arXiv:2511.22660v1 [math.CO] 27 Nov 2025

MULTIPARTITE AND STRUCTURAL RESULTS ON TRANSPARENT
RECTANGLE VISIBILITY GRAPHS
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ABSTRACT. We consider a graph representation in the plane, called the transparent rectangle
visibility graph (TRVG), where each vertex is represented by a rectangle in the plane with sides
parallel to the plane axes, in a way that any two vertices are adjacent if and only if a vertical
or horizontal line can be drawn from the interior of one rectangle to the other. Expanding
upon previously done work by Juntarapomdach and Kittipassorn, we show that K3 3 3 is not
a TRVG, and classify complete k-partite TRVGs. We also prove that the complement of C2
is not a TRVG whenever n > 15, and that every k-partite TRVG with n vertices has at most
2(k —1)n — k(k — 1) edges. Furthermore, we introduce a novel representation, the intersecting
transparent rectangle visibility graph (ITRVG), and show that there exists a graph that is an
ITRVG but not a TRVG.

1. INTRODUCTION

The representation of graphs in various forms has been a long-standing topic of interest in
the literature, especially ones that use rectilinear lines or shapes situated on a plane. The
first representation of planar graphs via vertical and horizontal lines was introduced by Duchet,
Hamidoune, Las Vergnas and Meyniel [7] in 1983, in which they used an S-representation. An
S-representation is a representation of a planar graph such that each vertex corresponds to
a horizontal segment, and an edge between vertices z and y corresponds to a vertical segment
which joins the z and y horizontal segments vertically, and does not intersect any other segments.
The S-representation is later called a visibility representation in the literature [13, 14].

A more generalized form of S-representation, the visibility graph [11], is a graph such that
each vertex can be mapped to a vertical segment in the plane, in a way that for any two adjacent
vertices in the graph, their corresponding segments ‘see’ each other by an uninterrupted horizontal
line of sight. Some authors switched the orientation of the segments and the visibility lines [1].
The main point is that the segments views each other via an orthogonal line. This type of graph,
and its generalizations, has been studied by various authors [3, 5], and has shown usage in the
construction of very-large-scale integration (VLSI) systems [12].

Then, in 1976, Garey, Johnson, and So [8] introduced the notion of rectangle visibility graphs
(RVGs), in which they used unit squares instead of segments to represent vertices, and the same
concept of visibility between two squares whenever their corresponding vertices are adjacent to
each other. Afterwards, there have been works on the properties of RVGs, such as the upper
bound of edges in graphs with n vertices [9], conditions for a bipartite graph K, , to be an RVG
[6], classes of RVGs that can be decomposed into two caterpillar forests [2], and more recently
the area and size of the boundary of an RVG [4].

In this paper, instead of considering only an uninterrupted line of vision, we remove this
restriction entirely and let rectangles see through one another. That is, we consider the rectangles
to be transparent.

We say that a graph is a transparent rectangle visibility graph (TRVG) if it can be represented
by a set of disjoint rectangles in the zy-plane with sides parallel to the axes, such that for any
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two vertices adjacent to one another, their corresponding rectangles see each other by a vertical
or horizontal line of sight. Note that unlike RVGs, this line does not stop at its first intersection

with another rectangle.

TRVG RVG

FIGURE 1. A difference between a TRVG and an RVG

Some results on TRVGs have been obtained by Juntarapomdach and Kittipassorn [10], that
any threshold graph, cycle, tree are TRVGs, and also any rectangular, triangular, and hexagonal
grid graphs. Furthermore, they have shown that bipartite TRVGs with n vertices can have at
most 2n — 2 edges, and that any K, , is a TRVG if and only if (p,¢) has min{p,q} < 2, or
(p.q) €{(3,3),(3,4)}.

We then further consider more graphs, such as the multipartite graphs, and the complement
of the square of a cycle C2. Furthermore, through allowing the intersections between rectangles,
we define a new representation of graphs: intersecting rectangle visibility graphs (ITRVG).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we show that K333 is a non-
TRVG, and then we obtain the classification for a complete multipartite graph to be a TRVG.
We prove that the complement of the square of a cycle C2 is a non-TRVG for n > 15 in Section 3.
In Section 4, we obtain an upper bound for the number of edges of a multipartite graph. We
introduce a new class of graphs, called ITRVG, and show that TRVG is a proper subclass of this
class in Section 5. Finally, in Section 6, we conclude the paper with some open problems.

2. COMPLETE MULTIPARTITE GRAPH

In the study of transparent rectangle visibility graphs (TRVGs) by Juntarapomdach and
Kittipassorn [10], one of the results is the TRVG classification of complete bipartite graphs. The
theorem is as follows.

Theorem 1. Forp <gq, K, , is a TRVG if and only if p <2 or (p,q) € {(3,3),(3,4)}.

In this section, we will explore further the complete k-partite graphs where k£ > 3 to determine
which of them are TRVGs. The key result of this section is Lemma 2 which is then used to classify
other complete k-partite graphs in Theorem 3.

Lemma 2. K333 is a non-TRVG.

Proof. Consider the first part of K333. Up to translation, rotation, and reflection, there are
two possible ways to construct blue rectangles, By, B2 and Bs, representing these points (see
Figure 2). We then consider placements of points in the other parts through the concept of
strips which are the vertical areas and the horizontal areas of the gaps between each pair of
consecutive blue rectangles (marked as aq, a9, 81, and B2 in Figure 2). A rectangle contains
a vertical strip if the left and right borders of the strip intersect the interior of the rectangle;
therefore, the rectangle vertically sees both blue rectangles adjacent to the strip. The definition of
containment is similar for horizontal strips. Note that if an other-color rectangle does not contain
any strips, it can see at most one blue rectangle vertically and one blue rectangle horizontally.
Thus, we have the properties of rectangle placement as follows:
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e An other-color rectangle must contain at least one strip in order to see all three blue
rectangles.

e The same-color rectangles cannot contain the same strip.

e If an other-color rectangle contains only one strip, it must see a blue rectangle that is
not adjacent to this strip via another axis.

e One rectangle cannot see another rectangle in both axes.

FIGURE 2. Possible rectangle representations of points in the first part

Case 1. Consider the first configuration of placement of blue rectangles. In placing red
rectangles representing points in the second part of K3 3 3, by the pigeonhole principle, there are
at least two red rectangles that see By via the same axis. Without loss of generality, let them
see By vertically. Following placement properties above, one of these two red rectangles, say R,
must contain only oy and is above Bs seeing Bs horizontally, and the other, say R, contains
only as and is below Bs seeing B; horizontally (see Figure 3). Using a similar argument with
placement of yellow rectangles representing points in the third part, there are at least two yellow
rectangles, namely Y; and Y5, that see By via the same axis.

Case 1.1. Y7 and Y5 see By vertically. Following the placement properties, without loss
of generality, we then have placements of Y; and Y5 similarly to placements of R; and Ro,
respectively (for example, see Figure 3 (a)). As Y] is above By, its bottom side cannot be lower
than the lower border of 31 otherwise Y; will see By horizontally, which is not possible. Similarly,
Ry which is set below B, must have its top side not higher than the upper border of 55, and
thus lower than the lower border of £;. Using the lower border of 3; as a dividing line, we have
that Y7 cannot see Rs horizontally. Hence, in this case, Y7 is forced to see Rs vertically. For
a similar reason, we also have that Y5 must see R; vertically. This is impossible since doing so
would lead to Y7 seeing Y5.

Case 1.2. Y7 and Y5 see Bs horizontally. Again, following the placement properties, without
loss of generality, Y7 must contain only 1 and is to the left of By seeing B; vertically, and Y5
must contain only S and is to the right of By seeing Bj vertically (for example, see Figure 3 (b)).
As Y7 is to the left of Bs, its right side cannot exceed the right border of a;. Note that Ry cannot
have its interior intersect with any vertical line of sight of R;. This includes the right border of
a1. Thus, together with Rs being to the right of Ry, the left side of Ry must be to the right of
the right border of ;. Now, using the right border of oy as a dividing line, we can say that Y;
cannot see Ry vertically. Hence, in this case, Y7 must see Ry horizontally. Similarly, we also find
that Yo must see R; horizontally. Therefore, This case is also impossible since doing so would
lead to Y7 seeing Ys.

Case 2. Consider the second configuration of placement of blue rectangles. We will show that
all red rectangles must be placed diagonally (similar to the first configuration of blue rectangles).
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FiGuRrE 3. Examples of placement of red and yellow rectangles in (a) Case 1.1
and (b) Case 1.2

F1cURE 4. Examples of placement of red rectangles in Case 2

Note that if there are two red rectangles that see By horizontally, both of them must contain a
horizontal strip adjacent to Bsy. Since there is only one horizontal strip adjacent to Bs and the
same-color rectangles cannot share the same strip, this is impossible. Thus, there are at least
two red rectangles, say R; and Ry, which see Bs vertically. Without loss of generality, let Ry
contain only «; and be between B; and Bs seeing B3 horizontally, and Ry contain only as and
be below Bjs seeing B; horizontally. Since both two vertical strips are already contained in Ry
and R, another red rectangle, R3, must contain one horizontal strip (cannot contain both since
R3 cannot see Rp). Hence, there are two possible placements for R3. One is astride §; above
By (see Figure 4 (a)). Another is astride 3 between B; and Bs (see Figure 4 (b)). Both of
these lead to diagonal placement of red rectangles. Using a similar reason as for Case 1 with
red rectangles instead of blue ones, we can conclude that it is also impossible to construct a
representation of K3 3 3 for this case. O

With Theorem 1 and Lemma 2, we are ready to prove Theorem 3.

Theorem 3. Fork > 3, Kg, q,.....ar, Whereays <ag < --- < ay is a TRVG if and only if ap—1 <2
or (ak—2,ar—1,ar) € {(1,3,3),(1,3,4),(2,3,3),(2,3,4)}.

Proof. Observe that for K, . 4, whichis a TRVG, we can construct a representation of K . ... a,

and Ko q, .. q, using the idea of bounding box, which is a box that covers all rectangles in a rep-

resentation of a TRVG. Given a representation of K, . .,, we can add a rectangle that covers a

side of the bounding box of K, . o, to obtain a representation of K1 4, .. 4, (see Figure 5 (a)).
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Similarly, we can add two rectangles that do not see each other and cover two sides of the
bounding box of K, . 4, to obtain a representation of K. . 4, (see Figure 5 (b)).

[ ]

Bounding box Bounding box
of Ka,,....ax of Ka,,....ax

(a) (b)

FIGURE 5. (a) A representation of Ki,,, . ., and (b) a representation of
K ..., constructed from a given representation of K, . 4,

If a2 > 3, we then have 3 < ap_1 < a, which means that K, q,,....q, has K333 as an induced
subgraph. Note that an induced subgraph of a TRVG is also a TRVG. Hence, K, 4,.....a; 15 &
non-TRVG due to Lemma 2.

On the other hand, if ax_o < 2, then a1 < as < --- < ag_3 < 2. Following the observation
above, we can inductively construct a representation of K, 4,,..q, from a representation of
K, 1.4, if it is a TRVG (if it is not, we already know that K,, 4,, .4, is @ non-TRVG since it
contains K,, | q, as an induced subgraph). Thus, Kq, q,... a, 15 @ TRVG if and only if a;_o < 2
and K,, .4, is @ TRVG. According to Theorem 1, the latter is equivalent to “ap_1 < 2 or
(ak—1,ar) € {(3,3),(3,4)}”. Applying the fact that ax_2 < ar_1, we therefore have Ko, 5. ax
is a TRVG if and only if ag—1 < 2 or (ar—2,ar—1,ax) € {(1,3,3),(1,3,4),(2,3,3),(2,3,4)} as
desired. O

k

3. COMPLEMENT OF C?

The 2" power of a cycle, C2, is the graph with V(G) = {v1,...,v,} where any two distinct
vertices v; and v; are adjacent if |i — j| <2 or n— |i — j| < 2. Its complement is denoted by D?Z.
See Figure 6 for an example of D%;. The results of Juntarapomdach and Kittipassorn [10] show
that D2 is a TRVG for n < 9 and they conjectured that D2 is a non-TRVG for n > 10.
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V9 K3

FIGURE 6. The graph D%;.

In this section, we prove Theorem 4 by using Lemma 2.
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Theorem 4. D,QL 1s a non-TRVG when n > 15.

Proof. Assume that n > 15. Let v; be a vertex of D2 for i € {1,...,n} and let G be an induced
subgraph of D2 such that V(G) = {vi,vs,vs,vs,v7, Vs, V11,12, v13}. We will show that G is
K333. By the definition of D2 there are no edges between any two vertices of {vq,vq,v3}.
The same holds for {vg,v7,vs} and {vi1,v12,v13}. Hence, sets {vi,vs,v3}, {ve,v7,vs} and
{v11, v12,v13} are independent.

Next, let j € {1,2,3}, k € {6,7,8} and [ € {11,12,13}. Since k —j > 3,1 — k > 3 and
n+j—101>15+j —1 > 3, there are edges between any two vertices from different independent
sets. Therefore, G is K3 33. By Lemma 2, we conclude that D? is a non-TRVG since K333,
which is non-TRVG, is an induced subgraph. (]

4. k-PARTITE GRAPH

In the study by Juntarapomdach and Kittipassorn [10], they obtained an upper bound for the
number of edges of a bipartite graph with n vertices which is 2n — 2 edges.

In this section, we generalize this upper bound to a k-partite graph with n vertices as stated
in Theorem 6.

To distinguish between each vertex of different parts, we assume that their rectangle repre-
sentations must have different colors. In other words, we assume that vertices in the i*® part
are represented by rectangles of color i. We recall the following lemma from [10], which will be
useful for the proof of Theorem 6.

Lemma 5. Let G be a bipartite TRVG, where G and R are the partite sets of G, represented
by p green rectangles g1, 92,...,9p in G and q red rectangles r1,7r2,...,74 in R. If g; sees a; red
rectangles horizontally for i € {1,2,...,p}, then

g>ar+as+...+a,—(p—1).

This lemma can be applied to bound the number of vertices in the i*" part, which depends
on the number of rectangles of color ¢ that are seen by each rectangle of color j and the number
of vertices in the j** part.

Theorem 6. FEvery k-partite TRVG with n vertices has at most 2(k — 1)n — k(k — 1) edges.

Proof. Let ny,ng,...,ng be the numbers of vertices in each part and for I € {1,2,...,n;}, let
scl(i’j) and yl(i’j) be the numbers of rectangles in the j* part that can be seen by rectangle ! in
the i*? part, horizontally and vertically respectively.
We will apply Lemma 5 to every pair of parts, both horizontally and vertically. Firstly, we
consider when 7 = 1 and j > i. By Lemma 5, we have that
ng > :L‘gl,Z) + wél,Z) 4t xglll,Q) _ (nl _ 1>7

ne >yt 4y gD (ny - 1),

e > i + 2l 4 2P (g - 1),

np >y 4y ey R (g — 1),
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We further consider the case when ¢ > 2 and j > i. Again, by Lemma 5, we obtain that

(2,3) (2,3)
1

ng >y fay 4o aBY = (ng - 1),

ng > y*Y 4y 44y 2 - (np - 1),

e 2y el g — (g - 1),
(

k—1,k k—1,k _
ng >y, 1’)+y§ 1’)+~~~+y(k 1’k)f(nk_1—1).

Nk—1

We then combine all equations together and obtain that

k k—1 k n; k
23 - =Y 3 Y (xl(i’j) n yfi’”) —23 "k — O + k(k - 1),
=2

1=1 j=1+1 I=1 i=1

k-1 k ng o o

> > ()

i=1 j=i+11=1
is equal to the number of edges in this graph, since it is the total number of pairs of rectangles
seeing each other, and each pair contributes exactly one edge. Hence, we obtain that

We can see that

k k
2> (i—1)n; > e(G) =2 (k—i)n; + k(k —1).
=2 i=1

By rearranging, we obtain that
20k —Dn—k(k—1) > e(G). O

5. INTERSECTING RECTANGLE VISIBILITY GRAPH

As we explore on the subject of Intersect Transparent Rectangle Visibility Graph (ITRVG),
we see that the idea of ITRVG construction is relatively close to TRVG. On the one hand, from
the definition, it follows immediately that any TRVG representation of a graph is also an ITRVG
representation. Thus, any TRVG is an ITRVG. On the other hand, when we have an ITRVG,
we do not know whether it is a TRVG or not. Initially, they seemed to be TRVGs as well since
we have found only ITRVGs that can be transformed to a TRVG representation of that graph.
However, because of the advantages of being intersected, we can find an example of an ITRVG
that is proven to be a non-TRVG using the similar idea from Lemma 2 as follows.

Lemma 7. The graph G in Figure 7 is an ITRVG; however, it is a non-TRVG.

Proof. In this proof, in addition to the usual naming of each rectangle, we will denote the type
of rectangles by the letter of the nodes they represent; for example, the rectangles representing
the nodes A, As, and Az will be called A-rectangles. As graph G has an ITRVG representation
shown in Figure 7 (b), it is an ITRVG. To show that G is a non-TRVG, let G’ be the induced
subgraph of G such that V(G’) = {A1, Aa, A3, By, Ba, B3, C1,C>2}. As discussed in the proof of
Lemma 2, there are two possible ways to place all B-rectangles, up to translation, rotation, and
reflection (see Figure 2).

We then consider the possible placement of rectangles representing the other nodes of G’ using
the idea and properties of strips in the proof of Lemma 2. Note that there are four strips as well
as four sets of rectangles that every rectangle in each set must not see any rectangles in the other
sets, namely {A;}, {42}, {As}, and {Cy, Cs}, while having to see all By, Bo, and Bs rectangles.
Thus, rectangles from each set must contain exactly one strip, different from the strips of the
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(b)

FIGURE 7. (a) Graph G and (b) an ITRVG representation of G

(a)

other sets. Without loss of generality, this leads to only three possible representations of G’ as
shown in Figure 8.

[
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|
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| ‘ . | Cl -
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| | [ 1

[A] | [A]

FIGURE 8. Examples of three possible representations of G’

Next, we consider the placements of D-rectangles and E-rectangles. This is done using the
concept of being entirely covered by another rectangle. A rectangle A is entirely vertically covered
by a rectangle B if any vertical line intersecting the interior of A intersects the interior of B. If
A sees B vertically, but the condition is not met, we will call that A is partially vertically covered
by B. The entire and partial horizontal covering are defined similarly. With this definition, we
present the following claim.

Claim. Regarding the representations shown in Figure 8, there is a C-rectangle that sees all
D-rectangles horizontally. Moreover, at least two of these D-rectangles are entirely horizontally
covered by this C'-rectangle.

Proof. Since the rectangles representing C; and Cj contain the same horizontal strip and this
strip only, they see each other horizontally and see a B-rectangle, say B’, vertically. Note that
any B-rectangle has at least one side adjacent to a vertical strip which is already contained in
an A-rectangle. It means that the interior of any C-rectangle cannot intersect with this vertical
strip; otherwise it would see an A-rectangle. Thus, there is at most one way for C-rectangles
to be partially vertically covered by B’ — by having the interior extended beyond the side of
B that is not adjacent to a vertical strip. Hence, if both C-rectangles were partially vertically
8



covered by B’, they must share a common vertical line of sight passing the right side of B’.
Therefore, they would see each other vertically, which is impossible because they already see
each other horizontally. It follows that one of them, say C7, must be entirely vertically covered
by B’. Now, observe that if a rectangle sees C; vertically, then it also sees B’. This fact forces
all D-rectangles to see C horizontally since each D-rectangle must see C; while it must not see
any B-rectangle. This proves the first part of the claim.

For the latter part, we shall consider Cy which is entirely vertically covered by B’ in each case.
In the first case of possible representation of G’ (Figure 8 (a)), we can see that Cy could not
have its top side higher than the top side Bs as it would see A; which is prohibited. Likewise,
the bottom side of C; could not be lower than the bottom side of By, otherwise it would see As.
Thus, in order not to see B-rectangles, each D-rectangle must lie within the strip 82 which is
contained in C;. Hence, all D-rectangles are entirely horizontally covered by Cj.

The second case (Figure 8 (b)) can be reasoned similarly to the first case.

Now consider the third case (Figure 8 (¢)). As C; could have its top side higher than the top
side of Bs, while its bottom side must not be lower than the bottom side of Bs, the possible area
of D-rectangle placement are within §; or higher than the top side of By. Note that with these
possible locations, a D-rectangle partially horizontally covered by C; must have a horizontal line
of sight passing the top side of C. This allows only one D-rectangle to be partially horizontally
covered by Cj since they must not see each other. Hence, the rest of them, at least two D-
rectangles, are entirely horizontally covered by C'. O

Gy

Cs
& Bl e

F1GURE 9. Examples of placement of D-rectangles and E-rectangle that results
in C; seeing some E-rectangles (shown as the dashed ones) horizontally: (a) for
the cases of Figure 8 (a) and (b), and (b) for the case of Figure 8 (c)

Next, we consider the strips formed by D-rectangles (whose placement are considered anal-
ogously to those of B-rectangles). As a C-rectangle see all D-rectangles horizontally, both
horizontal strips are contained by that C-rectangle. This means that each E-rectangle, in order
to see all D-rectangle and not see this C-rectangle, contains exactly one vertical strip, different
from the other. Regarding the properties of the strips, each E-rectangle will see one D-rectangle
horizontally, different from the other. Hence, we now have two D-rectangle that are seen by E-
rectangles horizontally. Together with the latter part of Claim 5, we can conclude that there is
at least one D-rectangle that is seen by an E-rectangle while being entirely horizontally covered
by a C-rectangle. This leads to this E-rectangle being seen by a C-rectangle (for example, see
Figure 9) which is forbidden. Hence, it is impossible to construct a TRVG representation of Gj
therefore, G is a non-TRVG. O



As each TRVG representation can be considered as an ITRVG representation of a graph, while
there is an example of an ITRVG that is not a TRVG, we finally obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 8. The class of TRVGs is a proper subclass of the class of ITRVGs.

6. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Through the generalization of rectangle visibility graphs (RVG) by allowing transparency and
intersections, we have obtained new results. Regarding transparent rectangle visibility graphs
(TRVG), it is proven that K3 3 3 is not a TRVG. Through generalizing results from [10], we have
shown that a complete n-partite graph K, q,,...q, such that a; < as < --- < ay is a TRVG if
and only if a,—1 < 2 or (an—2,an—1,a,) € {(1,3,3),(1,3,4),(2,3,3),(2,3,4)}. Next, we have
shown that the complement of C2, denoted as D2, is not a TRVG whenever n > 15, and that
k-partite TRVGs with n vertices have at most 2(k — 1)n — k(k — 1) edges. Note that for the
cases of 10 < n < 14, it is still uncertain whether DTQL is a TRVG or not. Finally, we introduced
intersecting transparent rectangle visiblity graphs (ITRVG), which have proven to be a strict
generalization of TRVGs, as there exists a graph which is an ITRVG but not a TRVG.

Here we leave some open problems regarding ITRVGs and TRVGs.
Problem 9. Find a necessary condition for an ITRVG to be a TRVG.
Problem 10. Find other graphs that are ITRVGs but not TRVGs.

Since these results are not trivially gained, it implies that the generalizing of RVGs into TRVGs
or ITRVGs is a demanding process, and that there is more to be discovered in these areas. Some
open problems regarding TRVGs are listed in [10]. It is also possible that the results for TRVGs
may be useful for computer science-related fields, as RVGs have seen usage for VLSI systems.
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