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Abstract

Let (X, E) be a hypergraph. A support is a graph Q on X such
that for each E ∈ E , the subgraph of Q induced on the elements in
E is connected. In this paper, we consider hypergraphs defined on a
host graph. Given a host graph G = (V,E), with c : V → {r,b},
and a collection of connected subgraphs H of G, a primal support
is a graph Q on b(V ) such that for each H ∈ H, the induced sub-
graph Q[b(H)] on vertices b(H) = H ∩ c−1(b) is connected. A dual
support is a graph Q∗ on H such that for each v ∈ V , the induced
subgraph Q∗[Hv] is connected, where Hv = {H ∈ H : v ∈ H}.
Given two families H and K of connected subgraphs of G, an in-
tersection support Q̃ is a graph on H such that for each K ∈ K,
KH = {H ∈ H : V (H) ∩ V (K) ̸= ∅} induces a connected subgraph of
Q̃. We present sufficient conditions on the host graph and subgraphs
so that the resulting primal/dual/intersection support comes from a
restricted family.

We primarily study two classes of graphs: (1) If the host graph
has genus g and the subgraphs satisfy a topological condition of be-
ing cross-free, then there is a primal and a dual support of genus at
most g. (2) If the host graph has treewidth t and the subgraphs sat-
isfy a combinatorial condition of being non-piercing, then there exist

∗Part of this work was done when the first author was at LIMOS, Université Clermont
Auvergne, and was partially supported by the French government research program “In-
vestissements d’Avenir” through the IDEX-ISITE initiative 16-IDEX-0001 (CAP 20-25).
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primal and dual supports of treewidth O(2t). We show that this expo-
nential blow-up is sometimes necessary. As an intermediate case, we
also study the case when the host graph is outerplanar. Finally, we
show applications of our results to packing and covering, and coloring
problems on geometric hypergraphs.

1 Introduction

A hypergraph (X, E) is defined by a set X of elements and a collection E
of subsets of X. In this paper, we study the notion of a support for a hy-
pergraph. A support is a graph Q on X such that ∀ E ∈ E , the subgraph
induced by E in Q, Q[E] is connected. The notion of a support was intro-
duced by Voloshina and Feinberg [53] in the context of VLSI circuits. Since
then, this notion has found wide applicability in several areas, such as vi-
sualizing hypergraphs [13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 31, 35], in the design of networks
[5, 10, 11, 22, 33, 40, 49], and similar notions have been used in the analysis
of local search algorithms for geometric problems [6, 12, 24, 42, 47, 50].

Any hypergraph clearly has a support - A complete graph on X is a
support. The problem becomes interesting if we introduce a global constraint
on the graph that is in tension with the local connectivity requirement for
each hyperedge. In particular, we are interested in the restrictions on the
hypergraph that guarantees the existence of a support from a sparse family
of graphs.

Two classes of sparse graphs that have been studied intensively are those
that are easily decomposable, i.e., graphs with sublinear sized balanced sepa-
rators1, and graphs that satisfy various notions of expansion [32]. Examples
of the former are planar graphs [43], graphs of bounded genus [30], graphs
excluding a minor [4], and more generally, graphs with polynomially bounded
t-shallow minors [48]. The fact that a family of graphs have sub-linear sep-
arators has been exploited to develop faster algorithms, or algorithms with
better approximation factors than in general graphs. Some results that use
this paradigm are [2, 7, 26, 29, 44]. Similarly, there are examples of algo-
rithms that exploit expansion for faster algorithms, or to obtain algorithms
with better approximation factors [3, 8]. In a similar vein, one would like

1A graph has a sublinear sized balanced separator if there are constants ϵ > 0, and
c > 0 and a set S of size O(|V |1−ϵ) such that G\S contains two disconnected components
A and B such that |A|, |B| ≤ c|V |.
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to develop a notion of sparsity of hypergraphs that can be exploited algo-
rithmically. The existence of a sparse support for a hypergraph is one such
notion.

To motivate the study of hypergraphs defined by subgraphs of a host
graph, consider the following geometric setting: Let D be a set of disks in
the plane. Let G denote the dual arrangement graph of D that has a vertex
for each cell in the arrangement of D, and two cells are adjacent if they are
separated by an arc of a disk in D. G is a planar graph, and each D ∈ D
corresponds to a connected subgraph of G. Note that the subgraphs defined
by D have a special structure - they are pairwise non-piercing, i.e., for any
pair of disks D and D′ in D, D \ D′ induces a connected subgraph of G.
Now, let P be a set of points in the plane and let D be a set of disks in
the plane, and consider the hypergraph (P,D) where each D ∈ D defines a
hyperedge consisting of the points contained inD. If a cell in the arrangement
of D does not contain a point of P , we color its corresponding vertex in G
red. Otherwise, we color it blue. Let V denote the vertices of G and let
c : V → {r,b} be the coloring assigned. If there is a planar support Q on
b(V ) (i.e., a planar graph on b(V ) = {v ∈ V : c(v) = b} such that for each
disk D ∈ D, the set of blue vertices contained in D induces a connected
subgraph of Q), then, Q yields a support for the hypergraph (P,D). To see
this, in each cell containing vertices of P , we keep one representative vertex,
and remove the remaining vertices. In the supportQ, each vertex corresponds
to the representative vertex in the corresponding cell. To obtain a support
on P , we attach the removed vertices in the cell to its representative vertex
in Q. The resulting graph remains planar, and is the desired support. Figure
1 shows an example of a hypergraph (P,D), the dual arrangement graph G,
and a support graph on G.

Raman and Ray [50] showed that in fact, we can obtain a planar support
even when instead of disks, we consider general non-piercing regions R -
regions bounded by simple Jordan curves in the plane such that for any pair
of regions R,R′ ∈ R, R \R′ is a connected set, and obtain a planar support
for the hypergraph (P,R).

At this point, it is still not clear why we need to define hypergraphs
defined on a host graph, since the hypergraphs we have considered are geo-
metric, and therefore it is natural to work directly with the geometric regions
in question to construct the desired graph. There are three reasons for this:
the first is that modeling this problem as subgraphs on a host graph makes
the problem combinatorial and cleaner rather than having to deal with messy
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Figure 1: Support for hypergraph defined by disks and points in the plane.

topological modifications inherent in earlier works. Second, it turns out that
for regions on higher genus surfaces, the non-piercing condition is insufficient
for the existence of a sparse support and the condition we require for the
regions to satisfy is more naturally defined as a condition on subgraphs of a
host graph. Finally, the model of subgraphs on a host graph could potentially
have applications outside the geometric setting that was the motivation for
our work.

The problem of the existence of support graphs studied in the geometric
setting itself came from the analysis of classical Packing and Covering prob-
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lems for geometric intersection graphs and hypergraphs. The existence of a
support in combination with earlier work (see Aschner, et. al. [9]) implies
PTASes for several geometric hypergraphs. Thus far, most of the research
has been restricted to geometric hypergraphs in the plane (some of the re-
sults extend to halfspaces in R3). But, nothing is known for regions defined
on surfaces of higher genus. Our work can be seen as a generalization of the
work of Raman and Ray [50] to surfaces of higher genus. In the plane, the
non-piercing condition is sufficient for the existence of a planar support. For
surfaces of higher genus however, this is not always true. It turns out how-
ever, that if we require the subgraphs on the host graph to satisfy a cross-free
condition (which generalizes non-piercing condition in the plane), then we
can show the existence of a support of bounded genus. This result combined
with the fact that graphs of bounded genus have sublinear sized separators
[4] implies a PTAS for several packing and covering problems on oriented
surfaces of bounded genus.

2 Related Work

The notion of a planar analogue of a hypergraph was first suggested by
Zykov [55], who defined a hypergraph to be planar if there is a plane graph
on the elements of the hypergraph such that for each hyperedge, there is a
bounded face of the embedding containing only the elements of this hyper-
edge. Equivalently, a hypergraph is Zykov-planar iff its incidence bipartite
graph is planar. Voloshina and Feinberg [53] introduced the notion of hy-
pergraph planarity that is now called a planar support in the context of
planarizing VLSI circuits (see the monograph by Feinberg et al., [28] and
references therein). Johnson and Pollak [36] showed that the problem of
deciding if a hypergraph has a planar support is NP-hard.

Since then, several authors have studied the question of deciding if a hy-
pergraph admits a support from a restricted family of graphs. Tarjan and
Yannakakis [52] showed that we can decide in linear time if a hypergraph
admits a tree support. Buchin et. al., [18] showed linear time algorithms
to decide if a hypergraph admits a support that is a path or a cycle, and a
polynomial time algorithm to decide if a hypergraph admits a support that
is a tree with bounded degree. Further, the authors sharpen the result of
Johnson and Pollak [36] by showing that deciding if a hypergraph admits a
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support that is a 2-outerplanar2 graph, is NP-hard. The notion of construct-
ing a support with the fewest number of edges, or with minimum maximum
degree have also been studied in [10, 49].

Another motivation for studying the existence of sparse supports, and
the main motivation for our work comes from the design and analysis of
algorithms for packing and covering problems on geometric hypergraphs.
Chan and Har-Peled [21] gave a PTAS for the Independent Set problem for
an arrangement of pseudodisks in the plane. Mustafa and Ray [47] gave a
PTAS for the Hitting Set problem for a set of points and pseudodisks in the
plane (both results apply more generally to k-admissible regions3). For both
the problems above, the algorithmic technique yielding a PTAS was a simple
local search algorithm. The analysis of the local search algorithm in both
cases was also similar, i.e., showing the existence of a planar graph satisfying
a locality property. The locality captures the fact the solution returned is
locally optimal, and the existence of a sublinear separator for planar graphs
implied that the algorithm was a PTAS. The results of [21, 47] were extended
by Basu-Roy et. al., [12] who used the same paradigm to design a PTASes
for the Set Cover, and Dominating Set problem.

While the definition of the locality property is problem specific, the ex-
istence of a planar support for an appropriate hypergraph derived from the
problem implies the desired locality property for all the problems above. Ra-
man and Ray [50] showed the existence of a planar support for intersection
hypergraphs of non-piercing regions4 (see Section 11 for the definition), and
this yields a unified analysis for the packing and covering problems described
above. In fact, the existence of a support for the intersection hypergraph
implies both the primal and dual supports (we leave the precise definitions
to Section 3).

While the existence of a planar support is strictly more general than the
locality property required for the problems described above, it turns out to
be essential if we consider the demand or capcitated version of the problems.

2A graph is 2-outerplanar if the graph can be embedded in the plane such that the
vertices are on two concentric circles and removing all vertices of outer face results in an
outerplanar graph.

3A set of connected bounded regions R in the plane, each of whose boundary is a
simple Jordan curve is k-admissible (for even k) if for any R,R′ ∈ R, R \ R′ and R′ \ R
are connected, their boundaries are in general position, and intersect each other at most
k times. If k = 2, the regions are called pseudodisks.

4This includes disks, pseudodisks, unit height-axis parallel rectangles, halfspaces, etc.
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For example, if the input consists of a set of pseudodisks D, each with a
capacity cD, D ∈ D bounded by a constant, and a set P of points then
the Point Packing problem asks for a maximum number of points of P that
can be chosen so that for any pseudodisk D ∈ D, no more than cD points
are chosen. We can extend the paradigm above to obtain a PTAS for this
problem. The appropriate locality graph turns out to be a non-planar graph,
that is however built from a support graph for the dual hypergraph (See
[12, 51]).

In [51], it was shown that LP-rounding can be combined with a local
search algorithm to obtain (2+ ϵ)-approximations for the problem of Hitting
Set and Set Cover with capacities for hypergraphs obtained from points and
pseudodisks. Besides packing and covering problems, the existence of a pla-
nar support implies that the hypergraph is 4-colorable, a question considered
by Keller and Smorodinsky [37] and Keszegh[38]. Further hypergraph color-
ing questions were studied by Pálvölgyi and Keszegh [39] and Ackerman et
al., [1]. Ackerman et. al., studied ABAB-free hypergraphs in [1] and showed
that these hypergraphs admit a representation with stabbed pseudodisks and
points in the plane. We discuss the connection with our results in Section
11.

From the discussion above, it follows that showing the existence of a
support from a family of graphs with sublinear separators is useful in the
analysis of algorithmic and combinatorial questions involving hypergraphs.
The problems described above deal with hypergraphs defined by geometric
objects in the plane. There have been some works that use the local search
paradigm above for problems that are not defined in the plane. Cabello and
Gajser [19] showed that Independent Set and Vertex Cover admit a PTAS
on graphs excluding a fixed minor, and Aschner et al.,[9] study some packing
and covering problems involving geometric non-planar graphs. In both these
cases however, the authors do not need to show the existence of a support.
A weaker notion is sufficient, and this follows in a straightforward manner.

Our results generalize the results of Raman and Ray [50] from the plane to
higher genus surfaces. We identify that a cross-free condition is sufficient for
the existence of a support of bounded genus. We also show that for bounded-
treewidth graphs, if the subgraphs are non-piercing there is a support of
bounded treewidth.

7



3 Preliminaries

A graph G = (V,E) and a collection of subgraphs H of G naturally defines
a hypergraph (V (G), {V (H) : H ∈ H}), where V (H) = {v ∈ V : v ∈ H}.
We call the tuple (G,H) a graph system, since we will use the pair to define
other hypergraphs. We implicitly make the assumption that H is a collection
of connected subgraphs of G, since this is the case we consider throughout
the paper.

We primarily study two classes of graphs: graphs that are 2-cell embed-
ded (See Section 3.1 for a definition) in an orientable surface of genus g,
henceforth called embedded graphs. A graph system (G,H) along with an
embedding of G in an oriented surface is called an embedded graph system.
We allow multi-edges and self-loops. The second class of graphs we study
are graphs of bounded treewidth. As an intermediate case, we also study the
setting where G is an outerplanar graph. The definitions of these terms can
be found in Subsection 3.1.

For a vertex v ∈ V (G), we use NG(v) to denote the neighbours of v in
G (or just N(v) if G is clear from context), and we use NG[v] (or N [v]) to
denote N(v) ∪ {v}. We use e ∼ v to denote an edge e incident to vertex v.
For S ⊆ V , we use G[S] to denote the subgraph of G induced on S. We use
Hv = {H ∈ H : v ∈ H}. Similarly, let He = {H ∈ H : e ∈ H}. We let
depth(v) = |Hv|. Similarly, let depth(e) = |{H ∈ H : e ∈ H|.

Let c : V → {r,b} be an arbitrary coloring of the vertices of G with two
colors. Let b(V ) and r(V ) denote respectively c−1(b) and c−1(r). We also
refer to the vertices in b(V ) as blue vertices and the vertices in r(V ) as red
vertices.

A primal support for (G,H) is a graph Q on b(V ) such that ∀ H ∈ H,
Q[b(H)] is connected5. The system (G,H) also defines a dual hypergraph
(H, {Hv}v∈V (G)). A dual support is a graph Q∗ on H such that ∀ v ∈ V (G),
Q∗[Hv] is connected

6.
Let H and K be two sets of connected subgraphs of a graph G, and let

5Note that we cannot simply project each H on b(V ) as the resulting subgraphs may
not be connected in G.

6To make the definition symmetric, we could have considered a coloring c : H → {r,b},
and required that only Q∗[Hbv ] be connected for each v ∈ V , where Hbv = {H ∈ H :
v ∈ H and c(H) = b}. However, this problem reduces to constructing a dual support
restricted to the hypergraphs Hb = {H ∈ H : c(H) = b}. Therefore, in the dual setting,
it is sufficient to study the uncolored version of the problem.
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(G,H,K) denote the intersection hypergraph (H, {HK}K∈K), where HK =
{H ∈ H : V (K) ∩ V (H) ̸= ∅}. Throughout the paper, we use the notation
H ∩K ̸= ∅ to mean V (K) ∩ V (H) ̸= ∅. A support for (G,H,K) is then a
graph Q̃ = (H, F ) such that ∀K ∈ K, Q̃[HK ] is connected. Q̃ is called the
intersection support. The notion of an intersection hypergraph generalizes
both the primal and dual hypergraphs defined above - taking the blue vertices
of G as the singleton sets of H for the primal, and taking the vertices of G
as the singleton sets of K for the dual, respectively. Figure 2 shows examples
of primal, dual and intersection supports.

Our goal is to consider restrictions of hypergraphs so that the support
is guaranteed to be from a restricted family of graphs. To that end, we
introduce a notion of cross-free hypergraphs and non-piercing hypergraphs.

Definition 1 (Reduced graph). Let (G,H) be a graph system. For two sub-
graphs H,H ′ ∈ H, the reduced graph RG(H,H ′) (or just R(H,H ′) if G is
clear from context) is the graph obtained by contracting all edges, both of
whose end-points are in H ∩H ′. We ignore self-loops formed during contrac-
tion, but keep the multi-edges formed in the process.

Note that if G is embedded in a surface Σ, then this induces an embedding
of RG(H,H ′) in Σ.

Definition 2 (Cross-free at v). Let (G,H) be an embedded graph system.
Two subgraphs H,H ′ ∈ H are said to be cross-free at v ∈ V (G) if the follow-
ing holds: Consider the induced embedding of the reduced graph R(H,H ′).
Let ṽ be the image of v in R(H,H ′). There are no 4 edges ei = {ṽ, vi}
in R(H,H ′), i = 1, . . . , 4 incident to ṽ in cyclic order around ṽ, such that
v1, v3 ∈ H \H ′, and v2, v4 ∈ H ′ \H.

For an embedded graph system (G,H), if every pair H,H ′ ∈ Hv is cross-
free at v, then (G,H) is said to be cross-free at v, and (G,H) is cross-free if
it is cross-free at all v ∈ V (G). If there exist H,H ′ ∈ H such that H and H ′

are not cross-free at v, we say that H and H ′ are crossing at v. Finally, a
graph system (G,H) is cross-free if there exists an embedding of G such that
the embedded graph system (G,H) is cross-free with respect to H. There
exist graph systems (G,H) where G has genus g, but the graph system may
not have a cross-free embedding on any surface of genus g′ ≥ g. Throughout
the paper, when we say that G is embedded in the plane, we assume without
loss of generality that the embedding is cross-free with respect to H.
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Figure 2: (a) and (c): Primal and Dual hypergraphs both having hyperedges
H1 = {a, b, c, d}, H2 = {c, d, e}, H3 = {a, b, f, e}, H4 = {a, b, c, e}; (e):
Intersection hypergraph with hyperedges H1 = {a, b, c}, H2 = {a, b, e}, H3 =
{c, e, f}, H4 = {b, e, d}, and K1 = {c, d}, K2 = {b, f}, K3 = {e, d}.
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An intersection hypergraph (G,H,K) is cross-free if there is an embed-
ding of G such that the embedded graph systems (G,H) and (G,K) are
simultaneously cross-free. Note that we can have H ∈ H, K ∈ K that are
crossing. Finally, we use the term (G,H) is a cross-free system of genus g
or the term (G,H,K) is a cross-free intersection system of genus g to mean
that the host graph G has genus g.

Definition 3 (Non-piercing). A graph system (G,H) with H a collection of
subgraphs of G is non-piercing if each H ∈ H is connected and for any two
subgraphs H,H ′ ∈ H, H \H ′ induces a connected subgraph of H.

We say (G,H) is a non-piercing system of treewidth t to mean that it is
a non-piercing system defined on a host graph G whose treewidth is t.

Note that non-piercing is a purely combinatorial notion, and unlike the
cross-free property above, it does not require an embedding of the graph.
If ∃ H,H ′ ∈ H such that either the induced subgraph H \ H ′ of H or the
induced subgraph H ′ \ H of H ′ is not connected, then we say that H and
H ′ are piercing. It should also be observed that if H is a collection of non-
piercing subgraphs of G, then after contracting any edge in G, the resulting
subgraphs in H remain non-piercing.

3.1 Graph classes

We now briefly describe the classes of graphs we study in this paper, and
their properties.

Bounded genus graphs:

Definition 4 (Embedding of a graph). A graph G is said to be embedded in
a surface Σ if the vertices of G are distinct points on Σ and each edge of G
is a simple arc lying in Σ whose endpoints are the vertices of the edge such
that its interior is disjoint from other edges and vertices. A 2-cell embedding
is an embedding of a graph on a surface, where each face is homeomorphic
to a disk in the plane.

We say that a graph G has an embedding in a surface Σ if there is a graph
G′ embedded in Σ such that G′ is isomorphic to G. An orientable surface
has genus g if it is obtained from a sphere by adding g handles (See [46],
Chapter 3).

11



Definition 5 (Genus). The genus g of a graph G is the minimum genus of
an oriented surface Σ so that G has an embedding in Σ.

We say that a graph has bounded genus if it can be embedded in a surface
whose genus is bounded. It should be noted that contracting any edge of a
graph does not increase the genus of the resulting graph and we will use this
fact subsequently throughout the paper.

Bounded treewidth graphs: Given a graphG = (V,E), a tree-decomposition
of G is a pair (T,B), where T is a tree and B is a collection of bags - subgraphs
of G indexed by the nodes of T 7, that satisfies the following properties: (i)
For each edge, {u, v} ∈ E(G) there is a bag B ∈ B that contains both u
and v. (ii) For each vertex v ∈ v(G), the set of bags containing v induce a
connected sub-tree of T .

The width of a tree-decomposition is defined as maxx∈V (T ) |Bx| − 1. The
treewidth of G is the minimum width of a tree-decomposition of G, denoted
by tw(G). A graph G has bounded treewidth if tw(G) is bounded. See [15]
or Chapter 12 in [25] for additional properties of a tree-decomposition.

Outerplanar graph: An outerplanar graph is a graph that can be embed-
ded in the plane such that all vertices lie on the outer face. It is a well-known
fact that an outerplanar graph has treewidth at most 2 and that an embed-
ding of an outerplanar graph can be obtained in polynomial time. If (G,H)
is a (cross-free/non-piercing) system where G is an outerplanar graph, we
call it an outerplanar (cross-free/non-piercing) system.

When constructing the dual support, we can assume without loss of gen-
erality that there are no containments (as shown in Proposition 6), i.e.,
∀ H,H ′ ∈ H, H \ H ′ ̸= ∅, and we say that a graph system (G,H) has no
containments if this property holds.

Proposition 6. Let (G,H) be a graph system. Let H′ ⊆ H be maximal such
that ∀ H,H ′ ∈ H′, H \H ′ ̸= ∅. Let Q′ be a dual support for (G,H′). Then,
there is a dual support Q∗ for (G,H) such that

1. If Q′ has genus g, then Q∗ has genus g.

2. If Q′ has treewidth t, then Q∗ has treewidth t, and

3. If Q′ is outerplanar, then Q∗ is outerplanar.

7Throughout the paper, we use the term node to refer to the elements of V (T ) and
vertices to refer to the elements of V (G).
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Proof. Consider the containment order P = (H,⪯) where for H,H ′ ∈ H,
H ⪯ H ′ iff V (H) ⊆ V (H ′). We prove by induction on (ℓ(P), c(P)), where
ℓ(P) is the maximum length of a chain in P , and c(P) is the number of
chains of length ℓ(P).

If ℓ(P) = 1, then the elements inH are pairwise incomparable. Therefore,
Q′ = Q∗ is a dual support for (G,H). Hence, all three conditions trivially
follow.

Suppose for any (G′′,H′′), and containment order P ′′ = (H′′,⪯), such
that (ℓ(P ′′), c(P ′′)) is lexicographically smaller than the corresponding pair
for the containment order P = (H,⪯) on (G,H), the statements of the
proposition holds.

Consider a longest chain C in P , and let H be the minimum element in
C. Let H′ = H \ {H}. Then, for containment order P ′ on H′, (ℓ(P ′), c(P ′))
is lexicographically smaller than (ℓ(P), c(P)). Therefore, by the inductive
hypothesis, the statement of the proposition holds for (G,H′), and let Q′

denote its dual support. To obtain a dual support Q∗ for (G,H), we add
a vertex corresponding to H. Let H ′ be an immediate successor of H in P
arbitrarily chosen. Connect H to H ′.

Since we added a new vertex of degree 1, it follows that if Q′ has genus g,
then Q∗ has genus g. Similarly, if Q′ has treewidth t, then so does Q∗, and
finally if Q′ is outerplanar, so is Q∗.

To show that Q∗ is the desired support, let v be a vertex in G. If v ̸∈
V (H), then the fact that subgraphs Hv correspond to a connected subgraph
in Q∗ follows from the fact that Q′ is a dual support for (G,H′). So, consider
a vertex v ∈ V (H). Since Q′ is a dual support for (G,H′), the subgraphs H′

v

induce a connected subgraph in Q′. Since H ′ is an immediate successor of H
in P , V (H) ⊆ V (H ′), i.e., Hv = H′

v ∪ {H}. Since H is adjacent to H ′ in Q∗

it follows that the subgraphs Hv induce a connected subgraph in Q∗ Hence,
Q∗ is the desired dual support for (G,H).

4 Contribution

The existence of a local search graph from a family of graphs with sublinear
sized balanced separators has been at the heart of the analysis of PTASes for
several packing and covering problems with geometric hypergraphs starting
with the work of Chan and Har-Peled [21], and Mustafa and Ray [47]. The al-
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gorithmic framework for all these problems is a simple local search algorithm.
The analyses for the algorithms follow the same general framework - Let R
and B be respectively, an optimal solution and a solution returned by the
local search algorithm. Show that there exists a graph G on R∪B that sat-
isfies the local search condition, and has sublinear sized balanced separators.
The main challenge in the analyses of this class of algorithms is therefore,
showing the existence of such a graph G. This had been done separately
for each problem [21, 47, 12]. However, Raman and Ray in [50] showed the
existence of a planar support for the intersection hypergraph of non-piercing
regions in the plane. The existence of such a support implies immediately,
the existence of a graph satisfying the local search conditions required for
the packing and covering problems considered, and since planar graphs have
sublinear sized balanced separators [43], this yields a unified PTAS for these
problems.

While the result of Raman and Ray [50] yields a general construction of
a support graph, the result is restricted to certain geometric hypergraphs
in the plane. Our goal is to go beyond the geometric and planar setting
and consider hypergraphs defined on higher genus surfaces, and restricted
hypergraphs that do not arise in geometric settings. To that end, we consider
hypergraphs defined on a host graph. As stated in the introduction, this
generalizes the planar setting.

We study two settings: When the host graph has bounded genus, and
when the host graph has bounded treewidth. While the results for bounded
genus graphs roughly follow the proof outline of [50], several new ideas are
required for the proofs to go through. In particular, it turns out that for
graphs of bounded genus, the non-piercing condition is insufficient for the
existence of sparse supports. We introduce the notion of cross-free subgraphs
and show that if (G,H) is a cross-free system and G has genus g, then there
exist primal and dual supports of genus at most g. Further, if (G,H,K) is
a cross-free system of genus g, then there exists an intersection support of
genus at most g. Dealing with the cross-free condition on graphs is more
challenging than in the geometric case. In particular, we show:

1. Let (G,H) be a cross-free system of genus g. Then,

(a) For any 2-coloring c : V → {r,b} of the vertices V of G, there
exists a primal support Q on b(V ) of genus at most g, i.e., for
each H ∈ H, the subgraph Q[b(H)] is connected, where Q[b(H)]
is the subgraph of Q induced by the vertices in H colored b.
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(b) There exists a dual support Q∗ on H of genus at most g, i.e., for
each v ∈ V , Q∗[Hv] is connected, where Hv = {H ∈ H : v ∋ H}.

2. If (G,H,K) is a cross-free intersection system of genus g, there exists
an intersection support Q̃ onH of genus at most g, i.e., for eachK ∈ K,
the induced subgraph Q̃[HK ], where HK = {H ∈ H : H ∩K ̸= ∅}, is
connected.

Next, we study outerplanar graphs. Here, we show that there is a subtle
difference between the primal and dual settings:

1. Let (G,H) be a cross-free outerplanar system. For any coloring c :
V → {r,b}, there exists an outerplanar primal support Q.

2. Let (G,H) be a non-piercing outerplanar system. Then, there exists an
outerplanar dual support Q∗. In this case, we show that the cross-free
condition is insufficient.

Finally, we consider the case where the host graphs have bounded treewidth.
Here, we show the following:

1. Let (G,H) be a non-piercing system of treewidth t. Then,

(a) For any coloring c : V → {r,b}, of the vertices V of G, there is a
primal support Q on b(V ) of treewidth at most 3.2t.

(b) There is a dual support Q∗ of treewidth at most 4.2t.

(c) There exist non-piercing systems of treewidth t such that any
primal or dual support has treewidth Ω(2t).

As a consequence of the existence of supports, combined with earlier
results we obtain the following results for packing and covering:

1. Given a collection of regions on in oriented surface Σ and a set of
points such that the dual arrangement graph of the regions is cross-
free. Then, a class of simple local search algorithms yield a PTAS for
Hitting set, Set Cover, Dominating Set, Set Packing, and Point packing
with demands or capacities bounded above by a constant.

2. Given a collection of connected sub-graphs H of a bounded treewidth
graph such that the sub-graphs are non-piercing, then a class of simple
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local search algorithms yield a PTAS for the Hitting Set, Set Cover,
Set Packing, and Point Packing problems with demands or capacities
bounded above by a constant.

We obtain the following results for hypergraph coloring:

1. Given a collection of regions on an oriented surface Σ of genus g and
a set of points, such that the dual arrangement graph of the regions is
cross-free, there is a coloring of the points with cg colors such that each
region that contains more than one point, contains points of at least 2
colors. Similarly, there is a coloring of the regions with cg colors such
that every point that is covered by more than one region, is covered by
regions of at least 2 colors. Here, cg = (

√
48g + 1 + 7)/2 is an upper

bound on the chromatic number of a graph of genus g [46].

2. Given a graph G = (V,E) of treewidth t and non-piercing subgraphs H
of G, there is a coloring of V with t+1 colors such that each subgraph
containing more than one vertex, contains vertices of at least 2 colors.
Similarly, the subgraphs can be colored with at most t+ 1 colors such
that each vertex v ∈ V contained in at least 2 subgraphs, is contained
in subgraphs of two different colors.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 5, we contrast
non-piercing graph systems with cross-free graph systems. In Sections 6 and
7, we present our results for cross-free systems of bounded genus. In Section 8
we present our results for outerplanar host graphs. In Section 9, we present
results for non-piercing systems of bounded treewidth. We describe some
applications in Section 11, and conclude in Section 12 with open questions.

5 Non-piercing and Cross-free Systems

The non-piercing condition implies the cross-free condition in the plane, but
they are incomparable in higher genus surfaces. We start with the following
result that shows that if a system is non-piercing in the plane, it is cross-free.

Theorem 7. Let (G,H) be a planar non-piercing system, then, (G,H) is
cross-free.

Proof. We show that if (G,H) is crossing, then it cannot be non-piercing.
Consider an embedding of G in the plane. Abusing notation, let G also
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denote the embedding of G in the plane. If (G,H) is crossing, there are two
subgraphs H,H ′ ∈ H and a vertex x in RG(H,H ′) that lies in H ∩ H ′ and
four neighbors x1, . . . , x4 in cyclic order around x such that x1, x3 ∈ H \H ′

and x2, x4 ∈ H ′ \ H. It cannot be that both x1 = x3, and x2 = x4 without
violating planarity. So assume without loss of generality that x2 ̸= x4.

Since H is non-piercing, H is connected and H \H ′ induces a connected
subgraph of G. Further, note that H and H ′ are non-piercing in G, then
they remain non-piercing in RG(H,H ′). Therefore, there is an x1-x3 path
P in RG(H,H ′) that lies in H \H ′. Again, since H is non-piercing, H ′ \H
induces a connected subgraph of G. Therefore, there is a path P ′ between
x2 and x4 that lies in H ′ \H. Observe that P ∪ {x1, x} ∪ {x, x3} induces a
Jordan curve with x2 and x4 on either side of it. Thus P and P ′ intersect at
a vertex that lies in H∩H ′, which is not possible since P and P ′ are disjoint.
Therefore, there is no path P ′ between x2 and x4 in H ′ \ H which implies
H ′ \H is not connected and thus H is piercing.

Note that the reverse implication does not hold. It is easy to construct
examples of graph systems in the plane that are cross-free, but are piercing.
Consider the graph system consisting of a graph K1,4 embedded in the plane,
with central vertex v, and leaves a, b, c, d in cyclic order. Let H and H ′ be
two subgraphs where H is the graph induced on {v, a, b} and H ′ is the graph
induced on {v, c, d}. Then, H and H ′ are cross-free, but neither H \H ′ nor
H ′ \H is connected.

The proof of Theorem 7 relies on the Jordan curve theorem, and hence
the corresponding statement does not hold for surfaces of higher genus. For
example, let G be the torus grid graph Tn,n = Cn□Cn[54]. The subgraphs
H are the n non-contractible cycles perpendicular to the hole, and the n
non-contractible cycles parallel to the hole. Note that the system (Tn,n,H)
is non-piercing but not cross-free. Any pair of parallel and perpendicular
cycles intersect at a unique vertex, and therefore in the dual support, the
vertices corresponding to these two cycles must be adjacent. Therefore, the
dual support isKn,n which is not embeddable on the torus for large enough n.
However, we show in Theorem 21 that cross-free is a sufficient condition for
a system (G,H) on a graph of genus g to have a (primal/dual/intersection)
support of genus at most g.

17



6 Bounded Genus Graphs

In this section we consider the setting where the host graph has bounded
genus. We start in Section 6.1 where we define the Vertex Bypassing opera-
tion that we require to obtain the primal, dual, and intersection supports.

6.1 Vertex Bypassing

Vertex Bypassing (VB(v)) takes a cross-free system (G,H) as input and
simplifies the system around a vertex v of G. Since (G,H) is cross-free, we
assume that we are given a cross-free embedding of G with respect to H on
a surface of genus g. Vertex bypassing at a vertex v is defined as follows:

Definition 8 (VB(v)). Let (G,H) be a cross-free system, and that we have
a cross-free embedding of G with respect to H in an oriented surface Σ.
Let N(v) = (v0, . . . , vk−1, v0) be the cyclic order of neighbors of v in that
embedding.

1. Subdivide each edge {v, vi} by a vertex ui. Connect consecutive vertices
ui, ui+1 (with indices taken mod k) with a simple arc not intersecting
the edges of G to construct a cycle C = (u0, . . . , uk−1, u0) such that the
resulting graph G′′ remains embedded in Σ. Remove v.

2. For H ∈ Hv, let H
′ denote the subgraph of G′′ induced by (V (H)\{v})∪

{ui : vi ∈ V (H)}. Let H′
v = {H ′ : H ∈ Hv}. Let H′ = (H \ Hv) ∪ H′

v

(Note that the subgraphs in H′
v may not be connected).

3. Add a set D of non-intersecting8 chords in C so that ∀H ∈ H′, H
induces a connected subgraph in C ∪D, and H′ remains cross-free.

Let (G′,H′) be the resulting system.

It is easy to see that the graph G′ obtained from G is also embedded in
Σ as each operation preserves the embedding. At the end of Step 1, since we
remove vertex v, the subgraphs H′

v in G′′ may be disconnected. The main
challenge is to add additional edges to the graph G′′ so that each subgraph
H′

v, v ∈ V (G′′) is connected, and the subgraphs remain cross-free.
In order to do so, we introduce the notion of abab-free hypergraphs. An

equivalent notion, namely ABAB-free hypergraphs was studied by Ackerman

8We use the term non-intersecting to mean internally non-intersecting
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et al. [1], where the elements of the hypergraph are placed in a linear order
instead of a cyclic order.

Definition 9 (abab-free). A hypergraph (X,H) is said to be abab-free if there
is a cycle C on X such that for any H,H ′ ∈ H there are no four vertices
x1, x2, x3, x4 in cyclic order around C such that x1, x3 ∈ H \H ′, and x2, x4 ∈
H ′ \H.

Observe that the cycle C = (u0, . . . , uk−1, u0) and subgraphs H′
v defined

in Steps (1) and (2) of Vertex Bypassing (Defn. 8) induce an abab-free
embedding of an abab-free hypergraph. Therefore, the problem of adding
a set of non-intersecting chords D in Step 3 of vertex-bypassing reduces to
the following: Given an abab-free embedding of an abab-free hypergraph, can
we add a set of non-intersecting chords in C such that each subgraph is
connected? We show in the following lemma, whose proof is in Section 6.2
that we can always add such chords.

Lemma 10. Let C be a cycle embedded in the plane, and let K be a set
of abab-free subgraphs of C. Then, we can add a set D of non-intersecting
chords in C such that each K ∈ K induces a connected subgraph of C ∪ D.
Further, the set D of non-intersecting chords to add can be computed in
polynomial time.

With Lemma 10 in hand, we can obtain the desired system (G′,H′).

Lemma 11. Let (G,H) be a cross-free system with a cross-free embedding
of G with respect to H. Suppose we apply VB(v) to vertex v ∈ V (G). Then,
each subgraph H in (G′,H′) is connected. Further, VB(v) can be done in
polynomial time.

Proof. Let C be the cycle added on the subdividing vertices around vertex
v. Since (G,H) is cross-free, the subgraphs {H ∩ C : H ∈ H′

v} satisfy the
abab-free property on C. Therefore, by Lemma 10, there is a collection D of
non-intersecting chords such that each subgraph in H′

v induces a connected
subgraph of C ∪D. Hence, each subgraph H ∈ H′ is a connected subgraph
of G′ since each H ∈ Hv is modified only in the vertices of subdivision.
Since Lemma 10 guarantees that the set D of non-intersecting chords to add
can be computed in polynomial time, it follows that VB(v) can be done in
polynomial time.
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In the following, we argue that if (G,H) is cross-free, it remains cross-free
after bypassing vertex v. The proof is straightforward, but a bit tedious.

Lemma 12. Let (G,H) be a cross-free system. Let (G′,H′) be the system
obtained after applying vertex bypassing at a vertex v ∈ V (G). Then, (G′,H′)
is cross-free.

Proof. By Lemma 11, each subgraph H ′ ∈ (G′,H′) is connected. We will
show that the system is cross-free. Let N(v) = {v0, . . . , vk−1} in G and
S(v) = {u0, . . . , uk−1} where ui subdivides the edge {v, vi}.

For any two subgraphsH1 andH2 inH, letH ′
1 andH ′

2 respectively denote
the corresponding subgraphs in H′. Consider the reduced graph RG(H1, H2).
For a vertex x ∈ V (G), let cx denote its corresponding vertex in RG(H1, H2).
Similarly, let c′x denote the vertex in RG′(H ′

1, H
′
2) corresponding to a vertex

x in G′. For a vertex cx ∈ V (RG(H1, H2)) with neighbors x1, . . . , xℓ, x1 in
cyclic order around cx, let the cyclic pattern at cx be the cyclic sequence
(A1, A2, . . . , Aℓ, A1), where Ai is the subset of {H1, H2} containing xi.

For any vertex x ̸∈ N(v), the cyclic pattern of c′x in RG′(H ′
1, H

′
2) is iden-

tical to its cyclic sequence in RG(H1, H2) up to relabeling Hi by H ′
i (in the

following, we say that the cyclic pattern is identical to mean that it is un-
changed up to relabeling Hi by H ′

i). Since (G,H) is cross-free, the subgraphs
in RG′(H ′

1, H
′
2) are cross-free at cx.

We are left with showing that H ′
1 and H ′

2 are cross-free at each vertex in
N(v) ∪ S(v). We consider two cases depending on whether v ∈ H1 ∩H2.

Case 1: v ̸∈ H1∩H2. Consider a vertex vi ∈ N(v) such that vi ∈ H1∩H2.
Since (G,H) is cross-free, H1 and H2 are not crossing at cvi in RG(H1, H2).
The vertex c′vi , corresponding to vi in RG′(H ′

1, H
′
2) has the same cyclic pattern

as cvi , except that v is replaced by ui. Since H′
ui

⊆ Hvi , and vi ∈ H1 ∩H2,
H′

ui
∩ {H ′

1, H
′
2} = Hv ∩ {H1, H2} (up to relabeling of Hi by H ′

i). Hence, the
cyclic pattern at c′vi is identical to the cyclic pattern at cvi . Since (G,H) is
cross-free at cvi , it follows that H

′
1 and H ′

2 are cross-free at c′vi .
For each ui ∈ S(v), since H′

ui
⊆ Hv, and we only need to show cross-

freeness at vertices in H ′
1 ∩H ′

2, it follows that if v ̸∈ H1 ∩H2, then H ′
1 and

H ′
2 are cross-free at each cui

. Hence, H ′
1 and H ′

2 are cross-free at each vertex
in RG′(H ′

1, H
′
2) when v /∈ H1 ∩H2.

Case 2: v ∈ H1 ∩ H2. If no vertex vi ∈ N(v) is in H1 ∩ H2, then
H ′

1 and H ′
2 are trivially cross-free at each vertex c′vi corresponding to vi in

RG′(H ′
1, H

′
2). Further, for vertices of S(v), we have H′

ui
⊆ Hvi It follows

that no ui ∈ S(v) is contained in H1 ∩ H2. Thus, H ′
1 and H ′

2 are cross-free
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at each vertex ui ∈ S(v). Thus, H ′
1 and H ′

2 are cross-free at all vertices in
RG′(H ′

1, H
′
2).

Finally, suppose there is a vertex vi ∈ N(v) such that vi ∈ H1 ∩ H2.
Since v and vi are adjacent in G, they are contracted to the same vertex in
RG(H1, H2). That is, cv = cvi in RG(H1, H2). Since ui ∈ H ′

1 ∩H ′
2, it follows

that c′vi = c′ui
in RG′(H ′

1, H
′
2). Let uj denote a vertex in S(v) adjacent to

ui in G′. Consider the cyclic pattern at c′ui
. The vertex uj corresponds to a

vertex vj adjacent to v in G. Observe that since v ∈ H1∩H2 and H′
uj

⊆ Hvj ,
H′

uj
∩{H ′

1, H
′
2} = Hvj ∩{H1, H2} (up to relabeling of Hi by H ′

i). Hence, the
cyclic pattern around c′ui

is identical to the cyclic pattern around cvi . Since
H1 and H2 are cross-free at vi, they remain cross-free at c′ui

.
Since H1 and H2 were arbitrary subgraphs, it follows that (G′,H′) is a

cross-free system.

6.2 Non-blocking chords in abab-free hypergraphs

In this section, we prove Lemma 10. Let C = (x0, . . . , xk−1, x0) be a cycle
embedded in the plane with vertices labelled in clockwise order. Let K be a
collection of subgraphs of C such that K is abab-free. For i, j ∈ {0, . . . , k−1},
let [xi, xj] denote the vertices on the arc from i to j in clockwise order.
Similarly, we use (xi, xj) to denote the open arc, i.e., consisting of the vertices
on the arc from i to j except xi and xj. The half-open arc (xi, xj] that
excludes xi but includes xj is defined similarly.

The addition of a chord d = {xi, xj} divides C into two open arcs -
(xi, xj) and (xj, xi). The chord d blocks a subgraph K ∈ K if both open arcs
contain a run of K, and neither end-point of d is contained in K. Here a
run refers to a connected component of the subgraph K in C. Such a chord
d is called a blocking chord. If d does not block any subgraph in K, it is
called a non-blocking chord. We show in Lemma 13 that there always exists
a non-blocking chord d that connects two disjoint runs of some subgraph
K ∈ K.

Lemma 13. Let C be a cycle embedded in the plane, and let K be a collection
of abab-free subgraphs in the embedding of C. Then, for some disconnected
K ∈ K, there exists a non-blocking chord joining two disjoint runs of K.
Further, such a chord can be computed in polynomial time,

Proof. Assume wlog that each subgraph K ∈ K induces at least two runs in
C, and no two subgraphs contain the same subset of vertices of C. Define a
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partial order ≺C on K, where for K,K ′ ∈ K, K ≺C K ′ iff K ∩ C ⊂ K ′ ∩ C.
Let K0 ∈ K be a minimal subgraph with respect to the order ≺C .

Let K0
0 , . . . , K

q
0 denote the runs of K0. We let A denote the run K0

0 and
let B = ∪q

i=1K
i
0. For ease of exposition, we assume C is drawn such that

A lies in the lower semi-circle of C and that B lies in the upper semi-circle
of C, where the runs K1

0 , . . . , K
q
0 appear in counter-clockwise order. Let

a0, . . . , ar denote the vertices of A in clockwise order and let b0, . . . , bs denote
the vertices of B in counter-clockwise order. See Figure 3a.

We show that there is a chord d from a vertex in A to a vertex in B that
is non-blocking. In order to do so, we start with the chord d0 = a0b0, and
construct a sequence of chords until we either find a non-blocking chord, or
we end up with the chord dk = arbs, which will turn out to be non-blocking.
Having constructed chords d0, . . . , di−1, where di−1 = aℓbj, di will be either
the chord aℓbj′ or aℓ′bj, where j′ > j and ℓ′ > ℓ.

Next, we describe the construction of the chords. Each chord d we con-
struct satisfies the following invariant: If K is a subgraph blocked by a chord
d = aℓbj, then

(i) K is contained in K0 in the arc (aℓ, bj), and

(ii) there is a vertex k ∈ K \K0 in the arc (bj, aℓ).

Let d0 denote the chord a0b0. If d0 is non-blocking, we are done. Oth-
erwise, if any K1 ∈ K is blocked by d0, there is a vertex k ∈ K1 that
lies in (b0, a0). Since (b0, a0) does not contain a vertex of K0, this implies
k ∈ K1 \ K0, and hence d0 satisfies condition (ii) of the invariant. Since
we assumed the subgraphs K are abab-free, this implies that any vertex of
K1 in arc (a0, b0) is contained in K0. This ensures that condition (i) of the
invariant is satisfied by d0.

Having constructed d0 = a0b0, . . . , di−1 = aℓbj, each of which satisfy con-
ditions (i) and (ii) of the invariant, we construct di as follows: We simulta-
neously scan the vertices of B in counter-clockwise order from bj, and the
vertices of A in clockwise order from aℓ until we find the first vertex x that
belongs to a subgraph blocked by di−1. Let Ki denote this subgraph. If
x = bj′ ∈ B, we set di = aℓbj′ . Otherwise, x = aℓ′ ∈ A, and we set di = aℓ′bj.
Assume without loss of generality that di = aℓbj′ (the other case is similar).

If di is a non-blocking chord, we are done. Otherwise, let Ki+1 denote
a subgraph blocked by di. Then, both the arcs (aℓ, bj′) and (bj′ , aℓ) contain
a run of Ki+1, and aℓ, bj′ ∈ K0 \ Ki+1. We now show that di satisfies the
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(a) Ordering the vertices of
K0 in sets A and B. Here,
A = {a0, . . . , ar} and B =
{b0, . . . , bs}.

u

di

di−1

w

bj

v

bj′

aℓ′
aℓ

Ki+1 \Ki

Ki+1 \Ki

Ki \Ki+1

Ki \Ki+1

(b) Adding chords between A and B. If
Ki+1 \ K0 ̸= ∅ in (aℓ, bj′), there is abab
among subgraphs Ki+1 and Ki witnessed
by the vertices u, bj′ , v and w.

Figure 3: Finding a non-blocking chord to join two disjoint runs of K0.

invariant. Most of the work will go in showing that di satisfies condition (i) of
the invariant. We show this by contradiction - If di does not satisfy invariant
(i), we will exhibit a pair of subgraphs violating the abab-free property.

Suppose di does not satisfy condition (i) of the invariant, that is, there
is a vertex u ∈ Ki+1 \ K0 that lies in (aℓ, bj′). Since di−1 satisfies both the
conditions of the invariant, the subgraph Ki blocked by di−1 is contained
in K0 in (aℓ, bj). Since (aℓ, bj′) ⊂ (aℓ, bj), it implies u ̸∈ Ki, and thus u ∈
Ki+1 \ Ki. By construction of di, the vertex bj′ ∈ Ki, and since di blocks
Ki+1, bj′ ̸∈ Ki+1. Thus, bj′ ∈ Ki \Ki+1.

Now, we claim that Ki+1 is not blocked by di−1. To see this, since di−1

satisfies condition (i) of the invariant, for any subgraph K ′ blocked by di−1,
we have that K ′ ⊆ K0 in (aℓ, bj). Since (aℓ, bj′) ⊂ (aℓ, bj), combined with the
facts that u ∈ Ki+1 \K0 and that u lies in (aℓ, bj′) implies that Ki+1 is not
blocked by di−1. But Ki+1 is blocked by di, it follows that there is a vertex v
of Ki+1 in the arc (bj′ , bj]. Note that v need not lie in K0. However, no vertex
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in the arc (bj′ , bj] lies in Ki, since bj′ was the first vertex encountered that
was contained in a subgraph blocked by di−1 when traversing the vertices of
B in counter-clockwise order from bj. Therefore, v ∈ Ki+1 \Ki.

Finally, since di−1 satisfies condition (ii) of the invariant, it implies that
there is a vertex w ∈ Ki\K0 that lies in (bj, aℓ). However, since u ∈ Ki+1\K0,
and u lies in (aℓ, bj′), Ki+1 ⊆ K0 in (bj′ , aℓ) since the arrangement is abab-
free. However, since (bj, aℓ) ⊂ (bj′ , aℓ), this implies w ̸∈ Ki+1. Therefore,
w ∈ Ki \Ki+1. See Figure 3b.

From the above arguments, it follows that the subgraphs Ki+1 and Ki

are not abab-free, as witnessed by the sequence of vertices u, bj′ , v and w,
a contradiction. Thus, di satisfies condition (i) of the invariant. The fact
that di satisfies condition (ii) of the invariant follows from the fact that K0

is minimal. Otherwise, Ki+1 ⊆ K0 in (aℓ, bj′) and in (bj′ , aℓ), and therefore
Ki+1 ⊂ K0.

Since the set of chords is finite, the sequence of chords constructed either
ends in a non-blocking chord, or we end up with the chord d = arbs. We
claim that d must be a non-blocking chord. Suppose d blocks a subgraph K.
Then, (ar, bs) contains a vertex u ∈ K ∩K0, as d satisfies invariant (i) and
(ii). However, (ar, bs) does not contain a vertex in K0. Therefore, d must be
a non-blocking chord.

We scan over at most |C|2 chords, and for each chord we can check if
it a non-blocking chord in polynomial time. Therefore, we can compute a
non-blocking chord in polynomial time.

We are now ready to prove Lemma 10. We do this by using Lemma 13
to add a non-blocking chord connecting two disconnected components of a
subgraph, and then recursively apply Lemma 13 to the two resulting cycles
and their induced subgraphs.

Lemma 10. Let C be a cycle embedded in the plane, and let K be a set
of abab-free subgraphs of C. Then, we can add a set D of non-intersecting
chords in C such that each K ∈ K induces a connected subgraph of C ∪ D.
Further, the set D of non-intersecting chords to add can be computed in
polynomial time.

Proof of Lemma 10. For any subgraph K ∈ K, let nK denote the number of
disjoint runs of K on C. Let

cost(C,K) =
∑
K∈K

(nK − 1)
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If cost(C,K) = 0, then every subgraph K ∈ K consists of one run, and
therefore C ∩K is connected for each K ∈ K, and D = ∅ suffices.

Suppose the lemma holds for all (C ′,K′) with cost(C ′,K′) < N . Given an
instance with cost(C,K) = N , by Lemma 13, there is a non-blocking chord
d = {x, y} joining two disjoint runs of some subgraph K0 ∈ K.

The chord d = {x, y} divides the cycle C into two arcs, [x, y], and [y, x].
We construct two disjoint sub-problems on the cycles Cℓ and Cr obtained
from C, where Cℓ is obtained by adding the edge {x, y} to the arc [y, x], and
Cr is obtained by adding the edge {x, y} to the arc [x, y]. The subgraphs in Cℓ

and Cr are respectively those induced by K, namely Kℓ = {K ∩Cℓ : K ∈ K},
and Kr = {K ∩ Cr : K ∈ K}. Note that Kℓ and Kr are abab-free on Cℓ

and Cr, respectively. Let nℓ
K and nr

K denote respectively, the number of
runs of K ∈ K in Cℓ and in Cr. Clearly, nℓ

K0
< nK0 and nr

K0
< nK0 . Also,

for all other subgraphs K ′ ∈ K, nℓ
K′ ≤ nK′ and nr

K′ ≤ nK′ , it follows that
cost(Cr,Kr) < cost(C,K) and cost(Cℓ,Kℓ) < cost(C,K).

Hence, by the inductive hypothesis on Cℓ,Kℓ and Cr,Kr respectively,
there exists a set of non-intersecting chords Dℓ such that each K ∈ Kℓ in-
duces a connected subgraph of Cℓ ∪Dℓ. Similarly, there exists a set of non-
intersecting chords Dr such that each K ∈ Kr, induces a connected subgraph
of Cr∪Dr. It follows that D = Dℓ∪Dr∪d is a set of non-intersecting chords
such that each K ∈ K induces a connected subgraph of (C ∪D).

Since a non-blocking chord can be computed in polynomial time, and this
yields two smaller instances where we want to find a non-blocking chord, it
follows that in polynomial time we can add chords so that each subgraph is
connected.

7 Construction of Supports

In this section, we show that for cross-free systems on a graph of genus g,
there exist primal, dual and intersection supports of genus at most g. While
the existence of an intersection support implies the existence of the primal
and dual supports, we use the dual support and techniques from the primal
support in order to construct the intersection support, and hence present
these first.

We obtain a polynomial time algorithm to construct a primal support
when a cross-free embedding of the graph system (G,H) is given. However,
we are unable to prove a similar result for a dual support or intersection
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support, and this is an intriguing open question.

7.1 Primal Support

In this section, we show that for a cross-free system (G,H) of genus g with
c : V → {r,b}, there is a primal supportQ of genus at most g, and thatQ can
be constructed in polynomial time in |V (G)| and |H| if a cross-free embedding
of G is given. Recall that depth(v) = |Hv|, and depth(e) = |{H ∈ H : e ∈
H}. We say that a vertex v ∈ V (G) is maximal if depth(v) > depth(e) for
all e ∼ v.

We start with the following lemma for the construction of a primal sup-
port. In the lemma, we do not require that (G,H) is cross-free. In fact, the
lemma also holds for any graph class closed under edge-contraction. How-
ever, we state only for bounded genus, as this is the statement required for
subsequent theorems.

Lemma 14. Let (G,H) be a graph system of genus g with c : V (G) → {r,b}
where each H ∈ H induces a connected subgraph such that no vertex in r(V )
is maximal. Then, there is a primal support Q of genus at most g for (G,H)
that can be computed in polynomial time.

Proof. We prove by induction on |r(V (G))|. If |r(V (G))| = 0, then G = Q
is the desired support. Suppose the statement holds for any graph system of
genus g with less than k red vertices.

Consider a graph system (G,H) with |r(V (G))| = k. Let u ∈ r(V (G)).
Since u is not maximal, there is an edge e = {u, v} ∈ E(G) such that
He = Hu. Since He ⊆ Hv, it follows that Hu ⊆ Hv. Let H ∈ Hu. Since H is
connected in G, between any pair of vertices x, y ∈ H, there is a path P that
lies in H. Since Hu ⊆ Hv, it implies v ∈ H and consequently, H is connected
in the graph G′ = G/{u, v}, where the contracted vertex receives the color of
v. Further, |r(V (G′))| = k− 1 and G′ has genus at most g. By the inductive
hypothesis, there is a support Q for (G′,H). Note that Q is also a support
for (G,H) since the set of blue vertices in H remains unchanged in (G′,H).
Since each edge contraction can be performed in polynomial time, and the
number of edge contractions is bounded by |r(V (G))|, it follows that a primal
support for (G,H) can be computed in polynomial time.

Theorem 15. Let (G,H) be a cross-free system of genus g, with c : V (G) →
{r,b}. There exists a primal support Q of genus at most g on b(V ). Fur-
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ther, if a cross-free embedding of G is given, Q can be constructed in time
polynomial in |V (G)| and |H|.

Proof. We prove by induction on the number of maximal red vertices. If no
red vertex in G is maximal, then by Lemma 14, there is a support Q of genus
g.

Suppose the statement holds for any cross-free graph system of genus g
with at most k maximal red vertices.

Let v be a maximal red vertex. We apply VB(v). For i = 0, . . . , deg(v)−
1, let ui be the vertices added by VB(v) subdividing edges {v, vi}. Set
c(ui) = r, ∀ i = 0, . . . , deg(v) − 1. No ui is maximal since H{ui,vi} = Hui

for all i. Further, by Lemma 11 and 12, the resulting graph system (G′,H′)
is cross-free and of genus at most g, and further, it can be computed in
polynomial time.

By the inductive hypothesis, a primal support Q for (G′,H′) can be com-
puted in polynomial time. Q is also a primal support for (G,H) since the
set of blue vertices in each subgraph H ∈ H′ remains unchanged.

A primal support Q for (G,H) can be computed in polynomial time: by
Lemma 11, each vertex bypassing operation can be done in polynomial time.
Since the number of maximal red vertices is at most |V (G)|, and a vertex
bypassing operation does not increase the number of maximal red vertices,
we perform at most |V (G)| vertex bypassing operations. Finally, if no red
vertex is maximal, by Lemma 14 we compute a primal support in polynomial
time.

7.2 Dual Support

In this section, we show that for a cross-free system on a graph of genus g,
there is a dual support of genus at most g. Unlike the primal case however,
we are unable to prove that the algorithm implied in the proof of Theorem
17 runs in polynomial time, even if a cross-free embedding of the system
is given. The main difficulty is that in the process of vertex bypassing, we
add additional red vertices. In the primal case, the newly added red vertices
are not maximal vertices, and therefore we do not apply vertex bypassing to
them. In the dual case however, we may repeatedly apply vertex bypassing
to newly created vertices. As a consequence, the size of the graph increases.
In [50], Raman and Ray dealt with a similar difficulty in constructing a

27



support for non-piercing regions in the plane. In their setting, a cell-bypassing
operation creates additional cells in the arrangement. However, they could
overcome it by showing additional structural restrictions using which, they
could define a suitable potential function that was polynomially bounded at
the start, and decreased by at least 1 in each cell-bypassing step. In our case,
however, it is not clear how to define a suitable potential function to show
that the algorithm runs in polynomial time and we leave it as an intriguing
open problem.

An edge {u, v} ∈ E(G) is said to be a special edge if Hu ̸= ∅, Hv ̸= ∅
and Hu ∩ Hv = ∅. Let SplH(E) be the set of special edges in E(G). A
dual support Q∗ for (G,H) satisfies the special edge property if for each
e = {u, v} ∈ SplH(E), there is an edge between some H ∈ Hu and H ′ ∈ Hv

in Q∗.

Lemma 16. Let (G,H) be a system of genus g such that depth(v) ≤ 1 for
each v ∈ V (G). Then, there is a dual support Q∗ of genus g on H with the
special edge property.

Proof. Each vertex of G has depth at most 1 and therefore, no two subgraphs
in H share a vertex. Contracting each subgraph H ∈ H to a vertex vH ∈ H
yields a dual support Q∗. It is easy to check that Q∗ satisfies the special edge
property.

The construction of a dual support in the general case repeatedly uses
vertex bypassing to decrease the maximum depth of a vertex until each vertex
has depth at most 1.

Theorem 17. Let (G,H) be a cross-free system of genus g. Then, there ex-
ists a dual support Q∗ on H of genus at most g with the special edge property.

Proof. By Proposition 6, we assume that there are no containments in H.
Since (G,H) is cross-free, there exists a cross-free embedding of G in a surface
of genus g. Consider such an embedding of G. We abuse notation slightly and
also refer to the embedded graph by G. We prove by induction on cross-free
graph systems lexicographically ordered by (d, nd), where d is the maximum
depth of a vertex in G and nd is the number of vertices of depth d.

If d = 1, then Lemma 16 guarantees a support satisfying the special edge
property. So suppose d > 1. Let v be a vertex of maximum depth in G.
Then, He ⊂ Hv for all e = {u, v} ∈ E(G). Otherwise, if He = Hv for some
edge e = {u, v}, then Hv ⊆ Hu since He ⊆ Hu for all e ∼ u. This implies

28



Hu = Hv since v has the maximum depth. Hence, contracting e we obtain
a lexicographically smaller system (G/e,H). By the inductive hypothesis,
there is a dual support Q∗ with the special edge property for the cross-free
system (G/e,H). Q∗ is also a dual-support for (G,H) with the special edge
property, since e is not a special edge.

Therefore, we can assume that for each e ∼ v, He ⊂ Hv. We apply VB(v)
to obtain the system (G′,H′). Let≺ denote the lexicographic ordering. Then,
(d′, n′

d) ≺ (d, nd), where d′ and n′
d are respectively, the depth of a maximum

depth vertex, and the number of vertices of maximum depth in (G′,H′).
Further, there is an injective correspondence between the special edges in G
and the special edges in G′. For a special edge {v, vi} in G, the edge {ui, vi} is
special in G′, where ui is the vertex added in the vertex bypassing operation
subdividing the edge {v, vi}.

By Lemma 11, each subgraph H ∈ H′ is connected in G′, and by Lemma
12, (G′,H′) is cross-free. By the inductive hypothesis, there is a dual support
Q∗

1 for (G
′,H′) satisfying the special edge property. We show that Q∗

1 is also
a support for (G,H). For each u ̸= v ∈ V (G), it follows from the inductive
hypothesis that the support property is satisfied. Let C denote the cycle on
u0, . . . , udeg(v)−1 added in VB(v).

Since we assumed (by Proposition 6) that H has no containments, it

follows that ∪deg(v)−1
i=0 H′

ui
= Hv as there is no subgraph containing only the

vertex v. If none of the edges of C are in SplH′(E), then Hv is connected
since adjacent vertices of C share at least one subgraph. On the other hand,
if an edge e = {ui, ui+1} (where indices are taken mod deg(v)) of C is in
SplH′(E), by the inductive hypothesis, at least one subgraph from H′

ui
and

one subgraph from H′
ui+1

are adjacent in Q∗
1. Since ∪deg(v)−1

i=0 Hui
= Hv, and

C is a cycle, it follows that Hv is connected and thus taking Q∗ = Q∗
1, we

get the desired dual support for (G,H).

7.3 Intersection Support

We show that a cross-free intersection system (G,H,K) has an intersection
support of genus at most g if G has genus g. The proof builds on the con-
struction of primal and dual supports, but is more involved. A vertex of G
that is contained only in subgraphs in K but not in any subgraph in H, is
called a K-vertex. An edge e ∈ E(G) is a K-edge if Ke ̸= ∅ and He = ∅.

An intersection support Q̃ for (G,H,K) has the special K-edge property
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if for each K-edge {u, v} ∈ E(G) such that neither u nor v is a K-vertex,
there is a subgraph in Hu that is adjacent to a subgraph in Hv in Q̃.

Lemma 18. Let (G,H) be a cross-free intersection system with a set K of
connected subgraphs of G. If the graph G does not contain a K-vertex, then a
dual support for (G,H) with special edge property is an intersection support
for (G,H,K) with the special K-edge property.

Proof. Let Q∗ denote a dual support for (G,H) with the special edge prop-
erty, as guaranteed by Theorem 17, i.e., for any vertex v ∈ V (G), the sub-
graphs Hu induce a connected subgraph of Q∗, and for any edge {u, v} ∈
E(G) such that Hu ̸= ∅, Hv ̸= ∅, and H{u,v} = ∅, there is a subgraph
H ∈ Hu and a subgraph H ′ ∈ Hv such that H and H ′ are adjacent in Q∗.
The construction of the dual support for (G,H) follows a sequence of vertex
bypassing and edge-contraction operations. We modify the two operations
slightly to account for the subgraphs in K: When a vertex v is bypassed, and
u0, . . . , udeg(v)−1 are the vertices created, we add the edges {ui, v} to each
K ∈ Kv, we set Kui

= Kv for i = 0, . . . , deg(v) − 1. In other words, the
subgraphs in Kv are modified to contain the sub-dividing vertices ui added
on bypassing vertex v. When an edge {u, v} is contracted, we modify the
subgraphs in Ku ∪ Kv to contain the contracted vertex.

We show that Q∗ is an intersection support. For any K ∈ K, let H,H ′ ∈
HK . Let u ∈ H ∩ K and v ∈ H ′ ∩ K. Since K is connected, there is a
path P = (u = u0, u1, . . . , uk = v) that lies in K. For any i ∈ {0, . . . , k},
the subgraphs in Hui

induce a connected subgraph in Q∗, since Q∗ is a
dual support. For any edge {ui, ui+1}, i = 0, . . . , k − 1, either there is a
subgraph H ∈ H that contains the edge {ui, ui+1}, or by the special edge
property, there is a subgraph in Hui

that is adjacent to a subgraph in Hui+1

in Q∗. Therefore, there is a path in Q∗ between H and H ′ consisting only of
subgraphs in HK . Since K was arbitrary, Q∗ is an intersection support for
(G,H,K).

If there is no K-vertex in G, then Lemma 18 guarantees the existence of
an intersection support of genus g. Otherwise, we first modify the arrange-
ment so that no K-vertex is maximal, and then we add a dummy subgraph
corresponding to each K-vertex so that the resulting system now satisfies
the conditions of Lemma 18. Let F denote the set of dummy subgraphs
added. We obtain a dual support on H ∪ F using Lemma 18, and finally
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obtain a support on just H by removing the dummy subgraphs and carefully
modifying the underlying support graph.

For a K-vertex v, if an edge e ∼ v is such that Kv = Ke, we say that e
is full for v. If a K-vertex does not have a full edge incident on it, then we
say that it is maximal. In this case, Ke ⊂ Kv for all e ∼ v. In the following,
we repeatedly apply vertex bypassing to a maximal K-vertex of maximum
depth until no K-vertex is maximal. Note that a maximum depth K-vertex
need not be maximal.

Lemma 19. Let (G,H,K) be a cross-free intersection system of genus g.
Then, we can modify the arrangement to a cross-free arrangement (G′,H,K′)
so that G′ has genus g, no K-vertex of G′ is maximal, and a support Q′ for
(G′,H,K′) is a support for (G,H,K).

Proof. We assume that a cross-free embedding of (G,H,K) is given, and
with a slight abuse of notation, we use G to also refer to the embedded
graph. Let d denote the maximum depth of a maximal K-vertex, and let nd

denote the number of maximal K-vertices of depth d. We repeatedly choose
a maximal K-vertex v of maximum depth and apply VB(v). The operation
VB(v) modifies the graph G and the subgraphs in K, but does not modify
any subgraph in H, as v is a K-vertex. Let v be a K-vertex to which we apply
VB(v). Let u0, . . . , udeg(v)−1 be the new vertices added corresponding to the
edges {v, vi} in G for 0 ≤ i ≤ deg(v)−1. The vertices ui, i = 0, . . . , deg(v)−1
are also K-vertices. Since the edge {ui, vi} is full for ui, ui is not maximal.
Hence, none of the newly added vertices are maximal K-vertices.

Let (G′,H,K′) denote the new arrangement. Let d′ and n′
d′ denote re-

spectively, the maximum depth of a maximal K-vertex, and the number of
maximal K-vertices in (G′,H,K′) of depth d′. It follows that (d′, n′

d′) is lex-
icographically smaller than (d, nd) and hence the process eventually stops.
Since the newly added vertices and edges are not contained in any subgraph
H ∈ H, it follows that H remains cross-free in G′. Further, the fact that
subgraphs in K′ remain connected and cross-free follows from Lemmas 11
and 12. The fact that G′ has genus g follows from the fact that the operation
of vertex bypassing preserves the embedding of the resulting graph on the
same surface as that of the original graph. Thus, (G′,H,K′) is cross-free.
Since the underlying hypergraph (H, {HK}K∈K) is not modified, a support
Q′ for (G′,H,K′) is also a support for (G,H,K).
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Lemma 20. Let (G,H,K) be a cross-free intersection system of genus g
such that no K-vertex is maximal. Then, we can add a collection of dummy
subgraphs F such that there are no K-vertices in the resulting system, H∪F
remains cross-free, and a support Q̃ for (G,H,K) can be obtained from the
dual support Q∗ for the system (G,H ∪F), such that Q̃ has the same genus
as Q∗.

Proof. We assume a cross-free embedding of G is given, i.e., an embedding
where both H and K are simultaneously cross-free. By Lemma 19, we can
assume that in G, no K-vertex is maximal.

At each K-vertex u ∈ G we add a dummy subgraph Fu containing u.
Let F denote the set of dummy subgraphs added, and let H′ = H ∪ F .
The graph system (G,H′,K) does not contain a K-vertex. Hence, there is
a dual support Q∗ with the special-edge property for (G,H′) obtained by
Lemma 18, which is an intersection support for (G,H′,K) that satisfies the
special K-edge property. That is, for each K ∈ K, the subgraphs in H′

K

induce a connected subgraph in Q∗. In other words, if xH is the vertex
corresponding to the subgraph H ∈ H′, then for each K ∈ K, the set of
vertices {xH : H ∈ H′ and H ∩ K ̸= ∅} induce a connected subgraph in
Q∗. We annotate each vertex xH in Q∗ with the set of subgraphs in K
that intersect H. This defines a new graph system (Q∗,K∗), where for each
K ∈ K, we associate an induced subgraph K∗ ∈ K∗ consisting of the set of
vertices corresponding to H ∈ H′ that intersect K. Note that since Q∗ is a
dual support, each K∗ ∈ K∗ induces a connected subgraph. We let KxH

to
denote the set of subgraphs of K that intersect H.

In the graph system (G,H′), each K-vertex u has depth 1 because it is
covered only by the dummy subgraph Fu. For a K-vertex u, if xu is the vertex
corresponding to Fu in Q∗, Kxu = Ku. By Lemma 19, u is not maximal, and
therefore has a full edge {u, v} incident to it. Since Q∗ satisfies the special
K-edge property for (G,H′,K), it follows that xu is adjacent to a vertex y
in Q∗ corresponding to a subgraph in H′ containing v, and since {u, v} is a
full edge, it follows that the set of K-subgraphs at xu is a subset of the set
of K-subgraphs at y. That is, the vertex xu is not maximal with respect to
the subgraphs K.

We now color each vertex in Q∗ corresponding to a dummy subgraph
to a red vertex, and a vertex corresponding to a subgraph in H to a blue
vertex. Since no red vertex in Q∗ is maximal, and each K ∈ K induces a
connected subgraph in Q∗, by Lemma 14, there is a support Q̃ on the vertices
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corresponding to H that is connected for each K ∈ K. It follows that Q̃ is
the desired support.

We are now ready to prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 21. Let (G,H,K) be a cross-free intersection system of genus g.
Then, there exists an intersection support Q̃ on H of genus at most g.

Proof. If for each K ∈ K, the intersection graph GK = (HK , EK) is con-
nected, from Lemma 18, we obtain a support of genus at most g. Otherwise,
by Lemma 19, we obtain a cross-free system (G′,H,K′) such that no K-
vertex is maximal, and a support for (G′,H,K′) is a support for the original
system. Finally, by Lemma 20, we obtain a support for (G′,H,K′), and thus
a support for (G,H,K), and the resulting support has genus at most g.

8 Outerplanar Graphs

In this section, we consider the case when G is outerplanar. We assume an
outerplanar embedding of G in the plane with C denoting the outer face in
the embedding.

Theorem 22. Let (G,H) be an outerplanar cross-free system, with c : V →
{r,b}. Then, there is a support Q on b(V ) i.e. Q[b(H)] is connected for
each H ∈ H. If a cross-free embedding is given, then an outerplanar support
can be computed in time polynomial in |V (G)| and |H|.

Proof. If r(V ) = ∅, G itself is the desired support. Otherwise, let C ′ be a
cycle on b(V ) in the same order as in the outer face of G. Wlog, let each
H ∈ H induce a disjoint collection of runs on C ′. It is easy to see that the
collection of induced subgraphs {H ∩C ′}H∈H is abab-free on C ′. By Lemma
10, there is a collection of non-intersecting chords D connecting all the runs
of H for each subgraph H ∈ H. Then, Q = C ′ ∪D is the desired support.

Lemma 10 also yields a polynomial time algorithm to add a non-blocking
diagonal. For a fixed subgraph H ∈ H, we try adding one of at most

(
n
2

)
di-

agonals, where n = |V (G)|. For each choice, to check that it is non-blocking,
we take O(|H|) time to check if the given diagonal blocks a subgraph. Hence,
we find a non-blocking diagonal in O(n2|H|). A maximal outerplanar graph
has n− 3 diagonals, and therefore the running time is O(n3|H|).
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We show example of an outerplanar cross-free system (G,H) that does
not admit an outerplanar dual support. Let G be a graph with vertex set
{1, 2, . . . 6} and edges {1, 2}, {2, 3}, {3, 4}, {4, 5}, {5, 6}, {6, 1}, {2, 4}, {2, 6}
and {4, 6}. G is called an asteroidal triple graph as shown in Figure 4a. Let
H be a family of cross-free subgraphs induced by the vertex sets {1, 2, 3},
{3, 4, 5}, {5, 6, 1} and {2, 4, 6}, as in the Figure 4a. The support for the dual
hypergraph is K4 which is not outerplanar. A natural question is the follow-
ing: If (G,H) is a non-piercing system, and G is a tree, is there a support
that is a tree? We show that the answer to this question is negative in both
the primal and dual settings. For the primal setting, consider the graph K1,3

with v being the central vertex colored red, and leaves v0, v1, v2 colored blue.
We put three subgraphs H0, H1, H2, where Hi = {vi, v, vi+1 mod 3}. It is
easy to see that the primal support is a triangle. The same example without
colors on the vertices shows that the dual support is also a triangle which is
not a tree.

We now show that if H is non-piercing and G is an outerplanar graph,
then (G,H) admits an outerplanar dual support. We start with the following
definition:

Definition 23 (axax-free). Let (C,H) be a graph system where C is a cycle
and H is a collection of (not necessarily connected) subgraphs of C. Then,
(C,H) is axax-free if for any two subgraphs H,H ′ ∈ H, there are no four
vertices a1, x1, a2, x2 in cyclic order around C such that a1, a2 ∈ H \H ′ and
x1, x2 ∈ H ′.

Lemma 24. Let (G,H) be an embedded non-piercing outerplanar graph sys-
tem. Then, (C,H) is axax-free, where C is the cycle defining the outer face
of G.

Proof. Suppose there exist a1, x1, a2, x2 in cyclic order around C in the out-
erplanar embedding of G so that a1, a2 ∈ H \ H ′ and x1, x2 ∈ H ′. As a1
and a2 are not consecutive along C, therefore, x1 and x2 lie in distinct arcs
of C defined by a1 and a2. Since (G,H) is a non-piercing system, H \ H ′

is connected. This implies there is a path P in H \ H ′ between a1 and a2.
But, then any path P ′ in H ′ \ H between x1 and x2 should cross P . This
contradicts the fact that G is embedded as outerplanar graph in the plane.
See Figure 4b.
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Corollary 25. Let (G,H) be a non-piercing outerplanar system. Then, for
any H ∈ H, any chord d whose end-points are in H is non-blocking.

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma 24.

(a) Cross-free Asteroidal with
the only dual support K4.

a1

a

x1

x

a2

x2

P ′

P

(b) Crossing between P and P ′

caused by a1, x1, a2, x2 sequence
in outerplanar graph. In the fig-
ure, a and x are some vertices of
H \H ′ and H ′ respectively.

Figure 4

Now we can obtain the result for the dual support.

Theorem 26. Let (G,H) be a non-piercing outerplanar system. Then, there
is an outerplanar dual support Q∗ on H. Further, an outerplanar dual support
can be computed in time polynomial in |H| and |V (G)|.

Proof. By Proposition 6, we can assume there is no containment in H. By
Lemma 24, (C,H) is axax-free. For H ∈ H, let nH denote the number of
runs of H on C, and let N(C,H) =

∑
H∈H(nH − 1). We prove by induction

on N(C,H) that if (C,H) is axax-free, there is an outerplanar support on
H.
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If N(C,H) = 0, each subgraph consists of a single run. We claim that
a cycle on H yields a support: Let v1, . . . , vn be the cyclic order of vertices
on C. Traversing C in clockwise order, we obtain a cyclic order on the
subgraphs ordered on the last vertex of their run. Let Q∗ be the cycle on
H in this order. Since we assumed there is no containment in H, for any
v ∈ V (C), the subgraphs in Hv appear consecutively in Q∗, and thus induce
a connected subgraph of Q∗. Hence, Q∗ is a support.

Suppose for any cycle C ′ and subgraphs H′ such that (C ′,H′) is axax-free
and N(C ′,H′) < N , there is an outerplanar support on H′. Consider (C,H)
with N(C,H) = N . For H ∈ H with nH > 1, a chord d is a good chord
if it connects the last vertex of a run of H with the first vertex of the next
run of H along C. Its length ℓ(d) is the number of vertices along C between
its end-points. A good chord of minimum length, denoted dH is the critical
chord of H.

Let H = argminH∈H ℓ(dH), breaking ties arbitrarily. Let dH = {u1, u2}.
dH partitions C into two open arcs α1 = (u1, u2), and α2 = (u2, u1). Since dH
is a good chord of H, either α1 ∩H = ∅, or α2 ∩H = ∅. Assume the former.
We obtain two induced sub-problems on CR = α1 ∪ dH and CL = α2 ∪ dH .
Since (G,H) is non-piercing, it follows by Lemma 24 that (G,H) is axax-free.
Therefore, by Corollary 25, dH is non-blocking. A subgraph H ′ ∈ H such
that there is a vertex v ∈ α1 ∩ H ′ is said to appear in CR. Since (G,H) is
non-piercing, it implies that if H ′ appears in CR, then (H ′ ∩ α2) ⊆ (H ∩ α2)
and if (H ′ ∩ α2) ̸= ∅, then H ′ contains u1 or u2. Thus, in the sub-problem
induced on CL, we can remove any H ′ that appears in CR. Since dH joins two
disjoint runs of H, N(CL,HCL

) < N , where HCL
are the subgraphs H ∩ CL

for H ∈ H with containments removed. By the inductive hypothesis, there
is a support QL on HCL

.
Now, consider the induced sub-problem on CR. By the minimality of dH ,

each subgraph contributes at most one run to the outer face CR. By the base
case of the induction hypothesis, there is a support Q′ on HCR

that is a cycle,
where HCR

are the subgraphs H ∩ CR for H ∈ H. Since the original system
did not have any containments, it follows that each subgraph in H \H is in
HCR

or HCL
.

We obtain a graph QR from the support Q′ of HCR
by adding a chord

from H to each H ′ ∈ HCR
. By construction, HCR

∩HCL
= {H}. We obtain

the desired support Q∗ by identifying H in QL and QR. It follows that Q
∗ is

outerplanar. Let v be a vertex in CL that is contained in a subgraph H ′ that
appears in CR. Since (H ′ ∩ α2) ⊆ (H ∩ α2), it follows from the induction
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hypothesis and the fact that H and H ′ are adjacent in QR that Q∗[Hv] is
connected. Finally, by Lemma 24, for any subgraph H ′ ∈ H \ H having a
vertex in α1 and α2, contains u1 or u2, and thus is adjacent to H in QR. The
theorem follows.

Finding a subgraph with a critical chord of minimal length can be done
in O(|V (G)||H|) time. Since the two sub-problems are smaller, the overall
running time is upper bounded by O(|V (G)|2|H|).

9 Graphs of Bounded Treewidth

In this section, we show that if (G,H) is a non-piercing system, then there
exist both a primal and dual support of treewidth O(2tw(G)). Further, the
supports can be computed in polynomial time if G has bounded treewidth,
i.e., the algorithm is FPT in the treewidth of G.

9.1 Basic tools for bounded treewidth graphs

Let G be a graph of treewidth t and H be a collection of connected non-
piercing subgraphs of G. Throughout this section, we use (T,B) to denote a
tree decomposition, where we assume without loss of generality that T is a
binary tree rooted at a node ρ.

Let CC(G) denote the chordal completion of G, i.e., for each bag B ∈ B,
we add edges between non-adjacent vertices such that each bag induces a
complete subgraph. It is well-known that a chordal completion does not in-
crease the treewidth of the underlying graph. It is easy to check that the
subgraphs in H remain non-piercing in CC(G) if they were non-piercing in
G. Further, in both the primal and dual settings, a support for the sub-
graphs defined on CC(G) is also a support for the subgraphs defined on G.
Therefore, we assume without loss of generality in this section that G is a
chordal graph of treewidth t. In other words, the tree-decomposition of G is
complete.

We use the following notation in this section: for a node u of T , let Tu

denote the sub-tree rooted at u, and let Gu denote the subgraph induced by
the union of bags associated with nodes in Tu and let G′

u denote the graph
induced by the union of bags in T \ Tu. Let Auv = Bu ∩ Bv denote the
adhesion set between the bag Bu at u and the bag Bv at its parent v in T .
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Auv is a separator of G, and G \ Auv yields two disjoint induced subgraphs:
Gu \ Auv and G′

u \ Auv. Let HAuv = {H ∈ H : H ∩ Auv ̸= ∅}.

Lemma 27. Let (G,H) be a non-piercing system with tree-decomposition
(T,B) of G. Then, for any adhesion set Auv = Bu ∩ Bv, (Gu,Hu) and
(G′

u,H′
u) are non-piercing systems, where Hu = {H ∩Gu ̸= ∅ : H ∈ H} and

H′
u = {H ∩G′

u ̸= ∅ : H ∈ H}.

Proof. We show that Hu is a collection of non-piercing subgraphs. An iden-
tical argument shows that H′

u is also a collection of non-piercing subgraphs.
Let H ′

1 and H ′
2 be two arbitrary subgraphs in Hu corresponding respectively,

to subgraphs H1 and H2 in H. Since H is a non-piercing family, it follows
that H1 \H2 and H2 \H1 are connected subgraphs of G. If H1 \H2 does not
intersect Auv, then since H1 \ H2 is connected and Auv is a separator in G,
H1 \H2 lies entirely in Gu or G′

u. In this case, H ′
1 \H ′

2 = H1 \H2 and hence
connected.

Otherwise, let H1 \ H2 intersect Auv at a vertex set S. By assumption,
G is a chordal graph, and hence Auv is a complete subgraph. Since H ′

1 \H ′
2

contains S, it follows that H ′
1 \H ′

2 is connected.

We next show the following lemma that will be crucial for the construction
of both the primal support and the dual support. For two sets A and B on
the same ground set, we say that A and B properly intersect if A \ B ̸= ∅
and B \ A ̸= ∅.

Lemma 28. Let (G,H) be a non-piercing system with (T,B), a tree-decomposition
of G. Let Auv = Bu∩Bv be an adhesion set corresponding to edge e = (u, v) ∈
E(T ) and let H,H ′ ∈ HAuv . Then

1. If (H ∩ Gu) ⊂ (H ′ ∩ Gu) and H ∩ Auv = H ′ ∩ Auv, then (H ′ ∩ G′
u) ⊆

(H ∩G′
u).

2. If H ∩ Gu and H ′ ∩ Gu properly intersect, and H ∩ Auv = H ′ ∩ Auv,
then H ∩G′

u = H ′ ∩G′
u.

3. If H ∩Gu and H ′ ∩Gu properly intersect and (H ∩Auv) ⊂ (H ′ ∩Auv),
then (H ∩G′

u) ⊆ (H ′ ∩G′
u).

Proof. 1. Suppose (H ∩ Gu) ⊂ (H ′ ∩ Gu). Let x ∈ (H ′ \ H) ∩ Gu. If
∃ y ∈ (H ′\H)∩G′

u then H ′\H has x and y in two different components
since H ∩ Auv = H ′ ∩ Auv forms a separator in H ′. This contradicts
the fact that H and H ′ are non-piercing.
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2. Since H∩Gu and H ′∩Gu intersect properly, there exists h ∈ (H \H ′)∩
Gu. If ∃y ∈ (H\H ′)∩G′

u, then h and y are not connected inH\H ′ since
H ∩ Auv = H ′ ∩ Auv separates H \ H ′ into two components. Hence,
(H ∩ G′

u) ⊆ (H ′ ∩ G′
u). A symmetric argument shows (H ′ ∩ G′

u) ⊆
(H ∩G′

u). Hence (H ′ ∩G′
u) = (H ∩G′

u).

3. We have (H \ H ′) ∩ Gu ̸= ∅ ≠ (H ′ \ H) ∩ Gu since H ∩ Gu and
H ′ ∩ Gu intersect properly. Given that (H ∩ Auv) ⊂ (H ′ ∩ Auv), if
(H \H ′) ∩ G′

u ̸= ∅, then H ′ ∩ Auv forms a separator for H; the result
follows.

9.2 Primal Support

Let (G,H) be a non-piercing system, and let c : V (G) → {r,b}. We show
that there is a primal support Q on b(V ) of treewidth O(2tw(G)). The proof
is algorithmic and yields a polynomial time algorithm if tw(G) is bounded.
In other words, the algorithm is FPT in the tree-width of the graph.

Suppose the tree-decomposition (T,B) ofG enjoys the additional property
that for each adhesion set A, b(A) ̸= ∅, and for each subgraph H ∈ HA, we
have that H ∩ b(A) ̸= ∅, i.e., for each adhesion set A and each subgraph
H intersecting A, H intersects A in a blue vertex. Then, (T,B) is said to
be an easy tree-decomposition. If (T,B) is an easy tree-decomposition, it is
straightforward to obtain the desired support Q, and in fact tw(Q) ≤ tw(G).

Lemma 29. Let (G,H) be a non-piercing system with c : V (G) → {r,b}.
Let (T,B) be an easy tree-decomposition of width t. Then, there is a support
Q on b(V ) of treewidth at most t.

Proof. Given (T,B), we obtain a tree-decomposition for the support Q on
b(V ) by removing vertices of r(V ) from each bag B ∈ B. To see that Q is a
support, consider a subgraph H ∈ H. Note that H ∩ b(B) is connected as
each B ∈ B induces a complete graph and (T,B) is an easy tree decomposi-
tion.

If (T,B) is not an easy tree-decomposition, we modify it to obtain an
easy tree-decomposition of width O(2t), where t is the width of the tree-
decomposition (T,B). We then obtain a support by applying Lemma 29.

Let T be rooted at ρ. The algorithm to modify (T,B) into an easy tree-
decomposition consists of two phases: In the first phase, we go bottom-up
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adding carefully chosen vertices of b(V ) to the bags such that the resulting
structure is a valid tree-decomposition. At the end of the first phase, for each
adhesion set A, only a subset of the subgraphs intersecting A do so at a blue
vertex. In the second phase, we go top-down from ρ, again adding carefully
chosen vertices of b(V ). At the end of the second phase, we end up with an
easy tree-decomposition of width at most 3 · 2t.

Let e = (u, v) be an edge in T where v is a parent of u. Consider a
non-empty set S ⊆ Ae such that S ∩ b(V ) = ∅. We define H′

S = {H ∈ HA :
H ∩A = S, H ∩ b(Gu) ̸= ∅ and H ∩ b(G′

u) ̸= ∅}. We want to add vertices
in b(V ) to A so that the subgraphs in H′

S intersect A at a blue vertex. In the
rest of this section, we make the following assumptions: when we consider an
adhesion set Auv corresponding to edge (u, v) of T , we assume that v is the
parent of u. When we consider subsets S of an adhesion set A, we implicitly
assume that H′

S ̸= ∅. Further, we use MS ⊆ H′
S to denote the set of minimal

subgraphs in the containment order ⪯Gu defined on {H ∩Gu : H ∈ H′
S}, i.e.,

for H,H ′ ∈ H′
S, H ⪯Gu H ′ ⇔ (H ∩ Gu) ⊆ (H ′ ∩ Gu). We use (⪯Gu ,H′

S) to
denote this partial order.

For a tree-decomposition (T,B) of (G,H), we say that a tree-decomposition
(T,B′′) for (G,H) satisfies the bottom-up property with respect to (T,B) at an
adhesion set Auv if ∀S ⊆ Auv, ∃H ∈ MS such that H ∩ b(A′′

uv) ̸= ∅, where
A′′

uv is the adhesion set in (T,B′′) corresponding to Auv. (T,B′′) satisfies
the bottom-up property with respect to (T,B) if it satisfies the bottom-up
property at each adhesion set in (T,B).

Lemma 30. Let (T,B) be a tree-decomposition of width t of a non-piercing
system (G,H). Then, there is a tree-decomposition (T,B′′) of width at most
2 · 2t that satisfies the bottom-up property with respect to (T,B).

Proof. To construct (T,B′′) we proceed bottom-up from the leaves of T . If
an adhesion set Auv = Bu ∩Bv satisfies the following condition:

(∗) For each S ⊆ Auv, ∃H ∈ MS such that H ∩ b(Bu) ̸= ∅

Then, adding β ∈ H ∩ b(Bu) to Bv for each S ⊆ Auv ensures that the
bottom-up property is satisfied in the resulting adhesion set A′′

uv. Since T is
a binary tree, it follows that we at most 2 · 2t blue vertices to each bag in
this process.

We say that Bv satisfies the bottom-up property if each adhesion set Awv

satisfies the bottom-up property for each child w of v in T .
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By definition of H′
S, condition (∗) is satisfied for each adhesion set Auv

where u is a leaf of T . For a node u with children x and y, and parent v, we
claim that if Axu and Ayu satisfy the bottom-up property, then the adhesion
set B′′

u ∩ Bv satisfies the property (∗). This is sufficient to prove the lemma
as we can process the adhesion sets bottom-up.

So, suppose the bottom-up property is satisfied at Axu and Ayu. Let
S ⊆ B′′

u ∩ Bv. If there is a subgraph H in MS such that H ∩ Axu = ∅ and
H ∩ Ayu = ∅, then, b(H) ∩ B′′

u ̸= ∅ by definition of H′
S. So, we can assume

that H ∩ Axu ̸= ∅ or H ∩ Ayu ̸= ∅ for each H ∈ MS. Assume wlog the
former holds for some H ∈ MS. Let H ∩ Axu = S ′. Since A′′

xu satisfies the
bottom-up property, there is a subgraph H ′ ∈ MS′ such that H ′ ∩Axu = S ′

and H ′ ∩ b(A′′
xu) ̸= ∅. Since H ′ ∈ MS′ , it follows that in the partial order

(⪯Gx ,H′
S′), either H ′ ⪯Gx H, or H ′ and H are incomparable, i.e., H ∩ Gx

and H ′ ∩ Gx intersect properly. In the former case, b(H) ∩ B′′
u ̸= ∅ since

b(H ′) ∩ B′′
u ̸= ∅. In the latter case, by Lemma 28, H ′ ∩ G′

x = H ∩ G′
x since

H ∩ Axu = S ′ = H ′ ∩ Axu. Therefore, H
′ ∈ MS, and H ′ ∩ b(B′′

u) ̸= ∅, since
x is a child of u.

Lemma 31. Let (G,H) be a non-piercing system with a tree-decomposition
(T,B) of width t that is not an easy tree-decomposition. Then, there exists
an easy tree-decomposition (T,B′) of width at most 3 · 2t.

Proof. By Lemma 30, we obtain a tree-decomposition (T,B′′) of width at
most 2 · 2t that satisfies the bottom-up property with respect to (T,B).

For an adhesion set Auv in (T,B) and S ⊆ Auv, S is said to be satisfied if
for all H ∈ H′

S, H∩b(A′′
uv) ̸= ∅, where A′′

uv is the adhesion set corresponding
to Auv in (T,B′′). An adhesion set Auv in (T,B) is said to be satisfied if S is
satisfied for all S ⊆ Auv. We say that Auv is nearly satisfied if for all edges
e closer to the root ρ of T than uv, Ae is satisfied.

We claim that if Auv is nearly satisfied, then for each S ⊆ Auv and each
H ∈ H′

S, H ∩b(B′′
v ) ̸= ∅. Further, it is sufficient to pick one vertex in b(B′′

v )
and add it to B′′

u to ensure that A′′
uv is satisfied, i.e., all subgraphs in H′

S

intersect A′′
uv in a blue vertex.

Suppose there is a subgraph H ∈ H′
S such that H ∩ b(A′′

uv) = ∅. Since
(T,B′′) satisfies the bottom-up property, there is a subgraph H ′ ∈ MS such
that H ′ ∩b(A′′

uv) ̸= ∅. Since H ′ is a minimal subgraph in H′
S, it follows that

H and H ′ are incomparable in (H′
S,⪯Gu).

Suppose Auv is nearly satisfied and w ̸= u is the other child of v. Further,
by definition of H′

S, H contains a blue vertex in G′
u. Therefore, H contains
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a vertex in the adhesion set Avx where x is the parent of v in T , or H
intersects Awv or H intersects B′′

v only. In the third case, H ∩ b(B′′
v ) ̸= ∅.

In the first case, H ∈ H′
S′ for some S ′ ⊆ Avx. Since Auv is nearly satisfied,

H ∩ b(A′′
vx) ̸= ∅ and therefore H ∩ b(B′′

v ) ̸= ∅.
So suppose H ∩ A′′

vx = ∅, and H ∩ Awv = S ′. Since (T,B′′) satisfies the
bottom-up property, there is a subgraph H ′′ ∈ MS′ such that H ′′∩b(A′′

wv) ̸=
∅ and therefore H ′′ ∩ b(B′′

v ) ̸= ∅. If H ∩ b(B′′
v ) = ∅, it must be that H and

H ′′ are incomparable in Gw. By Lemma 28, therefore, H ∩ G′
w = H ′′ ∩ G′

w.
Since H and H ′ are incomparable in Gu, it follows again by Lemma 28 that
H∩G′

u = H ′∩G′
u. This implies H ′∩Gw and H ′′∩Gw are also incomparable.

But, H ′′∩Gu can’t be equal to bothH∩Gu andH ′∩Gu, asH∩Gu andH ′∩Gu

are incomparable. Therefore, H ∩ b(B′′
v ) ̸= ∅ and since the argument above

holds for any subgraph in H′
S incomparable with H ′, it follows that there is a

vertex in b(B′′
v ) that is contained in all subgraphs in H′

S not comparable with
H ′. Adding such a vertex β ∈ H ∩ b(B′′

u) to B′′
u ensures that S is satisfied.

Repeating this process for each S ⊆ Auv ensures that Auv is satisfied.
Auρ is clearly nearly satisfied, where ρ is the root of T . By the argument

above, we can add a single blue node from B′′
ρ to B′′

u for each S ⊆ Auρ, where
u is a child of ρ. This ensures that A′′

yu is nearly satisfied for each child y of u.
Repeating this process top-down till the leaves of T ensures that the resulting
tree-decomposition (T,B′) is easy. For each subset of an adhesion set Auv

we add at most one blue vertex from B′′
v to B′′

u. Therefore the treewidth of
(T,B′) is at most 3 · 2t.

Theorem 32. Let (G,H) be a non-piercing system. Let c : V (G) → {r,b}.
Then, there is a support Q on b(V ) such that tw(Q) ≤ 3 · 2tw(G). Further, Q
can be computed in time polynomial in |G|, |H| if G has bounded treewidth.

Proof. If (T,B) is an easy tree-decomposition, then by Lemma 29, we obtain
a support Q = (b(V ), F ) of treewidth at most tw(G) ≤ 3 ·2tw(G). Otherwise,
we apply Lemma 31 to obtain an easy tree-decomposition (T,B′) of width at
most 3·2tw(G). Applying Lemma 29 to (T,B′) yields a support Q = (b(V ), F )
of the treewidth at most 3 · 2tw(G) for (G,H).

If G has treewidth bounded above by a constant t, then an optimal tree-
decomposition of G can be computed in O(2tpoly(n)) time [41] where n is the
number of vertices in G. Now, Lemma 29, Lemma 30 and Lemma 31 suggest
a natural two phase-algorithm: Going bottom-up in T and for each adhesion
set A and each S ⊆ A, adding a blue subgraph corresponding to a minimal
subgraph to a bag, and then doing a similar operation top-down. Therefore,
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the time required to process an adhesion set is O(2tpoly(|H|). Thus, the
overall running time is O(poly(|G|, |H|)2t), which is polynomial for bounded
t.

9.3 Dual Support

Let (G,H) be a non-piercing system. We show in this section that the system
admits a dual support Q∗ such that tw(Q∗) ≤ 4 · 2tw(G). Further, if tw(G) is
bounded above by a constant, then Q∗ can be computed in time polynomial
in |V (G)|, |H|. In other words, a dual support can be computed in FPT
time parameterized by the treewidth of G. Recall that by proposition 6 we
can assume that there are no containments, i.e., there are no two subgraphs
H,H ′ ∈ H such that H ⊆ H ′. We start with a special case where it is easy
to construct a support and then show how the general case can be reduced
to this simple case. For a graph system (G,H), where H is a collection of
(possibly piercing) induced subgraphs of G, if a tree-decomposition (T,B) of
G is such that for each bag B ∈ B, |H ∩ B| ≤ k, where H ∩ B = {H ∈ H :
H ∩B ̸= ∅} then, we call the system (G,H) k-sparse.

Lemma 33. Let (G,H) be a (possibly piercing) system where tw(G) = t
and each H ∈ H induces a connected induced subgraph of G. Let (T,B)
be a tree-decomposition of G that is k-sparse. Then there is a dual support
Q∗ = (H, F ) of treewidth at most k.

Proof. We obtain a tree-decomposition (T ′,B′) ofQ∗ = (H, F ) as follows: the
tree T ′ is isomorphic to T . Corresponding to each bag B ∈ B, we construct
a bag B′ ∈ B′ such that B′ consists of a vertex vH for each subgraph H ∈ H
such that H ∩B ̸= ∅. Since each H ∈ H is a connected subgraph in G, each
vertex vH corresponding to a subgraph H ∈ H lies in a connected subset of
bags of T ′. Further, since |B ∩ H| ≤ k, it follows that the resulting tree-
decomposition has width at most k. Finally, we define Q∗ as follows: we add
an edge between each pair of vertices uH , and vH′ such that uH and vH′ lie in
the same bag. To see that Q∗ is a dual support for (G,H), consider a vertex
v ∈ V (G) and a bag B ∈ B containing v. The bag B′ ∈ B′ corresponding
to B contains the subgraphs Hv by construction. Adding edges between all
pairs of subgraphs in B′ ensures that Hv is connected. The result follows.

To obtain a dual support, we sparsify the input graph so that it satisfies
the conditions of Lemma 33 and such that a support for the original system
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can be obtained from the support for the new system. We proceed bottom-
up in the tree-decomposition of G, and for each adhesion set Auv = Bu ∩Bv,
and for each S ⊆ Auv, we choose a minimal subgraph in HS and use it to
push out a collection of subgraphs. This sparsification will ensure that at
the end, there are at most O(2t) distinct subgraphs (subgraphs H and H ′

are distinct if (H ∩ V (G)) ̸= (H ′ ∩ V (G))) intersecting each bag as there are
at most 2t distinct subsets intersecting each adhesion set. In the following,
for an adhesion set A and S ⊆ A, we let H′

S = {H ∈ H : H ∩ A = S}.

Lemma 34. Let (G,H) be a non-piercing system with tree-decomposition
(T,B) of width t. Then, we can obtain a system (G,H′) of (possibly piercing)
connected induced subgraphs, where each H ′ ∈ H′ is a subgraph of some
H ∈ H such that each bag of (T,B) intersects at most 4·2t distinct subgraphs.

Proof. By Proposition 6, we can assume that (G,H) has no containments.
We process the adhesion sets bottom-up from the leaves of T . Let Auv be an
adhesion set with v the parent of u in T . Having processed the adhesion sets
below Auv, we do the following at Auv: Consider the containment order (for
S, S ′ ⊆ Auv, S ⪯ S ′ ⇔ S ⊆ S ′) on subsets of Auv. We process the subsets
of Auv according to the partial order ⪯. For each subset S ⊆ Auv, let HS

be a subgraph that is minimal in (H′
S,⪯Gu). For each S ′ ⪯ S, if a subgraph

H ∈ H′
S′ is such that (H ∩ Gu) \ (HS ∩ Gu) ̸= ∅, then HS pushes-out H,

i.e., we replace H by H ′′ = (H ∩ Gu) \ (HS ∩ Gu). Let H′′ denote the set
of subgraphs obtained by replacing each subgraph in H by its pushed-out
copy. Observe that H′′ may contain identical subgraphs even if H did not.
Let unique(H′′) denote the subgraphs obtained by keeping a unique copy of
each set of identical subgraphs.

We claim that at the end of this process, each subgraph is pushed out at
most once, each subgraph in H′′ is a connected induced subgraph of G, and
that the resulting system (G, unique(H′′)) is 4 · 2t sparse.

For the first part, observe that since a subgraphH ′ is connected, it belongs
to a connected subset of bags of T . Once H ′ is pushed out at an adhesion
set Auv, H

′ does not intersect any adhesion set in T ′
u. Thus, each subgraph

is pushed out at most once since we process the adhesion sets bottom-up.
The second part follows from the fact that the system (G,H) is non-

piercing, and therefore H ′′ = (H ′ ∩ Gu) \ (H ∩ Gu) is a connected induced
subgraph of Gu. The fact that H′′ consists of connected induced subgraphs
of G follows from the fact that each subgraph is pushed out at most once.
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For the third part, Once we have pushed out subgraphs at an adhesion
set A, observe that for each adhesion set A and each S ⊆ A, there is at most
one subgraph H ∈ unique(H′′) such that H ∩ A = S. Since T is a binary
tree, each bag intersects at most 3 adhesion sets and each adhesion set is
intersected by at most 2t subgraphs in unique(H′′). Therefore, there are at
most 3 · 2t subgraphs intersecting a bag B ∈ B, and an additional at most
2t distinct subgraphs intersecting B at vertices of B not contained in any
adhesion set intersecting B. The result follows.

Theorem 35. Let (G,H) be a non-piercing system. There is a dual support
Q∗ on H such that tw(Q∗) ≤ 4 · 2t where t is the treewidth of G. Further, Q∗

can be computed in time polynomial in |G|, |H| if G has bounded treewidth.

Proof. If (T,B) is at most 4 · 2t-sparse, we obtain a support Q∗ by Lemma
33. Otherwise, we apply Lemma 34 to obtain a system (G, unique(H′′)) such
that (G, unique(H′′) is 4 ·2t sparse. Now, by Lemma 33, we obtain a support
Q for (G, unique(H′′)) of width at most 4 · 2t.

To obtain a support Q∗ for (G,H), for each H ∈ unique(H′′), we add a
new vertex vH′ for each H ′ ∈ H′′ identical to H and add the edges {v′H , vH}
to Q. Since this operation does not increase the treewidth, tw(Q∗) ≤ 4 · 2t.

We show that Q∗ is a support for (G,H). If H ′ was pushed out by H,
it follows that (H ′ ∩ G′

u) ⊆ (H ∩ G′
u) by Lemma 28. Further, since H ′ is

connected, there is an edge e = {u, v} in G such that u ∈ H ′ \ H and v ∈
H∩H ′. Hence, there is a bag B ∈ B containing e. By the way we construct a
support in Lemma 33, it follows that H and H ′ are connected. Let v ∈ V (G).
The subgraphs in unique(H′′) containing v induce a connected subgraph of
Q∗. If H ′ ∋ v was pushed out, there is a subgraph H ∈ unique(H′′) that
contains v. By the argument above, it follows that there is a path from H ′

to H in Q∗ containing only subgraphs in Hv. Thus, Q
∗ is a dual support for

(G,H).
If G has treewidth t, bounded above by a constant, then by the result

of Korhonen [41], a tree-decomposition of G of width t can be computed in
time O(2tpoly(n)). Lemma 33 and Lemma 34 suggest a natural bottom-up
algorithm. The algorithm works by iterating over all subsets of each adhesion
set and pushes out a subset of subgraphs. It is easy to see that the time taken
to process an adhesion set is O(2tpoly(|H|)), and the overall algorithm runs
in O(|G|, 2tpoly(|H|), which is polynomial for bounded t.

One may wonder if the non-piercing condition is necessary to obtain a
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support of bounded treewidth. The following examples show that this is
indeed the case. For the primal, consider a star K1,n with the leaves colored
blue, and the central vertex red. Consider a collection of induced subgraphs
defined by all pairs of leaves plus the central vertex. It is easy to see that
the subgraphs are not non-piercing and the support is a complete graph Kn

on the blue vertices. For the dual, consider a star K1,(n2)
. Each leaf of a

star is labelled by a unique pair of {1, . . . , n}. There are n subgraphs. The
subgraph i contains the central vertex and the leaves that contain the label
i. The subgraphs are piercing, and the dual support is Kn. Figures 5a and
5b show above examples of piercing subgraphs of a star such that neither the
primal nor dual supports have bounded treewidth.

1

2

3

4

5

n− 1

n

6 x

(a) K1,n with pierc-
ing subgraphs Hi,j in-
duced by the vertex sets
{x, i, j} for i ̸= j; i, j ∈
[n].

x

(1, 2)

(1, 3)

(1, n)
(2, 3)

(2, n)

(n− 2, n− 1)
(n− 1, n)

(b) K1,(n2)
with piercing sub-

graphs Hi for i ∈ [n], induced
by vertex sets {x, (i, j) : j ∈
[n] \ {i}}.

Figure 5: Primal and dual problems with piercing subgraphs that do not
possess a primal or dual support of bounded treewidth.

10 Lower Bounds

In this section, we show that there exist graphs of treewidth t whose (primal
or dual) support requires treewidth Ω(2t).
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Theorem 36. For any ϵ > 0, there exists a graph G = (V,E) with c : V →
{r,b}, and a collection of connected non-piercing induced subgraphs H such
that any primal support Q = (b(V ), F ) of (G,H) has treewidth Ω(2t/8(1+ϵ))
where t is the treewidth of G.

Proof. For any t ∈ N, let N = 2t and let n = (1 + ϵ) logN . Since
(
2n
n

)
≥

2n/(n+ 1), it follows that we can choose t large enough so that
(
2n
n

)
≥ N .

We construct the following graph G(V,E): We start with an N ×N grid
of blue points bi,j for i, j = 1, . . . , N . We construct four sets U,D,L,R of 2n
red points each.

(a) H2,3 and H ′
3,2 are shown on a

5× 5 gird.
(b) The subgraphsHij andHkℓ are
shown non-piercing.

Figure 6: Construction of primal hypergraph such that any support contains
a grid as a subgraph.

Let U1, . . . , UN−1 and L1, . . . , LN−1 denote N − 1 distinct subsets of U
and L, respectively, each of size n. Similarly, let D1, . . . , DN and R1, . . . , RN

denote N distinct subsets of D and L, respectively, each of size n. Since we
assume that

(
2n
n

)
≥ N , this can indeed be done.

For each pair bi,j, bi,j+1 for i = 1, . . . , N and j = 1, . . . , N − 1, we make
bi,j and bi,j+1 adjacent to all vertices in the set Uj and all vertices in the
set Ri. Next, for each pair bi,j, bi+1,j for i = 1, . . . , N − 1, j = 1, . . . , N we
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make bi,j and bi+1,j adjacent to all vertices in the set Dj and the set Li. This
completes the construction of the graph (see Figure 6a).

Since there are no edges between any pair of blue vertices or between
any pair of red vertices, it follows that G is bipartite. Further, |r(V )| =
8(1 + ϵ) logN and |b(V )| = N2. Thus, tw(G) ≤ 8(1 + ϵ) logN .

Now we add a collection of non-piercing subgraphs to G that will force
the treewidth of the support to be Ω(N). For each pair bi,j, bi,j+1, i =
1, . . . , N, j = 1, . . . , N − 1 we add the subgraph Hij induced by the ver-
tices bi,j ∪ bi,j+1 ∪Uj ∪Ri. Similarly, for each pair bi,j, bi+1,j, i = 1, . . . , N − 1
and j = 1, . . . , N we add a subgraph H ′

ij induced on the vertices {bi,j} ∪
{bi+1,j} ∪ Dj ∪ Li. Let H = {Hij : i = 1, . . . , N, j = 1, . . . , N − 1} ∪ {H ′

ij :
i = 1, . . . , N − 1, j = 1, . . . , N}.

We claim that H is a non-piercing collection of connected induced sub-
graphs of G. By definition, each subgraph in H is a connected induced
subgraph of G. It only remains to show that the subgraphs are non-piercing.
Consider two subgraphs Hij and Hkℓ in H (as shown in Figure 6b). Hij is
the graph induced on the vertices bi,j ∪ bi,j+1 ∪ Uj ∪Ri and Hkℓ is the graph
induced on the vertices bk,ℓ ∪ bk,ℓ+1 ∪Uℓ ∪Rk. Thus, Hij \Hkℓ consists of the
graph induced on the vertices bi,j ∪ bi,j+1∪ (Uj \Uℓ)∪ (Ri \Rk)\{bk,ℓ, bk,ℓ+1}.
If j ̸= ℓ, Uj \ Uℓ is non-empty, and if i ̸= k, Ri \ Rk is non-empty. Since bi,j
and bi,j+1 are adjacent to each vertex in Uj and Ri, it follows that Hij \Hkℓ

is connected. A symmetric argument shows that Hkℓ \ Hij is connected. A
similar argument shows that subgraphs Hij and H ′

kℓ are non-piercing for any
choice of i, j, k and ℓ.

Each subgraph in H consists of exactly two blue vertices in consecutive
rows or two blue vertices in consecutive columns. Therefore, any support
Q(b(G), F ) for the system (G,H) must have an N ×N grid as a subgraph.
Therefore, tw(Q) ≥ N ≥ 2tw(G)/8(1+ϵ).

Theorem 37. For every ϵ > 0 there exists a graph G = (V,E) and a col-
lection of connected non-piercing induced subgraphs H such that any dual
support Q = (H, F ) has treewidth Ω(2tw(G)).

Proof. Our construction of G is similar to the construction for the primal
support in Theorem 36. Let N = 2tw(G). We start with a grid of (2N +
1) × (2N + 1) points bij, i, j = 1, . . . , 2N + 1 where N ∈ N. At each point
b2i,2j+1, i = 1, . . . , N, j = 0, . . . , N add a vertex g2i,2j+1 (See Figure 7a).
Similarly, at each point b2i+1,2j, i = 0, . . . , N, j = 1, . . . , N add a vertex
g2i+1,2j. Let K denote this set of vertices added. Let A and B be two sets
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of vertices of size 2n each, where n = d logN ; d > 0 such that
(
2n
n

)
≥ N .

Let A1, . . . , AN be distinct subsets of A of size n each, and let B1, . . . , BN be
distinct subsets of B of size n each. Each point g2i,2j+1 is adjacent to each
vertex in Ai, Bj and Bj+1 where B0 and BN+1 are empty sets. Similarly,
each vertex in g2i+1,2j is adjacent to each vertex in Ai, Ai+1 and Bj where A0

and AN+1 are empty sets. This completes the construction of the graph. G
is a bipartite graph with bipartition K and A ∪ B, as the vertices in K are
pairwise non-adjacent, and so are the vertices in A ∪ B. Further, |K| = N2

and |A ∪B| = 4n. Thus, tw(G) ≤ 4n = 4d logN .

A1

A2

B1 B2

b11 b13 b15

b22 b24

b31 b33 b35

b42 b44

b51 b53 b55

g12 g14

g21
g23 g25

g32 g34

g41
g43 g45

g52 g54

H11

H22

(a) H11 (blue) and H22 (orange)
are shown on a 5× 5 gird.

b2i2j

b2k2ℓ

Hkℓ

Ai

Ak

Bj BℓHij

(b) The subgraphs Hij and Hkℓ

are shown non-piercing.

Figure 7: Construction of a dual hypergraph such that any support contains
a grid as a subgraph.

For each point b2i,2j, i, j = 1, . . . , N we construct a subgraph Hij induced
on the vertices g2i−1,2j, g2i+1,2j, g2i,2j−1, g2i,2j+1 ∪ Ai ∪ Bj. It is easy to see
that the subgraphs H = ∪i,j∈{1,...,N}Hij are non-piercing: For Hij and Hkℓ, it
follows that Hij \Hkℓ contains as a subset, the vertices in (Ai \Ak)∪(Bj \Bℓ)
as shown in Figure 7b. Since Hij and Hkℓ differ in at least one index, at
least one of the sets Ai \ Ak, or Bj \ Bℓ are non-empty, and the vertices in
K ∩ (Hij \Hkℓ) are adjacent to all vertices in (Ai \ Ak) ∪ (Bj \ Bℓ). By the
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construction of H, the set K∩ (Hij \Hkℓ) contains at least one vertex. Hence
Hij \Hkℓ is connected.

By construction, the vertex g2i,2j+1 is contained only in the subgraphs Hij

and Hi,j+1. This pair of subgraphs must be adjacent in any dual support Q.
Similarly, the vertex g2i+1,2j is contained only in subgraphsHij andHi+1,j and
this pair of subgraphs should also be adjacent in Q. Therefore, Q contains
an N × N grid as an induced subgraph. It follows that tw(Q) = Ω(N) =
Ω(2tw(G)/4d). For any ϵ > 0, setting c = 1 + ϵ, there is an N large enough so
that

(
2n
n

)
≥ N . Therefore, tw(Q) = Ω(2tw(G)/4(1+ϵ)).

11 Applications

In this section, we describe some applications of the existence of supports.
We start with applications in packing and covering problems.

11.1 Packing and Covering via Local Search

Given a setX and a collection S of subsets ofX, the Set Packing problem is
the problem of selecting a largest sub-collection S ′ ⊆ S such that no element
in X is covered by more than one set in S ′. The dual version of this problem
is called Point Packing9.

In general set systems, since Point Packing is just the Set Packing problem
on the dual set system, algorithmic and hardness results that hold in the
primal, also hold in the dual. Set Packing problem contains as a special
case, the Independent Set problem on graphs. Since the Independent Set
problem on graphs is hard to approximate beyond n1−ϵ for any ϵ > 0 [34],
the same hardness holds for the Set Packing and Point Packing problems.
In a geometric setting however, one direction may be more amenable to
geometric techniques, and hence easier.

In the Set Cover problem, the goal is to select a smallest sub-collection
S ′ ⊆ S such that each element x ∈ X is contained in at least one set in
S ′. The dual version of the problem is called Point Cover10 problem. The
Point Cover problem is more popularly called theHitting Set problem. Just

9In the Point Packing problem, we want to select the largest subset X ′ ⊆ X so that
each set S ∈ S contains at most one point of X ′

10In the Point Cover problem for a set system (X,S), the goal is to select the smallest
cardinality subset X ′ ⊆ X s.t. S ∩X ′ ̸= ∅ for all S ∈ S.
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as in the case for packing problems, in general set systems, the Hitting Set
problem is just the Set Cover problem on the dual set system. Lovàsz [45],
and later Chvatál [23] gave O(log n)-approximation algorithms. Feige [27]
showed that Set Cover cannot be approximated beyond (1 − ϵ) lnn for any
ϵ > 0 unless NP ⊆ DTIME(nlog logn).

In a geometric hypergraph, the elements are a set of points P (or other
geometric objects), and the hyperedges are defined by a set O of geometric
objects, where a hyperedge consists of all points contained in an object. In
most cases of Packing and Covering problems that have been studied, the
points and geometric objects are embedded in the Euclidean plane, or in
Rd for constant d. In many cases, it is possible to exploit the structure
of geometric hypergraphs to obtain better algorithms than in the general
setting. Our results imply that for a general class of geometric hypergraphs,
there exists a unified algorithmic paradigm, namely local search, and analysis
that leads to a PTAS for a wide class of Packing and Covering problems. We
next describe the paradigm and analysis. We also consider intersection graphs
defined by geometric objects. In this setting, there is a vertex for each region
and an edge between two regions if their intersection is non-empty.

Local search in the context of geometric packing and covering problems
is the following (See [9, 21, 47] for concrete algorithms under this paradigm
for specific problems):

Local Search Paradigm: For a parameter k ∈ N, start with an ar-
bitrary feasible solution. While there is a feasible solution of better value
within a k-neighborhood of the current solution, replace the current solution
with this better solution. When no such improvement is possible, return the
current solution.

Let L denote the solution returned by the local search algorithm, and let
O denote an optimal solution. The key to analyze the local search paradigm
is to show the existence of a local search graph, i.e., a bipartite graph G on
L ∪O that satisfies two properties, viz., (i) Local Property: For any L′ ⊆ L,
replacing L′ by its neighborhood in G results in a feasible solution. (ii)
Global Property: G comes from a hereditary family that has sub-linear sized
separators.

The local property captures a subset of the local moves, and the global
property is used to bound the approximation factor guaranteed by the algo-
rithm. See [50, 9] for a description of this analysis. Therefore, the problem of
showing that the local search algorithm satisfying the paradigm above yields
a PTAS reduces to the combinatorial question of the existence of a suitable
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local search graph.
Consider for example, the Set Packing problem for a geometric hyper-

graph defined by a set P of points in the plane, and a set D of pseudodisks
considered by Chan and Har-Peled [21] (the authors consider a slightly dif-
ferent problem where P = R2, but the same technique works here). Let L
and O correspond respectively, to a solution produced by the local search
algorithm, and an optimal solution. We can assume that L ∩ O = ∅ (other-
wise, the ratio only improves). Since each point of P is covered by at most
one pseudodisk of L and one pseudodisk of D, we can put a vertex for each
pseudodisk L ∈ L that lies in L and one vertex for each O ∈ O that lies
in O, and add edges via continuous, internally non-intersecting curves that
go through a point in their intersection (if any) to obtain a planar graph
(See [21] for a description of this graph construction). This graph satisfies
the local property, as well as the global property since planar graphs have
separators of size O(

√
n) [43]. By the arguments in [21], this is sufficient to

obtain a PTAS.
When the points have arbitrary but bounded capacities, Basu Roy et.

al., [12] used the existence of a planar support on the points with respect to
the pseudodisks, and used this to construct the desired local search graph on
the pseudodisks. This graph is not planar, but the authors showed that it
nevertheless satisfied the sub-linear separator property.

Raman and Ray [50] obtained planar support graphs for the intersection
hypergraph of non-piercing regions in the plane. The existence of a support
can be used to show the existence of a local search graph, and hence their re-
sult implied a PTAS for several packing and covering problems for geometric
hypergraphs defined by points and non-piercing regions in the plane.

Our results on cross-free subgraphs on a host graph generalize the results
of [50]. While our results hold for any dual arrangement graph that is cross-
free, we give a concrete example here. A collection D of non-piercing regions
on an oriented surface, is a set of regions where each D ∈ D is defined by
a simple curve that bounds a disk, and such that for any pair of regions
D,D′ ∈ D, D \D′ is path connected.

Lemma 38. Let K and H be two collections of non-piercing regions on an
oriented surface of genus g. Let G be the dual arrangement graph of H∪K.
Then, both K and H induce cross-free systems on G.

Proof. For each region R ∈ H ∪ K, we abuse terminology and use R to also
denote the subgraph of G induced by R. Since each region is disk-bounding,
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it follows that R is a connected subgraph of G that is bound by a cycle
of G separating the vertices in R from the rest of G. As a consequence,
it is easy to check that RG(H,H ′) is cross-free for any pair of subgraphs
H,H ′ ∈ H, as the subgraphs in H are non-piercing. Similarly, the subgraphs
of G corresponding to regions in K are cross-free. Therefore, (G,H,K) is a
cross-free system of genus g.

As a consequence, we obtain an intersection support of genus at most g.

Theorem 39. Let K and H be two collections of non-piercing regions on
an oriented surface of genus g. There is an intersection support Q̃ for the
intersection hypergraph (H, {HK}K∈K) of genus at most g.

Proof. By Lemma 38, (G,H,K) induces a cross-free system of genus g, where
G is the dual arrangement graph of H ∪K. Hence, by Theorem 21, there is
an intersection support Q̃ of genus at most g.

Since we have an intersection support of genus g, we obtain PTASes for
several packing and covering problems for non-piercing regions on an oriented
surface by using the local search paradigm in [50, 9].

Theorem 40. Let D be a finite set of non-piercing regions in an oriented
surface Σ of genus g, and let P be a set of points in Σ. Then, there is a
PTAS for

1. The minimum Hitting Set problem for the hypergraph defined by (P,D).

2. The minimum Set Cover problem for the hypergraph defined by (P,D).

3. The Dominating Set problem for the intersection graph of the regions
in D.

Proof. The PTAS for problems 1 and 2 follows directly by the local search
paradigm in [50, 9]. For problem 3, i.e., the dominating set problem, we
create a copy for each region in D. We let H denote the original set of
regions, and K to denote the copies. (G,H,K) is an intersection system of
non-piercing regions, and by Theorem 39, there is a support Q̃ of genus g. A
PTAS now follows from the framework in [50].

We believe that the cross-free condition is essential to obtain PTASes
for packing and covering problems when the host graph has bounded genus.
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Chan and Grant [20] proved that for a hypergraph defined by a set of hori-
zontal and vertical slabs in the plane and a set of points P , the Hitting Set
problem and the Set Cover problems are APX-hard. A simple modification
of their result implies the following.

Theorem 41. There exist crossing non-piercing systems (G,H) with G em-
bedded in the torus such that the Hitting Set problem is APX-hard. Similarly,
the Set Cover problem on such a set system is APX-hard.

Proof. The proof follows directly from the corresponding APX-hardness proof
of Chan and Grant [20]. We only sketch the modification required. Consider
the Set Cover problem: Given a set of horizontal slabs H and a set V of
vertical slabs and a set P of points in the plane, the authors show that it is
APX-hard to select a minimum cardinality subset of H ∪ V to cover P . To
obtain the claimed APX-hardness proof on the torus for non-piercing regions,
we embed this construction on a torus, and then modify by boundary of each
region in H to be a pair of parallel non-separating closed curves parallel to
the hole. Similarly, we map each vertical slab in V to a region bound by two
parallel non-separating closed curves perpendicular to the hole.

Now, construct the dual arrangement graph G with a representative point
for each non-empty cell in the arrangement of the regions, and let H denote
the set of subgraphs of G defined by the regions. In (G,H), the subgraphs
are non-piercing, but are crossing. The APX-hardness of the problem follows
from the corresponding result of Chan and Grant [20].

The proof of APX-hardness for the Hitting Set problem for non-piercing
crossing subgraphs of a graph follows by a similar modification of the con-
struction of [20] for the Hitting Set problem with horizontal and vertical slabs
in the plane.

11.2 Coloring Geometric Hypergraphs

Keller and Smorodinsky [37] showed that the intersection hypergraph of disks
in the plane can be colored with 4 colors, and this was generalized by Keszegh
[38] for pseudodisks, which was further generalized in [50] to show that the
intersection hypergraph of non-piercing regions is 4-colorable. As a conse-
quence of Theorem 21, we obtain the following.

Theorem 42. Let (G,H,K) be a cross-free intersection system where G =
(V,E) is embedded in an orientable surface of genus g. Then, H can be
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colored with at most 7+
√
1+24g
2

colors such that for any K ∈ K, no hyperedge
HK is monochromatic.

Proof. By Theorem 21, (G,H,K) has an intersection support Q̃ of genus at

most g. Now, χ(Q̃) ≤ 7+
√
1+24g
2

[25]. Since Q̃ is a support, for each K ∈ K,
there is an edge between some two subgraphs H,H ′ ∈ HK . Therefore, no
hyperedge HK is monochromatic.

Ackerman et al. [1] considered a notion of ABAB-free hypergraphs, which
is defined as follows: a hypergraph (X,S) is ABAB-free if there exists a linear
ordering x1 < . . . < xn of X such that for any pair of hyperedges A,B ∈ S,
there are no four elements xi < xj < xk < xℓ such that xi, xk ∈ A \ B
and xj, xℓ ∈ B \ A. The notion of ABAB-free hypergraphs is equivalent to
the notion of abab-free hypergraphs (See Defn. 9). Indeed, if there exists
a linear ordering x1 < . . . < xn that is ABAB-free, then the cyclic order
x1 < . . . < xn < x1 is abab-free, and similarly, if x1 < . . . , xn < x1 is a cyclic
order that is abab-free, then x1 < . . . < xn is an ABAB-free linear order.

The authors show that ABAB-free hypergraphs are equivalent to hyper-
graphs with a stabbed pseudo-disk representation, i.e., each S ∈ S is mapped
to a closed and bounded region DS containing the origin whose boundary
is a simple Jordan curve, each x ∈ X is mapped to a point px in R2 such
that px ∈ DS iff x ∈ S. The regions D = {DS : S ∈ S} form a stabbed
pseudodisk arrangement, i.e., the boundaries of any two of them are either
disjoint or intersect exactly twice and all the regions in D contain the origin.

The authors show that to any stabbed pseudodisk arrangement D and a
set P of points, we can add additional pseudodisks D′ such that (i) each D′ ∈
D′ contains exactly 2 points of P , (ii) D ∪ D′ is a pseudodisk arrangement,
and (iii) Each D ∈ D such that |D ∩ P | ≥ 3 contains a pseudodisk D′ ∈ D′.
The graph on P whose edges are defined by D′ is called the Delaunay graph
of the arrangement.

Our result, namely Theorem 22 in Section 8 is stronger. A Delaunay
graph ensures that for each pseudodisk D ∈ D, the induced subgraph on
the elements in D is non-empty, while a support implies that the induced
subgraph of the support on the elements in D is connected. At the outset, it
seems like the results of Ackerman et al. [1], especially the proof of Lemma
2.1 can be used to prove Lemma 11. However, there is a subtle difference
between the two. The authors show that there is a 2-element hyperedge, or
equivalently a non-blocking diagonal that can be added between two elements
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of a hyperedge, but in the vertex bypassing operation we require this diagonal
to be between two disjoint runs of a hyperedge (subgraph) which is a more
stringent condition.

The authors in [1] show that for a stabbed pseudodisk arrangement, the
Delaunay graph as constructed above is outerplanar, and hence is 3-colorable.
This implies that ABAB-free hypergraphs, and thus hypergraphs induced
by stabbed pseudodisks can be colored with 3 colors so that no hyperedge
with ≥ 2 elements is monochromatic. This result also follows directly from
Theorem 22.

Ackerman et al., ([1], See Conclusion) ask if we can 3 color the elements
of the dual of an ABAB-free hypergraph such that no hyperedge of the dual
with at least two elements, is monochromatic. In Figure 8a we show that
this is not true - even if the regions are defined by unit disks in the plane.
The dual hypergraph contains four elements corresponding to the four unit
disks, and six hyperedges corresponding to the six points. Each hyperedge
defined by a point is a pair of disks containing that point. The intersection
of the disks is non-empty. Hence, this corresponds to a stabbed pseudodisk
arrangement, and by the results in [1], the hypergraph is ABAB-free. Each
point is of depth 2, and therefore the dual support is K4, which is not 3-
colorable. However, by Theorem 26, it follows that if a hypergraph (X,S)
admits a representation as non-piercing subgraphs on a host outerplanar
graph, then the hyperedges of the dual hypergraph can be 3-colored so that
no point is monochromatic.

Consider the following natural extension of the result of Ackerman et al.
[1]: Call an arrangement of non-piercing regions stabbed if their intersection
is non-empty. Given a collection of stabbed non-piercing regions in the plane,
does there exist a coloring of the points with 3 colors such that no region
is monochromatic? We answer this question again in the negative by giving
a counter-example (see Figure 8b). It is easy to check that in this case
again, the primal support graph is K4, and therefore the hypergraph is not
3-colorable. The reason why hypergraphs defined by stabbed pseudodisks are
3 colorable, but the ones defined by stabbed non-piercing regions are not, is
the following: Let R be an arrangement of non-piercing regions in the plane
and ∂R denote the boundary of a region R ∈ R. We call each connected
component of R2 \ ∪R∈R∂R a cell in the arrangement and the depth of a

cell is the number of regions containing it. Let
−→
H denote the directed graph

obtained from the dual arrangement graph where each edge is directed from
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a cell to its adjacent cells of lower depth. If (P,D) is a stabbed pseudodisk
arrangement, then we can show that every cell is reachable from o, where
o is the cell in the intersection of all pseudodisks (marked by × in Figure

8b). This is not true for example, in the graph
−→
H corresponding to the

arrangement of non-piercing regions as in Figure 8b. In particular, the cell

containing d is not reachable in
−→
H from the cell o in the intersection of all

the regions.

b

a c

e
f

d

×

(a) Dual: Every point a, b, . . . , f
is contained in two disks.

a
b

c

d

×

(b) Primal: Every region contains two
points.

Figure 8: Stabbed hypergraphs of disks (dual) and non-piercing regions (pri-
mal) requiring four colors.

12 Conclusion

In this paper, we studied the problem of construction of primal, dual sup-
ports for graph systems (G,H) defined on a host graph G. We also consid-
ered the more general problem of constructing a support for an intersection
system (G,H,K). We primarily studied two settings, namely when G has
bounded genus, and when G has bounded treewidth. We showed that if G
has bounded genus, then the cross-free property is sufficient to obtain a sup-
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port of genus at most that of G. If G has bounded treewidth, we showed
that the non-piercing condition on H is a sufficient condition to obtain a
support of bounded treewidth in the primal and dual settings. However, an
exponential blow-up of the treewidth of the support is sometimes necessary.
Along the way, we also studied the settings of outerplanar graphs.

There are several intriguing open questions and research directions and
we mention a few: We do not know if the algorithm to construct a dual or
intersection support in the bounded-genus case runs in polynomial time. A
broader line of research is to obtain necessary and sufficient conditions for a
hypergraph to have a sparse support - where sparsity could be a graph with
sublinear-sized separators or even just a graph with a linear number of edges.
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