
PROJECTIVE RIGIDITY OF POINT-LINE CONFIGURATIONS IN THE

PLANE

LEAH BERMAN, SIGNE LUNDQVIST, BERND SCHULZE, BRIGITTE SERVATIUS,
HERMAN SERVATIUS, KLARA STOKES, AND WALTER WHITELEY

Abstract. In this paper, we establish a general setup for studying incidence-preserving motions
of projective geometric configurations of points and lines via a “projective rigidity matrix”. The
spaces of infinitesimal motions of a point-line configuration and dependencies amongst the point-
line incidences can be interpreted as the kernel and co-kernel of this projective rigidity matrix,
respectively. We also introduce a symmetry-adapted projective rigidity matrix for analysing
symmetric configurations and their symmetry-preserving motions. The symmetry may be a
point group or a more general symmetry, such as an autopolarity.

Keywords: infinitesimal rigidity; point-line configurations; projective transformations; projec-
tive motions; projective self-stresses; symmetry.

1. Introduction

The goal of this paper is to establish new tools, based on methods from geometric rigidity
theory [8, 17], for analysing projective configurations of points and lines, that is, collections of
points and lines in the real projective plane. This is a classical and still active topic of geometry
which dates back to work of T. Kirkman, T. Reye, E. Steinitz, S. Cohn-Vossen and D. Hilbert,
among others [14, 15, 10]; see also B. Grünbaum’s book [12]. Projective configurations are
also relevant to a variety of problems in practical applications, such as computer vision and
architectural design.

A projective configuration defines an incidence relation: a point and a line are incident if the
point is on the line. Note that incidences are preserved by projective transformations. In the
projective plane every pair of points span a line and every pair of lines meet in a point. Therefore,
the question of existence and mobility of projective configurations only becomes interesting when
one requires the number of points on each line and the number of lines through each point
to exceed 2. The configuration space of the incidence relation of a projective configuration
is the space of all realizations of it in terms of geometric points and lines modulo projective
transformations. A given realization is rigid if it is an isolated point of the configuration space,
and flexible otherwise. Determining rigidity of a realization is difficult in general. In this article
we introduce a new tool which we call the “projective rigidity matrix”. The kernel of this
matrix consists of the so-called infinitesimal motions of the configuration, which thereby can be
studied using linear algebra. These motions may be thought of as initial velocities of continuous
incidence-preserving motions of the points and lines. The co-kernel of the matrix is the space
of row-dependencies or self-stresses. It turns out that incidence theorems such as Pappus or
Desargues give rise to such row-dependencies/self-stresses; indeed the projective rigidity matrix
provides a new tool for studying incidence theorems concerned with points and lines in which
one incidence is implied by other incidences.

A symmetry of a projective configuration is a projective transformation that leaves the con-
figuration invariant. Similarly, an auto-polarity is a polarity of the projective plane that leaves
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the configuration invariant. The study of projective configurations with symmetries and auto-
polarities is a classical topic in geometry, see for example [10, 11]. When a configuration moves
in the configuration space the symmetries and auto-polarities may or may not be preserved.
To study this, we present a symmetry-adapted projective rigidity matrix, called the projective
orbit rigidity matrix (based on a similar tool from geometric rigidity theory [16]), whose kernel
consists of symmetry-preserving/auto-polarity-preserving infinitesimal motions. To illustrate its
usefulness, we apply this new matrix to some examples.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the necessary background on
projective geometry and projective configurations of points and lines. Section 3 establishes
the notions of (continuous) rigidity and infinitesimal rigidity for projective configurations. The
relationship between these notions is discussed in Section 4. Section 5 is dedicated to the row
dependencies of the projective rigidity matrix, which can be interpreted as “self-stresses” of
the configuration. Finally, in Section 6 we consider symmetric configurations and set up the
projective orbit rigidity matrix for studying symmetry-preserving motions. We conclude the
paper with a discussion on future avenues of research in Section 7.

2. Projective configurations

2.1. The projective plane.

2.1.1. The analytic model. The real projective plane can be constructed from R3 by letting the
1-dimensional subspaces of R3 define the points and the 2-dimensional subspaces define the lines.
This construction is called projectivization of the vector space. The homogeneous coordinates
of a point in the projective plane are (x0 : y0 : z0) where (x0, y0, z0) is any vector in the
corresponding 1-dimensional subspace. The homogeneous coordinates of a line are (a0 : b0 : c0)
where a0x + b0y + c0z = 0 is any (homogeneous) linear equation defining the corresponding
2-dimensional subspace. A point with homogeneous coordinates (x0 : y0 : z0) is incident to (or
on) a line with homogeneous coordinates (a0 : b0 : c0) if a0x0 + b0y0 + c0z0 = 0.

The projective plane has a duality; there is a one-to-one correspondence between the points
and the lines that preserves the incidences. In terms of vector spaces, a projective duality is a
map that sends a 1-dimensional subspace of R3 to a 1-dimensional subspace of the dual vector
space. A vector (a0, b0, c0) of the dual vector space is a linear form, that is, a linear map from
R3 to R sending (x, y, z) 7→ a0x + b0y + c0z. Each linear form (a0, b0, c0) defines a line of the
projective plane, by requiring a0x+ b0y + c0z = 0.

2.1.2. The spherical model. The projective plane can also be defined as the quotient of the unit
sphere in 3-space under identification of antipodal points. In this model, the points of the
projective plane are the pairs of antipodal points on the sphere, and the lines in the projective
plane are the great circles on the sphere. A great circle on the sphere is the intersection between
a plane containing the origin and the sphere.

A duality of the projective plane in this model is defined as a map sending pairs of points to
great circles and great circles to pairs of points, preserving incidence. The “standard” duality
sends a pair of antipodal points (p+, p−) to the great circle obtained by intersecting the sphere
with the plane through the origin with the position vectors of the pair of points (p+, p−) as a
normal, and it sends a great circle to the pair of antipodal points obtained as the intersection of
the sphere with a line through the origin and with direction vector a normal vector of the plane.

2.1.3. The affine plane. Let l∞ be any line of the projective plane and call it the line at infinity.
The set of all the points outside l∞ (the finite points) together with the set of all the lines except
l∞ defines an affine plane. We select l∞ to be the line defined by the equation z = 0. Then the
homogeneous coordinates of a finite point (x′0 : y′0 : z0) can be normalized to (x0 : y0 : 1) :=
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(
x′
0

z0
:

y′0
z0

: 1), where (x0, y0) are the affine coordinates of the finite point. The projective dual

of a finite point (x0 : y0 : 1) is a line with equation x0x + y0y + 1 = 0. The affine plane is not
preserved by the projective duality; all points have a dual line, but not all lines are duals of
points. Specifically, lines through the origin of the affine plane are mapped to points of the line
at infinity. By selecting another line to be l∞, one obtains another affine plane, but all these
affine planes are isomorphic.

2.2. Plane projective configurations of points and lines. A plane projective configuration
is a collection of points and lines in the projective plane together with the incidence relation
defined by symmetrized inclusion. In this article all configurations will have a finite number of
points and lines.

Any plane projective configuration has an underlying combinatorial object S = (P,L, I)
consisting of the set of points P , the set of lines L and the incidences I between P and L. This
combinatorial object is a hypergraph, also known as an incidence geometry of rank 2.

The term combinatorial (pr, lk)-configuration is also used in the literature to denote the
underlying combinatorial object of a geometric configuration of p points and l lines for which
there are numbers r and k such that r lines go through each point, and k points are on each
line. Note that the number of incidences in this case is |I| = pr = lk and the combinatorial
configuration is an r-regular and k-uniform hypergraph with the property that no two hyperedges
share more than one vertex. If r = k, the configuration is called symmetric (sometimes balanced)
and is referred to as a vk-configuration if it has v points.

Instead of beginning with the geometric configuration, one can begin with the combinatorial
object and study the geometric configurations realizing it. Let S = (P,L, I) be an incidence
geometry (a hypergraph) with vertex set P (the elements of which we will call points), hyperedge
set L (the elements of which we will call lines) and I a set of point-line incidences. A configuration
of points and lines (S,p, l) realizing S is an assignment of a point pj = (xj : yj : zj) in the
projective plane to each element pj of P , and an assignment of a line li = (ai : bi : ci) in the
projective plane to each element li of L, such that li · pj = 0 whenever pj and li are incident.
The equation li · pj = 0 encodes that the point pj lies on the line li.

3. Rigidity and flexibility of projective configurations

The configuration space V (S) of an incidence geometry S = (P,L, I) is the space of all
collections of assignments (p, l) of points and lines in the projective plane such that (S,p, l) is
a configuration of points and lines realizing S. In other words, the configuration space is the
real projective variety defined by the |I| polynomials of the form li · pj = 0. Let Vp,l(S) be the
subvariety of V (S) consisting of the realizations of S that can be obtained from (S,p, l) by a
projective transformation.

Realizing an incidence geometry S = (P,L, I) it can happen that some combinatorial lines
or combinatorial points are coincident in the realization, i.e. lj = lk for some pair of distinct
combinatorial lines lj and lk, or pi = pm for some pair of distinct combinatorial points pi and pm.
Note that the configuration space includes all configurations realizing the incidence geometry,
including realizations with coincident lines or points.

We say that a configuration (S,p, l) is (projectively) rigid if all configurations (S,p′, l′) in a
neighborhood of (S,p, l) in the configuration space are in Vp,l(S). A configuration that is not
rigid is said to be (projectively) flexible.

There are several other possible definitions of rigidity for projective configurations of points
and lines. One natural definition is as follows: A configuration (S,p, l) is (projectively) rigid
if all continuous paths (p(t), l(t)) in the configuration space such that p(0) = p and l(0) = l
remain in Vp,l(S). With this definition, a configuration (S,p, l) is flexible if there is a continuous
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path (p(t), l(t)) in V (S) such that p(0) = p, l(0) = l, and such that there is some t ∈ (0, 1] for
which (S,p(t), l(t)) is not in Vp,l(S).

Instead of assuming that the paths in the above definitions are continuous, we can assume
that the paths are smooth, or we can assume that they are analytic. The next theorem says
that all these possible definitions are equivalent to our original definition.

Theorem 3.1. Let (S,p, l) be a projective configuration. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) (S,p, l) is flexible.
(b) There is a continuous path (p(t), l(t)) in V (S) such that p(0) = p, l(0) = l, and such

that there is some t ∈ (0, 1] for which (S,p(t), l(t)) is not in Vp,l(S).
(c) There is a smooth path (p(t), l(t)) in V (S) such that such that p(0) = p, l(0) = l, and

such that there is some t ∈ (0, 1] for which (S,p(t), l(t)) is not in Vp,l(S).
(d) There is an analytic path (p(t), l(t)) in V (S) such that p(0) = p, l(0) = l, and such that

there is some t ∈ (0, 1] for which (S,p(t), l(t)) is not in Vp,l(S).

Proof. Clearly (d) implies (c) and (c) implies (b).
Now, if (b) holds, then there is some largest t0 so that (p(t0), l(t0)) is in Vp,l(S). By definition,

there is a projective transformation A that takes (S,p′, l′) to (S,p, l). Every neighbourhood
of (S,p, l) intersects the curve (S,Ap(t), Al(t)), for t ∈ (t0, 1], and every such intersection
necessarily contains configurations not in Vp,l(S), by definition of t0. It follows that (S,p, l) is
flexible.

It remains to show that (a) implies (d). If (S,p, l) is not rigid, then there is some realization
(S,p′, l′) in U ∩ (V (S) \ Vp,l(S), where U is some neighborhood of (S,p, l) in V (S). By [[18],
Lemma 18.3], there are analytic curves p(t) and l(t) such that p(0) = p and p(1) = p′, and l(0) =
l and l(1) = l′. Since (S,p′, l′) cannot be obtained from (S,p, l) by a projective transformation,
it follows that (a) implies (d). □

Remark 1. The motions of interest in this paper are the motions that preserve incidences of
points and lines modulo projective transformations. Pinning is a technique that is useful to
illustrate the congruence classes of motions. When we pin a configuration we fix four points in
general position, that is, in a position such that no three of the points are collinear. Pinning a
configuration will leave only the motions that we are interested in.

Pinning a configuration will leave only the motions that we are interested in. We refer the
reader to [6] for more details.

The geometric realization of a finite line li is given by its homogeneous coordinates li =
(ai : bi : 1), and the realization of a finite point pj is given by pj = (xj : yj : 1). The constraint
equation

(1) aixj + biyj + 1 = 0

expresses that the point pj and the line li are incident. Finding a configuration of points and
lines realizing a given incidence geometry amounts to solving |I| equations of this form.

Suppose we have a path in the configuration space, and so regard the vectors pj and li as
differentiable functions of parameter t, say time, whose initial position corresponds to an initial
configuration. Since the constraint equations must be satisfied for all values of t, the Jacobian
of Equation (1) gives a linear equation

(2) pj ·∆li + li ·∆pj = 0
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for each incidence (pj , li) ∈ I. The coefficient matrix of the system of equations of the form (2)
looks as follows:

M(S,p, l) =

l1 . . . li . . . l|L| p1 . . . pj . . . p|P |


i0 0 . . . . . . . . . 0 0 . . . . . . . . . 0
...

...
. . .

...
. . .

...
...

. . .
...

. . . 0
(i, j) 0 . . . xj yj . . . 0 0 . . . ai bi . . . 0
...

...
. . .

...
. . .

...
...

. . .
...

. . . 0
i|I| 0 . . . 0 . . . 0 0 . . . 0 . . . 0

A (projective) infinitesimal motion of a configuration (S,p, l) is an element of the kernel of
M(S,p, l). Linearizations of projective transformations are infinitesimal motions of all config-
urations of points and lines. We say that a configuration is (projectively) infinitesimally rigid
if all its infinitesimal motions are linearizations of projective transformations. A configuration
that is not infinitesimally rigid is (projectively) infinitesimally flexible.

As the kernel of M(S,p, l) is at least 8-dimensional, it follows that an infinitesimally rigid
configuration must satisfy |I| ≥ 2|L|+2|P |−8. A configuration that is minimally infinitesimally
rigid in the sense that removing any incidence makes the configuration infinitesimally flexible,
must satisfy

|I| = 2|L|+ 2|P | − 8 and(3)

|I ′| ≤ 2|L(I ′)|+ 2|P (I ′)| − 8,(4)

where the inequality must hold for all non-empty subsets of incidences I ′ ⊆ I. An independent
configuration, i.e. a configuration such that the rows of M(S,p, l) are linearly independent has
to satisfy (4).

a b c

l1

l2

p0 p1 p2

p3
p4

p5

Figure 1. The Pappus configuration – a 93-configuration.

Example 3.2 (The Pappus configuration). The Pappus configuration (see Figure 1) has 9 points
and 9 lines, and as all lines are incident to three points, it has 3×9 = 27 incidences. The Pappus
configuration satisfies the count in (4). Furthermore, |I| = 27 = 2|P |+2|L|−9 = 2×9+2×9−9,
so one would predict that the Pappus configuration has a one-dimensional space of motions, after
excluding the 8-dimensional space of projective transformations.

Suppose that the points p0, p2, p3 and p5 are pinned to exclude the projective transforma-
tions. A classic theorem of Pappus guarantees that a, b and c are collinear if the points p1
and p4 are on the lines l1 = p0p2 and l2 = p3p5, respectively. Hence p1 and p4 can be moved,
independently, along l1 and l2, and a, b and c will remain collinear. The incidence that is implied



6 BERMAN, LUNDQVIST, SCHULZE, SERVATIUS, SERVATIUS, STOKES, AND WHITELEY

p

a′

a
b

c

b′ c′

Figure 2. The 103 Desargues configuration.

by Pappus’ Theorem gives the configuration a two-dimensional space of motions, rather than
the one-dimensional space of motions one might expect.

Example 3.3 (The Desargues configuration). Desargues’s theorem states that two triangles are
perspective from a point if and only if they are perspective from a line. The Desargues con-
figuration, see Figure 2, occurs as a consequence of Desargues’s theorem. The points of the
Desargues configuration are the vertices of two triangles, a, b and c and a′, b′ and c′ respectively,
as well as the a point of perspective p of the two triangles and the points of intersection of the
lines ab and a′b′, ac and a′c′ and bc and b′c′. The points of intersection will be collinear as a
consequence of Desargues’s theorem.

The Desargues configuration has 10 points, 10 lines and 30 incidences. So, |I| = 2|P |+2|L|−
10, which means the Desargues configuration is expected to have a two-dimensional space of
motions, excluding the projective transformations.

However, suppose that the points a, b, c and p are fixed. Then the points a′, b′ and c′ can be
moved independently along the lines ap, bp and cp respectively, and the three remaining points
will stay collinear as a consequence of Desargues’s theorem. Hence the Desargues configuration
has a three-dimensional space of motions, rather than the expected two-dimensional space of
motions.

The Pappus configuration and the Desargues configuration are both examples where counting
the points, lines and incidences does not predict the correct number of motions, which means that
the natural sparsity counts of Equations (3) and (4) given by counting the number of equations
and variables in the rigidity matrix are not sufficient for characterizing minimal rigidity and
independence in the rigidity matrix.

Note that in both of these examples, it is a theorem in projective geometry that causes the
discrepancy between the sparsity counts and the rank of the rigidity matrix. In Example 3.2, the
incidence between c and the line ab is implied by Pappus’s theorem, and this causes the Pappus
configuration to be more flexible than expected. Similarly, in the Desargues configuration, one
of the incidences is implied by Desargues’s theorem, which causes the Desargues configuration
to be more flexible than expected.

We conjecture that this is part of a more general phenomenon, namely that for projective
theorems regarding point-line configurations, where certain incidences imply others, these state-
ments can be formulated in terms of the projective rigidity matrix having a non-trivial row
dependence. Row dependencies, or self-stresses, are the subject of Section 5 in this paper.



PROJECTIVE RIGIDITY OF POINT-LINE CONFIGURATIONS IN THE PLANE 7

4. Rigidity versus infinitesimal rigidity

4.1. Infinitesimal rigidity implies rigidity. Suppose that (S,p, l) is a configuration of points
and lines realizing an incidence geometry S = (P,L, I). For simplicity move the configuration
so that there are no points at infinity or lines through the origin.

In the following we will assume that four of the points (in general position) are pinned, which
removes the trivial infinitesimal motions. Suppose also that we have a motion pi(t) of each point
pi and a motion lj(t) of each line with pi(t) · lj(t) = 0 for all t if (pi, lj) ∈ I, and pi(t) = pi(0)
for all t if point i is pinned.

If the configuration is rigid, then the only motion is zero not only at the pins but at all points.

In general, if there is a motion, then the n-th derivative of the motion is
∑n

k=0

(
n
k

)
p
(k)
i (t) ·

l
(n−k)
j (t) = 0. Evaluating at 0 gives

∑n
k=0

(
n
k

)
p
(k)
i (0) · l(n−k)

j (0) = 0, and for k = 1, this says that

(5) (p
(1)
1 (0), . . . , l

(1)
1 (0), . . .) ∀ (i, j) ∈ I

is in the kernel of the rigidity matrix. A pinned configuration is infinitesimally rigid if the
only element of the kernel of the pinned rigidity matrix, where the eight rows corresponding to

x
(1)
i = y

(1)
i = 0 for the four pinned points are added, is the zero vector.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that a pinned projective configuration is infinitesimally rigid. Then for

all n > 0, p
(n)
i (0) = 0 for all points and l

(n)
j (0) = 0 for all lines.

Proof. The proof is by induction on n. Infinitesimal rigidity gives the base case, so let n > 1

and suppose p
(m)
i (0) = 0 for all points and l

(m)
j (0) = 0 for all lines for all m < n. The sum∑n

k=0

(
n
k

)
p
(k)
i (0)·l(n−k)

j (0) = 0 has only two non-zero terms by the inductive hypothesis, reducing

to the system pi(0) · l(n)j (0)+p
(n)
i (0) · lj(0) = 0 for for all incident pairs. So the n-th derivatives

are a solution to the pinned infinitesimal rigidity system for the framework, and so the n-th
derivatives must all be zero. □

It is an easy corollary of Lemma 4.1 that if a configuration is infinitesimally rigid, then it can
have only constant analytic motions, and must therefore be rigid, by Theorem 3.1. We have
therefore shown the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Every infinitesimally rigid projective configuration is rigid.

So if the pinned projective rigidity matrix has zero kernel, then the projective configuration
must be rigid. Equivalently, if the ordinary projective rigidity matrix has a kernel of dimension
exactly 8, then the configuration is rigid.

The following example shows the construction of an infinitesimally rigid configuration.

Example 4.3. A combinatorial vk-configuration is cyclic if there is a cyclic permutation of the
points that sends the configuration to itself. The configuration shown in Figure 3 is a cyclic 103
configuration with 10 points and 10 lines (non-isomorphic to the Desargues configuration). It can
be drawn with 5-fold rotational symmetry and two symmetry classes of points and lines. Geo-
metric configurations with this property are sometimes called astral configurations [12, Chapter
3]. This particular configuration can be constructed as follows [5]:

(a) Construct points v0, . . . , v4 as the vertices of a regular 5-gon centered at O. Typically
we choose O = (0, 0), and let vi = (cos(2πi/5), sin(2πi/5)).

(b) Construct lines li = vivi+2

(c) Construct a circle C passing through the points v1, O, and v−1, and let w0 be one of the
two intersections of C and l0.

(d) Construct wi as the rotation of w0 by 2πi
5 about O.
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v
4

v
1

v
2

v
3

v
0

w
0

w
1

w
2

w
3

w
4

Figure 3. A cyclic 103-configuration.

(e) Construct mi = wiwi+2.

The Configuration Construction Lemma (see [5]) can be used to show that since w0 was con-
structed as the intersection of that particular circle with that particular line, each line mi passes
through the point vi+2.

Now the 204-configuration in Figure 4 can be constructed from the 103-configuration in Figure
3 as follows:

(a) Construct a circle C′ passing through the points v1, O, and v3, and let w′
0 be one of the

two intersections of C and l0.
(b) Construct w′

i as the rotation of w′
0 by 2πi

5 about O.
(c) Construct lines ni = w′

iw
′
i+2, which will pass through vi+3.

(d) Construct the points ui as the intersections of the lines mi and ni.
(e) Construct the lines oi = uiui+1, which will pass through the points w′

i+1 and wi+3.

The 204 configuration constructed this way is projectively infinitesimally rigid (as can be
checked by computing the rank of the projective rigidity matrix), and therefore rigid, by Theorem
4.2.

4.2. Rigidity does not imply infinitesimal rigidity. Infinitesimal rigidity is a convenient
linear certificate of rigidity, however, it is a strictly stronger requirement. To construct an
infinitesimally rigid, but flexible configuration, we start with some inductive constructions. If p
and q are the coordinates of two points (lines), then [p,q] denotes the line containing the two
points (the point of intersection of the two lines).

Theorem 4.4. Let S = (P,L, I) be an independent configuration and suppose that pi and pi′
are distinct points with [pi,pi′ ] ̸= lj for any line lj. Then adding a new line lj realized by
[pi,pi′ ] = lj and adding incidences (pi, lj) and (pi′ , lj) yields an independent configuration.

Dually, suppose that lj and lj′ are distinct lines with [lj , lj′ ] ̸= pi for any point pi. Then
adding a new point pi realized by [lj , lj′ ] = pi and adding incidences (pi, lj) and (pi, lj′) yields
an independent configuration.

If the original configuration was infinitesimally rigid, then so is the new one.

Proof. We need to show independence. By the homogeneity of the projective plane, we may
assume that the points are all finite, and that the line through any pair of points does not pass
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v
4

v
1

v
2

v
3

v
0w

0

u
0w

1

u
1

w
2

u
2

w
3

u
3

w
4

u
4

w
1
0

w
2
0

w
3
0

w
4
0

w
0
0

Figure 4. A cyclic 204-configuration.

through the origin, so that the matrix is defined. We may also assume that pi and pi′ are
linearly independent. The only non-zero entries of the two columns associated to the line lj
are in the rows for the incidences (pi, lj) and (pi′ , lj), and since we assumed that pi and pi′ are
linearly independent, any row dependence must be zero on those rows. By assumption there is
no row dependence of the remaining rows, so the configuration must be independent.

The second claim follows by duality, and infinitesimal rigidity follows from the rank of the
new matrix, which is |I|+ 2, and |I|+ 2 = 2|P |+ 2(|L|+ 1)− 8. □

A dyadic rational is a rational number whose denominator is a power of 2. In the next
theorem, we construct isostatic grids with points whose coordinates are dyadic rationals.

Theorem 4.5. For each N ≥ 0 there exists an independent, infinitesimally rigid configuration
S = (P,L, I) of points and lines such that every geometric point/line incidence between pi and
lj in the plane is recorded as an incidence (i, j) ∈ I, and such that all points with coordinates
(n/2N : m/2N : 1), for integers n, m satisfying 0 ≤ n,m ≤ 2N , is either a point of the
configuration or is the point of intersection of at least two lines.

Proof. We construct an example for each N recursively.
At the 0-th level, first take the four points of the unit square a = (0 : 0 : 1), b = (0 : 1 : 1),

c = (1 : 1 : 1), and d = (1 : 0 : 1). Then form the complete quadrilateral by constructing
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the lines ab, ac, bc and cd and the intersection p1 = (1 : 0 : 0) of the lines ad and bc, and
the intersection p2 = (0 : 1 : 0) of the lines ab and cd. Note that the complete quadrangle is
independent, and infinitesimally rigid.

Then add the diagonal lines, ac and bd, and their intersections p3 = (1 : 1 : 0) and p4 = (1 :
−1 : 0) with the line through the points p1 and p2, which is the line at infinity. Then construct
the lines ap4, bp3, cp4 and dp3. Then construct the points e and f as the intersections of the
lines ap4 and bp3 and the lines bp3 and cp4 respectively.

Finally, construct the horizontal line through e, which is the line ep1, and the vertical line
through f , which is the line fp2. See Figure 5a. This completes the 0-th level, and yields an

a)

b c

da

e

f

b)

b c

da

e

f

Figure 5. Isostatic dyadic grids for N = 0 and N = 1.

independent and infinitesimally rigid configuration by Theorem 4.4.
Notice for the purpose of the recursion that the segments ab and cd have points with dyadic

coordinates at level N and crossings, by single lines, exactly at heights (2k + 1)/2N+1, with
0 ≤ k ≤ 2N − 1. Notice also that segments ae, eb, bf and fc have points exactly those with
dyadic coordinates at level N + 1, and are only crossed by lines at those points.

For the recursive step start by the points of intersection of ab and cd with the horizontal
lines of the configuration. Add the lines between each of the new points and p3 and p4. Each
such new line bisects one of the segments along ae, eb, bf and fc. Add points at each of these
intersections. Finally, add horizontal lines through the new points along ae and eb and vertical
lines through the new points along bf and fc. These subdivide the grid, with the points along
ab and cd again alternating between points and pairs of crossed lines.

The dyadic grids at levels N = 0 and N = 1 are illustrated in Figures 5b and 5a. Each level
is created from the previous by intersections of two lines and drawing lines through two points,
and so each level is independent and infinitesimally rigid by Theorem 4.4. □

In the construction, the points at level N , i.e. the points with coordinates (n/2N : m/2N :
1), in the interior of abcd occur at the crossings of four lines. If a point is introduced there
by the Cayley algebra, then that point will have two incidences recorded in the set I, and
two implied geometric incidences. Adding either of these geometric incidences to I results in
a loss of constraint independence, in other words, the introduction of an equilibrium stress.
This illustrates the connection between self-stresses, constraint independence and projective
theorems: certain incidences are implied by projective theorems, and such implied incidences
will be dependent of the remaining incidences.
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The points at the level N +1 inside abcd which occur at the crossings of two lines are also the
points of a square lattice, and all of these points may be added to form a rigid and independent
configuration. See Figure 5b.

Corollary 4.6. There exists an independent, infinitesimally rigid configuration S = (P,L, I)
in which every geometric point/line incidence between pi and lj corresponds to an incidence in
(i, j) ∈ I, and containing as many points of a square lattice as required.

a)

b c

da

e

f

b)

b c

da

w

f

Figure 6. An isostatic configuration with 40 lattice points.

The isostatic configuration constructed in Corollary 4.6 can be further used to construct the
example in the following theorem, which shows that infinitesimal rigidity does not imply rigidity.

Theorem 4.7. There exists a configuration which is rigid but not infinitesimally rigid.

Proof. This proof uses the classical method of constructing points on a quadratic curve given
five points.

Let there be a projective configuration as in the following figure with the white vertices pinned,
from which the black points and lines can be constructed and added to the rigid configuration.
The white points can be constructed, and pinned, as part of an isostatic grid, as in Corollary
4.6. This can be done starting from four arbitrary points. See Figure 7.

t

y

x

b

i j k

a e

d
f

c

o

Figure 7. A projective mechanism, pinned at the white points, whose motion
requires point f to move along the red hyperbola.

Now, add a new point t, in green, incident to oy, creating a one-degree of freedom mechanism.
The point t moves freely on the fixed line oy, and the configuration will remain a mechanism if
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we add line jt, which we will think of as the Pascal line of the hexagon abcdef which appears
after constructing the additional green points and lines; the intersection i of the lines cd and jt,
the intersection k of the lines bc and jt, the lines ai and ek, and finally the intersection f of the
lines ai and ek.

Each step preserves the mechanism, and forces the point f to move on the hyperbola deter-
mined by the pinned points {a, b, c, d, e}. Finally, require an incidence between f and the line ox.
Consider what happens if we engineer this configuration so that the line ox cuts the hyperbola
in exactly one point, a point of tangency to the hyperbola through the points {a, b, c, d, e}. Care
must be taken to get the original pinning so that the tangency can be achieved.

Now the resulting configuration is rigid, and there is a unique realization which satisfies the
final required incidence. We will show that this configuration is not infinitesimally rigid. A
velocity at t along oy preserves the mechanism, and has consequential velocities which are zero
on all but the yellow points and lines. These velocities must be in the kernel of the incidence
rigidity matrix, so, we know that the consequential velocity at f must lie along the pinned line
ox. See Figure 8. in which the velocities at i and k, easily seen to be non-zero if vt is non-zero,

af

vf

vt

y
a

b

kji

f

d

e

c

x o

t

Figure 8. A rigid pinned configuration with an infinitesimal motion.

are not shown. All green points move infinitesimally or none. We know that there is a finite
motion without the final incidence which is consistent with the constraint of the last incidence,
so this velocity assignment is a non-trivial infinitesimal motion of the configuration. □

This theorem shows that one cannot in general establish the non-rigidity of a configuration
by considering the constraint matrix alone. Furthermore, in the traditional setting of bar-
and-joint frameworks, infinitesimal rigidity and rigidity are equivalent for generic frameworks.
This means that rigid but not infinitesimally rigid bar-and-joint framework have to be in some
special position. The configuration in Theorem 4.7, however, can be constructed starting from
four arbitrary points, so it is not in a special geometric position.

5. Self-stresses of projective configurations

The theory of infinitesimal rigidity (column dependencies) is a dual theory of row dependencies
which engineers identify as “statics”. Statics generally gives a different set of tools and insights.

Recall that the vectors pi and lj are the homogeneous coordinates assigned to the point pi
and lj in a configuration realizing S. In this section, we want to consider pi and lj as vectors
in R3. In order to do this, we pick the representatives of pi and lj such that the last non-zero
coordinate is 1. In this section, we do not assume that the points are finite and that the lines
do not go through the origin. However, for finite points and lines that do not go through the
origin, we pick the same representatives that we used to define the rigidity matrix.
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A stress of a realization of an incidence geometry S = (P,L, I) is a scalar ωi,j assigned to each
incidence (pi, lj) ∈ I. For technical reasons we define the stress to be zero for all non-incident
pairs. We say that a stress is an equilibrium stress (or self-stress) if the following equations hold
for each point pi ∈ P and line lj ∈ L:

(6)
∑
lj∈L

ωi,jlj = 0,
∑
pi∈P

ωi,jpi = 0.

Note that as the scalar ωi,j is defined to be zero for all non-incident pairs of points and lines,
the summands of the sum

∑
lj∈L ωi,jlj are non-zero only for the lines lj such that (pi, lj) ∈ I.

Similarly, the summands in the sum
∑

pi∈P ωi,jpi = 0 are non-zero only for the points pi such

that (pi, lj) ∈ I.
Note that the existence of an equilibrium stress does not depend on the chosen representatives

of pi and lj . However, the coefficients ωi,j do, so for the coefficients to be well-defined we choose
to fix specific representatives of pi and lj .

As the next proposition shows, existence of an equilibrium stress is also invariant under
projective transformations.

Proposition 5.1. If a configuration realizing an incidence geometry S = (P,L, I) has an equi-
librium stress, then any projectively equivalent configuration realizing S also has an equilibrium
stress.

Proof. Suppose that (S,p, l) is a configuration that has an equilibrium stress, where ωi,j is the
stress coefficient assigned to the incidences (pi, lj) ∈ I. Let (S,p′, l′) be the realization of S
obtained from (S,p, l) by a projective transformation represented by the matrix A.

Note that Api = λip
′
i, where p′

i is the representative of the homogeneous coordinates of p′
i

such that the last non-zero coordinate is 1. Similarly, Alj = λjl
′
j .

Define new stress coefficients by ω′
i,j = λiλjωi,j for each incidence (pi, lj). Now consider the

sum Σlj∈Lω
′
i,jl

′
j . By definition Σlj∈Lω

′
i,jl

′
j = Σlj∈Lλiλjωi,jl

′
j , and by assumption Σlj∈Lλiλjωi,jl

′
j =

λiA(Σlj∈Lωi,jlj) = 0. Similarly, Σpi∈Pω
′
i,jp

′
i = λjA(Σpi∈Pωi,jpi) = 0.

Hence ω′
i,j are an equilibrium stress on the realization (S,p′, l′). □

Suppose that all points are finite, so that pi = (xi : yi : 1) for all points pi ∈ P , and no lines
go through the origin, so that lj = (aj : bj : 1) for all lines lj ∈ L. Under these assumptions,
the rigidity matrix is well-defined, and the existence of an equilibrium stress clearly implies a
row-dependence in the matrix M(S,p, l).

On the other hand, if there is a row-dependence in the rigidity matrix, then there are scalars
ωi,j so that the equations

(7)
∑
lj∈L

ωi,j(aj , bj) = 0,
∑
pi∈P

ωi,j(xi, yi) = 0

hold for all points pi ∈ P and lines lj ∈ L. Equation (6) is satisfied for a point pi if Equation
(7) is satisfied, and the sum Σlj :(pi,lj)∈Iwi,j , which gives the third coordinate of Equation (6),

is zero. Dually, for lines, Equation (7) has to hold, and the sum Σpi:(pi,lj)∈Iwi,j has to be 0.

The equations
∑

lj∈L:(pi,lj)∈I ωi,j = 0 and
∑

pi∈P :(pi,lj)∈I ωi,j = 0 say that, for a configuration

placed with no points at infinity or lines through the origin, every stress ω must be purely
combinatorial, that is, it must be a row dependence of the combinatorial incidence matrix.
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p0

p1

p2

p3

p4

p5

l0

l1

l3

l2

Figure 9. The complete quadrilateral.

Now, note that (aj , bj) · (xi, yi) = −1 for all pairs (pi, lj) ∈ I. It follows that

(
∑
lj∈L

ωi,j(aj , bj)) · (xi, yi) = −Σlj :(pi,lj)∈Iωi,j = 0.

The dual statement holds for lines. Hence, a row-dependence in the rigidity matrix implies that
the configuration has an equilibrium stress.

The row space of the matrix is the set of vectors of the form

∑
i,j

ωi,jRowi,j ,

for any scalars ωi,j .
The conditions that the row space of M(S,p, l) has rank 2|P |+2|L|−8, i.e. the configuration

is infinitesimally rigid, is equivalent to the condition of the configuration being static rigidity,
which says that the vectors of the from ωM(S,p, l) span the entire orthogonal complement of
the space of trivial motions.

Example 5.2 (The complete quadrilateral). A complete quadrilateral is a configuration with 4
lines and their 6 intersection points, see Figure 9. We want to find homogeneous coordinates for
the points and lines of a self-stressed complete quadrilateral.

Every point of the complete quadrilateral is incident to exactly two lines. If the point pi lies
on the lines lj and lk, then ωi,jlj + ωi,klk = 0. As we are interested in the case where ωj,i and
ωk,i are non-zero, we must have that lj is a scalar multiple of lk. Geometrically, this means that
lj and lk are the same line. Because the complete quadrilateral is connected, this implies that
all lines have to be the same in a self-stressed realization.

Furthermore, if lj and lk are incident to the point pi, we get that ωi,j = −ωi,k.
In this case, this means that ω0,0 = −ω0,1, ω1,0 = −ω1,2, ω2,0 = −ω2,3, ω3,1 = −ω3,3,

ω4,1 = −ω4,2 and ω5,2 = −ω5,3.
Now, if we restrict to configurations such that the points are finite and the lines do not go

through the origin, then we can use that Σlj :(pi,lj)∈Iwi,j = 0 for all lines lj . Together with
the above observation that ωi,j = −ωi,k for pi incident to lj and lk, we get the following four
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equations

ω0,0 + ω1,0 + ω2,0 = 0

−ω0,0 + ω3,1 + ω4,1 = 0

−ω1,0 − ω4,1 + ω5,2 = 0

ω2,0 + ω3,1 + ω5,2 = 0

where the equations correspond to l0, l1, l2 and l3 respectively. It is easily verified that one
solution to this system of equations is ω0,0 = 1, ω1,0 = 1, ω2,0 = −2, ω3,1 = −1, ω4,1 = 2 and
ω5,2 = 3.

To find a self-stressed realization of the complete quadrilateral with the above coefficients, we
need a solution to the following four equations corresponding to the lines

p0 + p1 − 2p2 = 0

−p0 − p3 + 2p4 = 0

−p1 − 2p4 + 3p5 = 0

−2p2 − p3 + 3p5 = 0

such that the points p0, p1, p2, p3, p4 and p5 all lie on a line. For simplicity, we pick the points
such that they all lie on the line y = 1. We can pick the points p5, p4 and p3 arbitrarily on the
line. The coordinates of the points p2, p1 and p0 can be computed from the first three points.
One example of points that satisfy the system of equations is p0 = (−2 : 1 : 1), p1 = (8 : 1 : 1),
p2 = (3 : 1 : 1), p3 = (0 : 1 : 1), p4 = (−1 : 1 : 1) and p5 = (2 : 1 : 1). With these coordinates,
the complete quadrilateral has a single self-stress.

A weaving of lines in the plane is a directed graph G = (V,E) together with an assignment of
a line in the projective plane that does not go through the origin to each vertex, such that the
lines li and lj meet in a finite point whenever (i, j) ∈ E. Let (xij , yij , 1) be the intersection point
of li and lj . A self-stress of a weaving is an assignment of a scalar sij to each edge (i, j) ∈ E,
such that sij = −sji and

(8)
∑

j:(i,j)∈E

sij(xij , yij , 1) = 0.

In Example 5.2, we find that a dependence in the projective matrix includes a check that the
scalars, restricted to the columns for the lines, form a self-stress for the weaving of the lines.
See [20, 19]. The converse does not hold.

6. Symmetric projective configurations

Many examples of projective configurations exhibit symmetry. There are several reasons
for this; symmetry implies beauty, and usually the symmetry makes it easier to construct the
configuration. For example, the 214 Grünbaum-Rigby configuration, whose description in 1990
[13] began the modern study of configurations, is typically drawn with 7-fold dihedral symmetry.
Many papers have constructed interesting examples of configurations (for example, [7, 5, 2, 3, 4,
1], and [12] has many other examples), including those shown in Figures 3 and 4, by leveraging
symmetry and geometry to prove that the necessary incidences occur.

In this section, we will consider the effect of symmetry on projective rigidity. We will develop
a projective orbit rigidity matrix, which is analogous to the orbit rigidity matrix introduced
by B.Schulze and W.Whiteley for studying forced symmetric infinitesimal rigidity of bar-joint
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frameworks in Euclidean space [16]. In this context, the projective orbit rigidity matrix will allow
us to study the space of realizations of an incidence geometry, subject to a given symmetry.

6.1. Symmetries, dualities and polarities of projective space. The projective general
group PGL(3,R) is the group of real invertible 3×3-matrices modulo multiplication with a scalar,
and by the fundamental theorem of projective geometry it acts upon the real projective plane as
its group of symmetries (its collineation group), because R has only trivial field automorphisms.

Any non-degenerate quadratic form Q on R3 defines a polarity πQ : R3 → (R3)∗ that sends
v to vQ. This induces a geometric polarity exchanging the points with the lines of the real
projective plane. The image of a projective point p under a polarity is the polar line of p for the
conic defined by the quadratic form. The identity matrix defines a quadratic form corresponding
to the purely imaginary conic x2 + y2 + z2 = 0, and the polarity it defines maps a point to the
line with the same homogeneous coordinates as the point.

The correlation group of the real projective plane is the group PGL(3,R) extended with a
polarity. Given one polarity, the other polarities can be obtained by composing with a projective
transformation. For example, the polarity defined by the identity matrix Q1 = Id, correspond-
ing to the imaginary conic, can be composed with the projective transformation with matrix
representative in GL(3,R) equal to

T =

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 −1


to obtain the polarity defined by the matrix

Q2 =

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 −1


corresponding to the conic with equation x2 + y2 = z2, because Q2 = Q1T .

The orthogonal group O(3) < PGL(3,R) acts upon R3. The special orthogonal group SO(3)
is the subgroup of O(3) consisting of the direct orthogonal isometries. The projective orthog-
onal group PO(3) and the projective special orthogonal group PSO(3) are the corresponding
subgroups of PGL(3,R) and describe the induced actions upon the real projective plane. In
odd dimension n, PO(n) = PSO(n) ∼= SO(n). For n = 3 one can find a very nice description
of the finite subgroups of this group in [9].

A planar finite projective configuration consists of a finite subset of points and lines of the
projective plane. The symmetry group of the configuration is a finite subgroup of PGL(3,R)
that preserves the point set, the line set, and the incidences. A polarity of the configuration
is an involutory correlation that preserves the incidences of the configuration but permutes the
point and the line sets. A configuration that has a non-trivial polarity is called autopolar. See
Figure 10 for an example of an autopolar configuration.

The group consisting of projective correlations (symmetries and polarities) preserving the
configuration is called the correlation group of the configuration.

6.2. Projective orbit rigidity matrix. In this section we will establish a symmetry-adapted
rigidity matrix, called the projective orbit rigidity matrix, whose kernel consists of the infini-
tesimal motions that exhibit the same symmetry as the configuration. Hence the orbit rigidity
matrix can be used to show the existence of symmetry-preserving deformations of symmetric
projective configurations.

Throughout this section, we will let Γ denote a subgroup of the group of correlations of
a projective configuration such that each element of Γ is either an element of PO(3) or a
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p4 p5 p6

p1 p2 p3

Figure 10. An autopolar configuration: the polarity πC sends the configuration
to itself, i.e. it sends the points of the configuration to the lines of the configura-
tion and vice versa.

polarity defined by an orthogonal matrix. We say that an infinitesimal projective motion of the
configuration is “Γ-symmetric” if it also has symmetry Γ. More formally, let m be an element
of the kernel of the projective rigidity matrix and let γ be an element of Γ. The vector m has
two entries for each point of the configuration, and two entries for each line of the configuration.
Let m(p) denote the vector consisting of the two elements corresponding to the point p. We can
then require that m(γp) = γm(p) for all points p of the configuration.

Similarly, we require that m(γl) = γm(l) for all lines of the configuration, where m(l) denotes
the vector consisting of the two entries of m corresponding to a line l of the configuration. An
element m of the kernel of the rigidity matrix satisfying these conditions for all points and lines
and all elements of Γ is said to be Γ-symmetric.

6.2.1. Free actions. Suppose that we have a configuration of points and lines with symmetry
group Γ. For simplicity, we will first assume that no points or lines are fixed by non-trivial
elements of Γ. In this case, the projective orbit rigidity matrix takes on a particularly simple
form.

Consider an incidence (q, γr) of the configuration, where q and r are representatives of orbits
of points and lines under the action of Γ, respectively. Since we assumed that m is Γ-symmetric,
we have that m(γ(r)) = γm(r), and the equation in the rigidity matrix corresponding to the
incidence (q, γr) is

(9) q · γm(r) + γr ·m(q) = 0.

Since the inner product is invariant under the action of Γ, (9) is equivalent to

(10) γ−1q ·m(r) + γr ·m(q) = 0.

or, in matrix notation, to

(11) (γ−1q)Tm(r) + (γr)Tm(q) = 0.

For an incidence geometry S and a configuration of points and lines (S,p, l) realizing S, let
MΓ(S,p, l) be the coefficient matrix of the system of equations obtained by considering one
equation of the form (10) for each orbit of incidences. The row of MΓ(S,p, l) corresponding to
an incidence (q, γr), where q ̸= r, looks as follows:

r q

0 . . . 0 (γ−1q)T 0 . . . 0 (γr)T 0
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A row of MΓ(S,p, l) corresponding to an incidence (q, γq) looks as follows:

q

0 . . . 0 (γq + γ−1q)T 0 . . . 0

Note that such an incidence can occur if γ is a polarity, because in that case, the image of a
point under γ is a line.

We say that m̄ ∈ R(2|P |+2|L|)/|Γ| is the restriction of a Γ-symmetric infinitesimal projective
motion m if m(γq) = γm̄(q) for all γ ∈ Γ, and all q ∈ P ∪ L. The elements of the kernel
of MΓ(S,p, l) are in one-to-one correspondence with the Γ-symmetric infinitesimal projective
motions, as the following result shows.

Theorem 6.1. Let p be a configuration of points and lines with symmetry group Γ. Then m
is an element of the kernel of MΓ

2 (S,p) if and only if it is the restriction of a Γ-symmetric
infinitesimal projective motion of the configuration.

Proof. Equation (10) is equivalent to all the equations coming from the incidences in the same
orbit as (q, γr). That is, if (βq, βγr) is such an incidence, then the equation coming from the
incidence (βq, βγr) is

βq · βγm̄(r) + βγr · βm̄(q) = 0.(12)

which is equivalent to Equation (10). If m is a Γ-symmetric infinitesimal motion, then all
equations of the form (16) are satisfied, so the restriction of m satisfies Equation (10). Similarly,
if m̄ is an element of the kernel of MΓ

2 (S,p), then the vector m defined by m(γq) = γm̄(q)
satisfies all equations of the form (9). Hence m is a Γ-symmetric infinitesimal motion with
restriction m̄. □

6.2.2. Actions with fixed points, lines, and incidences. Suppose that we have a symmetric con-
figuration of points and lines with symmetry group Γ such that the action of Γ has some point
or line that is fixed by a non-trivial element of Γ.

To set up the correct system of equations for non-trivial elements γ ∈ Γ that fix points, we
note that if there is a point q that is fixed by γ, then in any symmetry-preserving motion of the
configuration the point q should remain in the subspace of the projective plane that is fixed by
the action of γ.

Let Fγ be the subspace of the projective plane that is fixed by the action of γ ∈ Γ. For a
point q of the configuration, we define the subspace

Uq =
⋂

γ∈Γ,γq=q

Fγ .

Note that if q is only fixed by the identity, then Uq is all of the projective plane. For each point
q of the configuration, pick a basis B of Uq. Let Mq be the matrix with columns given by B.

Similarly, we can define the subspace

Ul =
⋂

γ∈Γ,γl=l

Fγ

for each line l of the configuration. For each line l of the configuration, let Ml be a basis matrix
of Ul.

In the following, we let m(r) = Mrm̂(r) for a dim(Ur)-dimensional column vector m̂(r).
Similar to the free action case, for each incidence (q, γr) of the configuration, we consider the
equation

(13) q · γMrm̂(r) + γr ·Mqm̂(q) = 0
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which, by the orthogonality of γ, is equivalent to

(14) γ−1q ·Mrm̂(r) + γr ·Mqm̂(q) = 0

or, in matrix notation, to

(15) (γ−1q)TMrm̂(r) + (γr)TMqm̂(q) = 0

Let MΓ(S,p, l) be the coefficient matrix of the system of equations where each incidence orbit
is represented by an equation of the form (14). The matrix MΓ(S,p, l) has a row for each orbit
of incidences under the action of Γ, and dim(Ur) columns for each orbit of points and lines r
under the action of Γ. Explicitly, the row corresponding to the incidence orbit represented by
the incidence (q, γr) has the form:

r q

0 . . . 0 (γ−1q)TMr 0 . . . 0 (γr)TMq 0

Note that a point or line cannot be fixed by a polarity γ, and hence r = q implies that Mq is
the identity matrix. So then we obtain the row for (q, γq) given in Section 6.2.1.

We will see that the kernel of MΓ(S,p, l) consists of the Γ-symmetric infinitesimal projective
motions.

Theorem 6.2. Let p be a Γ-symmetric configuration of points and lines. Then m̂ is an element
of the kernel of MΓ(S,p, l) if and only if m̄ defined by m̄(r) = Mrm̂(r) for each representative r
of the point and line orbits under the action of Γ is the restriction of a Γ-symmetric infinitesimal
projective motion of S.

Proof. Suppose that (q, γr) ∈ I is a representative of an orbit of incidences.
The equation in MΓ(S,p, l) corresponding to (q, γr) is Equation (14).
Since the action of Γ preserves inner products, Equation (14) is equivalent to Equation (13),

which is the equation corresponding to the incidence (q, γr) in M(S,p, l).
Consider another incidence (βq, βγr) in the same orbit. Since the inner product is invariant

under the action of Γ, Equation (13) is also equivalent to

βq · βγMrm̂(r) + βγr · βMqm̂(q) = 0.(16)

Equation (16) is the equation corresponding to the incidence (βq, βγr) in M(S,p, l). Since
Equation (13) and Equation (16) are both equivalent to Equation (14), the theorem follows,
since Equation (14) is satisfied if and only if m̂ is an element of the kernel of MΓ(S,p, l), and
Equation (13) and Equation (16) are the equations that need to be satisfied for m̄ to be the
restriction of a Γ-symmetric projective motion. □

We conclude this section with two examples.
First, we use the orbit rigidity matrix to analyze the configuration in Figure 11. It has 13

points, 12 lines and 42 incidences. So its rigidity matrix has 2× 13 + 2× 12 = 50 columns and
42 rows, and hence the configuration would be projectively rigid if the rows were independent.
The configuration in Figure 11 however, has two non-trivial infinitesimal motions.

The configuration can be constructed with dihedral symmetry D4 of order 4 as in Figure 11
using reflections in the two perpendicular lines (dashed and dotted) by first picking two points
q0 and q1 on the dashed line. The dotted line is perpendicular to the dashed line, and passes
through the midpoint of q0 and q1. Now, pick a point p0 not on the symmetry lines, and reflect
it in the dashed and dotted lines to get the points p1, p2 and p3. The points u0, u1, v0, v1, v2
and v3 are the points of intersection of the lines q0p0 and q1p1, q0p3 and q1p2, q0p3 and p0p1, q1p2
and p0p1, p0q0 and p2p3 and p1q1 and p2p3 respectively. The point c is the center of rotation.
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p0 p1

p2p3

q0 q1

v0 v1

v2 v3

u0

u1

c

Figure 11. A configuration with dihedral symmetry D4.

There are some projective theorems involved in this configuration. Firstly, the line incident
to q0, c and q1 is the Pascal line of the hexagon given by the lines v0u1, u1v1, v1v2, v2u0, u0v3
and v0v3. By Pascal’s theorem, a Pascal line exists if the points v0, u0, v1, v3, u1 and v2 lie on
a conic. Secondly, by Brianchon’s theorem the diagonals of the hexagon with edges u0v1, v1v3,
v3u1, u1v2, v2v2 and v0u0 meet at a point if and only if the edges of the hexagon are tangent to
a conic. Also by Brianchon’s theorem, the diagonals of the hexagon with the edges p0p1, p1q1,
q1p2, p2p3, p3q0 and q0p0 meet at a point if and only if the edges of the hexagon are tangent to
a conic.

The condition of Pascal’s theorem and the conditions of the two instances of Brianchon’s
theorem are necessarily satisfied in any realization of the configuration. Since the configuration
can be constructed with D4 symmetry, these symmetries must imply that the conditions of the
theorems are satisfied in the D4-symmetric configuration. However, there are realizations of
the configuration in Figure 11 that have neither of the reflectional symmetries nor the half-
turn symmetry. In general, it is always possible to find projectively equivalent realizations
of a symmetric configuration without Euclidean symmetries by applying a trivial projective
motion that does not preserve the symmetry. However, for this example, we will see that
every realization obtained by applying a non-trivial projective motion to the D4-symmetric
configuration will be projectively equivalent to a realization with reflectional symmetry.

The configuration has a two-dimensional space of non-trivial infinitesimal motions. Using the
orbit rigidity matrix, one can show that there is a six-dimensional space of reflection-symmetric
infinitesimal motions with respect to the dashed line. One can also show that there is a six-
dimensional space of reflection-symmetric infinitesimal motions with respect to the dotted line.
In both cases, there is a four-dimensional space of trivial infinitesimal motions, so for each of the
two reflections, there is a two-dimensional space of non-trivial reflection-symmetric infinitesimal
motions with respect to that reflection.

We can also set up an orbit rigidity matrix to see that there is a three-dimensional space of
D4-symmetric infinitesimal motions. The space of trivial D4-symmetric infinitesimal motions is
two-dimensional, leaving one non-trivial D4-symmetric motion.

Consequently, for each choice of reflection, there must be one non-trivial reflection-symmetric
infinitesimal motion for that reflection, but not the other. It can be verified that these infin-
itesimal motions extend to finite continuous motions, and hence for each reflection symmetry
(in the dashed or dotted line) there is a realization of the configuration in Figure 11 that has
this symmetry, which is not projectively equivalent to the configuration in Figure 11. However,
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the configurations with a single reflectional symmetry obtained in this way will be projectively
equivalent to each other.

As all non-trivial projective motions preserve one of the reflectional symmetries, all configu-
rations obtained from the configuration in Figure 11 by applying a non-trivial motion will be
projectively equivalent to a realization with reflectional symmetry. It is therefore not clear that
there is a realization of the incidence structure in Figure 11 that is not projectively equivalent
to a reflection-symmetric configuration.

Is there, for example, a non-trivial realization of the incidence structure in Figure 11 such
that the rigidity matrix has full rank equal to 42? Or, is there a realization of the same
incidence structure with only one non-trivial infinitesimal motion? Such realizations would
not be projectively equivalent to the realization in Figure 11.

p4 p5 p6

p1 p2 p3

Figure 12. A non-trivial motion of the configuration in Figure 10 preserving
autopolarity.

Finally, we revisit the configuration in Figure 10 and analyze it using the orbit rigidity matrix.
The polarity πC maps the point p1, with coordinates (0,−1), to the line with homogeneous

coordinates (0 : 1 : 1), which is the tangent line to the circle at the point p1. Call this line L1.
Similarly the point p4 with coordinates (0, 1) is mapped by πC to the line (0 : −1 : 1), which is
the tangent line to the circle at the point p4. Call this line L4. The point p2 with coordinates
(1,−1) is mapped by to the line with homogeneous coordinates (−1 : 1 : 1), which is the line
through p1 and p6. Call this line L2. Similarly, the point p5, with coordinates (1, 1), is polar to
the line through p3 and p4, which has homogeneous coordinates (−1 : −1 : 1). Call this line L5.
The point p3, with coordinates (2,−1), is polar to the line through p2 and p4, with homogeneous
coordinates (−2 : 1 : 1). The point p6, with coordinates (2, 1) is polar to the line through p1
and p5, with homogeneous coordinates (−2 : −1 : 1). Call these lines L3 and L6 respectively.

Under the polarity πC , there are six orbits {pi, Li} of points and lines. There are eight
orbits of incidences, namely i0 = {(p1, L1)}, i1 = {(p1, L2), (p2, L1)}, i2 = {(p1, L3), (p3, L1)},
i3 = {(p4, L4)}, i4 = {(p4, L5), (p5, L4)}, i5 = {(p4, L6), (p6, L4)}, i6 = {(p2, L6), (p6, L2)} and

i7 = {(p3, L5), (p5, L3)}. The orbit rigidity matrix M
⟨πC⟩
2 (S,p) is

{p1, L1} {p2, L2} {p3, L3} {p4, L4} {p5, L5} {p6, L6}
i0



0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0


i1 −1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
i2 −2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
i3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −2 0 0 0 0
i4 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 −1 0 −1 0 0
i5 0 0 0 0 0 0 −2 −1 0 0 0 −1
i6 0 0 −2 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 1
i7 0 0 0 0 −1 −1 0 0 −2 −1 0 0
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This matrix has a four-dimensional kernel, which implies that there is a 4-dimensional space
of infinitesimal motions that preserve autopolarity. One of these motions is non-trivial and
extends to a finite motion.

To see this, pin the points p1, p2, p4 and p6. The points p1, p2 and p3 have to remain collinear
after any projective motion, so the point p3 can only move along the line L1. Suppose that
the point p3 is moved to the point p′3 = (2 + t,−1). The line L5 then has to be moved to
the line between p′3 and p4 in order for the incidences to be preserved. Similarly, the point
p5 can only move along the line L4. Suppose that the point P5 is moved to p′5 = (1 + t′, 1).
Choosing t′ = −t

2+t preserves autopolarity. Furthermore, t′ = −t
2+t is the only possible choice for

t′ preserving autopolarity.
Hence the only non-trivial projective motion preserving autopolarity is moving p3 to (2+t,−1)

and p5 to (1+
−t
2+t , 1), and moving the lines L3 and L5 to preserve incidences. Figure 12 illustrates

this motion.

7. Conclusion and future work

Finally, we mention some possible future research directions. Some of these open problems
will be elaborated on in the companion paper [6].

Inductive constructions. There are well-known inductive constructions, known as 0- and 1-
extensions, that preserve rigidity of bar-joint frameworks in Rd. In the plane, 0- and 1-extensions
are sufficient for inductively constructing all minimally rigid graphs, starting from a single edge.
We have shown that operations in the Cayley algebra, i.e. meets and joins, preserve independence
in the projective rigidity matrix, and can therefore be used to inductively construct projectively
rigid configurations. However, operations in the Cayley algebra are clearly not sufficient for
constructing all projectively rigid configurations, so it would be interesting to find more inductive
constructions that preserve projective rigidity.

Generalizations to higher dimension. Incidence geometries can also be realized in real projec-
tive spaces of higher dimension. It would be natural to consider the generalization of projective
motions to realizations of incidence geometries and points and hyperplanes in higher-dimensional
real projective spaces. Another natural generalization would be to consider realizations of inci-
dence geometries as points and lines in projective spaces of dimension three or higher. Investi-
gating generalizations of projective motions to such realizations is a possible avenue for future
research.

Families of rigid vk-configurations. In Example 4.3, we show a projectively rigid 204-configuration.
As vk-configurations are overconstrained with respect to the count in (4) whenever k ≥ 4, it
seems likely that there are more projectively rigid vk-configurations. Constructing families of
projectively rigid vk-configurations, or proving that known families of vk-configurations are pro-
jectively rigid, is a potential direction for future research.
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