incident. If α(e1), α(e2) cross inKn, then
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we need not modify α on the vertices of this crossing pair. If the disjoint
edges α(e1), α(e2) don’t cross in Kn then, without loss of generality, the two
possible relationships between these edges and the additional vertices, n+ 1
and n+2, are illustrated in Figure 4. That is, either Case 1a): the additional
vertices fall between vertices of the two edges, without loss of generality say
between α(y) and α(u), or Case 1b): the additional vertices fall between the
endpoints of one of the edges, without loss of generality say between α(x)
and α(y).

Case 1a) Referring to Figure 4, 1 ≤ α(u) < α(v) < α(x) < α(y) ≤ n.
Modify the mapping so that β(v) = n + 1 and β(x) = n + 2, while β = α

on u and y. Then β(u) < β(y) < β(v) < β(x) and therefore β(e1) and β(e2)
cross in Kn+2.

Case 1b) Referring to Figure 4, 1 ≤ α(y) < α(u) < α(v) < α(x) ≤ n.
Modify the mapping so that β(v) = n+ 1, while β = α on u, x and y. Then
β(y) < β(u) < β(x) < β(v) and therefore β(e1) and β(e2) cross in Kn+2.

Case 1a)

Add’l Vertices

· · ·

Case 1b)

Add’l Vertices
.

.

. this

α(x)α(x) α(v)

α(y) α(u)

Figure 4: Cases 1a) & 1b)

Case 2) Suppose α(e1) and α(e2) are distinct but incident edges in Kn. In
this case, without loss of generality, assume that α(v) = α(x). The two possi-
ble relationships between the associated crossing vertices and the additional
vertices, n + 1 and n + 2, are illustrated in Figure 5. That is, either Case
2a): the additional vertices fall between leaves of the path, say between α(y)
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and α(u), or Case 2b): they fall between the endpoints of one of the edges,
say between α(x) and α(y).

Case 2a) Referring to Figure 5, 1 ≤ α(u) < (α(v) = α(x)) < α(y) ≤ n.
Modify the mapping so that β(v) = n + 1 and β(y) = n + 2, while β = α

on u and x. Then β(u) < β(x) < β(v) < β(y) and therefore β(e1) and β(e2)
cross in Kn+2.

Case 2b) Referring to Figure 5, 1 ≤ α(y) < α(u) < (α(v) = α(x)) ≤ n.
Modify the mapping so that β(v) = n+ 1, while β = α on u, x and y. Then
β(y) < β(u) < β(x) < β(v) and therefore β(e1) and β(e2) cross in Kn+2

this

Case 2a)

Add’l Vertices

· · ·

Case 2b)

Add’l Vertices
.

.

.

α(v) = α(x)

α(y) α(u)

Figure 5: Cases 2a) & 2b)

Case 3) Suppose α(e1) = α(e2). In this case, without loss of generality,
assume α(u) = α(y) and α(v) = α(x), and α(u) < α(v). The relationship
of their crossing vertices with the additional vertices, n + 1 and n + 2, is
illustrated in Figure 6.

Modify the mapping so that β(y) = n+2, and β(v) = n + 1, while β = α

on u and x. Then β(u) < β(x) < β(v) < β(y), and thus β(e1) crosses β(e2).

Thus after modifying α to β on each crossing, we’ve defined β : G → Kn+2

as a geometric graph homomorphism. Thus X(G) ≤ χ(G) + 2.

There are easy examples of geometric graphs where this bound is not best
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this
Case 3)

Add’l Vertices

.

.

.

α(v) = α(x)

α(u) = α(y)

Figure 6: Case 3)

possible. A plane geometric graph, and a convex K4 fall into this category.
It would be interesting to find criteria for when this result is best possible.

Now we move to considering geometric graphs in which all crossings are
independent, but not necessarily at distance at least 2. The technique used
in the proofs of Theorems 4 and 5 is similar to the one used in the proof of
Theorem 3. The difference is that in Theorem 3 since the minimum distance
between two pairs of crossing edges was 2, no pair of crossing vertices from
distinct edge crossings could be adjacent. Thus there was no risk that in
modifying α to achieve β on distinct crossing pairs we might map adjacent
crossing vertices to the same vertex in our geometric clique. When crossings
are independent but not of distance at least 2, we have to be a bit more
careful. In this situation, crossing vertices from distinct crossings may indeed
be adjacent. One solution to this is to base the modification of α(v) on the
image α(v) itself. In this technique, for all v ∈ V (G) we will define β(v) to
be in {α(v), α(v) + n, α(v) + 2n}. Since α : G → Kn is a homomorphism,
if u, v are adjacent vertices in G, then α(v) 6= α(u), and each is between 1
and n. Then the set of the potential images β(u) and β(v) are {α(u), α(u)+
n, α(u) + 2n} and {α(v), α(v) + n, α(v) + 2n}. Since these sets are disjoint,
β(v) 6= β(u) as desired. This is the key behind the following proof.

Theorem 4. Let G be a geometric graph with independent crossings. Let
n be an integer so that there exists a homomorphism α : G → Kn in which
no pair of crossing edges are mapped to the same edge. Then X(G) ≤ 2n.

Proof. LetK2n be a convex geometric 2n-clique with vertices labeled 1, . . . , 2n
around the convex hull. Associate the complete subgraph induced on the
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convex set {1, 2, . . . , n} with Kn. By assumption, there is a graph homomor-
phism α : G → Kn in which no pair of edges that cross in G are mapped to
the same edge in Kn. We will modify this to a geometric graph homomor-
phism β : G → K2n.

For this proof we will define β : G → K2n by adding n to images under
α of some crossing vertices. As argued earlier, for any u, v ∈ V (G) for which
α(u) 6= α(v), with β(u) ∈ {α(u), α(u) + n} and β(v) ∈ {α(v), α(v) + n}, we
have β(u) 6= β(v). Thus since α is a graph homomorphism and β maintains
inequality of vertex images, β is also a graph homomorphism.

Let e1 = {u, v}, e2 = {x, y} be crossing edges in G. By our assumption
on α, it sends no pair of crossing edges in G to the same edge of Kn. Then
α(e1) and α(e2) share at most one vertex. Thus we have two cases, Case 1):
α(e1) and α(e2) are disjoint, or Case 2): α(e1) and α(e2) share precisely one
vertex. These are identical to Case 1) and Case 2) of the proof of Theorem
3. Further, the relationships between the additional vertices n + 1, . . . , 2n
and the vertices of α(e1) and α(e2) fall into exactly the same subcases here
as they did in the proof of Theorem 3.

Case 1a) Referring to Figure 4 we see that 1 ≤ α(u) < α(v) < α(x) <
α(y) ≤ n. Define β so that β(v) = α(v) + n and β(x) = α(x) + n, while
β = α on u and y. Then β(u) < β(y) < β(v) < β(x) and therefore β(e1) and
β(e2) cross.

Case 1b) Referring to Figure 4 we see that 1 ≤ α(y) < α(u) < α(v) <
α(x) ≤ n. Define β so that β(v) = α(v) + n, while β = α on u, x and y.
Then β(y) < β(u) < β(x) < β(v) and therefore β(e1) and β(e2) cross.

Case 2a) Referring to Figure 5, we see that 1 ≤ α(u) < (α(v) = α(x)) <
α(y) ≤ n. Define β(v) = α(v)+n and β(y) = α(y)+n while β = α on u and
x. Then β(u) < β(x) < β(v) < β(y) and therefore β(e1) and β(e2) cross.

Case 2b) Referring to Figure 5, we see that 1 ≤ α(y) < α(u) < (α(v) =
α(x)) ≤ n. Define β(v) = α(v) + n, while β = α on u, x and y. Then
β(y) < β(u) < β(x) < β(v) and therefore β(e1) and β(e2) cross.

Thus β : G → K2n is a geometric graph homomorphism.

Note that the above technique does not always work if a pair of crossing
edges are mapped to a single edge in Kn by the homomorphism α. For
example, if a pair of crossing edges are mapped to {2, 4} in K10 and we
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added n = 5 to a subset of α(u), α(v), α(x) and α(y), the only valid results
would be either a single edge, a path of length 2, or two disjoint edges. In
particular, the result cannot be a crossing pair in K10. However, if χ(G) = 2
or 3 this will not be a problem. This is stated as Theorem 6. But first, the
following theorem gives slightly weaker conclusion in the more general case
where we allow homomorphisms that map crossing edges in G to the same
edge in Kn.

Theorem 5. If G is a geometric graph with independent crossings, then
X(G) ≤ 3χ(G).

Proof. Let χ(G) = n. Let K3n be a convex geometric 3n-clique with ver-
tices labeled 1, . . . , 3n. Associate the n-clique induced by the convex set
{1, 2, . . . , n} with Kn. Since χ(G) = n, there is a graph homomorphism α :
G → Kn. We will modify this to a geometric homomorphism β : G → K3n.

We will redefine α to β on certain crossing vertices of G, by adding 0, or
n or 2n to α(v). With this definition, as argued previously, if α(u) 6= α(v)
then β(v) 6= β(u). This guarantees that β preserves inequality given by α,
and is thus a graph homomorphism. With careful choice, we can ensure
β : G → K3n is a geometric homomorphism.

Let e1 = {u, v}, e2 = {x, y} be crossing edges in G. Note that α(e1) and
α(e2) are either disjoint, share precisely one vertex, or share both vertices.

Associate the geometric 2n-clique induced by the convex set {1, 2, . . . , 2n}
with K2n. If α(e1) and α(e2) share at most one vertex, use the method
of Theorem 4 to modify the homomorphism α : G → Kn to a geometric
homomorphism β : G → K2n where we identify the convex induced subgraph
of K3m by the vertices {1, 2, . . . , 2n} as K2n. By Theorem 4, this modified
homomorphism maps crossing edges of G whose images under α are not
identical, to crossing edges in K2n ⊆ K3n.

Now consider the one case that is not covered in Theorem 4. Suppose
that α(e1) = α(e2). Without loss of generality, suppose that α(u) = α(y)
and α(v) = α(x) and α(u) < α(v). Define β(x) = α(x)+n, β(u) = α(u)+2n,
while β = α on y and v. Then β(y) < β(v) < β(x) < β(u). Thus β(e1) and
β(e2) cross.

Thus after modifying α to β on each crossing, we have β : G → K3n as a
geometric graph homomorphism.
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Our final theorem regards geometric graphs whose underlying abstract
graph has chromatic number 2 or 3. The technique used to prove the following
theorem is slightly different than the one used earlier. In particular we embed
Kχ(G) intoK2χ(G) in a slightly different way and then add 1 to certain crossing
vertices. This technique works well for situations when we can be assured
that images of crossing edges are either incident or identical. It does not
always work when images of crossing edges are disjoint.

Theorem 6. IfG has independent crossings and χ(G) ∈ {2, 3}, thenX(G) ≤
2χ(G).

Proof. As argued in the previous theorems, because the crossings of G are
independent, given a graph homomorphism α : G → Kχ(G), we may modify
α to β on vertices of one crossing at a time, with the images under β based
on the images under α. Our result will be β : G → K2χ(G), a geometric graph
homomorphism. Below this is done explicitly in each of the cases χ(G) = 3
and χ(G) = 2.

If χ(G) = 3, begin with α : G → K3 and modify to β : G → K6, the
convex 6-clique with vertices labeled 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 around the convex hull.
Here we will consider the 3-clique on vertices 1, 3, 5 to be K3.

Consider a crossing in G with edges e1 = {u, v} and e2 = {x, y}. Either
α(e1) and α(e2) are incident in K3 or they are identical. If they are incident,
without loss of generality, assume α(u) = 1, α(v) = α(x) = 3 and α(y) = 5.
Modify so that β(x) = α(x)+1 = 4 while β = α on u, v and y. Then β(e1) =
{1, 3} and β(e2) = {2, 5}, a pair of crossing edges in K6. If α(e1) and α(e2)
are identical, without loss of generality, we may assume α(u) = α(y) = 1 and
α(v) = α(x) = 3. Modify so that β(y) = α(y)+1 = 2, and β(x) = α(x)+1 =
4 while β = α on u and v. Then β(e1) = {1, 3} and β(e2) = {2, 4}, crossing
edges in K6. After applying this process to each crossing in G, we have
achieved β : G → K6, a geometric graph homomorphism.

For the case χ(G) = 2, we begin with α : G → K2 and modify to
β : G → K4, the convex 4-clique with vertices labeled 1, 2, 3, 4 around the
convex hull. Here we will consider the 2-clique on vertices 1, 3 to be K2.
Since α necessarily maps crossing edges of G to the same edge of K2, we can
assume crossing edges e1 = {u, v} and e2 = {x, y} with α(u) = α(y) = 1 and
α(v) = α(x) = 3. Define β(y) = α(y)+1 = 2 and β(x) = α(x)+1 = 4, while
β = α on u and v. Thus β(e1) = {1, 3} and β(e2) = {2, 4}, crossing edges
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in K4. After applying this process to each crossing in G, we have achieved
β : G → K4, a geometric graph homomorphism. .

4 Pseudo-geochromatic number

It is natural to expect that the definition of X(G) might be the same as ‘the
smallest integer n so that the vertices of G can be colored with n colors so that
distinct colors are given to all vertex pairs corresponding to edges and to all
vertex quadruples corresponding to crossing edges.’ Call this parameter the
pseudo-geochromatic number, X ′(G). However, in general X(G) 6= X ′(G).
Consider G the geometric graph in Figure 7. The coloring of the vertices
as shown meets the conditions of a pseudo-geochromatic coloring. A little
arguing shows X ′(G) = 5. However, as shown in Theorem 1(d), the two
vertices colored 5 cannot be identified under any geometric homomorphism.
Further, by Theorem 1(b), no other vertex pair of G can be identified by
any homomorphism since each pair is involved in a common crossing. Thus,
we conclude that X(G) = 6. This shows that the conditions for the pseudo-
geochromatic number are weaker than the those of the geochromatic number.

1 2

3

5 5

4

Figure 7: X ′(G) < X(G)

Using this example as inspiration, we can create a family of geometric
graphs with X(G) arbitrarily larger than X ′(G).

Theorem 7. For any n ∈ Z
+ there is a geometric graph G for which X(G)−

X ′(G) = n.

Proof. Let n ∈ Z
+, and m = n + 1. Construct the geometric graph on 3m

vertices given in Figure 8. There is the obvious geometric homomorphism to
the convex K3m. Thus X(G) ≤ 3m.
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Figure 8:

Let p : V (G) → {1, 2, . . . , 3m} be a psuedo-geochromatic coloring, and
g : V (G) → {1, 2, . . . , 3m} a geochromatic coloring.

Let us start with the induced subgraph on v1, vm+1, v2m+1. Since these
vertices form a 3-cycle, each must have a different color under either color-
ing. Let p(v1) = g(v1) = 1, p(vm+1) = g(vm+1) = m + 1, and p(v2m+1) =
g(v2m+1) = 2m + 1. We will add, and color, the paths of length 2 one at
time. Add the path on v2, vm+2, and v2m+2. As drawn, the edge {v2, vm+2}
will cross both {1, m+ 2} and {m + 1, 2m + 2} Thus under both colorings,
v2 cannot be colored 1, m + 1, or 2m + 1. So let p(v2) = g(v2) = 2. Since
the edges {v2, vm+2} and {v2, v2m+2} do not cross, we may let p(vm+2) =
p(v2m+2) = m + 2. However, by Theorem 1(d) since this path of length 2
crosses each edge of our C3, the colors g(vm+1), g(v2m+1) must be distinct.
Thus let g(vm+2) = m+2 and g(v2m+2) = 2m+2. We continue in this manner
with each new path of length 2. For 3 ≤ i ≤ m− 1, consider vi, vm+i, v2m+i.
Because its incident edges cross edges incident to all previous vertex colors
vi will have to be colored differently than any previous vertex. Thus let
p(vi) = g(vi) = i. Since under the coloring p, {v1, vm+i} and {vi, v2m+i}
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cross edges incident to vertices colored {1, 2, . . . , i}∪ {m+ 1, . . . , m+ i− 1}
the two endpoints of the path must also be colored differently from all
{1, 2, . . . , i} ∪ {m+ 1, . . . , m+ i− 1}. Since the edges {vi, vm+i}, {vi, v2m+i}
do not cross, we may let p(vm+i) = p(v2m+i) = m + i. However, since the
edges {vi, vm+i}, {vi, v2m+i} cross every edge of our C3, they cannot be iden-
tified by g. Thus let g(vm+i) = m+ i and g(v2m+i) = 2m+ i.

In the coloring g we used all 3m available colors; thus X(G) = 3m. While
in p we never needed the colors 2m+2, . . . , 3m; thus X ′(G) = 3m− (m−1).
Therefore X(G)−X ′(G) = m− 1 = n, as desired.
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