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Abstract

We describe a promising approach to efficiently morph spherical graphs, extending earlier
approaches of Awartani and Henderson [Trans. AMS 1987] and Kobourov and Landis [JGAA
2006]. Specifically, we describe two methods to morph shortest-path triangulations of the
sphere by moving their vertices along longitudes into the southern hemisphere; we call a
triangulation sinkable if such a morph exists. Our first method generalizes a longitudinal
shelling construction of Awartani and Henderson; a triangulation is sinkable if a specific
orientation of its dual graph is acyclic. We describe a simple polynomial-time algorithm
to find a longitudinally shellable rotation of a given spherical triangulation, if one exists;
we also construct a spherical triangulation that has no longitudinally shellable rotation.
Our second method is based on a linear-programming characterization of sinkability. By
identifying its optimal basis, we show that this linear program can be solved in O(nω/2) time,
where ω is the matrix-multiplication exponent, assuming the underlying linear system is
non-singular. Finally, we pose several conjectures and describe experimental results that
support them.

1 Introduction

A morph between two planar straight-line graphs is a continuous deformation from one to the
other, such that all edges in all intermediate graphs are interior-disjoint line segments. Planar
graph morphing has many applications in graphics, animation, visualization, and geometric
modeling, as well as connections to fundamental questions in low-dimensional topology.

There are two state-of-the-art approaches for morphing planar graphs. The first is the
barycentric interpolation method of Floater, Gotsman, and Surazhsky [38,41,49,82–84], which
is based on an extension by Floater [39,40] of Tutte’s classical spring-embedding theorem [86].
These algorithms compute an implicit representation of a smooth morph, any intermediate stage
of which can be constructed in O(nω/2) = O(n1.1864) time, where ω < 2.3728 is the matrix-
multiplication exponent. The second method combines an edge-collapsing strategy originally
proposed by Cairns [16,17,55,85] with more recent algorithms for convex hierarchical planar
graph drawing [21, 25, 56, 60, 61]. This method has led to several efficient algorithms for
constructing explicit representations of piecewise-linear morphs [2,36,60,61]. The fastest of
these algorithms, due to Klemz [61], computes a morph consisting of O(n) stages in O(n2) time,
where in each stage, all vertices move along parallel lines at constant speeds. A recent algorithm

∗An extended abstract of this paper has been accepted to the 41st International Symposium on Computational
Geometry.
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2 Shelling and Sinking Graphs on the Sphere

of Erickson and Lin computes explicit piecewise-linear morphs using barycentric interpolation in
O(n1+ω/2) time [36]. Algorithms are also known for several variants [5,7,14,23,45,65].

Both planar morphing approaches have recently been generalized to geodesic graphs on
the flat torus [22, 36, 67]; even more recently, Luo, Wu, and Zhu generalized the barycentric
interpolation method to arbitrary negative-curvature surfaces of higher genus [68,69].

1.1 What About the Sphere?

In light of the long history of results for morphing planar graphs and their generalizations to
higher-genus surfaces, it is surprising how little is known about morphing graphs on the sphere.
Although embeddings on the sphere are topologically equivalent to embeddings in the plane, the
different geometries of the two surfaces induce significantly different behavior.

In 1944, Cairns [17] proved that any two isomorphic shortest-path triangulations of the
sphere are connected by a continuous family of shortest-path triangulations, using essentially the
same edge-contraction strategy that he used for planar triangulations (but with more complex
case analysis). A direct translation of Cairns’s spherical morphing proof leads to an exponential-
time algorithm; unlike his planar result, this is still the fastest algorithm known. Neither
of the primary tools that underlie more efficient planar morphing algorithms—barycentric
embeddings [39, 40, 86] and convex hierarchical graph drawing [21, 25, 56, 60, 61]—have
appropriate generalizations to spherical graphs. In fact, as far as we are aware, this is the only
algorithm known for morphing arbitrary spherical triangulations.

Morphing algorithms are known for a few special cases of spherical triangulations. Almost all
of these algorithms operate by moving vertices along longitudes into the southern hemisphere,
projecting the resulting “southern” triangulation into the plane, and applying a planar morphing
algorithm. Awartani and Henderson [4] describe an algorithm to morph spherical triangulations
that satisfy a certain longitudinal shelling condition using this strategy. They also prove that any
triangulation with a longitudinal seam, meaning there is a longitude that does not cross the interior
of any edge, satisfies their shelling condition. (We study Awartani and Henderson’s shelling
condition in more detail in Section 3.) Kobourov and Landis [62] describe an algorithm to morph
between Delaunay triangulations via longitudinal morphs; their algorithm easily generalizes to
coherent triangulations, which are central projections of arbitrary convex polyhedra. The same
method is also implicit in Richter-Gebert’s proof [73, Theorem 13.3.3] of classical theorems of
Eberhard [32] and Steinitz [76] describing morphs between isomorphic convex polyhedra.

We call a sphere triangulation sinkable if it can be morphed along longitudes into the southern
hemisphere. Every coherent triangulation is longitudinally shellable, and every longitudinally
shellable triangulation is sinkable. Awartani and Henderson [4, Figure 3.1] give an example of
an unsinkable triangulation; it is not possible to move the vertices of their triangulation into the
southern hemisphere along longitudes without inverting at least one face.

1.2 Simple Examples

The simplest longitudinally unshellable or unsinkable triangulations are central projections of
sufficiently twisted Schönhardt polyhedra [74]. Let S0 be an equilateral triangular prism, centered
at the origin, whose triangular faces are parallel to the x y-plane, and whose quadrilateral faces
are triangulated so that every vertex has degree 4. For any angle θ , the Schönhardt polyhedron Sθ
is obtained by rotating the top triangular face of S0 by θ and retaining the same facial structure.
Let S̄θ denote the central projection of Sθ onto the sphere, as shown in Figure 1.1. When the
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twisting angle θ is negative, the polyhedron Sθ is convex, so its projection S̄θ is coherent, and
therefore longitudinally shellable, and therefore sinkable. When θ is positive, the diagonals of
the rectangular faces buckle inward, making the octahedron Sθ non-convex; Supnick proved that
the resulting spherical triangulations S̄θ are the simplest non-coherent triangulations [80,81].
(See also Connelly and Henderson [27] and De Loera, Rambau, and Santos [64, Chapter 7.1].)
Our Lemma 3.1 implies that if θ < 0, the triangulation S̄θ is not longitudinally shellable. Finally,
our algorithms in Section 5 imply that S̄θ is still sinkable if 0< θ < π/6 but is unsinkable when
θ ≥ π/6.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 1.1. Three Schönhardt polyhedra and stereographic projections of the corresponding spherical triangulations.
Depending on the twisting angle, these triangulations are (a) coherent and therefore longitudinally shellable, (b)
sinkable but not longitudinally shellable, or (c) not sinkable.

Another natural one-parameter family of twisted triangulations are projections of non-
convex icosahedra that Douady dubbed six-beaked shaddocks [30]; this family includes Jessen’s
orthogonal icosahedron [58] and is closely related to Fuller’s jitterbug mechanism [35, 44].
Following Fuller, these icosahedra can be constructed by triangulating the square facets of
a cuboctahedron so that every vertex has degree 5, and then simultaneously twisting every
equilateral triangular facet; the triangulated square facets buckle inward when the twisting angle
is positive. Every positively twisted shaddock triangulation is incoherent [30]. However, if the
equilateral triangular facets are normal to the coordinate axes, shaddock triangulations can be
longitudinally shellable, sinkable but longitudinally unshellable, or unsinkable, depending on
the twisting angle. See Figure 2.2.1

Both longitudinal shellability and sinkability depend on a specific choice of antipodal points
as the north and south poles to define longitudes; neither property is invariant under rotations of
the sphere. For example, rotating any Schönhardt triangulation by 90◦ around the x-axis results
in a longitudinally shellable and therefore sinkable triangulation.

1Schönhardt polyhedra and six-beaked shaddocks are also classical examples of polyhedra that cannot be triangu-
lated without additional vertices [6,74]. The Schönhardt polyhedron Sπ/6 and Jessen’s orthogonal icosahedron are
also classical examples of infinitesimally non-rigid or “shaky” polyhedra [46,47,70,89].
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 1.2. Four six-beaked shaddocks and stereographic projections of the corresponding spherical triangulations.
Depending on the twisting angle, these triangulations are (a) coherent, (b) longitudinally shellable but not coherent,
(c) sinkable but not longitudinally shellable (Jessen’s icosahedron), or (d) not sinkable.

1.3 Our Results

We describe a promising approach to efficiently morph shortest-path triangulations on the sphere,
extending the previous results of Awartani and Henderson [4] and Kobourov and Landis [62]. At
a high level, we propose finding suitable rotations of the sphere that make the source and target
triangulations both sinkable, moving vertices of the rotated triangulations into the southern
hemisphere along longitudes, and finally reducing to a planar morphing problem.

We emphasize that we do not develop this strategy into a complete algorithm; the existence
of an efficient spherical morphing algorithm remains an open problem. We also note that sinking
is not required to construct spherical morphs; for example, we can directly morph any Schönhardt
or shaddock triangulation into any other by “twisting” the faces.

We begin in Section 2 by reviewing relevant definitions, describing our proposed morphing
strategy in detail, and proving some preliminary results. In particular, we prove that a trian-
gulation Γ is sinkable if and only if there is an isomorphic weak triangulation Γ ′ (intuitively,
a triangulation in which some faces may be degenerate) in the southern hemisphere, whose
vertices are on the same longitudes.

In Section 3, we formally define the longitudinal shelling condition introduced by Awartani
and Henderson. We provide several combinatorial characterizations, in terms of different directed
versions of the triangulation or its dual graph, each of which can be tested in O(n) time. We also
reiterate Awartani and Henderson’s proof that every longitudinally shellable triangulations is
sinkable.

Rotating a longitudinally unshellable triangulation can make it longitudinally shellable. In
Section 4, we present an algorithm that either finds a rotation of a given triangulation Γ that is
longitudinally shellable, or reports correctly that no such rotation exists, in O(n5/2 log3 n) time.
Our algorithm searches each of the O(n2) cells in the arrangement of great circles determined by
the edges of Γ , using a dynamic reachability data structure of Diks and Sankowski [29]. We also
construct a spherical triangulation that has no longitudinally shellable rotation.

In Section 5, we describe an efficient algorithm to determine whether a given sphere tri-
angulation is sinkable. First we prove that sinkability is equivalent to the feasibility of a linear
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program with O(n) variables and O(n) constraints. By identifying the optimal basis for this linear
program, we then show that it can be solved in O(nω/2) time, assuming the underlying linear
system is non-singular.

As a tool for building intuition, we implemented a suite of algorithms to construct sphere
triangulations, test for shellability and sinkability, construct Awartani-Henderson embeddings,
and visualize longitudinal morphs. In Section 6, we present results of some lightweight exper-
iments with “ugly” spherical triangulations, which suggest that “in practice”, one can find a
longitudinally shellable or sinkable rotation of a triangulation by testing only a small constant
number of random rotations.

Finally, we conclude in Section 7 by presenting several open problems for further research,
including several conjectures suggested by our experimental results.

2 Background and Preliminary Results

2.1 Cartography

We consider drawings of graphs on the unit sphere S2 = {(x , y, x) | x2+ y2+ z2 = 1}. The north
pole is the point (0, 0, 1); the south pole is the point (0, 0,−1); the equator is the intersection of
the unit sphere with the plane z = 0. A longitude is an open great-circular arc whose endpoints
are the north and south poles. Every point except the poles lies on a unique longitude.

Throughout the paper, we fix an arbitrary simple maximal planar graph G with n≥ 4 vertices,
arbitrarily indexed from 1 to n. An embedding of G on the sphere is an injective map from G to
S2, or less formally, a drawing of G where edges are arbitrary simple curves that intersect only at
their shared endpoints. Every embedding of G on the sphere is a triangulation, meaning every
face is bounded by a cycle of three distinct edges.

Unless explicitly indicated otherwise, we consider only generic shortest-path triangulations,
meaning (1) every edge is a great-circular arc with length less than π; (2) no great circle contains
more than two vertices, and (3) no great circle through the poles contains more than one vertex.
Condition (1) is the natural analogue on the sphere of straight-line embeddings in the plane.
Condition (3) implies that vertices lie on distinct longitudes.

Classical theorems of Steinitz [51,75,76] and Whitney [12,88] imply that G has a unique
embedding on the sphere, up to homeomorphism, which is a generic shortest-path triangulation.
A face of G is a face of this essentially unique embedding. We sometimes identify each face as a
triple (i, j, k) of vertices (or their indices) in counterclockwise order around its interior.

Every generic shortest-path triangulation has a unique north face that contains the north
pole in its interior and a unique south face that contains the south pole in its interior. The
remaining non-polar faces are of two types: An up-face has one vertex (called its apex) that is
directly north of its opposite edge (called its base); symmetrically, a down-face has one vertex
(its apex) directly south of its opposite edge (its base). The legs of a non-polar face f are the
edges of f incident to the apex of f . The faces immediately north and south of any vertex i are
respectively denoted fabove(i) and fbelow(i). For each vertex i, fabove(i) is either the north face
or a down-face, and fbelow(i) is either the south face or an up-face.

A face of a (generic) triangulation is everted if it has area greater than 2π, or equivalently, if
it contains an open hemisphere, or equivalently, if it contains a pair of antipodal points. Every
triangulation contains at most one everted face. We call a triangulation full if no face is everted,
and southern if every vertex lies below the equator (which implies that the north face is everted).
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Figure 2.1. An up-face fabove(i), a down-face fbelow( j), and the north face fnorth = fabove( j) of a spherical triangulation.

We call any connected region R on the sphere θ -monotone if every longitude is either disjoint
from R or has connected intersection with R.

2.2 Coordinates

Throughout the paper, we represent spherical triangulations implicitly as projections of certain
polyhedra onto the unit sphere. Specifically, we represent each vertex using signed homogeneous
coordinates [77–79]—for any scalar λ > 0, the coordinate vectors (x , y, z) and (λx ,λy,λz)
represent the same point on the sphere. We can freely rescale the vertices, each independently,
without changing the underlying spherical triangulation; although it is never actually necessary,
this rescaling is sometimes convenient for purposes of discussion and intuition. For example, we
can implicitly interpret any southern triangulation as a planar triangulation by scaling vertices
onto the tangent plane z = −1; this scaling is equivalent to the gnomonic or central projection
(x , y, z) 7→ (−x/z,−y/z,−1). Awartani and Henderson [4] analyze longitudinal morphing
(defined below) by implicitly scaling vertices onto the unit cylinder x2 + y2 = 1.

Every full triangulation is the projection of a star-shaped polyhedron whose visibility kernel
contains the origin. Every non-full triangulation is the projection of a polyhedron that is star-
shaped except for one facet.

2.3 Longitudinal Morphing

Two embeddings Γ0 : G→ S2 and Γ1 : G→ S2 are isomorphic if they define the same rotation
system, or equivalently, if there is an orientation-preserving homeomorphism H : S2→ S2 such
that Γ1 = h ◦ Γ0. Two isomorphic embeddings are θ -equivalent if each vertex lies on the same
longitude in both embeddings.

A homotopy between two embeddings Γ0 : G→ S2 and Γ1 : G→ S2 is a continuous function
H : [0, 1]× G→ S2 such that H(0, ·) = Γ0 and H(1, ·) = Γ1. Any pair of isomorphic embeddings
Γ0 and Γ1 are connected by an isotopy, which is a homotopy H such that every intermediate
drawing Γt = H(t, ·) is an embedding. (The edges of these intermediate embeddings can be
arbitrary simple curves, not necessarily shortest paths.) A morph is an isotopy in which the
edges of every intermediate embedding Γt are shortest paths. Finally, a longitudinal morph is a
morph in which vertices move only along their longitudes.
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Lemma 2.1. Any two θ -equivalent triangulations are connected by a longitudinal morph.

Proof: Let Γ0 and Γ1 be two longitudinally equivalent embeddings of the same graph G. By
scaling coordinate vectors as described in Section 2.2 if necessary, we can assume that each
vertex has the same x- and y-coordinates in both embeddings. Let (x i , yi , z0

i ) and (x i , yi , z1
i )

denote the coordinate vectors of each vertex i in Γ0 and Γ1, respectively.
We define a longitudinal morph by linearly interpolating the z-coordinate of each vertex from

z0
i to z1

i . For each t ∈ [0,1], let Γt denote the shortest-path drawing where each vertex i has
coordinates (x i , yi , (1− t)z0

i + t · z1
i ). To complete the proof, it remains only to show that each

drawing Γt is an embedding, or equivalently, that no face collapses to an arc during the morph.
For any three vertices i, j, k and any t ∈ [0,1], let volt(i, j, k) denote the determinant

det





x i yi (1− t) · z0
i + t · z1

i
x j y j (1− t) · z0

i + t · z1
i

xk yk (1− t) · z0
i + t · z1

i





This volume determinant is a linear function of t; specifically,

volt(i, j, k) = (1− t) · vol0(i, j, k) + t · vol1(i, j, k).

Suppose i, j, k are the vertices of a non-polar face of Γ0 in counterclockwise order, so that
vol0(i, j, k)> 0. Because Γ0 and Γ1 are isomorphic, we have vol1(i, j, k)> 0; linearity immediately
implies that volt(i, j, k)> 0 for all t ∈ [0,1].

Finally, for all t, the north pole lies in the interior of the north face of Γt , and the south pole
lies in the interior of the south face of Γt . Thus, these faces may become (un)everted, but they
always have non-empty interiors. □

We extend this lemma slightly by considering weak triangulations, which are drawings of G
that may include degenerate faces, but no inverted faces or crossing edges. (Weak triangulations
are special cases of weak embeddings studied by Akitaya, Fulek, and Tóth [1] and Fulek and
Kyncl [43].) A weak triangulation Γ1 is θ -equivalent to a triangulation Γ0 if vertices lie on
the same longitudes in Γ0 and Γ1 and every non-degenerate non-polar face of Γi has the same
orientation as the corresponding face of Γ0. The following lemma is immediate:

Lemma 2.2. Any triangulation Γ0 and any weak triangulation Γ1 that is longitudinally equivalent
to Γ0 are connected by a homotopy H, such that for any 0 < ϵ < 1, the restriction of H to the
interval [0, 1− ϵ] is a longitudinal morph.

2.4 Morphing Strategy

We propose a strategy for morphing between isomorphic shortest-path triangulations on the
sphere that slightly generalizes strategies previously used by Awartani and Henderson [4] and
Kobourov and Landis [62]. Recall that a triangulation is sinkable if it can be longitudinally
morphed to a θ -equivalent triangulation with all vertices below the equator. A rotation of a
spherical triangulation Γ is the triangulation ρ ◦ Γ for some rigid motion ρ : S2 → S2 of the
sphere.2 Our strategy rests on the following (admittedly optimistic) conjecture:

2Rotations should not be confused with rotation systems, which encodes the cyclic order of edges around each
vertex in a planar or spherical embedding.
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Conjecture 2.3. Every shortest-path triangulation Γ of the sphere can be rotated to obtain a
sinkable triangulation.

Conjecture 2.3 implies that one can morph any triangulation Γ0 into any isotopic target
triangulation Γ1 through an intermediate coherent triangulation Γ1/2. Steinitz’s theorem [51,75,
76] implies that a coherent embedding Γ1/2 of G exists. Given any coherent triangulation, we
can project its underlying convex polyhedron from a point on the positive z-axis just outside the
polyhedron to the plane z = −1, and then centrally project the resulting planar triangulation
back to the southern hemisphere, to obtain a θ -equivalent southern triangulation. It follows that
every rotation of a coherent triangulation is sinkable.

We construct a morph from Γ0 to Γ1/2 in several stages as follows. First, we rotate Γ0
so that the resulting triangulation Γ ′0 is sinkable (as guaranteed by Conjecture 2.3) and then
longitudinally morph Γ ′0 to a southern triangulation Γ ′′0 .3 Similarly, we rotate Γ1/2 so that the
resulting triangulation Γ ′1/2 has the same north face as Γ ′0 and Γ ′′0 , and then longitudinally morph
Γ ′1/2 to a southern triangulation Γ ′′1/2. Projection from the center of the sphere maps Γ ′′0 and Γ ′′1/2
to isomorphic straight-line triangulations in the plane z = −1, each with the same triangular
outer face. We can construct a morph between these planar triangulations using any of several
algorithms [2,9,16,36,41,53,61]; lifting this planar morph back to the sphere yields a spherical
morph from Γ ′′0 to Γ ′′1/2. Our final morph is the concatenation of the rotation Γ0 ⇝ Γ ′0, the
longitudinal morph Γ ′0⇝ Γ

′′
0 , the lifted planar morph Γ ′′0 ⇝ Γ

′′
1/2, the reverse of the longitudinal

morph Γ ′1/2⇝ Γ
′′
1/2, and the reverse of the rotation Γ1/2⇝ Γ ′1/2. See Figure 2.2 for an example

(without the initial and final rotations).

sink
−−→

project
−−−−→





ylifted planar morph





yplanar morph

unsink
←−−−

lift
←−−

Figure 2.2. Morphing a six-beaked shaddock triangulation [30, 58] into a regular icosahedral triangulation; compare
with Kobourov and Landis [62, Figure 1].

We construct a morph Γ1 ⇝ Γ1/2 using the same strategy. The final morph Γ0 ⇝ Γ1 is the
concatenation of Γ0⇝ Γ1/2 and the reverse of Γ1⇝ Γ1/2.

3If the triangulation Γ0 is not full, we can rotate it directly to a southern triangulation Γ ′0 = Γ
′′
0 .
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3 Longitudinal Shelling

A shelling of a spherical triangulation Γ is an ordering f1, f2, . . . , f2n−4 of the faces of Γ such that
the union of any prefix Uk =

⋃

i≤k fi is either empty (k = 0), the entire sphere (k = 2n− 4), or
a topological disk. We call a shelling longitudinal if every disk Uk is θ -monotone. Bruggesser
and Mani’s line shelling [13] implies that every coherent triangulation is longitudinally shellable.
Awartani and Henderson [4] proved that a triangulation is longitudinally shellable if it has a
longitudinal seam, that is, a longitude ℓ such that for any edge e, the intersection ℓ∩ e is either
empty, an endpoint of e, or the entire edge e.

3.1 Characterization

We characterize the shellability of Γ in terms of three directed graphs, which are illustrated in
Figure 3.1.

• The directed dual graph Γ��� contains a directed edge from face fi to face f j if and only
if fi and f j share an edge in Γ , and some point in fi is due north (on the same longitude)
of some point in f j. The north face of Γ has out-degree 3 in Γ �; each down-face has
in-degree 1 and out-degree 2; each up-face has in-degree 2 and out-degree 1, and the
south face has in-degree 3.

• The oriented primal graph Γ��� is the directed dual of Γ �. For every undirected edge i j of Γ ,
the graph Γ� contains the directed edge i� j if and only if vertex j is east of vertex i, or
more formally, if the determinant

det





0 0 1
x i yi zi
x j y j z j



= det

�

x i yi
x j y j

�

is positive, where (x i , yi , zi) is the coordinate vector for vertex i.

• Finally, Γ%$%$%$ is a directed proper subgraph of Γ whose edges are the legs of each down-face,
each directed toward its apex.

Lemma 3.1. For every generic shortest-path triangulation Γ , the following conditions are equiv-
alent:
(a) Γ is longitudinally shellable.
(b) Γ � is acyclic.
(c) Γ� is strongly connected.
(d) Γ� contains directed paths from fnorth to fsouth and from fsouth to fnorth.
(e) Γ %$ is acyclic.

Proof: To prove (a)⇒(b), let f1, f2, . . . , f2n−4 be a longitudinal shelling of Γ , and consider any
two faces fk and fl that share a common edge, where k < l. The disk Uk is θ -monotone, and
therefore includes every point due north of fk, but does not indlude fl . It follows that fl is south
of fk, and thus Γ � contains the directed edge fk� fl . We conclude that Γ � is acyclic.

On the other hand, to prove (b)⇒(a), suppose Γ � is acyclic. Let f1, f2, . . . , f2n−4 be any
topological ordering of Γ �. The north face is the only vertex of Γ � with in-degree 0, so it must



10 Shelling and Sinking Graphs on the Sphere

Figure 3.1. Stereographic projections of directed graphs Γ � (red straight edges), Γ� (black curved edges), and Γ%$ (blue,
second row) for the Platonic octahedral triangulation (which is longitudinally shellable) and a Schönhardt triangulation
(which is not). Compare with Figure 1.1.

be f1. Consider the prefix union Uk =
⋃

i≤k fi for some index k, and suppose some longitude ℓ
intersects two faces fi and f j such that i ≤ k < j. The intersection ℓ∩ fi must be north of ℓ∩ f j ,
since otherwise Γ � would contain a path from fi to f j . Thus, Uk is a θ -monotone disk. It follows
that f1, f2, . . . , f2n−4 is a longitudinal shelling of Γ .

The equivalence (b)⇔(c) follows from the duality between directed cycles and directed
edge-cuts in directed planar graphs [59,71].

The implication (c)⇒(d) is trivial. To prove the converse (c)⇐(d), suppose Γ� contains
directed paths π↓ from fnorth to fsouth and π↑ from from fsouth to fnorth. Consider an arbitrary
vertex i. Because every edge in Γ� is oriented from west to east, following edges of Γ� starting
at i must eventually reach some vertex of π↓. Thus, Γ� contains a directed walk from i to fsouth.
Symmetrically, Γ� contains a directed walk from fsouth to i, starting with some prefix of π↑. We
conclude that Γ� is strongly connected.

The implication (b)⇒(e) is straightforward. If i� j is an edge of Γ %$, then fabove(i) is north
of fabove( j), so there is a directed path from fabove(i) to fabove( j) in Γ �. Thus, if Γ %$ contains a
directed cycle, then Γ � also contains a directed cycle.

Ir remains only to prove the implication (e)⇒(b). Suppose Γ � contains a directed cycle.
Let C be any strongly connected component of Γ � with more than one vertex, and let S denote
the union (or “sleeve”) of faces of Γ whose dual vertices are in C . The north and south faces are
respectively the unique source and sink vertices of Γ �, so they cannot be contained in C or in S.
The following claims imply that S is a θ -monotone annulus that separates the polar faces of Γ .

Claim 3.2. S intersects every longitude.

Proof: We prove this claim by adapting an argument of Palazzi and Snoeyink [72]. For any two
faces f and f ′ in C , let f ⇓ f ′ indicate that some longitude ℓ intersects both f and f ′, and f ∩ ℓ
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is north of f ′ ∩ ℓ. Let f1 ⇓ f2 ⇓ · · · ⇓ fr ⇓ f1 be the minimum-length cycle through the faces in C
with respect to this relation. We trivially have r ≥ 3, since no face can be both north and south
of another face. If any longitude does not intersect S, then some face fi in this cycle is furthest
east, which implies fi−1 ⇓ fi+1, contradicting the minimality of the cycle. ◊

Claim 3.3. S is θ -monotone.

Proof: Consider any longitude ℓ, and let a and b respectively denote the northernmost and
southernmost point in ℓ∩ S. Let f ′a , f ′a+1, . . . , f ′b denote the sequence of faces of Γ that intersect
the longitudinal arc from a to b, in order from north to south; in particular, f ′a is the face of Γ
just south of a, and f ′b is the face of Γ just north of b. We easily observe that f ′a ∈ C and f ′b ∈ C ,
and that Γ � contains the edge f ′i � f ′i+1 for each index a ≤ i < b. It follows that C contains all
faces f ′i , which implies that S ∩ ℓ is connected. ◊

It follows that S has two boundary curves, each of which is a simple θ -monotone cycle in Γ .
Let σ denote the southern boundary of S. Any face f in S that is incident to σ has at least one
out-neighbor in Γ � that is is not in C . On the other hand, because C is a strongly connected
component of Γ �, every face in S has at least one out-neighbor in Γ � that is in C . It follows that
every face in S that is incident to the southern boundary of S has out-degree 2 in Γ �, and thus
must be a down-face. Moreover, every edge of σ is a side of a unique down-face; in particular,
every edge of σ has a corresponding directed edge in Γ %$.

Finally, consider the set σ%$ of all such directed edges. If any two edges in σ%$ were directed
toward each other, they would be the legs of a single down-face, which we just argued is
impossible. Thus, σ%$ is a directed cycle in Γ %$. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.1. □

Each of the conditions (b), (c), (d), and (e) in Lemma 3.1 can be tested in O(n) time using
textbook graph algorithms.

Awartani and Henderson [4] explicitly consider spherical triangulations with vertical edges.
It is straightforward to extend Lemma 3.1 to such triangulations by including both orientations of
vertical edges in Γ�, excluding both orientations of their dual edges from Γ �, and excluding both
orientations of vertical edges from Γ %$. With this extension, Lemma 3.1 immediately implies a
key result of Awartani and Henderson:

Corollary 3.4 (Awartani and Henderson [4]). If Γ has a longitudinal seam, then Γ is longitu-
dinally shellable.

Proof: Suppose longitude ℓ does not cross any edge of Γ . Then Γ contains an undirected path
of vertical edges along ℓ between the north and south faces. It follows that Γ� contains directed
paths along ℓ from each polar face to the other. We conclude that Γ meets condition (d) of
Lemma 3.1. □

3.2 The Awartani–Henderson Embedding

Theorem 3.5 (Awartani and Henderson [4]). Every longitudinally shellable triangulation of
the sphere is sinkable. Moreover, given any longitudinally shellable triangulation Γ , we can
compute a longitudinal morph from Γ to a southern triangulation in O(n) time.
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Proof: Let Γ be any longitudinally shellable triangulation. Lemma 2.2 implies that to prove Γ is
sinkable, it suffices to construct a southern weak triangulation Γ ′ that is longitudinally equivalent
to Γ , in O(n) time. By projecting or scaling to the plane z = −1, we can think of Γ ′ as a weak
planar straight-line triangulation Γ ′ that is θ -equivalent to Γ , meaning each vertex of Γ ′ must lie
on the ray from the origin determined by its longitude in Γ . Because the edges of Γ ′ are straight
line segments, our algorithm only needs to specify the location p′i of each vertex i in Γ ′.

Following Awartani and Henderson [4, Theorem 3.3], we construct Γ ′ by embedding the faces
of Γ one at a time, following an arbitrary longitudinal shelling order f1, f2, . . . , f2n−4. Throughout
the construction, we maintain a weakly convex polygon W (a polygon with convex interior
whose vertices have interior angle at most π/2) whose interior contains the origin. This polygon
satisfies the following invariants for each vertex i, after faces f1, . . . , fk have been embedded:

• If fabove(i) has been embedded, then p′i lies outside the interior of W .

• If in addition fbelow(i) has not been embedded, then p′i is a vertex of W .

To start the construction, we embed the north face f1 by fixing its vertices arbitrarily on their
respective rays, for example on the unit circle. We also initialize W to be the convex hull of these
three points. Then for each index k from 2 to 2n− 5, we proceed as follows:

• If fk is an up-face, then all three vertices of fk have already been placed on the boundary
of W , so we embed fk as the convex hull of its vertices. Because W is weakly convex, it
contains the base segment of fk. After embedding fk, the apex of fk is no longer a vertex
of W , and the base of fk becomes an edge of W . (The vertices of fk may be collinear, in
which case the interior of W does not change.)

• On the other hand, if fk is a down-face, the base vertices of fk have already been placed
on the boundary of W , but not the apex. We place the apex of fk at the intersection of
its ray and the base of fk; thus, fk is embedded as a degenerate triangle. The apex of fk
becomes a new vertex of W , and the interior of W does not change.

In both cases, it is easy to verify that the invariants on W hold after fk is embedded. Finally,
when we consider the south face f2n−4, all of its vertices have already been placed. □

Awartani and Henderson’s construction can be described more concisely as follows. We
construct a southern weak triangulation Γ ′ that is longitudinally equivalent to Γ , by considering
vertices in any topological order of Γ %$ and assigning a new coordinate z′i to each vertex. (This
topological order is an example of a canonical order for Γ [18, 42].) The first three vertices
lie on the north face and thus can be placed anywhere below the equator on their respective
longitudes. For each later vertex i ≥ 4, we make z′i as large as possible, such that no face induced
by vertices 1 through i (except the north face) is inverted. Awartani and Henderson’s argument
implies that every down-face in the resulting triangulation Γ ′ is degenerate.

4 Longitudinally Shellable Rotations

When a given triangulation Γ is not longitudinally shellable, we can still apply our morphing
strategy if we can find a rotation of the sphere that transforms Γ into a longitudinally shellable
triangulation. In this section, we describe an efficient algorithm that either finds such a rotation
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or correctly reports that no such rotation exists. Experimental evidence (described in Section 6)
suggests that “in practice”, even for triangulations with many long skinny triangles, a significant
fraction of rotations of Γ are longitudinally shellable, so it suffices to consider a small number
of random rotations. In fact, none of the thousands of random adversarial triangulations we
generated had no shellable rotation. Nevertheless, in Section 4.2, we construct a triangulation
with no longitudinally shellable rotations.

4.1 Finding a Shelling Direction

Instead of considering different rotations of Γ , it is convenient to keep Γ fixed and consider
different locations for the “north pole”. We call a unit vector p a shelling direction for Γ if any
(and therefore every) rotation of the sphere that takes p to the standard north pole (0, 0, 1) also
takes Γ to a longitudinally shellable triangulation. We similarly define the directed graphs Γ �(p)
and Γ�(p) and Γ %$(p). For example, for any unit vector p = (x , y, z), the graph Γ�(p) contains
the edge i� j if and only if

vol(p, i, j) := det





x y z
x i yi zi
x j y j z j



> 0,

and p is a shelling direction for Γ if and only if the graphs Γ �(p) and Γ %$(p) are acyclic.

Theorem 4.1. Given any shortest-path triangulation Γ on the sphere, we can either compute a
shelling direction for Γ or report correctly that no such direction exists, in O(n2.5 log3 n) time.

Proof: Each edge i j in Γ lies on a unique great circle; let A(Γ ) denote the arrangement of all
3n− 6 such great circles. For any two unit vectors p and q, the graphs Γ�(p) and Γ�(q) are
identical if and only if p and q lie in the same cell of A(Γ ). Thus, for any cell C , we can write
Γ�(C) to denote the graph Γ�(p) for any p ∈ C . If C and C ′ are adjacent two-dimensional cells
of A(Γ ), then Γ�(C) and Γ�(C ′) differ in the direction of exactly one edge.

We can find a shelling direction for Γ in O(n3) time by constructing the great-circle arrange-
ment A(Γ ), and then for each two-dimensional cell C , check whether Γ�(C) is strongly connected.
(This arrangement is centrally symmetric, and the gnomonic projection of either hemisphere
to any tangent plane is an arrangement of lines. Thus, we can use any classical algorithm to
construct line arrangements [24,33,34] instead of more sophisticated algorithms to construct
arrangements of more general circles on spheres [19,20].)

We can speed up this naive algorithm using a data structure of Diks and Sankowski for
reachability queries in dynamic directed plane graphs [29]. Diks and Sankowski’s data structure
maintains a directed planar graph with a fixed embedding, supports edge insertions and deletions
that do not change the embedding in O(

p
n log3 n) time, and supports queries of the form “Is

there a directed path from vertex i to vertex j?” in O(
p

n log2 n) time.

To use this data structure, we traverse the dual graph of the arrangement A(Γ ). At each
two-dimensional cell C , we perform two reachability queries in Γ�(C) between the two polar
faces. If both reachability queries succeed, then by Lemma 3.1(d), cell c contains a shelling
direction. When we move from a cell C to a neighboring cell C ′, we delete one edge and insert
its reversal. Altogether, we perform O(n2) queries and O(n2) updates. □
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4.2 Unshellable From Every Direction

Regard each edge of the undirected dual graph Γ ∗ as a pair of opposing directed edges or darts.
For any directed cycle γ∗ of darts in Γ ∗, we define the polar region P(γ∗) to be the set of all
north poles p such that the directed dual graph Γ �(p) contains every dart in γ∗. A unit vector p
is a shelling direction for Γ if and only if p ̸∈ P(γ∗) for every directed dual cycle γ∗.

Lemma 4.2. For every directed cycle γ∗ of darts in the dual graph Γ ∗, the corresponding polar
region P(γ∗) is the interior of a convex spherical polygon, that is, the intersection of S2 with a
(possibly empty) open convex polyhedral cone.

Proof: Let i� j be any dart in Γ , and let f and g be the faces incident to i� j on the left and
right, respectively. The directed graph Γ �(p) contains the edge f �g if and only if vol(p, i, j)> 0.
The set of all points p satisfying this inequality is an open hemisphere H( f �g) bounded by the
great circle through i� j. Finally, the polar region P(γ∗) of any dual cycle γ∗ is the intersection
of the hemispheres H( f �g) for all f �g ∈ γ∗. □

A rotor is the subset of faces of Γ dual to any directed cycle γ∗ in the dual graph Γ ∗. We
sketch the construction of a triangulation Γ containing a small number of rotors, whose polar
regions cover the entire sphere. We describe our construction in terms of an arbitrary sufficiently
small angular parameter ϵ > 0; in practice, it suffices to set ϵ ≈ 0.01≈ 0.5◦.

First we define a simple equatorial rotor, which triangulates a belt of width O(ϵ2) around a
great circle using O(1/ϵ) isosceles triangles with aspect ratio O(ϵ) and with all edges at angle
O(ϵ) from the great circle. The triangulation edges are consistently oriented so that for any north
pole p sufficiently far from the rotor, the rotor defines a cycle in the directed dual graph Γ �(p).
The polar region of (one orientation of) the rotor is a convex spherical polygon whose boundary
has Hausdorff distance O(ϵ) from the rotor itself. In particular, in the limit as ϵ approaches zero,
this polar region approaches an open hemisphere.

Figure 4.1. Local structure of an equatorial rotor.

Our unshellable triangulation contains four modified equatorial rotors, whose central great
circles are parallel to the faces of a regular tetrahedron. Let Q denote the arrangement of these
four great circles; Q is the central projection of an inscribed semi-regular cuboctahedron; see
Figure 4.2. Each pair of great circles meets at an angle of arccos(1/3)≈ 70.529◦.

Figure 4.2. Four great circles defining a spherical cuboctahedron.
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At each vertex of Q, we modify the two equatorial rotors by introducing a crossing gadget,
illustrated in Figure 4.3(a). Overall the gadget resembles a rhombus with diameter O(ϵ) whose
edges are parallel to the great circles defining the rotors. Each of the equatorial rotors is broken
and offset by O(ϵ) to cover two opposite edges of this rhombus. Then three new edges are added
to reconnect both rotors; these edges have distance and angle O(ϵ) from the long diagonal of
the rhombus and the bisector of the smaller angle between the two great circles. The two fat
triangles inside the rhombus are incorporated into one of the two rotors (the vertical red rotor
in Figure 4.3); the two thin triangles near the diagonal are incorporated into both. Figure 4.3(b)
shows a schematic of our overall construction.

(a) (b)

Figure 4.3. (a) A single crossing gadget. (b) Constructing a triangulation with no shelling direction. Each color of
broken lines is an equatorial rotor; each short black line is the diagonal of a crossing gadget. The polar region of one
(red) equatorial rotor is shaded.

Now let γ∗ be a directed cycle in the dual graph Γ ∗ through the faces of one equatorial rotor.
The corresponding polar region P(γ∗) nearly fills a triangular region bounded by three bisector
circles, each defined by an antipodal pair of crossing gadgets. This polar region completely
covers one triangular face and nearly half of three square faces of Q. The reversal of γ∗ defines
an antipodally symmetric polar region.

Thus, the union of the polar regions defined by all four equatorial rotors covers the entire
sphere except for a small “hole” near the center of each square face of Q, which we can make
arbitrarily small by choosing ϵ appropriately. We cover these holes by adding a small rotor,
reminiscent of the projection of a Schönhardt polyhedron, inside each square face of Q; see
Figure 4.4. Finally, to complete the triangulation Γ , we arbitrarily triangulate the area between
the rotors.

Figure 4.4. A square rotor (solid lines) and its polar region (dashed lines)
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Theorem 4.3. There is a shortest-path triangulation of the sphere with no longitudinal shelling
direction.

Proof: By construction, every point p ∈ S2 lies in the polar region of at least one rotor, and
therefore in the polar region of at least one directed cycle in the dual graph Γ ∗. Thus, for every
p ∈ S2, the directed dual graph Γ �(p) is not acyclic. The theorem follows immediately from
Lemma 3.1. □

Nothing in our construction prevents our bad triangulation Γ from being sinkable. In par-
ticular, just before we add the final rotors to cover the “holes”, the partial triangulation is still
longitudinally shellable from any direction inside one of those holes. After rotating and sinking
this partial triangulation and then projecting to the plane z = −1, we can add the final rotors to
the resulting planar embedding. Moreover, experimental evidence strongly suggests that every
triangulation in which all edges have length less than π/2 is sinkable; see Conjecture 7.1). Our
bad triangulation Γ satisfies this condition.

5 Sinking

Finally, we give an exact characterization of sinkable triangulations. Let Γ be our initial full
shortest-path triangulation of the sphere. Lemma 2.2 implies that Γ is sinkable if and only if
there is a weak triangulation Γ ′ that is θ -equivalent to Γ with all vertices below the equator.

Without loss of generality we can consider only weak embeddings Γ ′ where each vertex has
the same x- and y-coordinates as in Γ . Let (x i , yi , zi) and (x i , yi , z′i) denote the coordinates of
vertex i in Γ and Γ ′, respectively. Then Γ ′ is θ -equivalent to Γ if and only if vol′(i, j, k)≥ 0 for
every non-polar face (i, j, k), where

vol′(i, j, k) := det





x i yi z′i
x j y j z′k
xk yk z′k





We reiterate that because we have fixed all x- and y-coordinates, the volume determinant
vol′(i, j, k) is a linear function of the vector z′.

Lemma 5.1. A spherical triangulation Γ is sinkable if and only if the following linear program is
feasible:

maximize
∑

i z′i
subject to z′i = −1 for every vertex i of fnorth

vol′(i, j, k) ≥ 0 for every non-polar face (i, j, k)

(5.1)

Proof: Suppose z′ = (z′1, . . . , z′n) is the z-coordinate vector of a weak triangulation Γ ′ that is
θ -equivalent to Γ , such that z′i < 0 for all i. We can move the vertices of north face of Γ ′ to the
plane z = −1 by applying a linear transformation that preserves the z-axis and all longitudes.
The coordinate vector of every other vertex i is a positive linear combination of the north-face
coordinate vectors, so z′i < 0 for all i. □

Lemma 5.1 immediately implies an algorithm to compute a sinking longitudinal morph,
or report correctly that none exists, in weakly polynomial time, provided the input x- and
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y-coordinates are rational [50]. We obtain a simpler and faster algorithm by identifying the
optimal basis of the linear program, subject to a mild technical condition.

First we need a small extension of a result used in many planar morphing algorithms
[25,31,57,60,61]. Recall that a polygon is weakly convex if its interior is convex and each of
its vertices has interior angle at most π. Let T be any straight-line plane graph whose outer
face is a simple x-monotone polygon and whose inner faces are triangles. A weakly convex
polygon W is compatible with T if there is a homeomorphism from the boundary of T to the
boundary of W that preserves x-coordinates. A weak planar triangulation T ′ is x-equivalent to
T if it has the same underlying graph, every nondegenerate face of T ′ has the same orientation
as the corresponding face of T , and corresponding vertices have equal x-coordinates.

Lemma 5.2. Given a triangulation T of an x-monotone polygon, and a weakly convex polygon W
that is compatible with T , there is a weak planar triangulation T ′ that is x-equivalent to T and
whose outer face is W .

Proof: When W is a strictly convex polygon, the lemma follows immediately from algorithms of
Chrobak, Goodrich, Tammassia [25, Theorem 3.5] and Kleist, Klemz, Lubiw, Schlipf, Staals, and
Strash [60, Lemma 11]. Both of these algorithms first compute positive weights λi� j > 0 for
each dart i� j of T so that the x-coordinate of each interior vertex j is the weighted average of
the x-coordinates of the neighbors of j. For each interior vertex j, the incoming dart weights
satisfy the constraints

x j =
∑

i

λi� j x i and
∑

i

λi� j = 1,

where for notational simplicity we define λi� j = 0 if i j is not an edge of T . Chrobak et al. compute
the weights λi� j using flows [25, Lemma 3.4]; Kleist et al. use a simpler averaging computation
at each vertex i [60, Lemma 11].

Then, to compute the new embedding T ′, both algorithms fix the boundary vertices to the
corresponding vertices of W , and then compute the interior y-coordinates by solving the linear
system

y ′j =
∑

i

λi� j y ′j for every interior vertex j (5.2)

Floater’s extension [40] of Tutte’s classical spring embedding theorem [86] guarantees that the
resulting y-coordinates define a proper straight-line triangulation T ′.

A straightforward limiting argument implies that when W is a weakly convex polygon, the
drawing T ′ produced by either of these algorithms is a weak triangulation. Consider a continuous
family W (t)t≥0 of polygons, where W (0) =W and W (t) is strictly convex. For each t ≥ 0, let
T ′(t) denote the drawing computed by solving linear system (5.2); the linear system is always
non-singular, so T ′(t) is well-defined and varies continuously with t. In particular, the signed
area of each face of T ′(t) varies continuously with t and is positive for all t > 0. Thus, T ′(0)
may contain degenerate faces, but no inverted faces. We conclude that T ′ = T ′(0) is a weak
triangulation x-equivalent to T . □

We emphasize that our algorithms never compute the weak triangulation T ′; we only need to
prove that it exists.
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Theorem 5.3. If z′ = (z′1, . . . , z′n) is an optimal solution to linear program (5.1), then z′ is also a
solution to the following n× n linear system:

z′i = −1 for every vertex i of fnorth
vol′(i, j, k) = 0 for every down-face (i, j, k)

(5.3)

Proof: Let z′ be any feasible solution for linear program; Lemma 5.1 implies that z′i < 0 for all i.
Let Γ ′ be the southern weak triangulation defined by z′, and suppose that at least one down-face
of Γ ′ is nondegenerate. We argue that we can construct another southern weak triangulation Γ ′′

(that is, another feasible solution z′′ to (5.1)) by increasing some z-coordinates and leaving all
other coordinates fixed, which implies that z′ is not an optimal solution to (5.1).

Call a vertex of Γ ′ sober if it is not incident to the north face or to any degenerate face. If
any vertex of Γ ′ is sober, we can construct Γ ′′ by moving any sober vertex upward slightly and
keeping all other vertices fixed. So without loss of generality, we assume that Γ ′ has no sober
vertices. We call a vertex i upward-free if i is not a vertex of the north face and fabove(i) is
nondegenerate in Γ ′, downward-free if fbelow(i) is nondegenerate in Γ ′, totally free if it is both
upward- and downward-free, and trapped if fabove(i) and fbelow(i) are both degenerate.

A bar in Γ ′ is a maximal circular arc that is covered by edges of Γ ′ and has no totally free
vertices in its interior. Each bar is either a single edge or the union of one or more degenerate
faces; in the latter case, the corresponding subset of faces in Γ are edge-connected, and their
union is a θ -monotone disk. Equivalently, a nontrivial bar is the image in Γ ′ of a maximal
edge-connected subset of faces of Γ that are all degenerate in Γ ′. We call the subcomplex of Γ
induced by these faces a pre-bar. The endpoints of a pre-bar are the preimages of the endpoints
of its bar. Because no vertex of Γ ′ is sober, every vertex not incident to the north face is contained
in at least one bar.

Every upward-free vertex in Γ ′ is the image of a vertex on the northern boundary of a pre-bar
in Γ . Every downward-free vertex in Γ ′ is either incident to the north face or the image of a
vertex on the southern boundary of a pre-bar in Γ . Each endpoint of a bar can be upward-free,
downward-free, or both. Finally, each trapped vertex in Γ ′ is the image of a vertex in the interior
of a pre-bar in Γ , and thus lies on a unique bar in Γ ′. See Figure 5.1(a) and (b).

We construct a new weak triangulation Γ ′′ by defining new coordinates z′′i ≥ z′i for each
vertex i. Let ϵ > 0 be any sufficiently small positive constant. Defining new coordinates for the
free vertices of Γ ′ is straightforward:

• For every vertex i of the north face, we define z′′i = z′i .

• For every upward-free vertex i, we define z′′i = z′i/(1+ ϵ)> z′i .

• For every downward-free vertex i that is not also upward free, we define z′′i = z′i .

Choosing sufficiently small ϵ already guarantees that any face that is non-degenerate in Γ ′ is
also non-degenerate in Γ ′′. However, placing the trapped vertices to avoid inverting degenerate
faces of Γ ′ requires more care.

Let β be any nontrivial bar in Γ ′, and let B be the corresponding pre-bar in Γ . We have
already mapped the entire boundary of B to a spherical trapezoid τ in Γ ′′. Specifically, if β lies on
the plane z = ax + b y , then all upward-free vertices in β lie on the plane z = (ax + b y)/(1+ ϵ)
in Γ ′′.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 5.1. Planar projections of (a) a pre-bar in Γ , (b) the corresponding bar in Γ ′, and (c) the corresponding perturbed
bar in Γ ′′ (with curved edges to show degenerate facets). Triangles indicate upward- and downward-free vertices; X’s
indicate trapped vertices. Dotted lines indicate longitudes.

Because β projects to a line segment in the plane z = −1, it lies inside an open hemisphere
bounded by a vertical plane through the origin. Without loss of generality, suppose β lies in
the hemisphere y > 0. Let πy denote the function (x , y, z) 7→ (x/y, z/y); we can interpret this
function geometrically as the gnomonic projection from S2 onto the plane y = 1. Then πy(β) is
a non-vertical line segment, πy(B) is a triangulation of an x-monotone polygon, and πy(τ) is a
planar trapezoid whose lower boundary is a subset of πy(β) and whose upper boundary lies on
a line parallel to πy(β). Each longitude ℓ through a trapped vertex i on β defines a vertical line
πy(ℓ) that must contain the point (x i/yi , z′′i /yi). See Figure 5.1.

To summarize, πy(B) is a triangulation of an x-monotone polygon, and πy(τ) is a weakly
convex polygon (specifically, a trapezoid) that is compatible with πy(B). Thus, Lemma 5.2
implies that there is a weak triangulation πy(T ′′) that is x-equivalent to πy(B) and whose outer
face is πy(τ). Pulling πy(T ′′) back to the sphere gives us a weak triangulation T ′′ of the spherical
trapezoid τ that is θ -equivalent to B. Each interior vertex i of B maps to a vertex in the closed
interior of τ, which implies z′i ≤ z′′i ≤ z′i/(1+ ϵ).

We assemble the overall weak triangulation Γ ′′ by applying this construction to every bar
in Γ ′. (Processing each bar requires projecting to a different vertical tangent plane.) Because
z′′i ≥ z′i for every vertex i, and z′′i > z′i for at least one vertex i, the original weak triangulation Γ ′

cannot be an optimal solution to our linear program (5.1). □

Corollary 5.4. Given a shortest-path triangulation Γ of the sphere, we can either compute a
longitudinal morph from Γ to a southern triangulation, or report correctly that no such morph
exists, in O(nω/2) time, assuming linear system (5.3) is non-singular.

Proof: The support of linear system (5.3) is precisely the directed planar graph Γ %$. Thus,
assuming the system is non-singular, it can be solved in O(nω/2) = O(n1.1864) time (in the real
RAM model) via nested dissection and fast matrix multiplication [3, 63]. If the solution z′ is
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a feasible point for linear program (5.1), the corresponding drawing Γ ′ is a weak southern
triangulation longitudinally equivalent to Γ . If the system is non-singular, and the solution z′

is not a feasible point for linear program (5.1), then by Theorem 5.3, the linear program is
infeasible, so we can correctly report that Γ is not sinkable. □

Theorem 5.3 is a strict generalization of the Awartani-Henderson embedding described in
Section 3.2. When Γ is shellable, its support graph Γ %$ is acyclic. Thus, we can permute the
rows and columns of (5.3) to obtain an upper-triangular system, which we can then solve by
back-substitution. Each step of back-substitution assigns a z-coordinate to the apex of a single
down-face, exactly mirroring one step of Awartani and Henderson’s construction.

6 Experimental Results

We implemented a suite of algorithms to construct spherical triangulations, test shellability and
sinkability, construct the Awartani-Henderson embeddings, and visualize longitudinal morphs.
(This implementation was invaluable in identifying the objective function for our linear program
(5.1) and leading us to conjecture Theorem 5.3.) In particular, to stress-test our algorithms, we
implemented several randomized heuristics to construct “ugly” triangulations with long edges
and skinny triangles, including generalizations of Schönhardt’s polyhedron [74, 80, 81] and
Jessen’s icosahedron [30,58], convex hulls of random points, equatorial rotors, edge flipping and
other refinement operations, and more severely, inserting arbitrary shortest paths as new edges.

We tested several thousand random triangulations, with dozens to hundreds of vertices.
Without exception, every triangulation we generated had at least one longitudinally shellable
rotation. Even in the most pathological families we generated, we could find a longitudinally
shellable rotation for most triangulations by trying at most four random directions, and a sinkable
rotation by trying at most three.4

We systematically evaluated two families of random “ugly” triangulations. The first was
generated by computing the convex hull of 100 random points on the unit sphere, and then
attempting to perform a large number of edge flips, each replacing one edge separating a pair
of facets whose union is convex. Specifically, for 10000 iterations, we chose a random edge
and performed a flip if the union of its incident faces is convex; then for an additional 10000
iterations, we chose a random edge and performed a flip if the union of its incident faces is
convex and the new edge is longer than the old edge. We generated 2231 triangulations in this
family and tested 5000 random directions for each triangulation. On average, 66.0% of these
random directions were shellable and 99.4% were sinkable; in the worst triangulation in this
family, shown in Figure 6.1, 17.8% of directions were shellable and 32.9% were sinkable.

Our second family was generated by starting with a regular tetrahedron and then adding
shortest paths between 200 nearly antipodal points as edges. In each iteration, we chose two
random unit vectors p and r, defined q = −p+0.01 r, inserted p and q as new vertices, removed
all edges crossing the shortest path from p to q, inserted the shortest path pq as an edge, and
finally triangulated the spherical polygons on either side of pq. We generated 1346 triangulations
in this family and again tested 5000 random directions for each triangulation. On average, 32.6%
of these random directions were shellable and 48.3% were sinkable; in the worst example in this
family, shown in Figure 6.2, 1.2% of directions were shellable and 1.4% were sinkable.

4Our implementation uses the SciPy Python library [87]. In a few extreme cases, SciPy’s linear-system solver
encountered numerical precision issues, so not all directions could be correctly classified as “sinkable” or “unsinkable”.
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Figure 6.1. Left: Our worst triangulation generated by randomly flipping edges, starting with the convex hull of random
points. Right: Classifying random directions as shellable (yellow), not shellable but sinkable (blue), and not sinkable
(light gray).

Figure 6.2. Left: Our worst triangulation generated by forcing nearly antipodal edges. Right: Classifying random
directions as shellable (yellow), not shellable but sinkable (blue), and not sinkable (light gray). Most visible shellable
and sinkable directions are inside the red box.

7 Conjectures and Open Problems

Our results suggest several directions for further research. The most obvious open problem is to
prove or disprove Conjecture 2.3: Every shortest-path triangulation of the sphere has a sinkable
rotation. More concretely, is there a polynomial-time algorithm that either finds a sinkable
rotation of a given spherical triangulation or correctly reports that no such rotation exists?

A fast algorithm to find sinkable rotations would imply an efficient spherical morphing
algorithm, but the resulting morphs have one undesirable feature: Even when we are morphing
between full triangulations, some intermediate triangulations are not full. In contrast, Cairns’s
edge-collapsing argument [17] actually yields morphs in which every intermediate triangulation
is full. We conjecture that techniques used to efficiently construct piecewise-linear planar morphs,
which are based on Cairns’s strategy, can be generalized to the sphere to yield full morphs. The
most significant obstacle appears to be morphing a shortest-path triangulation with one missing
edge, so that the unique quadrilateral face becomes convex. This task is complicated by the fact
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that the initial quadrilateral face could have more than one reflex vertex.
Even much simpler questions about sinkability remain open. Experiments with thousands of

random triangulations, similar to those reported in Section 6, are consistent with the following
conjectures:

Conjecture 7.1. If every edge of a shortest-path triangulation Γ of the sphere has length at most
π/2, then Γ (and therefore every rotation of Γ ) is sinkable.

Conjecture 7.2. If no edge of a shortest-path triangulation Γ crosses the equator, then Γ is
sinkable.

Either Conjecture 7.1 or Conjecture 7.2 would imply an efficient morphing algorithm that
introduces at most one bend into each edge. For example, Conjecture 7.1 implies that if we
subdivide each face of a triangulation Γ into four triangles, with new vertices at the midpoints
of edges, the resulting triangulation Γ ′ is sinkable. Several authors have developed morphing
algorithms for planar graphs that allow (or require) bends in intermediate edges [7,8,38,65].

Conjecture 7.2 would also imply the following conjecture about the symmetry of sinkability,
which is also consistent with our experimental observations. A shortest-path triangulation is
floatable if it can be longitudinally morphed into the northern hemisphere.

Conjecture 7.3. A shortest-path triangulation is sinkable if and only if is it floatable.

The corresponding claim about longitudinal shellability follows trivially from Lemma 3.1;
for any unit vector p, the graph Γ �(p) is the reversal of Γ �(−p), and the reversal of a directed
acyclic graph is a directed acyclic graph.

Two somewhat more technical conjectures concern the linear system (5.3) introduced in
Theorem 5.3. The only triangulations we have found where this linear system is singular lie
on the boundary between sinkable and non-sinkable triangulations. For example, the linear
system associated with the critical Schönhardt triangulation S̄π/6 is singular, but for all suffi-
ciently small ϵ > 0, the linear systems for the sinkable triangulation S̄π/6−ϵ and the unsinkable
triangulation S̄π/6+ϵ are both non-singular.

Conjecture 7.4. If the linear system (5.3) defined by a shortest-path triangulation Γ is singular,
then Γ is not sinkable.

Conjecture 7.5. Linear system (5.3) is generically non-singular; either an arbitrarily small
random rotation of Γ or an arbitrarily small perturbation of its x- and y-coordinates yields a
nonsingular system (5.3) with probability 1.

Ho [53,54] proved that the space of all embeddings of a maximal planar graph, with a fixed
outer triangular face, is topologically trivial. Ho’s result was generalized to planar triangulations
with convex outer faces by Bloch, Connelly, and Henderson [11] and Bloch [10]; more recent
proofs have been given by Cerf [21] and Luo [66]. Connelly, Henderson, Ho, and Starbird [28]
conjectured that every isotopy class of geodesic triangulations on any surface S with constant
curvature is homotopy-equivalent to the group Isom0(S) of isometries of S that are homotopic to
the identity. Their conjecture was recently proved both for the flat torus [37,67] and for arbitrary
negative-curvature surfaces [68]; all of these proofs rely on nontrivial extensions of Floater’s
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theorem [26,48,52,68]. The only closed surface for which this conjecture remains open is the
sphere! Cairns actually announced a proof of this conjecture for the sphere in 1941 [15] but
later retracted it [16,17]; Awartani and Henderson also posed this conjecture as a motivation
for their work [4].

Finally, essentially nothing is known about morphing the more general class of long geodesic
embeddings, whose edges are great-circular arcs that may be longer than a semicircle. Even
representing such embeddings is nontrivial; in particular, vertex coordinates and a rotation
system do not necessarily specify a unique long geodesic embedding. Using ad-hoc arguments,
we have been able to prove that any two long geodesic embeddings of K4 are connected by a
continuous family of such embeddings. Do such morphs exist for all planar graphs? Can they be
constructed efficiently?
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