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Abstract: This paper considers the problem of decomposing a polyhedral surface or a polyhedron into simpler
components: Monotone patches or terrain polyhedra. It is shown to be NP-complete to decide if a polyhedral surface
can be decomposed into k monotone patches, by constructing a geometric model to make a reduction from SAT
(satisfiability) problem. And the corresponding optimization problem is shown to be NP-hard. Then, the method is
extended to the problems of decomposing a polyhedron with or without holes into the minimum number of terrain
polyhedra, both of which are also shown to be NP-hard.
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— /N B mAR R S @R IR D AE 63T B B AR, X F AN 19 AR B & NP-hard #9.
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THT 3 8 ple— B AT PRI S 25 11 LA ] S 0K S 7 22 TR ST 4081 e (pateh) (9 A 30 45 K, 9 e 3] 43 vk
FEVPSTUA . P STHLIE R 2% AR BRSO H LA B B 145 2 AU 8 #7531 17 Ok 822 (R F 5T A0 R A %0
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A T8 R A T2, S e ot UL A A i A O 8148 S A i)

O 22 TR I A ) 3 ) Ay kg I — 2R Ol SE A 43 (solid decomposition), i (K12 K = 4 22 THI R A
B R EA T 2 54— 2858 F 100 ) 43 (surface decomposition), $5 it 2 45 = 4 2 [ 44k 0 2 1T 23 ) ik &
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WIEE % JUA S @K R A&-2) 515 245 NP 38 1027

ATFoE

FLYE 1982 4F, LingasM™ il Bl T == 4 22 1 44 1 dg /N ™ 950 43 il A 2 NP-hard . ChazellePHiE B T % — A&
AT 160 26 1T AR AT 7300 43, 300 23 5 OB 2 13- B10(nD) AN 1™ 25 1T A, 10 ELAE SR I B0 R 3XAN N L2 S 103X st A
P2 SR 2 S50 1) SE B B AL 52 31 7 4R R 1A BR sl 1 LA SIE B 8 P wp A3 A A 7 2 2 L 30 22 T A4k, TR, T
K& 2R 1005 43 ) SR A5 2 TR 290N B i EA.

BT SE AR oy AR A AR A R B, S Br B vh A4 R B0 2 TR A —— 2 1B kg R I —— %
ARV 143 0 R R 9k 2 100 171 43,1997 4F, Chazelle NPHHIE B T — AN B8 (K 4518 60 & r M U4 (reflex
edge) M 2 ik, R HI 404 18r—=2 MM # A, Bgh T —ASE 428 O(n+rlogr) ¥ 43 5503k ARG T SE 44
) 2 B SP J7 BE ah RSR U 1 5 TR 3R W R R T ) 4 PR A AR et O (r) 1, T LA T 22 T AR T a5 en. ]
AL, 2 T (™ 350 43 5 0 E AT S A A 118 Chaze et ) B3 41F W 17 22 11 44 26 1101 (1) 52/ oY 350 43 ) JL47% 4% S NP 5E 42
() AL — SR A2, SCIR [21] B 3E B e i vb ) 2 o e R A8 — ™ 20 300 P DS T xz T T 8 2 1 1 1 DR ke, 9 g T
B S B B AT A RD I 5 SR 0 43 BT A 0 0 S R (S et 2 R Pk O(n) I i FLAN 2 T+ 18r-2. it LA, I kg 3R
[T R A B S R A i = =R SR G SRR (SR (0 = et o i B S = RE R O R T SPVARE B Y (- N M Nt Sl
— A A R B YRR 43 B R R T A SR T kAl ), 0 ST BT B T L PR a2 B S I AR G T e A R AR
SOREIE B BLR JUAS 1) 85 1) A 2

MMSD(minimum monotone surface decomposition):1— 4™ 22 [ A 11 2 1 51 3 Ji ot 2> B2 1 B 1

k-MSD(k-monotone surface decomposition): 3 5& — 4™ 2 [ 44 {2 1 RE 75 %371 4 il k AN 501 1

MTPD(minimum terrain polyhedron decomposition): & — > 22 [fi 1431 23 B die /1N B0 100 b 22 1 4k

k-TPD(k-terrain polyhedron decomposition): | x& — ™ 25 i1 14 BE 75 1 51 43 1 k AN HiLJE 22 1HI 44,

ASCH LN SIS 1 e A 2 1R K-MSD A NP 5E 4 ) @, MMSD [ i /& NP-hard 1.5 3
AU b 2 TR 1 43 ) S E W £ 22 T A B R B 22 T AR k-TPD /2 NP 5842 ) {8, MTPD i il /&
NP-hard /.35 Ji 755 4 AT S5 91 BT JUAMTY A A L ) il 8.

1 BEAR#HEE

7 22 T IS IR A, e if 72 28 181 R HL(deterministic Turing machine, fij A% DTM)TT BLAE P 1) 1) BEFK Ky P2k il K
IR A I i, LA 7 22 T TR) 9 AT DL el — AN R B2 15 2 B (nondeterministic Turing machine, & # NTM)
SIS 2 W 1) R0 T - NP 28 i 50 2 S T AT 11 NP 28 i 85138 ] 22 1005 RR 24 A ) 338 7, U 224 NP #fE 88 (NP -hardl).
GBS ] UL NP-hard (7, 7] I 302 NP )8 IS4 R H ol NP 58 43 (NP-complete, i #% NPC)Ja) #.NPC & NP
e B I — 2 1) NP 58 A PR BIS B A S e TR A A T B AR A B LT R A AT i R e R
TIE WIS ) 2 NP 58 4 11 3 3R A A7 T I P A M 1 A B 19 ) R0 62 B 4R — ANE TSR mT AT g (B
25 TR T (1) B9 2 140 PRDAE 17,5 4 ) BEAR AR AN 21 R 6F T+ NP 58 4 ) 8, g B A2 25 - R DU A v, sl
BT 0 ) 8L ) oA ST A L R R R IR 0, 3 4k 22 T I (R BR0E OCT I R MR NP S A 3R i — 20 A 4
Al 2 LR [23].

RIS TUAS S R 2 A DG R ) 5 ORI AN S A i

[M132 (reflex edge): % i1 P f)—414 e, 5 e I PIANTH A BT A £ (interior angle) KT m;

53 (patch): 2 14k P —AN B2 AN R B HAH QI R T ORI B R e () B . 1) v LRSS 3 1Y)
CHANTE TR,

™43 (convex patch): 22 AR P 1) —AN 23] i o R A T 11, 2 HAN Y oe AL T3 CH(o) il it L,
HARXS T ol — 1 AP F1 CH(o)#BAL - [FI

i (monotone): X T — AN B T o i AT T d ST E K BHE S oA TR L — A 5, WFK ol X
Fd 2N W R o b A% a5 3P ) 2R A B A [ AR o o S

HL1 Ji(monotone patch): T — N2 % 1 o, WA AFTE—ANJ7 0] d ATAS o T d 2 50 i 1, IR oo 51 18 1
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500, BR oo AN B 0. )R, S Pt v LU AN BT 1), B 18T 1 P,

Zeali (strip): 25l S Je— AN VAT T 2 B AT UL, HAT P 4530 5 xy IR LS £ xy Pl EHGER K,
FrflE S I GERE AT T 2 BEAPAT T S 1P IS S IAZEACE FRAE S (10 1o 52 37k J: 9 JEE M1 v 52 B AN BE A o 4%
Y RS B AT AR, (H 6 AR AT LR 5 T TR,

(a) A connected monotone patch of three triangles (b) A disconnected monotone patch of three triangles
(2) Hh 3 AT ZH B IR X 3 ) 50 () H1 3 AN 4B R AN B2 1) B3
Fig.1
K1

W oA Z HAEPH —A 2% 7 .n,n,,... .0 ok o & AR 1) ) & 2L ni=(ay,bi, ¢y, r o o T B8 1) = A1 T 6
B TR AT (0355 1) d A P AN T ), DAL, T A A 4 1 7 I T S AR IE Y 1) R e —E
PE PRI A 0% 1) 38 4 1 LA (A ) 24

WME LWL A OEE M E o W B, W AFE R T7 10 n=(X, X2, Xa), 1 15 n 5 o £ 925 1) & 1 AU
(ni-n=aixy,bix,CiXs) ] 5.

MELEIR2. AT IEI 38 v ot 3 ANV I & n,ny,ny, EATTITTE I 3 4 4 3LTM, F H .l & 115 k4 i 3 4
JEFIA KT m, ) os AS B

ST 2 W SR A 1 S O I MR A1 2 AT LIS A 10 1 I AR A A o T 2@) BT 3 A4S
WL NG, NN A S B AT RO R S AT R B AN R S 8] 2(b) e AN 3 A4S, S0, Sk K 3 I A o
MR M 2 4518 2 af %1, oA B,

(a) An example for Observation 2 (b) A non-monotone patch of three strips
(a) MLEEEL 2 7ol (b) — AT ER i 3 A Gl 4Lk
Fig.2
Kl 2

W 3 IR A LA R JE — ANt — 41 45 W S1,So,..., S 1 B AR I BT R R R e 2 4 by LR H AT A
€1,82,....en T H 4 AT T2l F 1 ,S1,S,, . Snoo & HL A AH [R] 5 8 & 1) B B B, #1805 “F T z=k & . HAHAE,Spy
IS, ¥ XA FE T 1) A S i e Wi & 2l v b bz 5l — /N BB 25 B 45 20 1), A8 5 P9 A AH 48 4% Al 1) % A 41 2
7/3,53,56,59,512, ... “F 47 T xz ¥ TH , 3 e,,65,65,811,... U5 5 y & 10 J5 1) HE 41 . T 41T B eq,es.e5,87,... N “ & %
117,02,04,86,85,... J“MHHI" 05,05,84,010,... W A1 FL 1 05,041,017, ... WEAE BT B0 SR o W) 20, R Oy <A £ 1)
127 e0,08,014, ... WE AR AR HIL S () 100, F% 4 AR 0 1) i,
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HIMLSE 4518 2 AT, &) 3 F 7 S ACRE 2R () 3 T o 38 1) 2 R AT A st e I8 £ 990 9377 2, 23 0 Ay 3 23 R Ay
SYFN7ON T S TR AR X R 2>y 3P RS A xy S B B, W e 4 B A o 5 OB TR AT
Ao R IR R T S50 1t 23350 g XU A A A 1 B s BT R T ) RO

7=k

Fig.3 The gadget used in the proof
K3 RN A rp 3 Bl A &5 4

10

Fig.4 Odd-Cut and even-cut
K4 BB o H)

2 MMSD #1 k-MSD By &

AT LR MMSD il k-MSD [l i1 f 3 FE I B T B A i 0o by it 5 SAT [ 280 (R 3 A2 1 il i) ) i Al 2
2 KOFE B 7 169 T AT A 5o SAT i 0 40 249 033K T A ] B B2 X, X evny X X, Xooonns Xg A 2N A1 2K A8 B5E, T 1)
C1,Cay- ., Co it HHTI HEA /A5 f5k A4 BT B 3, 9 LR — AN T 60 6P S RE R 8, A
21 MEFREFITEEE

H A —ASF A b 3 FEAH B (7 A BB iy — AN BB AR y=iF- T N (R 45 Bl 5(a) TR, Ci AT
Fxz> i B 5y A A2 T(0,i,0) s, i 98 BE £>0.3% L ¥ A 06 BE45 5 Ciiff U] B4 5 R R e B8, L 9 B el B2 2 8 /08, LA
ST TS 45 HA 119728 2 A 20 14y R A1) 4 2, i G s 88 ) 75 22 2 8 K

R AN R AR B K3 B 3 T AR R X X A xy T B (R 5 2 — 45 2 iU A L, 1 B 5(b) BT,
P 1 2 38 0 R s A SRS Hh R R AE L AC I 1), 3 L 7 4 AN BR ol 4 1

(1) LB AU A E 0 L LT 8 35 3L 1 A2
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(2) Ll 52 Z BN T il x, T4 O A S0 A 2 HE £,

MR G L1 2 W7 R0, AR BRI — A U 0 B 2 HBEE % A AR AR K 4t DIk 58 1 AR A% £
TR T ORAEX AT P s D 10 2 T 58 ) 20 7 3k 4 O, 20 SR Ly Do 3 5, DDA Lo ot L 350 2 T 0 58 20 A B
2 A1 22 I A F) A O R v AN SR S /N L, DA T ASE A5 2 B A R X B 3R A AL 8 16 2% [R), LA S B At A2

AL AT AT BL SOXGA 5 119 B AL B

GCi [is e
i ."','
0 6,' >
(a) The clause-strips (b) The projection of a variable-strip onto xy-plane
(a) THIBEA (b) B RABIAAE xy T 10 B HGE
Fig.5
K5

22 EETAREMNTEED

015 ¢ 7y WUHEC T B X 19— e B o 307y st o 409 e JUHC B B X, 10— 4
Ly b B 7 SR TR e AR SR A 2RSS 2 A K T4 TF S8 HES, 4 JE B 1C 22 3 (XA A 1
BN 4 B LR b TSI CLIG ) 4h— 4 FLIL b, 101 1 6 7 RS o 1S,y Cill“ 40 ™. 54 401, 6 4y
531 HC1, 11,512 F1C1, 1Sy T A T3 A 430 575 S0, 81,810, Sy 9T M P 0 45 80 P TUAF 659 C 5 £ 1 T 4

BRI

Ci

Z=k

€ €
P(0,i,k

S

L]

Fig.6 Attaching a clause-strip to a variable-strip
K6 JER T AR AR A
B AT e BB X, AT Co 55 X, 4 2 J5 [NV 7E xy P THT b 1R B 5% 401 18 5(b) s . th T C o 4 % 2 %)
X — B H0 b DR, X B 7 20 1 45 2R B K Co 0035 A6 — AN B 7 v 1 Co AN BE. e 22 X PR A 73 1 445 2R g
K Co 35 7 — AN S 7 op I C AN B, Gt B 7 s . b b w60, a0 1 07 R N T xi U A 3T, B Co 0 5 7
VA AT AR 3 6 12 ) ) o A AR T 4683 2 361 077 ) 2 T A A A8, B 808 4 Co B0, 3 7 WA, DA T AT 455 B2 ) 1 )

ColUAH HLAH.
XL L 3 A P BB A1
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(1) TAUBERC R s L A 2R 5 DR, LADRAIE BE W Kt 6T I 4 T A 2 B A8 23 48 X S K T Ci ) 06 B2 sl 23
AN /P, DL G b FEA 25 Al AR AL

(2) AR BRI X, 10 55 1 1K) 0 B2 & A 0L 5 /I, I L X PR A v B A 2R 8 /8, DL ORAIE X A Fk<z<k+1
XA Y.

c
S

Fig.7 Two ways of decomposition depending on the truth assignment of x,
B 7 R X, U A ) i 45 280 1) 7P A 1) 0 4 R

2.3 L5iEHYIERR

Z Uk, JUAT SR I )it 448 50 B, A TR 4 Y R B AR I e W) i 7

TEHE 1. SAT [l i) 22 sURTW A ¥ 45 P12, 2 HLOCA BT R Ry LT R RS RS 1 200 N =) | L 172 /i
b1 RS AT i S S W B W SRl b v e ]

E B 11 S UE B 78 43 1k BT SAT il B[ 32 4 3 i = T A2 11,
T 22 R i A9 JUD K X R AT 77 73 1 75 T X B AT A 20 S 3R X 1

BN Acq, BT AR T AL B W A AT AN ) (L) Y ) AR %
X, ?

X4

X3
B 2 01) 1 COHEHEAE 2 M B P 0 R P — A i
S o b B UEC, FURT— A BRI AT AU MTLC 5 VL B 1
B M/ MU P BT AR, AT A B At =
ﬁ%%aﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ@ﬁmmiﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁ,/yé;:::_
WA SR [ 3 0 50 B TF B 8 T, B o B X, BSR4
G, T X A (s ks o 2, B0), 0 21 5 4 0010 3 2 | ]
i‘z%’@ﬁ%iﬂﬁ]%ﬁ:iﬁtﬂh*é}'ﬁ%@é}xl%ﬂ@é}xzﬁﬁméﬁiﬁHﬁ;‘%ﬂ Fig.8 Disconnecting a clause-strip
T, 55— A5 B B T 2 X, [T/ B0 4 BT, - gy

FAE W B T 1, 52 S LA B 0 4% Bl — A 7 )
B C R 01 A7 B BRI X0 A B8 1 4 BT O — A 07 507 5 1, A0 S A
MO 0T 000 Y, | Ly | = 2N AT PR TE ) Tk HR BT JLA .00 o

S8 L. [ T 3 1T A AR T — A R,
AR R R — A T
A T A A BT R T — A R
T % B S PN R
ERE— O O A BT
S B P, T — A T U 6 98 TR — A 601
AR 860 1 105 S, 28 SO0 UE 8 1 02 R L 3 A 1 1)
LB 2 T, A 4 R
Fh 4 O 60, ) B 0 2 L A 0 8 T N A B T AT 9 2N A T S A

Al

£

T - -
(o242 B~V R ]
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Hifir A 5 R REAS L A AN AR R T B 3 1K) L AT TR A 3 BN S R DRI o T X 1
(7 AT R R 5 — R AR R AR, B il 6t R

L5 L AR A0 AR R R X B SR T AR 3 5 23 5 3R R xR AL 2 SR C ol — 2% 1 2 A (el
e )0 3 e B X — X 28 B A B, OF HE AR IR R R T — A BT A X R W 0B B xic (B X, ), T HLX
SR (K9 A2 3 23 50 (oA 2 50 ) £ 180 2 T 2908 i by 5 (BB, I Ly R B R AL . 3 iy il 0, AT (0 1

A RE S ., BUSAT I LA 9215 5 5 A2 2 1 401 O
5 53 R, k-MSD [ L 5 052 9 7B 2 SR 0 63 e 7 B, k-MISDD T A2 NP . s e 52 1
BT e

EI 2. k-MSD ) #E: NP 52411,
EIE 3. MMSD 1) @ /& NP-hard .

3 MTPD #A k-TPD By E

R L AR P ALE — AN (MR kT /5 base facet), fif /34 T 2 A4 _EIRAT 75— o5 p(p 76 f LI TR E
PR RN ') Ee B pp AL T Z T P IR RS R P oA — AN JE 22 A 41 3 T T E T f I E 2k 5%
ZRIIACEE R — 4 2 B, HLER B — AN uiti s AL T f 5 A B 9 BT A K SR FH A ABL I JEL B 3 st A4y 36 A 7 114 L
fA[ R AR SIF B X A ) 22 T A4k 5 B 22 T A4 K-TPD ) 38 AR & NP 58 4% 1,11 MTPD il @) & NP-hard 1. 245
A5V AE SCHR[25] 90 002845 1 0E B, (H 3 LT SR T 0 ) LART A 284 5 ] B0, 0 W 7 30 A 5 2% 2 ) 31 S LA 2 A
W A% 51 53 g

Base facet

Base facet Base facet

Fig.9 Examples for terrain polyhedron
K9 e 2 ks fi
[FIRE, 7 20 B — A TR el A N I AR GGl Ja s 22y A 4D REENAETE A0 H RAHERTH
Bl 10 s,

Back strip

Left strip

z Right strip

Front strip

y

i ite i+l

Fig.10 Clause representations
K10 Ao
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11(a) 1 —dHPAT T xy V1 R R B R R e, B 35 J e AN A e R o B AR G5 4y O L 1 A 40K 1y
B 10(b) AT AU B SR % AR E AR AR R AN [R] R 2o B B A R IR SR AR S R BT AL 3 A
B RANERIFEIE, X 3 AR AU FTE”, AN JE U B4 S5 BORR TR AR 4 “LR AT 2R AL T STk [25],
N A 25 TR 20 PR SR TR R s AU TR R BN AN HETE () </ S (tabs) ™, [ I, U 2R S R FR) 20 A1
TR AU HORTASBE RN R T AU B g R OF HAE AU B R 2 (R) 2 D B A
“LR FHIE”.

N TAET R e SR — A 57y, dy, o G AR BE— AN HTE, A A AN U B 45 4 11 v i) [ e
(K3 o o A8 K, T i A 7 ER R RS A A B AR R P 10(a) MTET 13(b) BT 1 1 R (1 1 G A 2
] B R — B M BE B 5 20 B 10 ) MET 11(0") T 7 A PN AR G54, 75 0 1002 3 T A 45 0 25 AT
T, 8¢ A T T R G T 228 A 7R X 3o 7 o A 445 g o 2 RSP — S PR R e B 5 (10 [ e  A H500 A 4, OF
HX BB AL T z=k B z=k+ ¥ DX [0 9. 12(a) 4 T — A2 B RX 8 s 81 £ xy 1 1T E R 8252

d d, d;
d

Tabs
d d
g 7 S\ ~
d2 ds - .
ds ds
dy d; ds
ds
(@) (b)

“'ilh .

@) (")

Fig.11 Sub-Models used to represent variables

Bl 11 i Az AU B R L A S5 4

[
L
G L Cj
@

Right

Xk\

(b)
Fig.12 The projection of geometric model onto xy-plane

K12 JU AR xy Tl Y
25 2 B UE 6T B 11(@7) R 11(b") T 7 IR IR 350 43t Sk ) [R) — AN B 22 TR di 22 L RE A0 3 AN AR AT 7[5
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07 DR I, S BTR X, 300 53 2 A B T 5 T 4, AT B I 0010 00 43 7 32— Bl 7 4, 4 5 R
ool atls,...; 53 5Bty 51807 50 53 5 3Ry ol gl P8 13(a) % T 7 AR RIAE RETRf i 2%, 38
B 00 537 5 15 B 13(0) BT 1095 L T 53 4 — Bl 4907 504 45 B 1 13(c) P 45 L. 13(c) e — M
T 4 T 04, T ) 13(0) A 2. LA 3% 327 v SR 1 437 s ok

015 L, DU C 43 X (1 — AU 4 0045 000 0 SR 0 2 W C 2 B, g — AU 0
LE R I 2.

01 5, 4 0, T X R FFL 2 4 00 300437 2% 0 S O 1 T X, R P8 500 0 0 4

Base
facet

~

Fig.13 Attaching a clause representation to a variable representation
13 EH AR N AR R A Y

A, AT LAAS T 1) E B

TEFE 4. SAT [ i 1 2532 3T AL 1R A A2, 2 LA T A 3 1) LT R B e 8 20 R N = ) | X /2 A3
2 20 TR, FE X X BT L 2 1A < ol " (R A L

E O E R 5 1AL, X N RR. O

FEH 5. k-TPD [ 7& NP 5842 .

EIE 6. MTPD [ il /& NP-hard [f].

R FH Fd (0 JUAT ASE R AT DAIE B 6T 450 1) 22 T o 2R 5 RITE 32 6 2 Jar (9. 0 UE B PR A 5 B0 T ] B
20 THI AR K AR o TE A 1R, 9 0 b3 L AR A5 78 A T 157 B0 0 L0 30y - ok AR B TR X PR B J — R " g B L0 1
FRIRETE A A X AN P2 — IR TE Sl g, SR i 42 IR 114 ORE 7 A A 2R R A A R S ke e, R AR RIE Wi i
HUTHAH AL 28 00, o B R B D 5 K.

4 :E\ éld:l:

AL E BV T Y 2 TR PR B /0N 22 1T 50 350 43 1) j80 R Bz /) b T 22 T A1) 43 1) A8, 30F BH T 35X P AN et 51
S ] FUAR A& NP-hard F,-55 22 6 3 AR ) 5 1) 8 U NP 58 4 PR AELRS, SC PR BT st 48 ) B0 06 20 2 38 ) T K 22
THI AR 28 T3] 43 a8 e /0N S50 8 1100 AN 2 38 1) B U 1 1 0 Ll 88 1 o it s T L, B O 8 A 8l A 3 2 T B 1 35
S SRR HTE 22 1H AR 4y Bk
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