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Future Work
For rectangular labels of size 1× w:
scale the input
This in�uences δ

What if the labels are not all
equally long?

... or equally high?
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Our results:

Mixed Map Labeling

All orientations
Compute optimal
orientation

Parameters:
n = #points
w = label width
δ = min(n,

1
min ‖pq‖ )
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