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Area variables are intrinsic to connection formulations of general relativity, in contrast to the fun-
damental length variables prevalent in metric formulations. Within 4D discrete gravity, particularly
based on triangulations, the area-length system establishes a relationship between area variables
associated with triangles and the edge length variables. This system is comprised of polynomial
equations derived from Heron’s formula, which relates the area of a triangle to its edge lengths.

Using tools from numerical algebraic geometry, we study the area-length systems. In particular,
we show that given the ten triangular areas of a single 4-simplex, there could be up to 64 compatible
sets of edge lengths. Moreover, we show that these 64 solutions do not, in general, admit formulae
in terms of the areas by analyzing the Galois group, or monodromy group, of the problem. We show
that by introducing additional symmetry constraints, it is possible to obtain such formulae for the
edge lengths. We take the first steps toward applying our results within discrete quantum gravity,
specifically for effective spin foam models.

I. INTRODUCTION

The fundamental framework of classical general rela-
tivity (GR) is built upon a geometric description of space-
time using metric variables that quantify the lengths of
curves within a spacetime manifold. Alternatively, in sev-
eral approaches to quantum gravity, area variables nat-
urally appear as their fundamental degrees of freedom.
This is particularly prominent in approaches based on
connection formulations of GR, such as loop quantum
gravity [1] and spin foam models [2]. In these approaches,
area variables encode quantum geometric data [3]. In-
terestingly, this notion resonates across diverse fields:
Holography incorporates area variables, particularly in
the reconstruction of geometry from entanglement [4, 5].
Furthermore, in black hole physics [6–8], the entropy of a
black hole is tied to the area of its event horizon through
the Bekenstein-Hawking formula [9].

Area variables are fundamentally distinct from length
or metric variables, they offer a generalized notion of ge-
ometries compared to traditional length geometries [10].
Within loop quantum gravity (LQG) and spin foam mod-
els, area variables lead to an extended configuration space
of discrete geometries [11–13]. The extended configura-
tion space, also inherent in topological theories, facili-
tates an exact quantization of these discrete geometries.
Moreover, both canonical [14] and perturbative contin-
uum limit analysis [15, 16] in the discrete gravity setting
suggests that area variables possess more degrees of free-
dom than their length counterparts. Establishing a rela-
tionship between geometries described by area variables
and those described by length geometries is essential in
bridging the gravitational approaches based on area vari-
ables with metric gravity. This article concentrates on
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discrete geometries based on triangulations to provide
such a relationship.
Several discrete quantum gravity approaches are based

on a piecewise flat or piecewise linear approximation of
spacetime manifolds as regulators, often represented by
triangulations. Within such a triangulation, an area
geometry is an assignment of area values to its two-
dimensional faces (triangles). The classical gravitational
dynamics for a given area geometry on a fixed triangula-
tion is aptly described by area Regge calculus [14, 17, 18]
akin to length Regge calculus [19] for length geome-
tries. The connection between area geometries and loop
quantum gravity, initially explored in [20] also features
in the construction and semi-classical analysis of vertex
amplitudes in spin foam models [21–24]. Effective spin
foam models [25–27], recently constructed as path inte-
gral models for four dimensional discrete quantum grav-
ity, are also based on triangulations. These models di-
rectly utilize discrete area variables assigned to triangles
as their fundamental degrees of freedom to define transi-
tion amplitudes for the area geometries.
Nonetheless, unlike length geometries, area geometries

pose challenges in defining geometric quantities such as
volumes and angles within a triangulation. This difficulty
stems from inherent ambiguities in solely using areas of
triangles to describe geometric quantities. For this rea-
son, area Regge calculus encountered several ambiguities
[18]. This article quantifies these ambiguities for generic
triangulations.
Heron’s formula provides a useful tool for relating the

area and length variables within a triangulation. It ex-
presses the area of a triangle in terms of its edge lengths:

A =
1

4

√
4ℓ21ℓ

2
2 − (ℓ21 + ℓ22 − ℓ23)

2. (1)

By considering a set of areas associated with triangles
in a triangulation, Heron’s formula can be used to ex-
plore relationships between the area and length geome-
tries. Naturally, this formulation leads to a system of
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polynomial equations (see Equations (8) and (19)) re-
ferred to as an area-length system, where areas of trian-
gles serves as parameters and edge lengths as variables.
Importantly, within spin foam models, the area-length
system intertwines with the concept of simplicity con-
straints [3]. These constraints are imposed on discrete
quantum geometries aiming to recover classical geome-
tries in the appropriate limit.

For an arbitrary triangulation, the area-length system
is complicated and closed form solutions are difficult to
find. Even for a single 4-simplex, solving the area-length
system for generic areas is non-trivial. In this context,
the field of numerical algebraic geometry provides valu-
able methods ideally suited to numerically solve various
polynomial systems of equations. Specifically, we show
how to use homotopy continuation methods (see [28, Sec-
tion 2]) for solving these systems.

Ideally, one seeks an explicit general formula for the
ten edge lengths of a 4-simplex given its ten triangular
areas. We show that this is impossible for two reasons.
The first is that given ten triangular areas of a 4-simplex,
there can be up to 64 possibilities for the corresponding
10-tuples of edge lengths (see Theorem 1∗). The next
hope would be to have some formula in terms of the areas,
involving standard operations like addition, subtraction,
multiplication, division, and n-th roots, for each of these
64 (complex) solutions. By analyzing the monodromy
group (or Galois group) of this problem (Theorem 7), we
show that no such formula exists (Corollary 8). However,
by restricting the area parameters to have special sym-
metries, the corresponding Galois group becomes smaller
and potentially solvable. We showcase this phenomenon
in the most symmetric setting when all of the areas of
a 4-simplex are the same. There, the Galois group is
solvable, and the 64 solutions are expressible in formulae
involving basic operations and square roots. For a more
general treatment of these Galois groups in the context of
volumes of simplices, see [29]. The non-existence of such
a formula underlines the importance of using numerical
techniques like homotopy continuation to locally solve for
and track the solutions to the area-length system.

Outline of paper: In Section II, we describe the area-
length system for a 4-simplex and apply numerical ho-
motopy continuation methods, discussed in Section III,
to obtain isolated solutions to this system. A succinct
algorithm to solve the area-length system for a 4-simplex
is provided in Appendix A. In Section IV, we collect the
results of a computational experiment where we solve 3
million instances of the area-length system of a 4-simplex
numerically, under various distributions on the area pa-
rameters. We summarize the behavior of the 64 solu-
tions under these distributions in terms of the number
of real solutions, positive solutions, and the geometric
nature of the solutions. Additionally, we give area pa-
rameters for which there exist 64 real solutions, half of
which correspond to Lorentzian simplices. In Section V,
we outline how including symmetry constraints on the
area parameters or edge variables influences the solutions

to the area-length system, paying particular attention to
when all areas are equal. We show that such restrictions
can change the solvability of the area-length system. We
extend the homotopy methods to address area-length sys-
tems for general triangulations in Section VI. The paper
concludes in Section VII with a discussion on the implica-
tions of our findings within discrete gravity and effective
spin foam models.

II. DISCRETE GEOMETRIES: LENGTH AND
AREA VARIABLES

In discrete gravity, based on triangulations, geometric
quantities are assigned to components or subsets of the
simplices within the triangulation. The choice of which
geometric quantities are considered fundamental varies
across different approaches. Regge calculus [19], for in-
stance, is conceptualized as a discretization for general
relativity based on triangulations. In its original formu-
lation, lengths assigned to the edges of the triangulation
are considered as fundamental variables. Each simplex
is taken to be flat and equipped with a length geome-
try, where the edge lengths are considered fundamental.
These simplices are then glued together into a triangu-
lation by matching the length geometries across shared
sub-simplices. A rigorous quantization of discrete geome-
tries starting from these length variables remains an open
issue.
In four dimensions, area Regge calculus provides an

alternative description wherein areas associated to trian-
gles are considered fundamental. The assignment of areas
to the triangles of the triangulation defines its area geom-
etry. Here, the 4-simplices are equipped with area geome-
tries and then glued together by ensuring that the areas
of triangles across shared sub-simplices match. These
area geometries within triangulations offer more flexibil-
ity compared to length geometries, allowing for configu-
rations that do not necessarily require “shape-matching”
across shared tetrahedra. This feature makes area ge-
ometries particularly relevant within spin foam models
for quantum gravity. Effective spin foam models provide
a quantization of discrete geometries, directly utilizing
discrete area variables within a triangulation as funda-
mental.
Heron’s formula (1) relates the area of a triangle to its

edge lengths. When applied to all triangles in a trian-
gulation, it establishes a relation between area geometry
and possible length geometries. The set of equations, ob-
tained by applying Heron’s formula to each triangle, con-
stitutes the area-length system associated to that trian-
gulation. The inversion of areas for lengths through the
area-length system is useful in defining geometric quan-
tities associated to simplices. It is also a crucial step in
the semi-classical analysis of spin foam models [30] which
relates to Regge calculus. Given the areas of triangles,
considered as parameters, the solution set to an area-
length system yields a collection of edge lengths that are
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compatible with the area geometry for the triangulation.
In this article, we explore the sets of length solutions to
area-length systems within triangulations and examine
their implications.

A. Area-length system for a 4-simplex

We begin our exploration with the simplest triangula-
tion in four dimensions: a single 4-simplex. A geomet-
ric flat 4-simplex, denoted by ∆4, is determined by five
points in R4 (not all on a hyperplane) called the ver-
tices of the 4-simplex. The edges of ∆4 are the

(
5
2

)
= 10

line segments formed by connecting pairs of vertices. All
geometric quantities pertaining to ∆4, like volumes and
angles, can be computed from these edge lengths. No-
tably, the squared volumes of all faces of the simplex are
scaled principle minors of a Euclidean distance matrix
(see [29]). Such minors are called Cayley-Menger deter-
minants.

Beyond its ten edges, a 4-simplex ∆4 has
(
5
3

)
= 10

triangular faces, each containing three of its vertices. Al-
though the number of triangles of ∆4 equals the number
of edges, it is well-known that the triangular areas of ∆4

do not, in general, determine its geometry [18].
In fact, the same set of areas of triangles of a 4-

simplex may correspond to multiple edge length as-
signments. An illustrative example is given by the
following: Consider two 4-simplices ∆4 and ∆′

4, with
edge lengths {ℓij}1≤i<j≤5 and {ℓ′ij}1≤i<j≤5, respectively.
Taking these edge lengths to be{

ℓ12 = 2 + 2
√
1− 4α2, ℓij = 1 for all others

ℓ′12 = 2− 2
√
1− 4α2, ℓ′ij = 1 for all others (2)

for some α ∈ (0, 1
2 ). These two 4-simplices share an iden-

tical area geometry: the triangle areas are A′
12i = A12i =

α for i = 3, 4, 5 and all remaining triangles have area√
3/4.
The area geometry of a 4-simplex ∆4 is described by

assigning area values to its triangles. Writing Heron’s
formula for each of the ten triangles connects the area ge-
ometry and the length geometry of the 4-simplex through
the following ten equations:

16A2
123 = 4ℓ212ℓ

2
13 − (ℓ212 + ℓ213 − ℓ223)

2

16A2
124 = 4ℓ212ℓ

2
14 − (ℓ212 + ℓ214 − ℓ224)

2

...
...

... (3)

16A2
345 = 4ℓ234ℓ

2
35 − (ℓ234 + ℓ235 − ℓ245)

2

Here, Aijk is the area parameter of the triangle la-
belled by the vertices i, j, k and ℓij , ℓik, ℓjk are its edges
lengths. These ten polynomial equations constitute the
area-length system (or the Heron’s system) for the 4-
simplex.

III. HOMOTOPY CONTINUATION:
EXPLORING SOLUTIONS NUMERICALLY

As a consequence of its nonlinear features, the area-
length system (3) admits many solutions given fixed ar-
eas. Popularized by the emerging field of numerical alge-
braic geometry, the numerical method of homotopy con-
tinuation is a tool for reliably computing floating-point
approximations of solutions to polynomial systems, like
(3). For detailed background on numerical algebraic ge-
ometry, we invite the reader to consult [28, 31].
It is important to point-out that the computational

tools outlined in the subsequent sections work over the
complex numbers C. A main reason for this is that many
results can be more uniformly stated for polynomial sys-
tems over the complex numbers. For example, the fun-
damental theorem of algebra states that any univariate
polynomial of degree n > 0 has n complex roots, counted
with their appropriate multiplicities, but the number of
real roots varies depending on the coefficients. Similarly,
for the area-length systems considered in this paper, we
enjoy the conclusion of the parameter continuation the-
orem (see [31, 32]). We follow the standard method for
gleaning real or semi-algebraic information about the so-
lutions to a polynomial system: first solve it over C and
then post-process those solutions (e.g. count how many
are real, positive, etc).

A. Background on homotopy continuation

Consider a collection F = {f1, . . . , fn} of n polynomi-
als in n variables x = (x1, . . . , xn), with coefficients in
the field C of complex numbers. Such a system is called
square since the number of equations in F equals the
number of variables. The goal of homotopy continuation
is to compute the numerical approximations of isolated
solutions to this square system, called the target system:

F (x) =

f1(x)...
fn(x)

 = 0. (4)

The main idea is to construct a simpler polynomial sys-
tem G(x) = 0, called the start system, which is similar
to F (x) = 0, but is easier to solve. A standard choice for
such a start system is the total degree start system:

Gtotal(x) =

g1(x)...
gn(x)

 =

x
deg(f1)
1 − 1

...

x
deg(fn)
n − 1

 . (5)

The
∏n

i=1 deg(fi)-many solutions to Gtotal(x) = 0, called
the start solutions, are all trivial to find. The num-
ber

∏n
i=1 deg(fi), called the Bézout bound of the sys-

tem F (x) = 0, is an upper bound for the number of its
isolated solutions. Next, one constructs a homotopy

H(x; t) = (1− t)F (x) + ξ · t ·Gtotal(x) ξ ∈ C (6)
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that interpolates between the start and the target sys-
tem as t goes from 1 to 0. Here, ξ is a random com-
plex number. The known solutions to the start system
are analytically continued along solution paths over t via
standard numerical predictor-corrector methods as illus-
trated in Figure 1. The complex number ξ, chosen at
random, ensures (with probability one) that the solution
paths do not cross each other. Numerical endgames are
employed near t = 0 to obtain the solutions to F (x) = 0.

FIG. 1: An illustration of the numerical method of
homotopy continuation.

The process of homotopy continuation, applied to (6),
finds all isolated solutions to F (x) = 0. Moreover, this
technique can be applied even to non-square systems by
first “squaring-up” the system. We, again, encourage the
reader to consult [28, 31] for details.

B. Precomputation: solving the area-length system
once

To utilize homotopy continuation methods for the area-
length system, we introduce the variables xij = ℓ2ij , rep-

resenting the squared edge lengths and vijk = A2
ijk, rep-

resenting the squared triangular areas. This change of
variables allows us to cast Heron’s formula (1) as a poly-
nomial equation

16vijk =4xijxik− (xij + xik − xjk)
2 (7)

The area-length system (3) becomes a system of ten poly-
nomials in ten variables x = (x12, . . . , x45) and ten pa-
rameters v = (v123, . . . , v345):

F∆4
(x;v) =


4x12x13 − (x12 + x13 − x23)2 − 16v123

4x12x14 − (x12 + x14 − x24)2 − 16v124

...

4x34x35 − (x34 + x35 − x45)2 − 16v345

 (8)

Henceforth, (8) is what we refer to when we discuss the
area-length system for the simplex ∆4.
Now written as a square polynomial system, an in-

stance of the area-length system is easily solved by the
method of homotopy continuation: we simply choose

random values in the parameter space v∗ ∈ C10
v and

perform homotopy continuation from the total degree
start system (5) to the system F∆4

(x;v∗) along the
homotopy (6). This computation takes no more than
a few seconds in any standard piece of numerical al-
gebraic geometry software (e.g. the julia package
HomotopyContinuation.jl [33, 34]). It tracks a total
of 210 = 1024-many start solutions and produces 64 tar-
get solutions in C10

x . The 960 excess paths approach ∞
as t approaches 0 as depicted in Figure 1. The follow-
ing theorem comes with a ∗ symbol, as is standard in the
field of numerical algebraic geometry, to indicate that the
statement is a result of numerical computation and hence
is subject to numerical error.

Theorem 1 (*). Given generic areas v ∈ C10
v , the area-

length system (8) has 64 isolated solutions in C10
x .

Here, generic means outside a set of measure zero in
C10

v , called the discriminant of the problem.

C. A parameter homotopy: solving the area-length
system fast

The family F∆4(x;v) = 0 of polynomial systems,
parametrized by squared triangular areas, fits the hy-
potheses of the Parameter Continuation Theorem (see
[31, 32]). Briefly, it states that for almost all choices
of v∗ ∈ C10

v , there is some number N of isolated so-
lutions to F∆4

(x;v∗) = 0 in C10
x and that this num-

ber is maximal among all parameters. Those parame-
ters for which there are not N solutions form a subset
Disc of C10

v of measure zero which we call the discrimi-
nant. The parameters not in the discriminant are called
generic. Theorem 1∗ claims that N = 64. Using cer-
tification methods in HomotopyContinuation.jl relying
upon interval arithmetic, we show that there exists a sys-
tem F (x;v∗) = 0 with 64 isolated solutions. This proves
that N ≥ 64. See [35] for details about this certification
process.

With this in mind, after an initial computation of the
64 solutions to F∆4

(x,v(1)) for some generic v(1) ∈ C10
v ,

one may construct a parameter homotopy to find the
solutions to some other parameter value v(2) ∈ C10

v :

H(x; t) = F∆4(x; (1− t)v(2) + tv(1)) (9)

Performing the path-tracking procedure over (9) is signif-
icantly cheaper than the initial computation of the solu-
tions over v(1) via a total degree homotopy (6): instead
of tracking 1024 paths, one need only track N = 64.

Systems which satisfy the parameter continuation
theorem are also sometimes called enumerative prob-
lems. The new software Pandora.jl [36], built on top
of HomotopyContinuation.jl [33] and OSCAR [37], is
designed to automatically generate experimental data
about enumerative problems via parameter homotopy
computations. In the following section, we summarize
this experimental data for the area-length system.
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IV. REAL, POSITIVE, AND GEOMETRIC
SOLUTIONS

Although Theorem 1∗ suggests that there could be up
to 64 different 4-simplices which exhibit a given area ge-
ometry, this is never the case because many of the solu-
tions to the area-length system are non-real, have nega-
tive coordinates, or do not satisfy geometric inequalities
like generalizations of the triangle inequality (see Propo-
sition 4). Using the explore and optimize features of
Pandora.jl [36] we generate data about the solutions to
random area-length systems under various distributions.

A. Real and positive length solutions

We concentrate on positive area parameters, v ∈ R10
>0.

Observe that over the real numbers R, the squared area of
a triangle is positive if and only if all its three edge lengths
are either all positive or all negative. Thus, among all real
solutions to (8) over positive area parameters v ∈ R10

>0,
half of them are positive and half are negative in the sense
that they have all positive/negative coordinates respec-
tively.

We consider multiple distributions in the parameter
space R10

>0 of area parameters. Specifically, for any α ≥ 0,
we consider distribution on v = (A2

123, A
2
124, . . . , A

2
345) in-

duced by choosing each non-squared area Aijk uniformly
from the intervals Iα = (α, 1). In a computational exper-
iment, we generated 1,000,000 sets of area parameters
sampled uniformly at random from the interval Iα for
α ∈ {0.0, 0.3, 0.5}. Subsequently, we solved the area-
length system (8) for each set of parameters. The num-
bers of real and positive solutions found in these experi-
ments are illustrated in the subfigures 2a, 2b, and 2c of
Figure 2 and summarized in Table I. We remark that as
α → 0.0, the distribution of real and positive solutions
seems to approach a Gaussian distribution.

Interval Mean/64 = % Min Max Mode
I0.0 27.33% 0 52 16
I0.3 39.60% 4 60 26
I0.5 53.67% 20 52 36

TABLE I: A Summary of Empirical Data on the
Number of Real Length Solutions

A priori the number 64, of complex solutions to the
area-length system, bounds the number of real solutions.
Using the optimize feature of Pandora.jl we were able
to find area parameters consisting of positive integers for
which the area-length system has all 64 solutions real.
The area parameters are given by:

A123 = 1, A124 = 11251, A125 = 5823,

A134 = 5804, A135 = 2852, A145 = 1, (10)

A234 = 5350, A235 = 2972, A245 = 16615,

A345 = 19144.

Although just numerically solving the area-length sys-
tem over these parameters does not provide a proof,
due to the potential of numerical errors, one can use
the certify command in HomotopyContinuation.jl to
prove that the corresponding area-length system has (at
least) 64 distinct isolated real solutions. We certified that
this system has 64 real solutions even when A145 is re-
placed with any integer 1 ≤ P ≤ 207.

Theorem 2. There exists integer areas so that there are
64 real isolated solutions to the area-length system.

Notably, Theorem 1, does not, a priori, state that there
can be 64 physically relevant solutions to the area-length
system. The condition that a solution is “geometric” is
a semi-algebraic condition depending on the signature of
some associated matrix, as discussed in the next section.

Remark 3. Theorem 2 was obtained by first finding
floating-point area values which admit 64 real solutions.
We use three facts to turn these floating-point values into
integer ones without changing the real structure of the
solution set:

1. The number of real solutions is an open condition.
That is, given a generic parameter A with 64 dis-
tinct solutions, k of which are real, there exists an
open neighborhood of parameters around A which
all have k real solutions.

2. The number of real-solutions to the area-length sys-
tem is invariant under scaling the parameters since
this corresponds to scaling the simplex.

3. The rational numbers are dense in the reals.

Thus, to turn our floating-point example into an integral
one, we approximate our parameters by rational param-
eters until the real structure stabilizes, and then we scale
the rational parameters by a constant factor to clear de-
nominators.

B. Geometric and non-geometric solutions

The edge lengths of a geometric simplex are subject to
the simplex inequalities, which generalize the 2D triangle
inequality. The simplex inequalities ensure that, given
edge lengths, there exists an n-simplex in flat spacetime
Rn with those edge lengths. For our purposes, we will
focus on 4-simplices that can be embedded in either Eu-
clidean spacetime R4 or Minkowski spacetime R1,3.
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(a) Area parameters are randomly
selected from the interval I0.5

(b) Area parameters are randomly
selected from the interval I0.3

(c) Area parameters are randomly
selected from the interval I0.0

FIG. 2: Histograms for the counts of real and positive length solutions. The area parameters are randomly selected
from three different intervals of R>0. Each histogram is generated from 106 samples of squared area parameter sets.

(a) Area parameters are randomly
selected from the interval I0.5

(b) Area parameters are randomly
selected from the interval I0.3

(c) Area parameters are randomly
selected from the interval I0.0

FIG. 3: Histograms for the counts of Euclidean and Lorentzian length solutions. The area parameters are randomly
selected from three different intervals of R>0. Each histogram is generated from 106 samples of area parameter sets.

To describe the simplex inequalities of a 4-simplex ∆4

consider its 4× 4 Gram matrix M∆4
= [mij ] where

mij =
1
2 (xi5 + xj5 − xij) i, j = 1, 2, 3, 4. (11)

The simplex inequalities are precisely determined by the
following theorem:

Proposition 4 (4-Simplex Realizability (c.f. [26, 38,
39])). A set of real numbers {x12, · · · , x45} is realizable
as the set of squared edge lengths of a 4-simplex ∆4 in R4

(flat Euclidean spacetime) or R1,3 (Minkowski spacetime)
if and only if the corresponding Gram matrix M∆4

(x)
is positive definite (signature (+,+,+,+)) or pseudo-
definite (signature (−,+,+,+)), respectively.

We call the length solutions that satisfy the Eu-
clidean (resp. Minkowski) realizability condition out-
lined in Proposition 4, Euclidean (resp. Lorentzian) ge-
ometric solutions. Otherwise, they are termed non-
geometric solutions. Similarly, we refer to the cor-
resonding simplices as geometric/non-geometric or Eu-
clidean/Lorentzian simplices accordingly.

We refine our experiment from the previous section by
calculating the percentages of the positive solutions in
our experiment which satisfy the Euclidean/Lorentzian
constraints. This data is displayed in Figure 3 via the
sub-figures 3a, 3b, and 3c. In each interval, over 96%
of the positive solutions satisfy the Lorentzian simplex

Interval
Lorentzian solutions Euclidean solutions

Percentage
of positive
solutions

Max
Percentage
of positive
solutions

Max

I0.0 99.370% 25 0.1496% 5
I0.3 98.5686% 29 1.4152% 5
I0.5 96.7452% 26 3.2548% 5

TABLE II: Statistics of Positive Length Solutions

inequalities as shown in Table II. Only a small fraction
of the positive solutions satisfy the Euclidean simplex in-
equalities. As in the previous section for real/positive
solutions, we remark that as α → 0.0, the distribution of
Lorentzian solutions seems to approach a Gaussian dis-
tribution. Interestingly, however, the parameters (10)
produce the maximum number of Lorentzian solutions,
leading to the following corollary of Theorem 2.

Corollary 5. There exists integer areas so that there are
32 Lorentzian solutions to the area-length system.

Given Theorem 1∗, Corollary 5 states that the maxi-
mum number of Lorentzian solutions possible, is indeed
attainable, specifically by the integer areas (10).
In Minkowski spacetime R3,1, the signature of squared

volumes for the positive dimensional faces of a simplex
determine their causal characters. By convention, a
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spacelike triangle is characterized by a positive square
area, a timelike triangle has negative squared area, and
a lightlike triangle has vanishing squared area. One can
allow for all possible signatures for the triangles in a 4-
simplex by specifying the appropriate values to the area
parameters that determine its area geometry. Conse-
quently, length geometries compatible with the specified
area geometry can be determined through solutions to
the area-length systems.

Remark 6. A set of area parameters for a 4-simplex
may result in a solution set that contains both Euclidean
and Lorentzian simplices as viable solutions. Therefore,
a set of ten area parameters assigned to the triangles of
a 4-simplex apriori do not determine its causal charac-
ter. However, Theorem 1∗ still holds for all signatures of
the triangle areas, and bounds the number of (isolated)
realizations by N = 64.

We conclude our experiments by considering solutions
to the area-length systems (8) for squared area parame-
ters randomly selected from a normal distribution with
mean 0 and standard deviation 1. This distribution of pa-
rameters encompasses both positive squared areas (rep-
resenting spacelike triangles) and negative squared areas
(representing timelike triangles). Note that, the pres-
ence of negative areas excludes the existence of Euclidean
length solutions due to the constraints imposed by the
simplex inequalities. Our results on an experiment with
one-milion samples are displayed in Figure 4. Note the
qualitatively distinct distributions of real, Lorentzian,
and positive solutions in Figure 4 as compared to Fig-
ures 2 and 3.

FIG. 4: Histograms for the counts of real, positive and
Lorentzian solutions to the area-length system. The

area parameters are selected from a normal distribution
with mean 0 and standard deviation 1.

V. THE GALOIS/MONODROMY GROUP AND
ADDITIONAL SYMMETRY CONSTRAINTS

Equipped with the ability to track solutions of the
area-length system via a parameter homotopy, it is com-

putationally simple to track solutions over loops in the
parameter space. Given a loop γ : [0, 1] → C10

v of
generic values in the parameter space, based at some
parameter γ(0) = γ(1) = v(1), the set of solutions
S = {s1, . . . , s64} ⊂ C10

x to the polynomial system
F∆4

(x;v(1)) = 0 permute via the bijection between start
solutions and target solutions induced by the solution
paths. In this way, every loop γ in the parameter space
based at v(1) corresponds to a permutation σγ in the
symmetric group S64. The collection of all permuta-
tions obtainable this way is called the monodromy group
or Galois group of the area-length system. This group
is well-defined up to relabelling the solutions in S and
does not depend on the generic base point chosen. We
write G ⊆ S64 for this group. For more details about
Galois/monodromy groups of enumerative problems, see
[28, Section 4] or [40].

Symmetries in the solutions of a polynomial system
restrict the possible permutations in the monodromy
group. For example, direct inspection reveals that, for
any v(1) ∈ C10

v , the point x∗ is a solution to F∆4
(x;v(1))

if and only if −x∗ is a solution as well. As a consequence,
we may label the solutions as

S = {s1, . . . , s32} ∪ {−s1, . . . ,−s32}

and we see that

σγ(si) = σγ(sj) ⇐⇒ σγ(−si) = σγ(−sj).

This partition forces the group G to be a subgroup of the
wreath product Z2 ≀S32 where the 32 pairs may permute
among each other freely, and the pairs themselves may
also permute independently and freely. Hence the order
of this group is |G| = 32! · 232.
Explicit numerical calculations show that the contain-

ment G ≤ Z2 ≀S32 is an equality: By generating several
loops and tracking the 64 solutions along them, we pro-
duce permutations in G which generate Z2 ≀ S32. This
method is subject to numerical error and although, in
theory, it can be certified (e.g. using certified path-
tracking [41]), we do not perform this certification.

Theorem 7 (*). The monodromy group G of F∆4 is
isomorphic to Z2 ≀S32.

The geometric viewpoint of the group G, realized as
the permutations of solutions to the area-length system
as the parameters move, is what makes G a monodromy
group. We also call G a Galois group because Harris
in [42] showed that monodromy groups of branched cov-
ers are Galois groups of some associated field extension.
As a consequence, the existence of a formula (involving
arithmetic operations +,−,×,÷ and taking n-th roots)
for the 64 possible sets of edge lengths of a 4-simplex
in terms of generic triangular areas is exactly encoded
by the solvability of G. The group G = Z2 ≀ S32 is not
solvable, and so we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 8 (*). There is no formula which expresses
the edge lengths of a 4-simplex in terms of the (generic)
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triangular areas that uses only the operations +,−,×,÷
and n-th roots.

Corollary 8∗ underlines the importance of numerical
methods like homotopy continuation for studying the so-
lutions to area-length systems. One way to recover hope
for finding edge-length formulae in terms of triangular
areas is to restrict the space of parameters to some sub-
space. Doing so restricts the number of loops that are
possible in the parameter space, and thus, induces a
smaller monodromy/Galois group, which may be solv-
able. We revisit this strategy in Section VB.

A. Symmetry conditions of the area-length
System: 4-Simplex

Consider the stratification of the 10-dimensional space
C10

v into strata based on which of the ten areas of a 4-
simplex are equal. Specifically, consider a set partition
denoted by ν = (ν1, . . . , νk) of the 2-dimensional faces of
a 4-simplex into k parts. We call the number partition
|ν| = (|ν1|, . . . , |νk|) of 10 its signature. Any such set
partition indexes the set

Qν =

{
v ∈ C10

v

∣∣∣∣ va = vb if and only if
a, b ∈ νi for some i

}
.

Moreover, the parameter space C10
v is a disjoint union⋃

ν Qν of the strata Qν . Similarly, we have the strati-
fication of the squared-edge space C10

x =
⋃

µ Pµ where

µ ranges over all set partitions µ = (µ1, . . . , µk) of the
edges of a 4-simplex, and

Pµ =

{
x ∈ C10

x

∣∣∣∣ xa = xb if and only if
a, b ∈ µi for some i

}
.

The closure Pµ is isomorphic to Ck. Moreover, this clo-
sure contains Pµ′ if and only if µ is a refinement of µ′. We

remark that the closure P1 = C10
x contains every stratum

(here 1 refers to the unique set partition with signature
(1, 1, . . . , 1)) and that P10 is contained in the closure of
every Pµ where 10 is the unique set partition of signature
(10). The analogous statements about the strata Qν in
C10

v hold as well.
There are B10 = 115 975 (where Bn is the n-th Bell

number) many set partitions of the ten triangular faces
(or edges) of a 4-simplex, and hence, 115 975 many strata
of C10

v or C10
x one may consider. Up to the symmetry

induced by the action of S5 on the vertices of ∆4, there
are only Bs

10 = 1299, a number which can be computed
using OSCAR’s group theory functionality provided by GAP
[37, 43].

So far, one may think of our results as pertaining to the
largest stratum, Q1. We will not extend our results to the
area-length systems over each of the remaining 115 974
strata, however, the techniques in the previous sections
can be directly applied to do so. Instead, we illustrate
how the situation changes by considering the other ex-
treme: the area-length system over parameters in the

smallest stratum Q10. After, we briefly discuss how the
area-length system behaves when the edge-length solu-
tions are constrained to strata Pµ ⊆ C10

x .
Throughout, it is useful to refer to the following dia-

gram. It shows the map φ : C10
x → C10

v which sends a
10-tuple of squared edge lengths of a 4-simplex to its ten
squared triangular areas. When constrained to a stra-
tum Pµ, the image of this map lies uniquely in some Qν ,
though it is not necessarily surjective.

C10
x C10

v

Pµ Qν

φ

φ|Pµ

FIG. 5: Stratification of the edge-length variables and
area parameters of a 4-simplex. The map φ takes ten
edge lengths of a 4-simplex and outputs ten triangle

areas using Heron’s formula.

B. Symmetries of area parameters

In this section we consider the restriction of the area-
length system to some symmetry stratum Qν . As shown
in previous sections, the monodromy group of the area-
length system over Q1 is G = Z2 ≀ S32. As we consider
smaller strata, the monodromy group of the area-length
system restricted to those strata produce subgroups of G.
In other words, denoting Gν to be the monodromy group
of the area-length system restricted to Qν , we have that
Gν ≤ Gν′ whenever Qν ⊆ Qν′ . As a consequence, the
poset of set-partitions given by refinement corresponds
to a poset of subgroups of G = G1 given by inclusion.

1. Example: Symmetry with equal area parameters

Consider the equi-area case Q10
∼= C1

A where all trian-
gles in a 4-simplex share a common area A. The area-
length system becomes

F∆4(x, A) =
{
4xijxik− (xij + xik − xjk)

2−16A2
}

(12)

for all 1 ≤ i < j < k ≤ 5. For any area A ∈
C\{0}, each of the 32 pairs S = {±si}32i=1 of solu-
tions exhibits symmetry in one of four ways, that is,
each belongs to one of four types of symmetry strata
Pµ. By ordering the coordinates of the edges in C10

x

as x = (x12, x13, x14, x15, x23, x24, x25, x34, x35, x45) and
setting

β =
4
√
A2

√
3

, γ =
4
√
A2

√
5

i, (13)

the four types of solutions are as follows.



9

1. Type I (Equal Lengths): The edges of the 4-simplex
have equal lengths β. There is one pair of solutions
of this type:

SI = {s1,−s1}, s1 = (β, β, . . . , β). (14)

In other words SI ⊆ P10. For β ∈ R>0, s1 repre-
sents an equilateral 4-simplex, and hence it satisfies
the Euclidean simplex inequalities.

2. Type II (of signature (9, 1)): Here, any fixed edge
has length 3β and each of the remaining nine edges
have length β. Hence, there are ten pairs of solu-
tions of this type:

SII = {s2, . . . , s11} ∪ {−s2, . . . ,−s11},
e.g. s2 = (3β, β, . . . , β, β). (15)

For β ∈ R>0, the positive solutions {s2, . . . , s11}
satisfy the Lorentzian simplex inequalities. In
terms of the stratification of C10

x , there is one pair
in each of the ten strata indexed by a set partition
of signature (9, 1).

3. Type III (of signature (8, 2)): Here, any two fixed
non-adjacent edges (see Figure 6) have lengths 3β
and the remaining eight edges have length β. There
are 15 pairs of this type:

SIII = {s12, . . . , s26} ∪ {−s12, . . . ,−s26},
e.g. s12 = (3β, β, . . . , β, 3β). (16)

For β ∈ R>0, the positive solutions {s12, . . . , s26}
also satisfy the Lorentzian simplex inequalities.

4. Type IV (Cyclic of signature (5, 5)): The remaining
6 pairs

SIV = {s27, . . . , s32} ∪ {−s27, . . . ,−s32}

of length solutions may be written in terms of γ.
The coordinates of these solutions {xij}1≤i<j≤5

satisfy

xij = xjk = xkl = xlm = xmi = γ,

xik = xkm = xmj = xjl = xli = −γ (17)

e.g. s27 = (γ,−γ,−γ, γ, γ,−γ,−γ, γ,−γ, γ).

Each solution has 5 edges (forming a cycle) with
length γ, and the remaining 5 edges have length
−γ. Note that for A ∈ R\{0}, γ is pure imaginary,
and these solutions are non-real.

The length geometries for the four types of solutions
to the system (12) are depicted pictorially in Figure 6.

Figure 6 illustrates how φ−1(Q10) consists of 32 pairs
of solutions, appearing in 32 strata Pµ for 32 distinct
set-partitions µ. These set partitions appear in four
orbits under the action of S5 on the vertices of ∆4,
which we have termed Types I − IV. Their signatures

I II III IV

FIG. 6: Distinct length solutions to area-length system
of a 4-simplex with equal area parameters. Each

coloured edge corresponds to a distinct edge length
variable.

are (10), (9, 1), (8, 2), and (5, 5), although not every set-
partition with those signatures appears (e.g. the (8, 2)-
signature partition requires that the edges in a part of size
two do not meet at a vertex). We remark that φ−1(Q10)
is not equal to the union of these strata. To see this, note
that (2, 1, . . . , 1, 2) is not a possible solution, but belongs
to the same stratum as (3, 1, . . . , 1, 3) which is a possible
solution.
Nonetheless, for a generic point in v ∈ Q10, we have

that φ−1(v) has kµ = 2 points in Pµ for 32 distinct µ.
Writing mµ for the size of the orbit of µ under the action
of S5 which stabilizes the area symmetry Q10, we have

64 = 2 + · · ·+ 2 =
∑
µ

kµ (18)

=
∑

Orbit(µ)

kµ·mµ = 2 ·1 + 2 ·10 + 2 ·15 + 2 ·6

Remark 9. Since over the smallest stratum Q10, there
are generically 64 distinct simple solutions, all strata have
this property. Consequently, there is some formula sim-
ilar to the one above which partitions the 64 solutions
over a generic point in Qν depending on their member-
ship in some Pµ. We leave the problem of determining
these formulae for all 1299 orbits of strata to future re-
search.

By the way we have written each of the 64 solutions ex-
plicitly (and in terms of radicals) it is clear that the mon-
odromy group G10 of the area-length system, restricted
to the stratum Q10 is isomorphic to Z2: the only permu-
tations possible are induced by following A ∈ R− {0} in
a loop around 0, thus permuting β ↔ −β and γ ↔ −γ.

Remark 10. As remarked upon before, we leave it open
to determine Gν for other partitions ν of the triangular
faces of ∆4. Similarly, we leave it open to determine the
maximal such partitions which induce a solvable group,
and the minimal such partitions which induce a transitive
group.

C. Symmetries of length variables

Since the edge-lengths of a triangle determine its area
via Heron’s formula, we immediately see that edge-length
symmetries described by Pµ induce area symmetries de-
scribed by some Qν . Specifically, given any set partition
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µ of the edges of ∆4 we have that φ(Pµ) ⊆ Qν for some

set-partition ν of the triangular faces of ∆4 such that Qν

is minimal with this property. In fact, ν is the set par-
tition describing the area symmetries of a simplex with
generic squared edge lengths x ∈ Pµ.
Determining ν from µ is combinatorial and straight-

forward. Triangles of ∆4 indexed by triples (i, j, k) and
(i′, j′, k′) belong to the same part of ν if and only if the
edges {ij, ik, jk} and {i′j′, i′k′, j′k′} belong to the same
parts of µ. For example, the edge-partition

µ = ({12, 23}, {13, . . . , 45})

describes a 2-dimensional stratum Pµ. It is illustrated
combinatorially in Figure 7. For a generic element
x∗ ∈ Pµ, the areas φ(x∗) exhibit the symmetry im-
posed by the partition

ν = ({134, 135, 145, 245, 345}, {124, 125, 234, 235}, {123})

on the triangles of ∆4. Since Qν is 3-dimensional, the
map φ restricted to Pµ cannot be surjective. In addi-
tion to the symmetry constraints described by Qν , the
squared areas must additionally satisfy the formula

3v2123 − 14v123v345 + 16v235v345 − 5v2345 = 0.

FIG. 7: A depiction of an edge-symmetry stratum Pµ

(depicted on left) which, under φ, does not surject onto
its area-symmetry stratum Qν (depicted on right).

A partition ν of triangles in ∆4 does not determine a
unique partition µ of the edges: given a generic point
v ∈ Qν , the preimage φ−1(v) may consist of 10-tuples
of squared edge-lengths which showcase several distinct
symmetry patterns. This was shown in the previous sec-
tion, for example, in the case of ν = (10).

VI. AREA-LENGTH SYSTEMS FOR GENERAL
TRIANGULATIONS

The relationship between area and length geometries
extends beyond the scope of a 4-simplex. Here, we shall

illustrate two strategies to solve the area-length systems
within four-dimensional triangulations, composed of mul-
tiple 4-simplices. These triangulations generally consist
of interconnected 4-simplices through shared 3-simplices
(tetrahedra). Similar to the case of a single 4-simplex,
a triangulation’s area geometry is described by assigning
area values to its constituent triangles.
Let T denote a triangulation with N∆ 4-simplices,

Nt triangles, and Ne edges. Its area-length system, ex-
pressed using Heron’s formula (19), is given by

FT (x ;v)=
{
4xijxik−(xij + xik − xjk)

2−16vijk
}
tijk

(19)

where the indices range over all triangles tijk in the tri-
angulation T , xij , xik, xjk are the squared edge lengths
of triangle tijk, and vijk is its square area. For fixed
areas, this system consists of Nt quadratic equations in
the squared edge lengths. Over the complex numbers,
the variables x ∈ CNe

x denote the set of squared edge
length variables, while v ∈ CNt

v represents the set of area
parameters.
In a generic four-dimensional triangulation, the num-

ber of triangles Nt exceeds that of edges Ne. For in-
stance, a non-trivial triangulation of any closed compact
4-manifold satisfies the inequality Nt ≥ 4

3Ne [18], lead-
ing to an over-determined area-length system. Moreover,
the difficulty of solving (19) increases with the number
of simplices involved.
Although the homotopy continuation methods dis-

cussed in Section III can be directly applied to solve
the over-determined system (19), doing so in this direct
fashion requires tracking 2Ne (the Bézout bound for the
system) many paths in the total degree homotopy (6).
The number 2Ne quickly becomes prohibitively expen-
sive, even for triangulations of moderate size.
The system (19) can be alternatively addressed by

leveraging the solutions to the square area-length sys-
tems localized on each 4-simplex within the triangula-
tion. Specifically, given a triangulation T involving the
4-simplices {∆(1), . . . ,∆(N∆)}, we write x(i) and v(i) for
the squared edge lengths and squared triangle areas in
∆(i) and consider the mapping

ρ : CNe
x −→ C10

x(1) × C10
x(2) × . . .× C10

x(N∆)

x 7→
(
x(1),x(2) . . . ,x(N∆)

)
. (20)

The image XT ⊆ C10
x(1) × . . .×C10

x(N∆) of ρ is in bijection

with CNe
x . The problem of determining whether a point

x∗ = (x∗(1), . . . ,x∗(N∆)) ∈ (C10
x )(N∆) is in XT is simple.

The condition is that for all i, j,

x∗(i)
e = x∗(j)

e , for each edge e ⊆ ∆(i) ∩∆(j). (21)

We refer to (21) as the length-matching conditions.
Consider the collection of the local area-length systems

of all 4-simplices in T :

F∆(x ;v) =
{
F
∆

(i)
4
(x(i) ;v(i))

}
1≤i≤N∆

. (22)
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These N∆-many square systems can be efficiently solved
via the parameter homotopy method (9), resulting in the
N∆ many local solution sets S(1), . . . , S(N∆). In total,
there are 64 ·N∆ solutions. Determining which combina-
tions s ∈ S(1)× . . .×S(N∆) combine to provide a solution
to the system (19) is easily done by checking the length-
matching conditions (21) for all overlapping 4-simplices
on the candidate s; this is the same as checking if s be-
longs to XT .
Note that the area-length system (19) for a triangula-

tion remains invariant under the transformation x 7→ −x,
therefore, if s solves the system, then so does −s.

Remark 11. For a large triangulation with generic
area parameters, satisfying all of the conditions of the
form (21) becomes challenging, resulting in limited or no
length solutions to its area-length system.

The alternate strategy for solving the area-length sys-
tems is crucial for two reasons: Firstly, it is a more ef-
ficient way of finding solutions to the over-determined
system (19), since the square systems for the 4-simplices
can be solved efficiently in parallel. In addition, it is
relatively fast and easy to implement the length match-
ing conditions (21). Secondly, in the construction of spin
foam models for quantum gravity, a weak form of the con-
ditions (21) is implemented. Therefore, the solutions to
the area-length systems localized on 4-simplices within
a triangulation become valuable. See the discussion in
Section VIIB for more details.

A. Area-length system for triangulation
comprising two 4-simplices: Equi-area case

Let’s apply the alternate strategy to the first non-

trivial triangulation T2: two 4-simplices ∆
(1)
4 and ∆

(2)
4

which intersect along a 3-simplex. Table III summarizes
some important numbers related to T2.

N∆ Nt Ne

2 16 14

TABLE III: Number of components of triangulation T2.

The corresponding area-length system FT2(x,v) is
therefore over-determined, as it consists of 16 equations
in 14 variables. After “squaring up”, the Bézout number
associated to FT2(x,v) is 214 = 16384 and for generic
areas, it has no solutions. Hence, we consider a simpler
example case, where all the area-parameters are set equal
to A, so that v∗ =

(
A2, A2, . . . , A2

)
∈ C16

v .
The 64 length solutions to the area-length system of

each 4-simplex are grouped into four distinct types ac-
cording to signatures of their length geometries:

S(i) = S
(i)
I ∪ S

(i)
II ∪ S

(i)
III ∪ S

(i)
IV , i = 1, 2. (23)

These solutions are explicitly described in Section VB1
using β, γ expressed in terms of A in Equation (13).

Out of the 642 = 4096 possible combinations of the
length solutions only 176 of them satisfy the length
matching conditions (21) and are in XT2

. Hence, the
system FT2 for equal area parameters has 176 isolated
length solutions which come in pairs as

{si,−si}1≤i≤88 where si|∆(j) ∈ S(j).

The solutions are grouped into twelve distinct types, as
depicted in Figure 8, according to length geometries of
the 4-simplices and the shared tetrahedron. The edge
lengths of the shared tetrahedron are represented by dot-
ted lines in Figure 8 and the counts of the solutions within
each distinct type are summarized in Table IV.

Type I II III IV V VI
Frequency 2 8 8 24 8 12

Type of ∆(1) I I II II II II

Type of ∆(2) I II I II II II

Type VII VIII IX X XI XII
Frequency 24 24 24 24 6 12

Type of ∆(1) II III III III III IV

Type of ∆(2) III II III III III IV

TABLE IV: Number of solutions to the system FT2 .

I II III

IV V VI

VII VIII IX

X XI XII

FIG. 8: Length geometries of distinct length solutions
to the area-length system for the triangulation T2.

Remark 12. The number of solutions in any of the
above types equals twice the number of ways to draw a
representative diagram like those in Figure 8. For exam-
ple, there are 24 solutions of type VII because producing

one involves first picking one of six edges in ∆
(1)
4 ∩∆

(2)
4

and subsequently picking one of two non-intersecting

edges of ∆
(2)
4 . For any such choice, there is a unique

pair (s,−s) of that type.
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VII. APPLICATIONS: LENGTH SOLUTIONS
FROM AREA VARIABLES

In this section, we explore practical applications of ho-
motopy continuation methods within the context of dis-
crete gravity and spin foam models. The algorithm in
Figure 9 facilitates the systematic computation of length
solutions from the area parameters of a 4-simplex. These
solutions can be utilized to generate sets of boundary
data for a spin-foam vertex amplitude (refer to Appendix
B for details on this construction). Additionally, the
existence of multiple length solutions corresponding to
generic area parameters of a 4-simplex allows us to quan-
tify the ambiguities involved in defining geometric quan-
tities associated with the 4-simplex in terms of the area
variables. Such ambiguities have implications in area
Regge calculus and effective spin foam models.

A. Geometric quantities from area variables

Focusing on a 4-simplex, its area-length system pro-
duces up to 64 solutions (refer to Theorem 1∗) for generic
area parameters. These solutions split into two sectors,
denoted as ‘plus’ and ‘minus’, represented by

S = S+ ∪ S− = {s1, . . . , s32} ∪ {−s1, . . . ,−s32},

where these sectors are reflections of each other. Con-
centrating on a specific sector (e.g., the plus sector S+),
there may exist up to 32 edge length assignments for
defining geometric quantities for a 4-simplex from its pre-
scribed ten triangle areas. One approach to address these
ambiguities is by constraining the edge lengths to spe-
cific symmetries, potentially leading to a unique length
solution. Subsection VC discusses implications on im-
posing symmetry conditions on the edge lengths through
set partitions into equal values. Once a unique length so-
lution is obtained, geometric quantities like volumes, an-
gles, etc., associated with faces within the 4-simplex can
be deduced from well-known formulae. Such symmetry
reductions are proposed in [18], aiming to resolve ambigu-
ities in defining the action for area Regge calculus. How-
ever, these symmetry conditions may be overly restric-
tive, particularly for larger triangulations with generic
area parameters.

Alternatively, the multiple length solutions associated
to a 4-simplex can be combined to define geometric quan-
tities from its area variables. We propose an averaging
over all compatible length solutions to the corresponding
area-length system. For example, let {s1, . . . , sk} be the
set of length geometries (for e.g. subset of solutions in
the sector S+ satisfying simplex inequalities) compatible
with a given set of area parameters a. Then, a geometric
quantity V can be defined in terms of the area variables
as

V ({a}) := 1

k

k∑
i=1

V ({si}) (24)

by averaging over the corresponding geometric quantity
expressed in terms of the edge lengths. This definition is
natural when the quantity being computed is a sum over
the 4-simplices and the length solutions are considered in
the systems for the individual 4-simplices.
Geometric quantities related to area variables, ex-

pressed in terms of multiple length variables, also ap-
pear in area-metric formulations [10]. Area-metrics are
conceptualized as algebraic curvature maps defined on
the space of anti-symmetric bi-vectors. Thus, they allow
for measurements of areas of surfaces, hence, are closely
related to the area variables employed here. For further
details on area-metric geometries, refer to [10] for contin-
uous manifolds, and adapted in [44] for discrete simplicial
manifolds.
In the subsequent subsection, we provide a summary

of the key features of effective spin foam models and shed
light on the role played by the multiple length solutions
for 4-simplices in defining their amplitudes.

B. Effective spin foam models

Effective spin foam models (ESFM), as explored in
[25–27], constitute a family of discrete gravitational path
integral formulations that utilize area variables as their
fundamental quantities on a fixed triangulation. These
models encode the discrete area spectrum inherent in
quantum geometries derived from loop quantum grav-
ity, assigning (almost) equidistantly spaced eigenvalues
to the areas of triangles.
The amplitudes for the effective spin foam models are

defined through a summing over discrete area variables
and expressed as

ZESFM =
∑
{a}

µ(a) eiSARC(a)
∏
τ

Gτ (a). (25)

Here, µ(a) is a measure term1 for the area variables.
SARC represents the area Regge action for the given tri-
angulation and its exponential term in (25) captures the
oscillatory behaviour of the amplitudes. The Gτ repre-
sent Gaussian terms that implement constraints between
area variables of neighbouring 4-simplices. The solutions
to the area-length system for 4-simplices play a pivotal
role in defining both the area Regge action and the Gaus-
sian terms within the ESFM amplitudes.
A key aspect of ESFM is given by the incorporation of

the so-called area-length constraints. These constraints,
localized onto bulk tetrahedra, ensure consistent length
assignments derived from the area variables of neighbour-
ing 4-simplices and are implemented through the Gaus-
sian terms Gτ . The length-matching conditions, as out-
lined in (21) for pairs of 4-simplices, precisely match the
area-length constraints associated with a tetrahedron τ .

1 The measure terms are yet to be determined. They can be fixed,
for instance, by demanding discretization invariance.



13

It is worth noting that the six edge lengths of a tetra-
hedron can be uniquely (up to reflection) inverted to its
four triangle areas and two dihedral angles at adjacent
edges (See [14], Appendix C). For a tetrahedron τ , this
establishes a one-to-one correspondence:

{xij}1≤i<j≤4 ↔ {v123, v124, v134, v234, ϕτ
12, ϕ

τ
13}

where vijk is the (squared) area of triangle (ijk) and ϕτ
ij

is the dihedral angle at the edge (ij).
Making use of this correspondence, the conditions (21)

can be transformed into conditions between the trian-
gle areas and dihedral angles of the shared tetrahedron.
Given that the areas are parameters, the triangular faces
of the shared tetrahedron possess identical areas in the
neighbouring 4-simplices. Consequently, the constraints
for the four areas are automatically satisfied. Thus, the
length-matching conditions reduce to the following two
conditions [25]:

ϕτ(i)
e = ϕτ(j)

e , e ∈ {1, 2}. (26)

Here, ϕ
τ(i)
e represent the dihedral angles of two adjacent

edges of tetrahedron τ within the 4-simplex ∆
(i)
4 . Equa-

tions (26) are usually referred to as shape-matching con-
straints.

The operator form of these shape-matching con-
straints exhibits non-commutativity [26, 45], indicating
an anomaly (parametrized by the Barbero-Immirzi pa-
rameter). Consequently, the constraints are of “second-
class” nature and are therefore imposed weakly, albeit
as strongly as allowed by the anomaly, via the Gaussian
terms Gτ in the amplitudes (25).

For a generic set of area parameters, utilizing the al-
gorithm in Figure 9 for each 4-simplex produces mul-
tiple solutions (potentially even when constrained by
the simplex inequalities) for the length variables. As a
consequence, the shape-matching conditions (26) occur
many times. This multitude of constraints contribute
to the ESFM amplitudes through products of the Gaus-
sian terms Gτ , which weakly enforce them. Moreover,
the multiple length solutions for each 4-simplex also con-
tributes to the area Regge action in (25).

The area Regge action, expressed as a sum over trian-
gles and 4-simplices within the triangulation T is given
by

SARC(a) =
∑
t∈T

nt at −
∑
∆∈T

∑
t⊃∆

at θt(a), (27)

where θt is the dihedral angle hinged at triangle t with
area at inside a 4-simplex ∆, and nt represents the total
angle (half the angle if t is on the boundary) around a
point in the 2D subspace containing the triangle. This
action quantifies ‘curvature’ distribution across the tri-
angulation. The dihedral angles inside a 4-simplex as a
function of area variables are typically inferred from in-
version of areas and lengths (refer to [26] for dihedral
angles in terms of edge lengths). Therefore, the multiple

length solutions for generic area parameters contribute
to SARC through a sum over the dihedral angles in (27).
The area variables utilized within ESFM amplitudes

(25) assume a discrete set of values which are (almost)
equidistantly spaced. These discrete areas stem from
the spectrum of area operators derived from LQG [46].
Specifically, the areas assigned to space-like triangles take
the form at ∼ ℓ2P γj, where ℓP =

√
8πℏG/c3 denotes

Planck length, γ represents the Barbero-Immirzi param-
eter which parametrizes the area gap, and j ∈ N/2 are
half-integers. Time-like triangles, on the other hand,
are assigned area values of the form at ∼ ℓ2Pn, where
n ∈ N are positive integers. For these discrete area vari-
ables, the area-length system for a 4-simplex maintains
the same symmetries as previously discussed. Thus, The-
orems 1∗ and 2 hold generically for these configurations
as a consequence of the discussion in Remark 3.
The nature of the physically relevant length solutions

for these discrete area configurations requires further de-
tailed analysis and study. However, we expect that in
general there will be multiple Lorentzian solutions that
contribute to the amplitudes (25). This is so, even in the
simplest, symmetric case where all the areas are equal:
there is one Euclidean solution but multiple Lorentzian
solutions (as discussed in Section VB1). The results in
Section IV suggest that if the variation of the area pa-
rameters is large (i.e. large area gap), then there are
slightly fewer physically relevant solutions compared to
area parameters with small variations in the area param-
eters.
Of interest is the asymptotic behaviour of the ampli-

tude ZESFM with respect to large areas. Previous works
[25, 27] reproduced length Regge calculus dynamics by
analyzing expectation values of certain geometric observ-
ables for varying boundary areas. As the amplitudes (25)
depend on the solutions to the area-length system, a first
step would be an analysis of the asymptotics of the solu-
tions themselves. Such an analysis belongs to the field of
tropical geometry [47] where one would study the tropi-
cal solutions of the area-length system (see similar tech-
niques in [48]). We leave this to future work.
In summary, the homotopy methods implemented in

Figure 9 prove very useful for computations of the effec-
tive spin foam amplitudes for generic area parameters.

VIII. DISCUSSION

Various quantum gravity approaches, such as LQG,
spin foam models, and holography, use area variables that
characterize a class of ‘non-metric geometries’ as their
fundamental degrees of freedom. To ensure consistency
with classical general relativity (GR) in the appropriate
limit, it is important to establish a connection between
these area variables and the length variables inherent in
GR.
Area Regge Calculus (ARC) is a discrete formulation

of gravity that employs areas assigned to triangles to de-
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scribe the geometry of a piecewise flat simplicial complex.
Each fundamental cell, given by a 4-simplex, is comprised
of ten edges and ten triangles, thus one may infer the ge-
ometry of a flat 4-simplex solely from its triangle areas.
Effective spin foam models (ESFM) approach to quan-
tum gravity utilizes area Regge calculus in its formulation
and also provides a mechanism to control the mismatch
between geometries from neighbouring 4-simplices, par-
ticularly at their shared tetrahedra with prescribed areas
to the triangular faces. Allowing this mismatch in a con-
trolled manner turns out to be a key motivation for using
area variables. Thus, understanding the nature of area-
length systems is of central importance. The ESFM ap-
proach, therefore, poses a mathematical challenge of un-
derstanding the area-length system, which is addressed
in this article through the application of homotopy con-
tinuation method of numerical algebraic geometry.

Homotopy continuation methods from numerical al-
gebraic geometry provide very useful tools to analyze
and make several inferences about these area-length sys-
tems. We have performed extensive computer experi-
ments for the area-length systems of a 4-simplex utilizing
the algorithm in Figure 9, and observed that generically
there are 64 (complex) isolated solutions for the squared
edge-length variables given the ten triangle areas of the
4-simplex as parameters. Using the certify function
within HomotopyContinuation.jl, we obtained a proof
that there are at least 64 isolated complex solutions to a
generic instance of the area-length system for a 4-simplex.
Theorem 1∗ claims that this number is exactly 64. More-
over, by tracking loops in the area parameter space that
subsequently permute the solutions, we found the corre-
sponding Galois group (Theorem 7∗) of this enumerative
problem. Since that Galois group is not solvable, we ob-
tained Corollary 8∗ which implies the absence of formu-
lae for the lengths as functions of the area parameters in
terms of radicals. However, imposing certain symmetries
on the area parameter space can lead to solvability in
terms of basic arithmetic operations.

While instances exist where certain area parameters
lead to 64 real solutions, this is not common; gener-
ally, the number of real solutions is much less than
64. Furthermore, not all the 64 solutions correspond to
(length) geometric 4-simplices. In general, there are sig-
nificantly fewer solutions that satisfy Euclidean 4-simplex
inequalities compared to Lorentzian 4-simplex inequali-
ties. These physically relevant solutions are derived
from semialgebraic conditions on the 64 complex length
solutions. These results support the understanding that
area variables describe an enlarged space of geometries
compared to the length or metric variables [11–13].

The study of the area-length systems within triangu-
lations is relevant for spin foam models, particularly, for
effective spin foam models (ESFM). In these models, the
dynamics governing discrete, independent area variables
are determined by imposing shape-matching constraints
among them. It has been demonstrated that for relative
small, symmetry-reduced triangulations, the weak impo-

sition of the constraints implements the dynamics of dis-
crete gravity within a certain range of allowed parameters
[25, 27]. The length solutions of the area-length systems
obtained through numerical homotopy methods provide
explicit expressions for these constraints within the dy-
namics of ESFM. Notably, the constraints, localized on
shared tetrahedron of neighbouring 4-simplices, appear
multiple times for generic area variables (including dis-
crete areas) without imposing any symmetries. This is
also present in area Regge action, and can be incorpo-
rated into the ESFM amplitudes.
For larger triangulations, the homotopy continuation

methods offer fast and reliable approaches to determine
numerical approximate solutions to the area-length sys-
tems. One can simultaneously solve for all the length
solutions associated with discrete area variables assigned
locally to 4-simplices. Hence, the numerical homotopy
methods employed within the effective spin foam mod-
els will facilitate in the study of refinement limit of spin
foam models.

Appendix A: Algorithm to Solve the Area-Length
System of a 4-Simplex

In this section, we present an algorithm to
solve the area-length system of a 4-simplex. The
algorithm leverages the prototype julia package
Pandora.jl, whose numerical calculations are handled
by HomotopyContinuation.jl, package for solving the
associated polynomial equations. The code for many of
the computations performed in this article is provided
below in Figure 9.
The algorithm starts by loading the necessary pack-

ages. It proceeds to apply the Heron formula, comput-
ing the area of a triangle in terms of its squared edge
lengths. Following this, it constructs the area-length sys-
tem of equations for a 4-simplex, using squared areas as
parameters and squared edge lengths as variables. This
system is realized as an EnumerativeProblem, the main
datatype of Pandora.jl. We compute the generic num-
ber of solutions to this system using the degree function,
and proceed to compute its Galois group, verifying that
it has order 32! · 232. Additionally, we provide code to
solve this system over random parameter values, to ex-
plore the parameter space of the problem, and to attempt
to optimize for the number of real solutions.

Appendix B: Constructing boundary data for a
coherent vertex in spin foam models

Spin foam models constitute gravitational state sum
models over quantum geometries defined on a 2-complex
graph, often dual to a triangulation. In the coherent rep-
resentation [49] (for Euclidean signature), the boundary
data are characterized by an over-complete basis consist-
ing of spins jt and coherent intertwiners hτ . The coher-
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FIG. 9: Sample of a julia code using homotopy
continuation, through Pandora.jl, to compute several
properties of the area-length system of a 4-simplex.

ent representation allows for a geometric description in
the semi-classical limit of these models. The spins jt,
label unitary irreducible representations of the underly-
ing gauge group G and are associated with faces of the
2-complex. Geometrically, these spins represent trian-
gle areas within the dual triangulation. Coherent inter-
twiners hτ , associated with the edges (dual to a tetrahe-
dron) of the 2-complex, consist of 3D unit normal vectors
n⃗t ∈ S2 assigned to the triangular faces of the tetrahe-
dron. For Lorentzian signature, the unit normal vectors
associated with the triangles lie either on a one-sheeted
hyperbola Hsp if the triangle is spacelike or a two-sheeted
hyperbola H± if the triangle is timelike.
The simplest 2-complex is given by a vertex denoted

by Γv. In four dimensional spin foam models, the ver-
tex is 5-valent and dual to a 4-simplex triangulation. The
boundary data associated to dual triangulation consist of
ten triangle areas and twenty unit normal vectors associ-
ated to the triangular faces of the tetrahedra (see Figure
10).

FIG. 10: Representation of a coherent spin foam vertex.
Lines represent spins jt assigned to faces of Γv and the
normal vectors n⃗i assigned to the faces of tetrahedra are

denoted by the open circles.

The algorithm detailed in Figure 9 efficiently computes
all compatible length geometries corresponding to a given
set of ten triangle areas. Subsequently, from these length
solutions, several geometric quantities associated to the
4-simplex can be determined. These geometric quanti-
ties typically have explicit formulas in terms of its edge
lengths. For instance, the components of normal vectors,
associated with the triangular faces of each tetrahedron,
can be derived from the cofactor of its corresponding 3D
Gram matrix (whose components are defined in (11)).
These normal vectors, together with the triangle areas,
provide the boundary data for computing coherent spin
foam amplitudes. Thus for a fixed set of spins of Γv, the
algorithm in Figure 9 allows for the identification of all
geometric boundary data compatible with the boundary
spins, commonly referred to as Regge boundary data.
The proposed method for constructing boundary data

for a spin foam vertex amplitude outlined here may play
a significant role in comparing ESFMs with traditional
spin foam models such as, the EPRL model [50] or the
Conrady-Hnybida model [51], by studying the properties
of the resulting amplitudes.
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