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1RFEDavenport-Schinzel FIFHEORIFEE, » B0 18HREROR/MEL & 2B 4Kk 3R
HE LT, B0 ERAEORDHEERED 1 2TH 5. LA L, ZIKTT Davenport-Schinzel
H, BV nBoZEREBORNMEER & 2B %KD 2BBICOVTI, WA E > ciEr
W TH 5. AT, FIKIG Davenport-Schinzel FIFHEIC BT 3 ¥IBILFEEBNL, n/B
DEFMEBOR/NMER & 5B ERKOBETATY X% 525, ¥k, £IR5T Davenport-
Schinzel PIFtHIC & 2 RTALFEO T L% BliE & SEABEcH AT s R/DaEEM
R8P _L OIS DL X b 7o D D G % [BHE & SFTBEIC X > TREAMBEICHTED
LHEEE~DIGHICOVWTHEREL, ThoDOfEY O(ndlogn) OFM, O(n®) DICIEHER
TR TATY X% 52 3.

On the Linearization Technique in

Computing Multidimensional Davenport-Schinzel Sequences and Its Applications

Keiko Imai
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lizuka, Fukuoka 820, Japan

We consider the problem of computing multidimensional Davenport- Schinzel sequences
by using the linearization technique. This problem has strong connection with the combi-
natorial complexity of the lower (or upper) envelope of n multivariate functions. We have
well known about the one-dimensional Davenport-Schinzel sequences (or, the envelope of
single variable functions). But, the combinatorial complexity of the lower (or upper) en-
velope of multivariate functions has not yet been analyzed except a few cases [5]. In this
paper, we present the linearization technique and its applications to the dynamic enclosing
circle problem of moving points in the plane and the minimax geometric fitting problem

of two corresponding sets of points.
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1. FL®IZ
nflD 1 ERD 5 ik 2 BHEIROR/ME (H 5 WREKE) % & 5BHERD 5 L q,

WEOFHBFZORDHEE 2> T3, K, 1ZEHDEHE 1 Davenport-Schinzel 71
EVSEDTTUREINT NS [1,2,3,4,5,6,13 3 U EoBISUCEIT 2R 1R, DfEsith
Eold Y THE ABTH nBoSERBEKORNME (5 widEKE) * & 3B%%
KO 5[0E 2% b, ZIKIE Davenport-Schinzel FIFHE O WTOBILFEEBML, £
DIFTEALFEZ T Attallah 1€ & o TIRN X W BIWIEHEE M2 (dynamic computational
geometry) @ 1 DDOBETH 5 FHELEZHHTVE R LT, ThboRom/MEA%YR
HLERE (RAEHE & FTBEIC X VBICHR) €, X /i85 - EROLE - HEta X T il
Hbohd, 2 20FHLOMENGL bW TS HREY—HORE Y EIHE L FTBEIC LY
b 5~ OB CHREANBEIC Y Tk ) B[ERE (geometric fitting problem) %< 7A=Y X
L5235,

2. nfE® 1 XA OR/)VEER & 5% & Davenport-Schinzel 3

¥, 1 EREROR/MER & ZBRICOWTHORTWARERIKDOWTE L HTHL.

n (8D 1 ZHCEFRIE fi(2) PBRET, EROZOOBBREWCEx sHORTEDLE b D
ZELD CTOBEBOBEEICHLT, FhoOBROR/IMEREE LTE5MB%E fET5:

B fors7k, nBEfi0o77 70Tl ~Xa—7 (lower envelope) THH, T
DY 7R, Tryae—7 OB fi 077 7 OBKBBERSY LR INhTVE. T
D & & DBAEREID DBOBKEE A\ (n) TEDT.

Ty~a—7 LCBHET 5 R BEROBRERMTES R, thooBBoRRTHE 120
HEfBLTw?. coctd, BEfiREVWKEx* sEILXTbbAhnEwS{REND,

As(n) <sn(n—1)/2+1

THBCLRFTbr oM, LHRERWER ERXBLhTWE (BIXE, [1,56,13])

Ai(n) =n

A2(n)=2n-—1

Az(n) = O(na(n))

As(n) = O(n29(M)

Azs(n) = 0(7120(0’(”)'—1)), s> 2

Aost1(n) = O(na(n)o(“(")'q)), s>2

Ags(n) = Q(n22( ™) 55 2

TZTT, a(n)ld Ackermann B OMBIK T, IEFICHIMT 2 DOBB R THS. s&nic
BRRWERE LT, BRCEDLT L

As(n) = O(nlog* n)
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E%. log"nid, nicHLT2%EE LTHEEZEVELE 5 XFHT1 L TFcAhs
FOEBERDOTBIRAH, chd logn,loglogn ZE X D b5 LHINF 3 D 2B BT
B3 #o>T, \(n)RIEEAERIBICEERTSH S & Wi 5.

PIZ I, nBIK fi 25, F_RTIRSEXTH D L &, (TEO-OOMEBRE~ dEILH%ED
LRVDT, TOTHT Yy <e—7 1\ (n) BOBKEBEBILOR>T NS, d =10
& fild, 8WBTHY, Tz ~<e—T%RKHBC L, f OEBOED S ERIO¥ZEo
b Y RS DEECHIGT 3.

e, vRT 4 v 7 ARE~DIGHTR, nBEBSO Tz ~u— 7%k 2REEI L
BRbhd #89% ThEThERIXBELTOLACHEINEBEREEL NS, Lok
AT, BBMORBIRIFI L T~ CEEER AT hEAb AN 7. 2T T, BEBD
im0 —oo IGEWE U & CHEHZ O L, HHED» 5 b +oo IGE W U & 1
EDRLT, MOCHIET 2B ERERTER S WA KSR ICIET 2. ok
S L TR BN n BOEEE A RIRBERO TR v <o — 7 £RONE, TOn S
TRz vy~ e —7HERTE 3. ChbORMRIVBERRE CEA3EL2%bbF, nif
DOTHE e —723 A3(n) = (na(n)) BOBWIHORDC & bbb,

2ot nlOBK fi LT, 2hoDr7 70 Ffllzr<e—T%RDETATY X
LT LTH, DEREIRE (divide-and-conquer method) %A L b DOREbhTWE. ©
DFEE AR O(As(n) log n) OFETTRIE v~ v — 7 OEEABEEI 2 Ed b~ —
FLEIRICRD B T bR TED. $7, TEEEAAND ZHECONTH, REHAE wIC
Bx sBILSRZbLRVE &R, O(\q41(n)logn) DFERITRD LR B ([7)-

As(n) ZFHEF 2BRICH, FHl2KO XS AHBLHBEL LTHERILTV3. EOHn,
SICHLT, RDIDOGML 2 FTEEIIU = (u1,us,...,um)%, (n,s)Davenport-Schinzel
FlEnsy:

()1<u; <n(i=1,...,m)

(i) wi #uip(i=1,...,m—1)
(iii) uy, = ujy = ujy = ... = a,
Uy = Uiy, = Uy =...=ba#b
Tbélﬁ&ﬁd@@ﬁ?lgh<ﬁ<”.<umgmﬁﬁEL&h-?5&,Awﬂm
(1, s) Davenport-Schinzel 5|0 E X D KEICZE L .

3. nEDSZEEHBHROKIMER & SR EEHALFR

1EITR LS ik n il 1 ZHEIROB/MER & 2BIRICOTOPIERRE—BELTY
5. HETR, SEROMEAEINCHANLGR, W OrDERAEBLh TRV, Th
bk, BoTVEEROEROHHEICKET 230T, 1EHOBED L 5 c—RAKERE,
ERDE VRO T i nHOSEREROR/MEL & 2B R M8, o% 0,
ZK5T Davenport-Schinzel 1% #EH T 2REICOWTDOBIZER, fhE >7el@Ehb Lk 3.

n 8D d ZEHBIK f; OR/IME% & 3B

f(:cl,...,xd) = ,':r{linnf"(xl""’md)

,,,,,
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D+ 1KFTZEENTD Y 572 = f(x1,...,24) RdRTRENICHET S &, (21,...,2q) ZEH
OREMELRD. COREEECBEBOEEF = {fi(z1,.-.,%d), .-+, falT1,..-,Ta)} P
B/MER VRS, F oRoR/MEYR & 2B %KD 2RI BVWTE nBIRO KT TORK
IMEROHRER (77 v b, facet) OB A(F) %FHET 5 &, B/MERKEZHERTHC L
PRI R 5.
nEDOBIR f; X RO X 5 AEE R M T LT 5.
DWATRED LA 77 70K b Y ikd—k+ 1IRTTE & .
2) TRTo f; KB AR 2RI E, & fi 7,

d
Cain+ Y aiXk
k=1

&gg@i 5%5 {EL‘ a;k ﬁ%ﬁfé D, Xk "i, gﬁl‘],...,zd & %@Eﬁ%ﬁiﬁb&
i KO R WSEHERTH D, & X, OBFRETT, ARECZEXTEA b0 LT 5.
CO XS B f; % X OFIEETEDT L, nflD dEHER £ oR/MET & DBEH

flzy,...,za) = i:Tinnfi(xl""’md)

3RO BIERER,

m

min aio + E a,-ka
n

i=1,..., Y=1

L, X ORIFETA bR S IESTE R AT % R oKR BRI o iR/ MU RSIRE IC il & 7 5.
1), 2) DHE* AT f 0B LT, KDOX52dDEEZD.
fi(0,z,y) =2® + y* + ¥ + y? + u? + 0} + 2uiz + 205y
+ 2(~u;z; — viyi) cos 0 + 2(uiy; — vix;)sin 6
+ 22;(—z cos§ — ysin ) + 2y;(z sin§ — y cos )
TR, 224y BT RToOERICIHEADTRIERE, BYOWOE, Xi,an %
Xi=2, X,=y, X3=cosb, X;=sinf

Xs = —zcosf —ysinf, X¢=uzsinf —ycosh.

LU

aip = a? +y? +ul +07, a;; = 2u;, a;p = 2v;

a;3 = 2(~uix; — viyi), aig = 2(uiy; — v;iT;), ais = 2x;, aig = 2y;
LELCEEY,

6
ai0+zaika
k=1
EELCEMTES. Xy,...,X; ORElicK,
X2+X:=1
X5 = —X1X3 — X2X4
/X—G - ‘Y1X4 - X2X3
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LSRR H L. Dk D,
r{nn fi(9,:c,y)

,,,,,

RO BRI, RO & 5 D DIAE AR % o BIER O B/ MERIE C 4T3 3.

6
min a4+ a;rX
st X2+ X2=1
X =-X X3 - X, X,
Xe =X1 Xy — X, X3

COREZFIC & > TERBEFELC OV LTWL C et 3.

¥ ¥, 7R Euclid BEINT n BOBBER Z = a;0 + 22:1 aix X O FMllz vy ~xe—7%
EX, Toxzvy~<u—7t 3EOHIE DD Y AT EE/MER &3S LT 3.

— R, mIRIC Euclid ZEIA O nfBo¥ R oxb b DERTEBRTIEROK
uomWﬂUvggcamg,g%ifmaTM1y<u—7®&4fﬂOmﬂfééC&ﬁ
bbb THlzy~<xwe—7W, 7RTMZHEK (convex polyhedron) TH Y, 7z v+ -
7'7 7 (facial graph) REHKTEL. 7xfvrr2757¢1@d, 1DODAND (source) & 1D
DA (sink) b DT 44 2 Y » 7 75 7 (acyclic graph) TH Y, ZD&KM (node) XTI
TyRa—7 D7 x4 X (face) ¥EDL, HDB7x4 ZBHDT7 2 4 ZOERERCE->T
WHEE, EDTzARES LA THEALDIDOTHS. COXS5KLTERINE 7 24
Y 77 7@, Sedelll2] DMEOTATY XAk oTHRT 3 C EMNTE S EED
BEICHE, 74 varn 777 HRTE0KE, Onllogn) OFEASHAD, TokE
T, Ond) ens.

G Tz v <e—72 3 00l 0L b ) 2 EERDEOTRAL, Txf v rr e
77 7% T, RMERE TR v <e—7 L 300X CHR L T Hikk &
5. RUMER EOTHA R, nflD 5 5 4 HOBROEATH 550, i 7Kt Euclid 225
TEINE, 4 D2OBFHOLDL Y 1 OARBIKTT =4 2 L 3DDGHMIR DS E RS, A
i, sMEMOY, ik, ThEh, THlzry<xe—70dRTE7 24 % (d= 4,5) &3
DR DD Y L3R LT 3.

Y, RMEROESXIHET 3. MI5T5 3KTE7 =4 2, nfBD 7 KTEHOBETD
553 % 4 HOBFHEOKED ) » K5 3 RTZM %, BY D n — 4 BEOBFEHIC L > TED
OGRNLHZERTHIR L 2D DTH ok, TOIKTT =4 2 & 3 DOHIKIR E DITb b AiEh
ER EDTHR EHMIEL T 20T, {LED 4 FOBFERL & D, *OLEBHTH 5 3 KT
& 3 DDHEIR & DFRTOKE (B4, candidate point) 2 ¥ FHET 3. BERART
RTHBE MUz e -7 ECH 3 L@BOLAVDT, ThARTAlZ vy <e—F EKH i1 E 3
PEHELRINWE ADR . 3KTE7 24 20RE On3) H5DT, & 3KTT =4 2k
LB On — 4 BOBFEDE S LRICH 30255 L O(nt) OFRAIhoTLES. 2
CT, COHFR T2 A v xr o T 7%FnE.

BRTET 2 A ROWBBERL ZoTWVD 2 IKT7 =4 21k, BMBROKE 1) kb, 3 K%
7z A ZEBRLT D 4 HOBERE S5 12, hokek 1 DOBEROED Y CEE
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RT3 COXIARBEITVE 3RTL7 24 ROBRERTH 5 2 KG7 =4 A% %E
FLTVWAIBEFEAICOVWTOL, BHAOF =y 72T I —RIC, mKTADMN
ZHAD kIRKTC7 =4 2D e, FkIRT72AREE+ 1RT7 =4 AOBoKOKE, £

b Onmi{lm/2Lk N5 3. XoT, Zxfvxr s Z77REL0RTVRIE, CO
Fxv 7 AEREFTTE 3.

B/MER Lok s HixskD Bicik, Tty e —7DdRTE7 =4 Z(d=4,5) & 32D
HHIR & DD Y ZRKONE L Thdy Zx A v v« 75 7%HHNWT O(n3 logn) DFHE
TRDB ERTE D,

¥, BICRBR~<AX S5, Seided DTATY XHICEY, TxAvxr e 7T 7 0N
logn) OFETRHOND. ZLT, TOKREIIFRBOHEZON®)TH 5. LoT, ZOF
T, MIBEFEEERA 3 & O(n®) D&, O(ndlogn) OFMEITnilo 3 BHER DK
IMEx & ZBERERD B C L HBTE B.

4. I ==y AMBE~DIH
4.1 B SIZX T AR T EAMBE

FHEECHE 2 b n O A0R/NEEMERD ZREG HHHEEFAZOEAWEED 1
2THY, Thik, O(n)DFMHE, O(n) OIHBRTHET S C epHMbI TS 9] %,
ARRABEBLEY —FOoHEETCH AT EHEOR/NEEMAZRD 50 DH, O(n(logn)?
log log n)DFE, On)DFEEEHKTTE 2 [10) X5 2B AR LTHELZEX D
TR, aRkF 4 v IR, FI7 4y 7 RRE~DOIGHRRS D CBELCR>TETN .

T, FHELcEL b nBoms 0 L 2% FIBBHE L HaosMEN
TRODHEEREL D IE TR TFRICL Y, MUTTRT &S K EiE L FTH
hic X Y B BEOR/MAEMMER O(n® logn) OFMHE, On®) ORIBHERTHEL T & 2T
%3.

R EDOnBOEp; = (v5,1:) (= 1,...,n)BEXOhTWVwE LT3 ThoDRp =
(zi,y:) WOEHE (0 < 0 < 2m) ¥hicth (w,v;) FIBBIND 32, Bl FTED
®’D R p; B

pi(0) =(x:(6),yi(8))
zi(6) = z;cos6 — y;sinf + u;
v:(0) = z;sin @ + y; cos 6 + v;
ERB. fHp=(z,y) & pi(t) D Euclid FEBEO =% & 380%

fi8,2,y) = (z —2i(8))” + (v — vi(6))?
¥EZLD 0 %6 KEETEE, niBD 3 EBE f:(6o,z,y) PDERAER & BB

BERMCERDEp = (z,y) 20 = § KB 2R/PMIEFAOHFDLTH . b, §%FH;MLT
B/ME%R RO NE, AMSEEEFTBEIC L > THwT w30/ aEMRIEARD 2 T
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LICRB. DD, COnlBD 3 BB £.(0, 2, y) DRAIEER & BEIRORMEL KD B &
w5 R (T, TR ~B/NISTIRIEE v 5)

min max f;(0,z
0<6<2m, z,y i=1,..., nfz( ’ ’y)

RSO LFETH 3.
Hop=(x,y) & pi(0) D Euclid BEfED =% & 2B
fi8z,y) =(x — 2:(6))* + (v — vi(6))*
=22 44?4+ a:;‘) + y,2 + u? + v? + 2u;x + 2v;y
+ 2(—u;r; — viy;) cos 0 + 2(uy; — viz;)sinf
+ 22;(—x cos 6 — ysin ) + 2y;(zsind — y cos §)
3 HTTRI & LTk Z2BIfci R b v #oT, 3EICRE/MERIZE L 225, £Dhb
DICRANER%ZE AN, 3 TR L 2BIBEFE L FHwTn BB D EAE. & 3B
1 O(n’logn) OF/, On®) DIBEMRTRKDOLIE. ZLT, X OR/MEXEHE T sk
DIEEHRBLND.

4.2 2DODMEDE X SN SERRD I =< v 2 X ELRIE

2ODUIX 5 7 HEBEEDFEE DB TIED %KD 38 (geometric fitting problem) ¥, ~<%
VR - BRI - AT & o B CLCEbRD. FIAE, EReEy FCkoTE Y
oy FTVARILS] %38 ECHBIEET 2 & w5 RIENR—BIE LTHIFbh3. Yoy,
F7 VAR LST # B ORBEARTRICHA KL T Y v FEB I HBYERET 5 3E 4 20+ 2
RS2 (11 LSIDE ¥ % HEhh LatE tABOROHLADEEIC BT, WS
T 5 HOM DM DR KIEAR/NC 2D X 5 R ERT 2RETH 5.

COXSBEEICECT, —HORE L EEG & FITBBICE > Th 5 —FHOBEIKHTED
SREEEEX DL, TH, FBTR-%k TR- B/ NUSMREICRSET 5 C L4 TE 5.

5. 8HYIZ

AR, nBOBIRORKREY & 2BROB/MEL & 3ME L BB ILTEL RS
BCOWTHBM L. 3HETHICE > THHLARIER O T A Y Kokt (1 2K
Davenport-Schinzel ZIDORIREICIRE LT HEE) MR &, RIE%2ME FRIBEIAETRE X Y
DLEBR (O(n*Ar(n)logn) B , O(n) DIUBFHLCHEL € & HTE 3 8 ®#-7T, 4
HICISA & LTH 72 TR- S/NVAEMEECHIED G 2 biLie 2 D0 SRS O RE4 T k5
b, THLLDHETLMEL CENTE .

TR- B/NEEMMETR, EE L BB TAXBI BRI OWTEL K, EEXH, %
DY, —EOHETEIRLEEIC, DD, M p; OEEAHM

pi(f, a) =(zi(6, @), vi(9, Ol))
A z;(6,a) = z;cos 8 — y; sin 6 + au;

yi(0,a) = x;sinf + y; cos § + av;
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THEbEXN 35S (TSR- B/NASMME) Kb, WBLFEZHES ceRnTE D COMEE
i, O(nlogn) ®FEM, O(nt) DIEMAHCET 5. TSR- B/NLEMRER 1 EHO
Davenport-Schinzel FIORIBEICREE L THEL LV b, SBIAEFEOLRED L THHHHRE
NEWSIERMTTVS 8 b BAHA, TSR- B/PMEEMAMBECKHLTY, WET 2 REED
LBTROMEAEEL, TSR R/ NIEMHREE L B U FEEHC T e TED.

AUFFEO—EIk . SCRARIZEVIERIREIZ (A) ORBI %32 7eo
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