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Abstract

The problem of packing smaller objects within a larger object has been of interest
since decades. In these problems, in addition to the requirement that the smaller
objects must lie completely inside the larger objects, they are expected to not
overlap or have minimum overlap with each other. Due to this, the problem of
packing turns out to be a non-convex problem, obtaining whose optimal solution is
challenging. As such, several heuristic approaches have been used for obtaining
sub-optimal solutions in general, and provably optimal solutions for some special
instances. In this paper, we propose a novel encoder-decoder architecture consisting
of an encoder block, a perturbation block and a decoder block, for packing identical
circles within a larger circle. In our approach, the encoder takes the index of a
circle to be packed as an input and outputs its center through a normalization layer,
the perturbation layer adds controlled perturbations to the center, ensuring that
it does not deviate beyond the radius of the smaller circle to be packed, and the
decoder takes the perturbed center as input and estimates the index of the intended
circle for packing. We parameterize the encoder and decoder by a neural network
and optimize it to reduce an error between the decoder’s estimated index and the
actual index of the circle provided as input to the encoder. The proposed approach
can be generalized to pack objects of higher dimensions and different shapes by
carefully choosing normalization and perturbation layers. The approach gives a
sub-optimal solution and is able to pack smaller objects within a larger object with
competitive performance with respect to classical methods.

1 Introduction and Motivation

Packing objects inside a larger object has been a topic of interest to researchers for decades due to
its applications in various fields including computer graphics, electronics design, wireless commu-
nications, manufacturing, logistics, and transportation. In this work, we focus on circle packing, a
common problem in which circles are arranged in a container without overlapping, or with minimum
overlap if such an arrangement is not feasible. The circle packing problems are non-convex. To see
this, consider the problem of packing N ≥ 1 circles of radius r within a circle of radius R ≥ r, by
finding the centers of the smaller circles to minimize the total overlap among the circles. This can be
formulated as the following optimization problem:

minimize
ci∈Rn,ϵij

O =
∑

1≤i<j≤N

overlap(ϵij), (1a)

subject to ||ci∥2 − (R− r) ≤ 0, (1b)
2r − ||ci − cj∥2 ≤ ϵij , i ̸= j, (1c)

for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ N , where the larger circle of radius R is assumed to be centered at the origin (0, 0)
and ci is the center of ith smaller circle, when circles are indexed in {1, 2, . . . , N}. The constraint
(1b) ensures that the centers of all N smaller circles of radius r lie within the larger circle, and (1c)
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captures restriction on the overlap between any two smaller circles. Here, overlap(ϵij) gives the
overlap area when the overlap length between ith and jth circles is ϵij . Notably, the constraint (1b) for
each i ∈ 1, 2, . . . , N is convex, but the constraints specified by (1c) are non-convex. Consequently,
the overall problem (1) becomes non-convex, making the search for an optimal solution challenging.
These non-convex constraints also arise in other variations of the circle packing problem, including
cases where one seeks to determine N , R, or r, given values of any two of them, along with centers,
under the condition of no-overlap (i.e., with ϵij equal to zero).

2 Related Literature

The circle packing problem with no-overlap condition has been extensively studied in literature.
Various techniques have been used to solve the problem, including non-linear programming, stochastic
search, heuristics with local search and a neural gas method, as described below.

Non-Linear Programming In the work by Graham et al. [1998], the circle packing problem is
formulated as placing N points within a unit circle to maximize an approximate minimum pairwise
distance between them. The authors solved this problem using a steepest descent search with
Goldstein-Armijo backtracking line search and a modified Newton method. He et al. [2020] proposes
a stochastic item descent method (SIDM) inspired by mini-batch stochastic gradient descent for
solving the equal circle packing problem. Disciplined Convex-Concave Programming (DCCP) is
a framework developed to solve convex-concave programs, which includes various circle packing
problems Shen et al. [2016a]. In this work, we adopt the DCCP-based solution as the benchmark for
the solution obtained using the encoder-decoder method.

Stochastic Search Methods A method called the “Billiards Simulation” proposed by Graham et al.
[1998], involves initially scattering N points in a unit circle and then drawing circles of suitable
diameter d around each point. The circles are then allowed to move chaotically while adhering
to the constraints of not overlapping and not escaping outside the larger circle. The diameter d
gradually increases until the circles settle into position. Akiyama et al. in Akiyama et al. [2003]
improve on this approach using a more greedy perturbation-based method. These methods are also
used for packing circles in squares in Boll et al. [2004] and Szabó et al. [2007]. Our proposed
encoder-decoder approach includes a perturbation step, similar to the above classical stochastic search
methods. However, our approach utilizes an encoder-decoder architecture and employs iterative
adjustments of circle positions through dynamically varying random perturbations.

Heuristics Heuristic algorithms have also gained attention for circle packing problems, which can
be classified into construction and optimization algorithms He et al. [2017]. Construction algorithms
focus on placing circles one at a time while ensuring feasibility. On the other hand, optimization
algorithms start with an initial solution and iteratively improve it Huang and Ye [2011], fu Zhang
and sheng Deng [2005], Grosso et al. [2010], Zeng et al. [2016]. Additionally, in Pospíchal [2015],
a neural gas-based method is employed to pack circles by clustering random points within a larger
circle and utilizing the resulting cluster centers as centers for the packed circles. However, our
approach differs as we employ an encoder-decoder approach, whereas Pospíchal [2015] utilizes a
clustering method using neural networks.

Table 1 presents a summary of important methods for circle packing. Existing methods aim to improve
upon previous solutions and handle larger instances, but achieving universal global optimization
remains a challenge. The website Specht [2023] maintains a collection of best-known solutions;
however, a very few solutions have been proven to be optimal, emphasizing the inherent difficulty of
the problem. Remarkably, the proof of the densest packing for 8 and 24-dimensional spheres earned
the Fields Medal in 2022.

In recent years, neural networks have been employed to tackle challenging problems, including
combinatorial and black-box optimization problems Bello et al. [2017], Alkhouri et al. [2022], Phan-
Trong et al. [2023]. Motivated by this, we propose a novel encoder-decoder approach that utilizes
neural networks to solve the circle packing problem, incorporating a carefully designed normalization
layer and perturbation layer. We also demonstrate that our approach can be extended to higher
dimensions and different shapes.
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Table 1: A summary of related literature

Method Comments on Performance

Non-Linear Programming Introduced packings for up to N = 65.
Stochastic Search Improved packings for N =

70, 73, 75, 77, 78, 79, 80.
Construction Heuristic Improved packings for 66 ≤ N ≤ 100.
Optimization Heuristic Obtained 63 better packings for 1 ≤ N ≤ 200.

Found 66 better layouts for 1 ≤ N ≤ 320.
Neural Gas Method A method to pack circles by clustering random

points within a larger circle

3 Proposed Encoder-Decoder Approach for Packing Circles in a Circle

In this section, we propose our encoder-decoder approach for packing N ≥ 1 circles of radius r
within a circle of radius R ≥ r.

3.1 Abstract Description

We solve (1) using an architecture comprising of an encoder, a perturbation layer and a decoder. The
encoder takes the index of a circle to be packed as the input and outputs the coordinates at which the
circle must be centered at. This coordinate is then perturbed using a controlled perturbation so that
the coordinate after perturbation lies within the circle of radius r. The decoder takes the perturbed
coordinate as the input and outputs an estimate of the index of the circle. This is concretely described
in the below.

Let the circles to be packed be indexed by i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}, ei ∈ {0, 1}N be the one-hot vector
with the entry 1 in location i and 0 everywhere else for indicating ith circle, and let fθ(·) and gϕ(·)
be the encoder and the decoder, parameterized by θ and ϕ, respectively. Let bi ∈ Rn be the output
of the encoder at the penultimate layer with n = 2 nodes, which is normalized to obtain the center,
ci ∈ Rn such that ||ci∥2 ≤ R− r, thereby ensuring satisfaction of constraint (1b). This is input to
the perturbation layer, where ci is perturbed by adding a continuous random vector, W with support
being a circle centered at (0, 0) and radius r. The perturbation layer outputs, c̃i = ci +W, which is
given as an input to the decoder. The decoder outputs an estimate of the index of the input circle,
ê = gϕ(fθ(ei) +W).

We aim to minimize the loss (1/N)
∑N

i=1 EW[Iî ̸=i], where I is an indicator variable that equals
1 if î = i and 0 otherwise, and î is the index of the location of the maximum value of ê. This
obtains a circle packing solution that avoids overlaps whenever possible, and minimizes their extend
in cases where overlaps are unavoidable. However, in practice, limitations on possible choices of
encoder and decoder functions, not being able to sample uncountably infinite values from W, and
non-differentiability of the loss function, hinder the ability to achieve the desired result. Therefore,
we present a practical compromise that yields good performance, which we describe below.

3.2 Implementation Details

Below, we describe the hypothesis classes for the encoder and decoder functions, the selection of
the perturbation random variable, the loss function used, and the optimization method employed to
achieve circle packing using the above encoder-decoder approach.

3.2.1 Neural Network Architecture

In our encoder-decoder approach, we utilize a fully connected feedforward neural network for both
the encoder and decoder. An illustration of the architecture is provided in Fig. 1.

Encoder and Normalization Layer The encoder layer takes the one-hot vector, ei, as the input.
We employ SeLU activations proposed in Klambauer et al. [2017] for the initial layers of the encoder.
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N , SeLU N , SeLU n, tanh n, Normalization n, Perturbation N , ReLU N , ReLU N ,
SoftMax

ei bi ci c̃i ê

Figure 1: The architecture of the neural network proposed for solving the circle packing problem. Our main
contribution lies in conceiving the encoder-decoder approach for this task, and in designing a customized
normalization layer and perturbation layer that are critical to achieving good results. The layers shown in light
blue, light gray and light red colors are encoder, perturbation and decoder layers, respectively. The number of
nodes and activation functions used in each layer of the encoder and decoder blocks are mentioned. N denotes
the number of objects to be packed, with n indicating the dimensionality of the objects. For circles, n is 2,
whereas for spheres, n is 3.

Additionally, we use tanh as the activation function in the layer immediately preceding the normal-
ization layer of the encoder. The output of this layer is bi ∈ [−1, 1]n with n = 2. The final layer
of the encoder normalizes bi to obtain the center ci, i.e., ci = fθ(ei), using the following equation:
ci = bi ⊙αi, where αi ∈ R2 is a learnable parameter that satisfies the inequality ∥αi∥2 ≤ R− r.
We enforce this inequality constraint using the clip_by_norm function in TensorFlow Abadi et al.
[2015]. This constraint guarantees that ||ci∥2 ≤ R− r, thereby ensuring that the smaller circles lie
within the larger circle, as prescribed by the constraint (1b). The output ci is perturbed to obtain c̃i,
in the perturbation layer, described below.

Perturbation Layer Since the smaller objects to be packed are circles, we adopt a perturbation
with a random vector whose support is a circle with center (0, 0) and radius equal to the radius of the
circles to be packed, which can be derived as below.

• Sample random variables V1, V2, . . . , Vn independently and identically from the standard
normal distribution, i.e., Vi ∼ N (0, 1) for i = 1, 2, . . . , n. And, sample a uniformly
distributed random variable, Z, i.e., Z ∼ U [0, 1], independent of V1, V2, . . . , Vn.

• Derive a sample from W = r × Zp ×V/∥V∥2, where V = [V1 V2 . . . Vn]
T . Here, the

parameter p ≥ 0 controls the density of sampled points at the center of the circle relative to
those near the circumference. Specifically, a larger value of p leads to denser points near the
center, while a smaller value of p results in denser points near the circumference.

This layer adds the derived random variable, W to the center, ci and outputs c̃i = ci +W.

Decoder Layer The obtained c̃i is passed through the layers of the decoder whose initial layers
have ReLU activations. The final layer with N nodes has the SoftMax activation and it outputs ê, a
probability distribution on the indices of the circles.

3.2.2 Loss Function and Optimization

Initially, the neural network weights are initialized via Xavier uniform initializer Glorot and Bengio
[2010]. The optimization process involves iteratively utilizing one-hot vectors representing all the
circles simultaneously, at each iteration. That is, at each iteration, the batch [e1 e2 . . . eN ] is
input to the network. This batch is equal to the identity matrix of dimension N . The network then
outputs the centers, [c1 c2 . . . cN ]. Then, N independent samples of W are obtained, and added to
[c1 c2 . . . cN ], whose output is passed through the decoder to obtain [ê1 ê2 . . . êN ]. We consider
the following cross-entropy loss: −∑N

i=1

∑N
j=1 e

(j)
i ln ê

(j)
i , where e

(j)
i and ê

(j)
i are the jth entries

of vectors ei and êi, respectively and minimize it for a large number of iterations. We use the ADAM
optimizer with learning rate of 5× 10−4 for optimization. The distribution of perturbation within the
circle is crucial in determining the effectiveness of our approach in achieving a satisfactory packing.
To this end, we consider p as a hyperparameter and employ dynamic adjustment during optimization.
Through empirical observation, we find that initializing with p = 2 and later transitioning to smaller
values, such as p = 1/5 or p = 1/10, leads to improved packing compared to using a fixed p. The
choice of p and its impact are discussed in more detail in subsequent sections.
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3.3 Discussion

Our approach solves the circle packing problem by iteratively adjusting circle positions and applying
perturbations, by adding a random variable with an appropriate circle as its support, to the center
output by the encoder. During optimization, we adopt a higher value of p in the initial phase
to concentrate noise near the centers and a lower value of p in the latter phase for more densely
distributed noise towards the circumference, resulting in further separation, gradually moving towards
satisfying the constraint, (1c). Our proposed encoder-decoder approach can be considered a type
of stochastic search method, akin to the Billiards Simulation technique proposed by Graham et al.
[1998]. However, unlike these traditional stochastic search methods, our approach employs an
encoder-decoder architecture and iteratively adjusts circle positions through random perturbations
while dynamically varying the perturbation distribution during optimization. This approach achieves
state-of-the-art results in packing circles within circles, and it can be generalized to pack objects of
other shapes and dimensions within objects of other shapes and dimensions, as described next.

4 Extensions to Other Shapes and Higher Dimensions

In our encoder-decoder approach for circle packing, the normalization layer in the last layer of the
encoder determines the shape of the larger object and the support of the random variable adopted in
the perturbation layer determines the shape of the smaller objects. By increasing the number of nodes
in the final layer of the encoder, n, from 2 to 3 and applying ∥·∥2 ≤ R− r using clip_by_norm, in
the normalization layer, we can pack spheres of radius r in a larger sphere of radius R. For packing
circles of radius r within a square of side length s, we use, n = 2 and apply ∥·∥∞ ≤ s/2− r, which
can be implemented using using the clip_by_value function in TensorFlow Abadi et al. [2015].
This approach can be extended to accommodate higher dimensions and diverse shapes by adjusting n
and modifying the norm constraint in the final layer of the encoder, as well as adapting the distribution
of the random variable in the perturbation layer.

5 Results and Performance Comparison with Existing Techniques

To evaluate the performance of our framework, we consider four packing scenarios: circles in circles,
circles in squares, spheres in spheres, and spheres in cubes. We evaluate the effectiveness of our
approach by comparing it to disciplined convex-concave programming (DCCP) using the DCCP
package Shen et al. [2016b]. We utilize DCCP to solve (1), with the total overlap length serving as
the objective function proxy for compatibility with DCCP.

Fig. 2 illustrates the packings of various circle configurations within a circle using the encoder-decoder
approach and the DCCP framework. The radii of the circles are such that non-overlapping packing
is not feasible. We observe that both approaches yield satisfactory packings in all scenarios. Under
the DCCP framework, where we minimize the total overlap length for simplicity, all circles exhibit
identical overlaps. For the packing of seven circles, both the encoder-decoder approach and DCCP
produce identical results. However, for the packing of thirteen and fourteen circles, the resulting
packings differ between the two methods.

Fig. 3 displays the packing density of spheres within a larger sphere and a cube. The packing density
is calculated as ((4N/3)πr3 − O)/((4/3)πR3) for the sphere case and ((4N/3)πr3 − O)/s3 for
the cube case, where O represents the total overlap volume, computed along the lines in the objective
function in (1). We estimate the packing density by employing Monte Carlo sampling, where a large
number of points are randomly generated within the larger object. The number of overlapping points
is then computed to determine the packing density.

The radii of the circles and the side length of the cube are chosen to enable non-overlapping packing.
The figures present the packing density achieved by the encoder-decoder approach, DCCP, and the
best known packing density sourced from Specht [2023]. It is observed that the encoder-decoder
approach performs comparably or even surpasses the performance of DCCP, and in some cases it
matches the best known packing density. However, there is still potential for further improvement in
packing density using encoder-decoder approach.

We analyze the influence of the parameter p on the optimization process in Fig. 4. Recall that this
parameter governs the distribution of W, where higher values of p result in a greater concentration
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(a) Encoder-decoder, 7 circles (b) DCCP, 7 circles

(c) Encoder-decoder, 13 circles (d) DCCP, 13 circles

(e) Encoder-decoder, 14 circles (f) DCCP, 14 circles

Figure 2: Arrangement of circles within a larger circle with a radius of 0.9 units. The smaller circles have
radii of 0.33333, 0.2360679775, and 0.2310307 units for the cases involving 7, 13, and 14 circles, respectively.
Note that non-overlapping placement requires the larger circle to be of radius at least 1 unit. The center of the
large circle is marked in red color.
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Figure 3: Packing Density for packing different number of spheres in a sphere and a cube. The packing density
is calculated as ((4N/3)πr3 − O)/((4/3)πR3) for the sphere case and ((4N/3)πr3 − O)/s3 for the cube
case, where O represents the total overlap volume.
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Figure 4: Total overlap length versus epoch for fixed and varying values of p, the parameter that governs the
distribution of W, where higher values of p result in a greater concentration of samples around the center of the
circle.

of samples around the center of the circle. We examine the effect of p on the total overlap length,∑
1≤i<j≤N |circles i and j overlap ϵij , during optimization. From Fig. 4(a), we observe that setting

p = 2, which concentrates the perturbation near the center of the circle to be packed, leads to a
better packing with a smaller total overlap length than when p is smaller. The packing can be further
optimized by fine-tuning the p values, as shown in Fig. 4(b). From the figure, we note that starting
with p = 2 initially and subsequently switching to smaller values like p = 1/5 or p = 1/10 allows for
further reduction in the total overlap length. This strategy ensures that the circle centers move apart
sufficiently at the beginning, minimizing significant overlaps. Then, by decreasing p and sampling
perturbations near the circumference, the circles can continue to move and further reduce overlaps.

Fig. 5 illustrates the packing of 15 spheres of radius, 0.318304823 units within a sphere of radius
1 unit, and that of 15 spheres of radius, 0.192307692 units within a cube of side length 1 unit. The
initial configuration exhibits a high level of overlap among the spheres, influenced by the use of the
Xavier uniform initializer for neural network weight initialization. However, as the optimization
progresses, the overlap gradually decreases, leading to a notably improved and satisfactory packing
configuration.
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(a) An initial packing of 15 spheres in a cube (b) The final packing of 15 spheres in the cube

(c) An initial packing of 15 spheres in a sphere (d) The final packing of 15 spheres in the sphere

Figure 5: An illustration of initial and final packing of spheres in a sphere and a cube.

6 Conclusions and Future Work

In this paper, we have presented a novel encoder-decoder architecture for packing identical smaller
circles within a larger object. Our approach consists of an encoder block that obtains the center of
each smaller circles, a perturbation block that adds controlled perturbation to them, and a decoder
block that outputs an estimation of the index of the circle being packed. We utilized neural networks to
parameterize the encoder and decoder, optimizing them to minimize the error between the estimated
and true indices of the packed circles. By properly tuning the normalization layer at the end of the
encoder and the random variable at the perturbation block, our approach can pack smaller circles
within a larger object of different shapes. Experimental results show that our proposed approach
provides sub-optimal solutions with competitive performance compared to classical methods for
packing circles within a larger circle. Moreover, we extended our approach to more general packing
problems, including packing circles within a square and spheres within a sphere and a cube, in
addition to the initial task of packing circles within circles.

Future work involves enhancing the results for packing circles within a circle and a square, packing
spheres within a sphere and a cube, and exploring the packing of higher-dimensional spheres in
various shapes. Additionally, we intend to investigate the packing of squares, cubes, and other
higher-dimensional shapes as smaller objects within larger objects.
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