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Abstract

The crossing number of a graph G denotes the minimum number of crossings in any
planar drawing of G. In this short note, we confirm a long-standing conjecture posed
by Pach, Spencer, and Tóth over 25 years ago, establishing an optimal lower bound on
the crossing number of graphs that satisfy some monotone properties. Furthermore, we
address a related open problem introduced by Pach and Tóth in 2000, which explores
the interplay between the crossing number of a graph, its degree sequence, and its
bisection width.

1 Introduction

Let G be a (simple) graph. An arc is the image of a continuous injective map [0, 1] → R2.
A planar drawing of G is a mapping f that assigns to each vertex v of G a point f(v) in
the plane and to each edge xy of G an arc connecting f(x) and f(y), not passing through
the image of any other vertex. We assume that no three edges have an interior point in
common. The crossing number cr(G) of G denotes the minimum number of crossings in
any planar drawing of G. Throughout this paper, for a graph G, we let n(G) denote the
number of vertices in G and let e(G) denote the number of edges in G.

The study of crossing numbers lies at the nexus of discrete geometry and algorithmic
design, with applications ranging from geometric embeddings to VLSI layout optimization.
Investigating crossing numbers and their variants, such as the rectilinear crossing number,
reveals their deep connections to combinatorial geometry, hardness of approximation, and
efficient algorithms, making them central to both foundational and applied research in
discrete and computational geometry (see [15] for a comprehensive survey). The following
famous result, known as the crossing lemma, which is proved by Ajtai, Chvátal, Newborn
and Szemerédi [2] and independently by Leighton [7], gives a general lower bound for the
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crossing number of graphs with given numbers of vertices and edges: Every n-vertex graph
G with e ≥ 4n edges satisfies

cr(G) ≥ 1

64

e3

n2
. (1)

Improvements on the constants can be found in [12, 1]. Another influential result proved
by Garey and Johnson [5] states that the crossing number problem is NP-complete.

Answering a question of Simonovits, Pach, Spencer and Tóth [11] proved that the general
lower bound (1) can be improved substantially for graphs satisfying certain monotone
properties, as follows. Let G be a graph with n vertices and e edges. Suppose that there
are constants A,α > 0 such that

any subgraph H of G satisfies e(H) ≤ A · (n(H))1+α. (2)

Then there exist constants c, c′ > 0 depending only on A and α such that

if e ≥ cn log2 n, then the crossing number of G satisfies cr(G) ≥ c′
e2+1/α

n1+1/α
. (3)

This bound is tight up to a constant factor as shown in [11]. Furthermore, Pach, Spencer
and Tóth [11] conjectured that the same statement holds even for all n-vertex graphs with
e ≥ cn edges for a suitable constant c > 0 (see also [14]).

Conjecture 1.1 (Pach-Spencer-Tóth, [11]). Let G be a graph with n vertices and e edges
satisfying (2) for some constants A,α > 0. Then there exist constants c, c′ > 0 depending
only on A and α such that if e ≥ cn, then cr(G) ≥ c′ e

2+1/α

n1+1/α .

The authors of [11] also verified this conjecture for several interesting monotone properties,
including the family of Ks,t-free graphs as well as the family of C2k-free graphs for k ∈
{2, 3}. Füredi and Kündgen [4] obtained an improvement on (3) by showing that in the
case α ∈ (0, 1/2), the same bound holds under the weaker condition e ≥ cn log n.

In this paper, we resolve Conjecture 1.1 by proving the following theorem. Our argument
refines the approach developed in [11, 4].

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a graph with n vertices and e edges. Suppose that there are
constants A,α > 0 such that any subgraph H of G satisfies e(H) ≤ A (n(H))1+α . Then
there exist constants c, c′ > 0 depending only on A and α such that

if e ≥ cn, then the crossing number of G satisfies cr(G) ≥ c′
e2+1/α

n1+1/α
.

The following result is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.2, where the cases of k ∈ {2, 3}
are first proved in [11, Theorems 3.1 and 3.2].

Corollary 1.3. Let k ≥ 2 be an integer and G be a graph of n vertices and e edges, which
contains no cycle of length 2k. Then there exist two constants c, c′ > 0 depending only on
k such that if e ≥ cn, then the crossing number of G satisfies

cr(G) ≥ c′
e2+k

n1+k
.
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The study of crossing numbers is deeply intertwined with other graph parameters, partic-
ularly the bisection width, which has proven instrumental in bridging combinatorial and
topological properties of graphs. Let G be a graph with n vertices. For any bipartition
V (G) = V1 ∪ V2, let E(V1, V2) denote the set of edges in G with one endpoint in V1 and
the other endpoint in V2. The bisection width, denoted by b(G), of G is defined as

b(G) = min |E(V1, V2)|,

where the minimum is taken over all bipartitions V (G) = V1 ∪ V2 with |V1|, |V2| ≥ n/3.
Leighton [6] was the first to identify a strong correlation between the bisection width and
the crossing number of a graph, rooted from the Lipton-Tarjan separator theorem [8] for
planar graphs. This was enhanced in the following remarkable theorem, established by
Pach, Shahrokhi and Szegedy [10] and independently by Sýkora and Vrt’o [17]: Let G be
a graph of n vertices, whose degrees are d1, d2, ..., dn. Then it holds that

b(G) ≤ 6.32
√
cr(G) + 1.58

√√√√ n∑
i=1

d2i . (4)

We would like to emphasize that the proof of (3) in [11] heavily relies on the use of the
above theorem. The example of a star shows that the inequality (4) does not remain
true if we remove the last term on its right hand side. Pach and Tóth [13, Problem 5]
asked whether the dependence of the inequality (4) on the degrees of the vertices can be
improved.

Problem 1.4 (Pach-Tóth, [13], Problem 5). Determine the possible values of t such that

b(G) = O

√cr(G) +

(
n∑

i=1

dti

)1/t
 (5)

holds for every graph G of n vertices with degrees d1, d2, ..., dn.

In the next result, we solve this problem by determining all possible values of t for which
(5) holds.

Theorem 1.5. Let t be a positive constant. For 0 < t ≤ 2, every graph G of n vertices
with degrees d1, d2, ..., dn satisfies

b(G) = O

√cr(G) +

(
n∑

i=1

dti

)1/t
 . (6)

For t > 2, there exist infinitely many integers n with a graph G of n vertices having degrees
d1, d2, ..., dn such that

b(G) ≥ 1

12
n1/2−1/t ·

√cr(G) +

(
n∑

i=1

dti

)1/t
 . (7)

Therefore, (5) holds if and only if 0 < t ≤ 2.
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Finally, we would like to present the following result as a dual theorem of Theorem 1.2,
demonstrating the possibility to bound the number of edges in a graph through estimates
on the crossing numbers.

Theorem 1.6. Let G be a graph. Suppose that there are constants N,α > 0 such that any
subgraph H of G with at least N edges satisfies

cr(H) ≤ (e(H))2

216+3/α
.

Then there exists a constant A which depends only on N and α such that

e(G) ≤ A · (n(G))1+α .

We hope that Theorem 1.6 would facilitate the solution of other unsolved problems in
combinatorial and computational geometry, such as the unit distance problem and the
k-sets problem (see e.g. [9]). For instance, if one can prove that the crossing number of
any unit distance graph G of n vertices and e edges satisfies cr(G) = O(e2/ log log e), then
Theorem 1.6 implies that e = n1+o(1).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove Theorem 1.5. In
Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.2, from which we derive Corollary 1.3 and Theorem 1.6.

2 Crossing number and bisection width

Proof of Theorem 1.5. First, we consider the case that 0 < t ≤ 2. For any x ≥ 0, let
f(x) = x2/t. Then the second derivative of f(x) is

f ′′(x) =
2

t

(
2

t
− 1

)
x2/t−2 ≥ 0.

For 1 ≤ i ≤ n, let xi = dti. It follows by the Jensen’s inequality that

n∑
i=1

f(xi) ≤ (n− 1)f(0) + f

(
n∑

i=1

xi

)
= f

(
n∑

i=1

xi

)
.

That is (
n∑

i=1

d2i

)1/2

≤

(
n∑

i=1

dti

)1/t

.

Then, the inequality (6) follows from (4).

Now suppose that t > 2. Let G be a graph defined as follows. The vertex set of G is the
following subset of integer points in R2

V (G) = {(i, j)|i, j ∈ [n]} , where [n] = {1, 2, ..., n}.

Two vertices in V (G) are adjacent if and only if the Euclidean distance between them is
one (see Figure 1). It is clear that G is a planar graph with n2 vertices of maximum degree

4



Figure 1: A drawing of G with n = 5

four. We claim that b(G) ≥ n/3. Indeed, let V (G) = V1 ∪ V2 be any partition of V (G)
such that |V1|, |V2| ≥ n2/3. It suffices to prove that |E(V1, V2)| ≥ n/3.

Suppose that there is an i0 ∈ [n] such that (i0, j) ∈ V1 for every j ∈ [n]. Since |V1| ≤ 2n2/3,
there are at most 2n/3 number of j such that (i, j) ∈ V1 for every i ∈ [n]. Thus, there are at
least n/3 columns containing at least one edge in E(V1, V2), and hence |E(V1, V2)| ≥ n/3.

Now, we assume that there does not exist an i0 ∈ [n] such that (i0, j) ∈ V1 for every j ∈ [n].
That is, each row contains at least one vertex in V2. Since |V1| ≥ n2/3, there are at least
n/3 rows containing at least one vertex in V1. Each such row contains at least one edge in
E(V1, V2), and hence |E(V1, V2)| ≥ n/3.

Thus, b(G) ≥ n/3. Since cr(G) = 0, we have

√
cr(G) +

 n2∑
i=1

dti

1/t

≤

 n2∑
i=1

4t

1/t

= 4n2/t ≤ 12n2/t−1b(G),

completing the proof.

Remark 2.1. In the proof of Theorem 1.5, for any integer n, we give a counterexample
G of n2 vertices which is planar, i.e., cr(G) = 0. The graph G can be easily turned into
counterexamples G′ with unbounded cr(G′), by the following operations: choosing any
o(n2) edges of G and replacing each of these edges by a copy of Ks,s (for any fixed s ≥ 3).1

In this way, we can obtain a non-planar counterexample with o(n2) number of crossings.

3 Proofs of main results

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2, Corollary 1.3 and Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let G be a graph with n vertices and e edges. Suppose that there
are constants A,α > 0 such that, for any subgraph H of G, we have

e(H) ≤ A(n(H))1+α. (8)

To prove Theorem 1.2, we assume for a contradiction that e ≥ cn,

cr(G) < c′
e2+1/α

n1+1/α
,

1To be more precise, let S be the set of vertices in these o(n2) edges. Then G′ is obtained from G by
replacing each vertex v ∈ S with an independent set Iv of size s, adding all edges between vertices in Iv
and vertices u ∈ V (G) \ S if uv ∈ E(G), and adding all edges between Iv and Iu if uv ∈ E(G).
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and G is drawn in the plane with exactly cr(G) crossings, where c and c′ are suitable
constants which will be determined later (see (18)).

First, we split every vertex of G whose degree exceeds d := 2e/n into vertices of degree
at most d, as follows. Let v be a vertex of G such that the degree d of v in G satisfies
d > d. Let vw1, vw2, ..., vwd be the edges incident to v, listed in clockwise order. Replace
v by ⌈d/d⌉ new vertices, Av = {v1, v2, ..., v⌈d/d⌉}, placed in clockwise order on a very small
circle C around v. Connect wj to vi if and only if d(i− 1) < j ≤ di for all 1 ≤ j ≤ d and
1 ≤ i ≤ ⌈d/d⌉. Let the circle C be small enough such that we do not introduce any new
crossings. Repeat this procedure until the degree of each vertex is at most d, and denote
the resulting graph by G′.

By the construction of G′, we have e(G′) = e(G) = e, and

cr(G′) ≤ cr(G) < c′
e2+1/α

n1+1/α
. (9)

Observe that

n(G′)− n(G) =
∑

v:d(v)>d

(|Av| − 1) <
∑

v:d(v)>d

d(v)

d
≤ 2e

d
= n.

We deduce N := n(G′) ∈ [n, 2n).

Now, we break G′ into smaller components according to the following algorithm:

Algorithm 1 (Decomposition Algorithm)

1: Let G0 = G′, G0
1 = G′,M0 = 1, and m0 = 1.

2: For i ≥ 0, suppose that Gi consists of Mi components Gi
1, Gi

2, ..., Gi
Mi

, each of at most
(2/3)iN vertices. Let mi ∈ [0,Mi] be the constant such that(

2

3

)i+1

N ≤ n(Gi
j) ≤

(
2

3

)i

N, for 1 ≤ j ≤ mi; (10)

n(Gi
j) <

(
2

3

)i+1

N, for mi < j ≤ Mi. (11)

3: Recall the constants A,α from (8). If(
2

3

)i

≥ 1

(2A)1/α
e1/α

N1+1/α
,

then for every 1 ≤ j ≤ mi, delete b(Gi
j) edges from Gi

j to obtain two induced subgraphs,
each of at most (2/3)n(Gi

j) vertices. Let Gi+1 denote the resulting graph on N vertices.
Then each component of Gi+1 has at most (2/3)i+1N vertices. Return to Step 2.

4: Else STOP.

Suppose that the Decomposition Algorithm terminates when i = k. If k = 0, then

1 <
1

(2A)1/α
e1/α

N1+1/α
.
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It follows that
e > 2AN1+α ≥ 2An1+α,

which is contradictory to the assumption (8). Thus k > 0, and(
2

3

)k

<
1

(2A)1/α
e1/α

N1+1/α
≤
(
2

3

)k−1

. (12)

We will first show that Gk contains less than e/2 edges. The number of vertices of each
component of Gk satisfies

n(Gk
j ) ≤

(
2

3

)k

N <
1

(2A)1/α
e1/α

N1+1/α
N =

( e

2AN

)1/α
. (13)

Let Vj be the subset of V (G) defined as follows:

Vj = {v ∈ V (G)|v ∈ V (Gk
j ) or Av ∩ V (Gk

j ) ̸= ∅},

i.e., Vj is the vertex subset consisting of all ‘pre-images’ of V (Gk
j ). The construction of

G′ implies that |Vj | ≤ n(Gk
j ). Let G[Vj ] be the subgraph of G induced by Vj . By the

assumption (8) and the inequality (13), we have

e(G[Vj ]) ≤ A|Vj |1+α ≤ A
(
n(Gk

j )
)1+α

< An(Gk
j ) ·

e

2AN
=

e

2N
n(Gk

j ). (14)

By the construction of G′, each edge in Gk
j has a corresponding edge in G[Vj ]. Thus, we

have
e(Gk

j ) ≤ e (G[Vj ]) .

It follows, as desired, that

e(Gk) =

Mk∑
j=1

e(Gk
j ) <

e

2N

Mk∑
j=1

n(Gk
j ) =

e

2
.

To obtain a contradiction, it now suffices to show that we deleted at most e/2 edges of G′

to obtain Gk. For any 0 ≤ i < k, the inequality (10) implies that

mi ≤
(
3

2

)i+1

. (15)

It follows by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (9) that,

mi∑
j=1

√
cr(Gi

j) ≤

√√√√mi

mi∑
j=1

cr(Gi
j) ≤

√(
3

2

)i+1

cr(G′) <

√(
3

2

)i+1
√
c′
e2+1/α

n1+1/α
. (16)

For any vertex v in Gi, denote by d(v,Gi) the degree of v in Gi. Since Gi is a subgraph of
G′, we have

max
v∈V (Gi)

d(v,Gi) ≤ max
v∈V (G′)

d(v,G′) ≤ d,

7



and ∑
v∈V (Gi)

d(v,Gi) ≤
∑

v∈V (G′)

d(v,G′) = 2e(G′) = 2e.

Thus, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality again, we deduce that for every 0 ≤ i < k

mi∑
j=1

√√√√ ∑
v∈V (Gi

j)

d2(v,Gi
j) ≤

√
mi

∑
v∈V (Gi)

d2(v,Gi)

≤

√(
3

2

)i+1√
max

v∈V (Gi)
d(v,Gi)

∑
v∈V (Gi)

d(v,Gi)

≤

√(
3

2

)i+1√
d · 2e =

√(
3

2

)i+1

· 2e√
n
. (17)

Using the theorem (4) and inequalities (16) and (17), the total number σ of edges deleted
during the Decomposition Algorithm is

σ =
k−1∑
i=0

mi∑
j=1

b(Gi
j) ≤ 6.32

k−1∑
i=0

mi∑
j=1

√
cr(Gi

j) + 1.58

k−1∑
i=0

mi∑
j=1

√√√√ ∑
v∈V (Gi

j)

d2(v,Gi
j)

< 6.32

√
c′
e2+1/α

n1+1/α

k−1∑
i=0

√(
3

2

)i+1

+
3.16e√

n

k−1∑
i=0

√(
3

2

)i+1

=

√
3

2

√
(3/2)k − 1√
3/2− 1

6.32

√
c′
e2+1/α

n1+1/α
+

3.16e√
n


By the inequality (12) that (3/2)k−1 ≤ (2A)1/αN1+1/α

e1/α
and the fact that N < 2n, we have

σ < 6.7

√
(2A)1/αN1+1/α

e1/α

6.32

√
c′
e2+1/α

n1+1/α
+

3.16e√
n


< 45

√
21+2/αA1/αc′e2 + 22

√
21+2/αA1/αn1/αe2−1/α.

Each term on the right hand side of the above inequality is at most e/4, provided that

e > cn, c′ =
1

(180)221+2/αA1/α
and c = (88)2α2α+2A. (18)

Hence σ < e/2, which is a contradiction, completing the proof.

To prove Corollary 1.3, we need the following classic theorem of Bondy-Simonovits [3].

Theorem 3.1 (Bondy-Simonovits, [3]). For a fixed integer k ≥ 2, every n-vertex graph G
that does not contain any cycle of length 2k has at most 100k · n1+1/k edges.

Proof of Corollary 1.3. It’s a direct consequence of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 3.1.
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To conclude this section, we give a proof of Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let N,α > 0 be constants. We say a graph G is (N,α)-good, if any
subgraph H of G with at least N edges satisfies

cr(H) ≤ (e(H))2

216+3/α
. (19)

We point out that if G is (N,α)-good, then any subgraph of G is (N,α)-good as well. Let
G be an (N,α)-good graph with n vertices and e edges. We aim to show that e ≤ An1+α,
where A = max{88221+3/α, N}.

Suppose for a contradiction that e > An1+α. Without losing generality, we may further
assume that G is the minimum counterexample. Consider any proper subgraph H of
G. Since H is also (N,α)-good, we have e(H) ≤ A (n(H))1+α. This also implies that
e− 1 ≤ An1+α, which further implies that e ≤ An1+α + 1 ≤ 2An1+α. Now we derive that
any subgraph H of G satisfies e(H) ≤ 2A (n(H))1+α. Using Theorem 1.2, if e ≥ cn, then

cr(G) ≥ c′
e2+1/α

n1+1/α
, (20)

where
c′ =

1

(180)221+2/α(2A)1/α
and c = (88)2α2α+2(2A).

Since n2 ≥ e > An1+α ≥ An, we have n > A, and hence

e > An1+α > A1+αn ≥ (88)2α2α+3An = cn.

Combining the inequalities (19) and (20), we derive

e2

216+3/α
≥ cr(G) ≥ c′

e2+1/α

n1+1/α
> c′

e2
(
An1+α

)1/α
n1+1/α

=
e2

(180)221+3/α
.

Simplifying the above inequality results in the incorrect statement (180)2 > 215, thereby
completing the proof.
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