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Abstract. The discrete Laplacian on Euclidean triangulated surfaces is a

well-established notion. We introduce discrete Laplacians on spherical and

hyperbolic triangulated surfaces. On the one hand, our definitions are close to
the Euclidean one in that the edge weights contain the cotangents of certain

combinations of angles and are non-negative if and only if the triangulation

is Delaunay. On the other hand, these discretizations are structure-preserving
in several respects. We prove that the area of a convex polyhedron can be

written in terms of the discrete spherical Laplacian of the support function,

whose expression is the same as the area of a smooth convex body in terms of
the usual spherical Laplacian. We show that the conformal factors of discrete

conformal vector fields on a triangulated surface of curvature k ∈ {−1, 1}
are −2k-eigenfunctions of our discrete Laplacians, exactly as in the smooth

setting. The discrete conformality can be understood here both in the sense

of the vertex scaling and in the sense of circle patterns. Finally, we connect
the −2k-eigenfunctions to infinitesimal isometric deformations of a polyhedron

inscribed into corresponding quadrics.

1. Introduction

Let G = (V,E) be a graph equipped with vertex weights d : V → R \ {0} and
edge weights c : E → R. Denote d(i) by di and c({i, j}) by cij = cji. Then the
(normalized) discrete Laplacian is a linear operator △ : RV → RV given by the
formula

(1) (△u)i :=
1

di

∑
j

cij(uj − ui) ∀i ∈ V,

where the sum ranges over all vertices adjacent to the vertex i but can be extended
to all j ∈ V by setting cij = 0 for ij /∈ E. Vectors u ∈ RV can be naturally viewed
as functions V → R. A function u is called (discrete) harmonic if △u = 0.

The linear operator (1) is self-adjoint with respect to the following inner product
on RV :

⟨u, v⟩d :=
∑
i

diuivi.

Observe that

(2) ⟨△u, v⟩d =
∑
i

vi
∑
j

cij(uj − ui) = −
∑
{i,j}

cij(uj − ui)(vj − vi),

so that the Laplacian “in the weak sense” is independent of the choice of the vertex
weights. The choice of vertex weights also has no influence on the space of har-
monic functions, but it does affect the non-zero eigenvalues and the corresponding
eigenspaces. The above formula shows that, if the weights cij are non-negative,
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Figure 1. Two adjacent triangles and their circumcircles.

then △ is negative semidefinite. If all edge weights are positive, then harmonic
functions are those which are constant on each connected component of the graph.

Setting cij = 1 whenever ij ∈ E and di = 1 one obtains the combinatorial
Laplacian, which is related to combinatorial properties of the graph such as the
number of spanning trees and the expansion. Discrete Laplacians with arbitrary
weights were studied in [5]. The basics of the theory including the definition of a
discrete Hodge Laplacian on simplicial cochains were laid down in [8].

When the graph carries some geometric data, one can ask for a natural choice
of weights reflecting those data. If (V,E) is the graph of a triangulated surface
where each triangle is equipped with a Euclidean metric, then there is a well known
assignment

cij :=
cotαkij + cotαlij

2
,(3)

where αkij and α
l
ij are the angles opposite to the edge ij, see Figure 1, left. This dis-

crete Euclidean Laplacian, going now under the name “the cotangent Laplacian”,
was discovered independently in various contexts. It appears in [7] related to electri-
cal networks, in [5] as an example with a reference to [4], and in [32] that motivates
the definition of discrete minimal surfaces. Later on, relations were discovered to
statistical mechanics [19, 20], the variation of volume of hyperbolic polyhedra [2],
deformations of circle patterns [25], and isometric deformations of polyhedra [26].
The cotangent Laplacian is also widely used in geometry processing.

If we assume that the triangle pipjpk is positively oriented, then the edge weight
(3) satisfies the equation

(4) oijk − oijl = cij J(pj − pi),

where oijk and oijl are the circumcenters of the triangles pipjpk and pipjpl, and
J is rotation by 90◦ in the positive direction, see Figure 1. This implies that the
following three conditions are equivalent:

1. The weight cij is nonnegative.
2. The so-called local Delaunay condition: vertices pk and pl do not lie inside

the circumcircles of pipjpl and pipjpk, respectively.
3. αkij + αlij ≤ π
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If αkij + αlij = π, then the circumcircles of triangles ijk and ijl coincide, and the
edge weight cij vanishes. If all cij are non-negative, then formula (2) implies that
the symmetric bilinear form (u, v) 7→ ⟨△u, v⟩d is negative semidefinite.

The vertex weights of the cotangent Laplacian are sometimes set to 1, and some-
times chosen to be equal to the areas of the dual faces. Here the dual face corre-
sponding to the vertex pi is the polygon with the vertices at the circumcenters of
triangles adjacent to pi. If the triangulation is Delaunay, then the dual faces are
the so called Voronoi cells. For a recent survey on the cotangent Laplacian and a
generalization thereof see [13].

In this article we propose discrete Laplacians adapted to the spherical and the
hyperbolic metrics.

Definition 1.1. Let (V,E) be the graph of a triangulated surface where each
triangle is equipped with a spherical metric. The discrete spherical Laplacian
△s : RV → RV is defined as

(△su)i =
1

di

∑
j

cij(uj − ui)

with the edge weights and the vertex weights given by

cij :=

tan

(
αijk + αjki − αkij

2

)
+ tan

(
αilj + αjil − αlji

2

)
2 cos2

λij
2

,

di :=
∑
j

cij sin
2 λij

2
,

where λij is the length of the edge ij, and αkij is the angle at the vertex k in the
spherical triangle ijk.

Definition 1.2. Let (V,E) be the graph of a triangulated surface where each
triangle is equipped with a hyperbolic metric. The discrete hyperbolic Laplacian
△h : RV → RV is defined as

(△hu)i =
1

di

∑
j

cij(uj − ui)

with the edge weights and the vertex weights given by

cij :=

tan

(
αijk + αjki − αkij

2

)
+ tan

(
αilj + αjil − αlji

2

)
2 cosh2

λij
2

,

di =
∑
j

cij sinh
2 λij

2
,

where λij is the length of the edge ij, and αkij is the angle at the vertex k in the
hyperbolic triangle ijk.
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The edge weights of the discrete hyperbolic Laplacian have appeared implicitly
in [2, 27].

We will show that both in the spherical and in the hyperbolic cases the edge
weights cij are non-negative if and only if the local Delaunay condition is satisfied:
the circumcircles of triangles do not contain the opposite vertices of the adjacent
triangles. Besides, we will relate the vertex weights to the areas of dual faces,
whose definition is different from the Euclidean case. In the limit when spherical
or hyperbolic triangles become small, the angle sum αkij +αjki+αkij tends to π and
one recovers the Euclidean edge weights (3). In the same limit, the non-Euclidean
dual faces tend to the Euclidean ones, so the same continuity takes place for the
vertex weights.

Our definition of discrete spherical and hyperbolic Laplacians is justified by dis-
crete analogs of several theorems about the Laplace–Beltrami operators on surfaces
of constant Gaussian curvature. Let us first state these theorems.

Theorem 1.3. Let P ⊂ R3 be a convex body with smooth boundary, and let h : S2 →
R be its support function. Then the surface area of P is equal to

1

2

∫
S2
h(2h+△gh) dvolg.

Here △g and dvolg are the Laplace–Beltrami operator and the area element of the
unit sphere.

The support function of a convex body P ⊂ R3 is the map h : S2 → R that
associates to every v ∈ S2 the signed distance from 0 to the tangent plane of P at
the point with the outward unit normal v.

The formula of Theorem 1.3 is due to Minkowski [31], see also [15]. The next
theorem follows from the curvature formula under change of conformal metrics.

Theorem 1.4. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian surface of constant Gaussian curvature
k, and let ξ be a conformal vector field on M with the conformal factor f :

Lξg = fg,

where L is the Lie derivative. Then the function f is an eigenfunction of the
Laplace–Beltrami operator of the metric g, namely one has

△gf = −2kf.

The eigenfunctions are also related to infinitesimal isometric deformations in
space. An infinitesimal isometric deformation of a surface in R3 (or, more generally,
of any smooth submanifold of a Riemannian manifold) is a vector field such that
any deformation of the surface with the initial velocity equal to this field preserves
the lengths of curves on the surface in the first order.

Theorem 1.5. Let Ω be an open subset of S2, and let q : Ω → R3 be an infinites-
imal isometric deformation of Ω. Decompose q into the radial and the tangential
components:

(5) q = fν + ξ,

where ξ is a tangent vector field to Ω, and ν is the outward unit normal field of S2.
Then the radial component is an eigenfunction of the spherical Laplace–Beltrami
operator with the eigenvalue −2:

△gf = −2f.



DISCRETE LAPLACIANS 5

Besides, the vector field ξ is conformal, with the conformal factor equal to minus
twice the radial component:

(6) Lξg = −2fg.

For a hyperbolic analog of the above theorem let us recall the hyperboloid model
of the hyperbolic plane. The Minkowski inner product

(7) ⟨x, y⟩2,1 = −x0y0 + x1y1 + x2y2

restricts on the tangent planes of the (upper half of the) one-sheeted hyperboloid

(8) H2 = {(x0, x1, x2) ∈ R3 | x20 − x21 − x22 = 1, x0 > 0}
to a field of positive definite symmetric bilinear forms, and thus defines a Riemann-
ian metric g on H2. This metric has constant Gaussian curvature −1, therefore its
Laplace–Beltrami operator △g is the hyperbolic Laplacian.

Theorem 1.6. Let Ω be an open subset of the upper half of the one-sheeted hy-
perboloid (8), and let q : Ω → R3 be an infinitesimal isometric deformation of Ω.
Then the function

f : Ω → R, f(p) = ⟨p, q(p)⟩
is an eigenfunction of the hyperbolic Laplace–Beltrami operator with the eigen-
value 2:

△gf = 2f,

where g is the restriction of the Minkowski inner product (7) to the tangent planes
of Ω. Besides, the vector field

ξ(p) = q(p) + ⟨p, q(p)⟩p,
where q = c◦q with c(x0, x1, x2) = (−x0, x1, x2), is a conformal tangent vector field
on Ω, with the conformal factor equal twice the function f :

(9) Lξg = −2fg.

Theorems 1.5 and 1.6 are proved in [18]. Below are the discrete counterparts of
the above theorems that we shall focus on. First, we have a discrete analogue of
Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.7. Let P ⊂ R3 be a convex polyhedron with outward unit normals
p1, . . . , pn and the corresponding support numbers h1, . . . , hn, that is

P = {x ∈ R3 | ⟨x, pi⟩ ≤ hi for all i},
so that none of the linear inequalities is redundant. Then the surface area of P is
equal to

1

2
⟨h, 2h+△sh⟩d.

Here ⟨u, v⟩d =
∑
i diuivi, and △s is the discrete spherical Laplacian for the trian-

gulation of S2 with the vertices p1, . . . , pn and the edges dual to the edges of P . (If
the dual subdivision is not a triangulation, subdivide its faces by any diagonals.)

We chose not to deal with hyperbolic analogs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.7, but they
should hold with the sphere replaced by the hyperboloid in the Minkowski space.
The appropriate tools are provided by [9].

There are two different discrete conformality theories. Both of them tell when
two triangulated surfaces with the same combinatorics (V,E, F ) but different piece-
wise spherical, respectively hyperbolic, metrics are conformal.
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One, proposed in the Euclidean case in [29] and extended to the spherical and
hyperbolic case in [2, 14], defines discrete conformality by vertex scaling in terms of

edge lengths λ : E → (0,+∞). In the spherical case, two edge length functions λ, λ̃
are discrete conformal if there exists a function u : V → R such that for all ij ∈ E

sin
λ̃ij
2

= e
ui+uj

2 sin
λij
2

while respectively in the hyperbolic case

sinh
λ̃ij
2

= e
ui+uj

2 sinh
λij
2
.

The analogy with the smooth case is clear: the pointwise scaling of a Riemannian
metric is replaced by scaling of edge lengths with scaling factors assigned to vertices.
Observe that a discrete conformal deformation in this sense can change the total
angles around the vertices. This leads to the question what values of curvatures at
the vertices can be realized within a given conformal class. For an overview and a
recent result in the spherical case see [17].

The other theory discretizes the angle preserving property of a conformal metric
change. For every edge ij ∈ E consider the intersection angles of the neighboring

circumcircles of the triangles adjacent to ij. If they are the same for λ and λ̃,
then these two metrics are declared conformally equivalent. Note that according to
this definition the conformality preserves the total angles around the vertices. This
definition generalizes the circle packing approach [34].

Although substantially different, the vertex scaling and the intersection angle
conformality become equivalent on the infinitesimal scale. Below is our discrete
analog of Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 1.8. Let (V,E) be a geodesic triangulation of a simply-connected spheri-
cal surfaceM . For a function u : V → R the following two conditions are equivalent.

1. △su = −2u
2. There is a tangent vector field ξ : V → TM such that when the vertices are

moved with initial velocities ξ the derivatives of the edge lengths λij satisfyÅ
log sin

λij
2

ã·
=
ui + uj

2
.

Besides, there is a natural one-to-one correspondence between tangent vector
fields ξ satisfying the above condition and the tangent vector fields η : V → TM
such that moving the vertices with the initial velocities η keeps the intersection
angles of circumcircles of adjacent triangles constant in the first order.

Theorem 1.9. Let (V,E) be a geodesic triangulation of a simply-connected hy-
perbolic surface M . For a function u : V → R the following two conditions are
equivalent.

1. △hu = 2u
2. There is a tangent vector field ξ : V → TM such that when the vertices are

moved with initial velocities η the derivatives of the edge lengths λij satisfyÅ
log sinh

λij
2

ã·
=
ui + uj

2
.
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Besides, there is a natural one-to-one correspondence between tangent vector
fields ξ satisfying the above condition and the tangent vector fields η : V → TM
such that moving the vertices with the initial velocities ξ keeps the intersection
angles of circumcycles of adjacent triangles constant in the first order.

The corresponding statement for the Euclidean case (where u must be a discrete
harmonic function) is proved in [25]. Below is a discrete analog of Theorems 1.5.

Theorem 1.10. Let P be a triangulated Euclidean polyhedral surface with vertices
indexed by the set V = {i, j, . . .}, all vertices pi lying on the unit sphere and such
that the projection of P to the sphere from its center is injective. Denote by Ps the
triangulated spherical surface obtained by this projection. Let q : V → R3 be an in-
finitesimal isometric deformation of P . Decompose q into the radial and tangential
components:

qi = fipi + ξi, f : V → R, ξ : V → R3, ⟨ξi, pi⟩ = 0.

Then the following holds:

1. The radial component of q is an eigenfunction of the discrete spherical Lapla-
cian on Ps with the eigenvalue −2:

△sf = −2f.

2. Conversely, if P is simply connected, then for every −2-eigenfunction f of
the discrete spherical Laplacian on Ps there is an infinitesimal isometric
deformation of P with the radial component f .

3. The vector field ξ is an infinitesimal conformal deformation of Ps with the
conformal factor −f .

The hyperbolic analog of Theorem 1.10 holds with Euclidean space replaced by
Minkowski space, which is stated in Theorem 3.1. We shall show that this leads to
a discrete analog of Theorems 1.6.

Theorem 1.11. Let P be a triangulated Euclidean polyhedral surface with vertices
indexed by the set V = {i, j, . . .}, all vertices pi lying on the upper half of the one-
sheeted hyperboloid (8) and such that the projection of P to H2 from the origin is
injective. Denote by Ph the triangulated hyperbolic surface obtained by this projec-
tion. Let q : V → R3 be an infinitesimal isometric deformation of P . Consider the
function

f : V → R, fi = ⟨pi, qi⟩.
Then the following holds:

1. The function f is an eigenfunction of the discrete hyperbolic Laplacian on
Ph with the eigenvalue 2:

△hf = 2f.

2. Conversely, if P is simply connected, then for every 2-eigenfunction f of
the discrete hyperbolic Laplacian on Ph there is an infinitesimal isometric
deformation of P with the radial component f .

3. The vector field

ξi = qi + ⟨pi, qi⟩pi,
where q = c ◦ q, c(x0, x1, x2) = (−x0, x1, x2), is an infinitesimal conformal
deformation of Ph with the conformal factor f .
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As applications, we prove the infinitesimal rigidity of circle patterns on closed
hyperbolic surfaces (Theorem 3.4 and Corollary 3.5), which is related to the defor-
mation space of circle patterns on surfaces with complex projective structures [24].
In [23], the second named author established a connection between the discrete
hyperbolic Laplacian and discrete harmonic maps between hyperbolic surfaces.

The rest of the article is split in two parts: Section 2 deals with the spherical
discrete Laplacian, while Section 3 deals with its hyperbolic counterpart. In Section
2.1 a geometric interpretation of the edge weights and vertex weights is given,
relating them to the geometry of the circumscribed polyhedron, combinatorially
dual to the given triangulation. In Section 2.2 the area formula from Theorem 1.7
is proved. Certain results of that section are used in Section 2.3 to establish a
connection between the −2-eigenfunctions of the discrete spherical Laplacian and
the radial components of infinitesimal deformations of inscribed polyhedra, which
are the first two parts of Theorem 1.10. Discrete conformality is discussed in Section
2.4, where Theorem 1.8 and the last part of Theorem 1.10 are proved. A similar
order of exposition repeats in Section 3. In Section 3.4, we apply the results to
prove the infinitesimal rigidity of circle patterns on closed hyperbolic surfaces.

2. Discrete spherical Laplacian

2.1. Geometric meaning of the edge weights and vertex weights. Let
(V,E, F ) be a triangulated surface without boundary where every triangle is equipped
with a spherical metric. This defines a spherical cone-metric on the surface: a geo-
metric structure locally modelled on S2 and, in the neighborhoods of the vertices,
on spherical cones. For an edge ij ∈ E let k and l be the other vertices of the
triangles sharing that edge. The vertices i, j, k, l can be sent to points pi, pj , pk, pl
on S2 so that the union of the triangles ijk and ijl is mapped isometrically. As
we will be dealing with oriented angles, let us assume that the triangle pipjpk is
oriented positively and therefore the triangle pipjpl is oriented negatively.

Lemma 2.1. The following are equivalent:

1. The point pl lies on or outside of the circumcircle of the spherical triangle
pipjpk (the local Delaunay condition).

2. The dihedral angle at the line pipj between the halfplanes pipjpk and pipjpl
is less than or equal π when viewed from the center of the sphere.

3. The weight cij from Definition 1.1 is nonnegative.

Besides, the point pl is on the circumcircle if and only if the dihedral angle at pipj
equals π and if and only if cij = 0.

Proof. The circumcircle of pipjpk is the intersection of the plane pipjpk with S2, and
its interior corresponds to the halfspace not containing the center of S2. Therefore
condition 1 is equivalent to the point pl and the center of S2 lying on the same side
of the plane pipjpk which, in turn, is equivalent to condition 2.

Let oijk ∈ S2 be the center of the circumcircle of the triangle pipjpk. For
any three pairwise different and non-antipodal points A,B,C ∈ S2 denote by

∠(ÃB, ÃC) the oriented angle from the shortest great circle arc ÃB to the shortest

great circle arc ÃC. Then, as the triangle pipjpk is by our assumption positively
oriented, one has

∠(p̄ipj , p̆ioijk) + ∠(p̆ioijk, p̄ipk) = ∠(p̄ipj , p̄ipk) = αijk.
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oijl
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Figure 2. Two adjacent spherical triangles and their circumcenters.

From this and the other two similar equations and from the equal pairs of angles
in Figure 2 such as ∠(p̄ipj , p̆ioijk) = ∠(p̆joijk, p̄jpi) one computes

∠(p̄ipj , p̆ioijk) =
αjik + αijk − αkij

2
.

As the triangle pipjpl is negatively oriented, the corresponding formula for it has
the opposite sign:

∠(p̄ipj , p̆ioijl) = −
αjil + αijl − αlij

2
.

The point pl lies outside of the circumcircle of the triangle pipjpk if and only if the
angle ∠(p̆ioijl, p̆ioijk) is positive, that is if and only if

αjik + αijk − αkij
2

+
αjil + αijl − αlij

2
> 0.

This is equivalent to

tan

(
αjik + αijk − αkij

2

)
+ tan

(
αjil + αijl − αlij

2

)
> 0

and hence to cij > 0 as tanϕ + tanψ = sin(ϕ+ψ)
cosϕ cosψ , and the angles ϕ and ψ are in

our case in the interval
(
−π

2 ,
π
2

)
being the (oriented) angles at the bases of isosceles

triangles with legs of length < π
2 . This proves the equivalence of conditions 1 and

3. The above arguments also prove the last statement of the lemma: cij = 0 is
equivalent to the dihedral angle at pipj being equal to π and to the circumcircle of
pipjpk containing pl. □

Denote by p∗i , p
∗
j , p

∗
k, p

∗
l the tangent planes to S2 at the points pi, pj , pk, pl re-

spectively. Let nijk ∈ R3 be the intersection point of the planes p∗i , p
∗
j , p

∗
k. We

call nijk the dual vertex corresponding to the face ijk ∈ F . Connect the points
nijk and nijl by a straight line segment, the dual edge of the edge ij ∈ E. As the
points nijk and nijl lie on the intersection line of the planes p∗i and p∗j , the vector
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nijk − nijl is orthogonal to both unit vectors pi and pj and thus parallel to their
cross product pi × pj .

If the total angle around the vertex i is 2π, that is i is not a cone point of our
spherical cone-metric, then all vertices adjacent to i can be sent to S2 so that the
union of triangles adjacent to i is mapped isometrically. The duals of the edges
incident to i form then a closed polygon in the plane p∗i , the dual face of the vertex
i. If the dihedral angles at all edges pipj are less or equal π, then the dual polygon
of i is convex, otherwise it is non-convex and self-intersecting. Define the algebraic
area of the dual face as the sum of the areas of triangles pinijknijl taken with the
plus sign if nijk − nijl is a positive multiple of pi × pj and with the minus sign
otherwise.

Lemma 2.2. For every edge ij the dual edge is collinear with the cross product
pi × pj. The scalar factor is the corresponding edge weight of the discrete spherical
Laplacian:

(10) nijk − nijl = cij(pi × pj).

In the non-singular case, when the union of all triangles adjacent to the vertex i is
mapped isometrically to S2, the sum of the vertices adjacent to pi weighted with the
corresponding edge weights is collinear with pi. The scalar factor is a combination
of the edge and vertex weights:

(11)
∑
j

cijpj =

Ñ
−2di +

∑
j

cij

é
pi.

Moreover, di is the algebraic area of the polygon dual to the vertex i.

Proof. Points on the line p∗i ∩p∗j are equidistant from pi and pj . Hence the point nijk
is equidistant from pi, pj , and pk. It follows that the sphere center o, the triangle
circumcenter oijk, and the point nijk are collinear. Thus the line pinijk is tangent
to the great circle arc p̆ioijk. Denote by nij the common foot of the perpendiculars
from pi and pj on p∗i ∩ p∗j , see Figure 3. Then the line pinij is tangent to the arc

p̄ipj , and one has

∠(pinij , pinijk) = ∠(p̄ipj , p̆ioijk) =
αjik + αijk − αkij

2
.

Consider the unit vector

eij =
pi × pj

∥pi × pj∥
.

The vector nijk − nij is a positive multiple of eij if and only if
αj

ik+α
i
jk−α

k
ij

2 > 0.
From this and from the right-angled triangle pinijnijk one computes

nijk − nij = ∥nij − pi∥ tan
αjik + αijk − αkij

2
eij .

The spherical distance λij between the points pi, pj ∈ S2 is the angle between the
vectors pi, pj ∈ R3. One has

∥nij − pi∥ = tan
λij
2
, ∥pi × pj∥ = sinλij .
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λij

o

oijk

nijk

nijpj

pi

Figure 3. To the proof of Lemma 2.2.

Substituting this into the above formula one obtains

nijk − nij =
tan

αjik + αijk − αkij
2

2 cos2
λij
2

pi × pj .

A similar formula holds for the vector nij − nijl. Adding them together one ob-
tains (10).

Equation (10) implies

pi ×
∑
j

cijpj =
∑
j

cij(pi × pj) =
∑

(nijk − nijl) = 0,

hence
∑
j cijpj is collinear with pi. To compute the scalar factor, take the inner

product:∞
pi,
∑
j

cijpj

∫
=
∑
j

cij⟨pi, pj⟩ =
∑
j

cij cosλij

=
∑
j

cij

Å
1− 2 sin2

λij
2

ã
= −2di +

∑
j

cij .

Equation (11) follows.
Finally, the signed area of the triangle pinijknijl is equal to

±1

2
∥nijk − nijl∥∥nij − pi∥,
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where the sign corresponds to the sign of cij . Due to (10) the ±∥nijk−nijl∥ factor
equals cij sinλij , so that the algebraic area of the dual face is

1

2

∑
j

cij sinλij tan
λij
2

=
∑
j

cij sin
2 λij

2
= di,

and the lemma is proved. □

The geometric interpretation of the spherical edge weight in Lemma 2.2 resembles
that of the Euclidean edge weight as described by equation (4). The spherical vertex
weight is similar to the area of the dual face (Voronoi cell if the triangulation is
Delaunay) in the Euclidean case.

Remark 2.3. Formula for cij of Lemma 2.2 appears in [28] (without the restriction
on the vectors pi to have unit norm) as formula for the entries of a Colin de Verdière
matrix. A generalization to higher dimensions is given in [16].

Remark 2.4. If the total angle around the vertex i is different from 2π, then it is
still possible to define the algebraic area of the dual face as the sum of signed areas
of triangles pinijknijl, and this area is equal to di. Equation (11) does not make
sense anymore, but the obvious equation

∑
j cij cosλij = −2di +

∑
j cij still holds.

2.2. Surface area of a convex polyhedron. In Theorem 1.7 one deals with a
convex polyhedron described by means of the outward unit normals to its faces and
signed distances of the faces from the origin:

(12) P (h) = {x ∈ R3 | ⟨x, pi⟩ ≤ hi for all i}.
View p1, . . . , pn as points on S2 and connect two points pi and pj by the shortest
great circle arc if the corresponding faces of the polyhedron share an edge. This re-
sults in a geodesic subdivision (almost always a triangulation) of S2, which is called
the weighted Delaunay subdivision corresponding to the chosen weights h1, . . . , hn.
A geodesic subdivision is called regular if it can be realized as a weighted Delaunay
subdivision for some choice of weights. Not every geodesic subdivision is regular
(even when it is a triangulation), see [10]. It is shown in [30, 10] that for every col-
lection of unit vectors p1, . . . , pn the admissible support numbers h1, . . . , hn (those
for which none of the inequalities in (12) is redundant) form a convex polyhedral
cone in Rn. This cone is further subdivided into so called type cones corresponding
to different combinatorics of the polyhedron P (h). Every h from the cone of ad-
missible support numbers belongs to some full-dimensional type cone T . Interior
points of T correspond to simple polyhedra (three faces meeting at every vertex),
that is to weighted Delaunay triangulations, points on the boundary of T corre-
spond to removal of some of the edges of that triangulation resulting in weighted
Delaunay subdivisions.

If hi = 1 for all i, that is the polyhedron P (h) is circumscribed about S2, then
its vertices, edges and faces are the dual vertices nijk, dual edges and dual faces
of the Delaunay subdivision of S2 with the vertices p1, . . . , pn, see the paragraphs
preceding Lemma 2.2. The dual vertices project to the circumcenters of triangles,
the dual edges to the edges of the Voronoi cells. The formula of Theorem 1.7 says in
this case that the area of the circumscribed polyhedron is equal to 1

2

∑
i di, which

follows directly from Lemma 2.2, as di is the area of the i-th dual face.
At the same time, for a general h the triangulation used in Theorem 1.7 is not

necessarily Delaunay, so that some of the edge weights may be negative. This
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Figure 4. Partial derivatives of the volume and the face areas.
The increments of the volume and of the face areas are shaded.

shows that the discrete spherical Laplacian makes sense not only for Delaunay
triangulations, but at least for regular triangulations as well.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Fix a type cone T to which our support numbers h belong
and let h vary over T . Denote by Ai(h) the area of the i-th face, by A(h) =

∑
iAi(h)

the total surface area, and by V (h) the volume of P (h). Simple geometric arguments
illustrated by Figure 4 show that

∂V

∂hi
= Ai

(13)
∂2V

∂hi∂hj
=
∂Ai
∂hj

=
Lij

sinλij
for i ̸= j,

∂2V

∂h2i
=
∂Ai
∂hi

= −
∑
j

Lij cotλij ,

where Lij(h) is the length of the edge of P (h) shared by the i-th and the j-th faces.
At the same time the functions A(h) and V (h) are homogeneous polynomials in

h1, . . . , hn of degrees 2 and 3, respectively. This follows from the formulas

V (h) =
1

3

∑
i

hiAi(h), Ai(h) =
1

2

∑
j

hij(h)Lij(h),

where hij is the distance from the projection of the origin on the plane of the i-th
face to the line containing the ij-th edge, and from the fact that hij and Lij are
linear functions of h. Let

V (h) =
∑
i,j,k

bijkhihjhk, A(h) =
∑
i,j

aijhihj

with bσ(i)σ(j)σ(k) = bijk for all permutations σ ∈ S3 and aij = aji. Differentiating
the polynomial V (h) one obtains

∂V

∂hi
=
∑
j,k

bijkhjhk +
∑
j,k

bjikhjhk +
∑
j,k

bjkihjhk = 3
∑
j,k

bijkhjhk,

∂2V

∂hi∂hj
= 6

∑
k

bijkhk,

which implies

A(h) =

n∑
i=1

Ai(h) =

n∑
i=1

∂V

∂hi
= 3

∑
i,j,k

bijkhjhk = 3
∑
i,j,k

bijkhihj



14 I.IZMESTIEV AND W.LAM

and hence

aij = 3
∑
k

bijk =
1

2

∂2V

∂hi∂hj

∣∣∣∣
h=1

.

(Observe that although the point hi = 1 for all i does not necessarily belong to
our type cone so that formally the function V (h) may be undefined at this point,
one can substitute h = 1 into the polynomial expression for V (h).) Together with
equation (13) this implies

aij =
Lij(1)

2 sinλij
=
cij
2

for i ̸= j,

aii = −1

2

∑
j

Lij(1) cotλij = −1

2

∑
j

cij cosλij ,
(14)

as for h = 1 the edge of P (1) shared by the i-th and the j-th faces is exactly the
dual edge nijknijl from the paragraphs preceding Lemma 2.2.

On the other hand one has

1

2
⟨h, 2h+△sh⟩d =

n∑
i=1

dih
2
i +

1

2

n∑
i=1

hi

n∑
j=1

cij(hj − hi)

=

n∑
i=1

Ñ
di −

1

2

n∑
j=1

cij

é
h2i +

∑
{i,j}

cijhihj ,

and

di −
1

2

n∑
j=1

cij =
∑
j ̸=i

cij

Å
sin2

λij
2

− 1

2

ã
= −1

2

∑
j ̸=i

cij cosλij .

Thus in view of (14) one has

A(h) =
∑
i,j

aijhihj =
∑
i

aiih
2
i + 2

∑
{i,j}

aijhihj =
1

2
⟨h, 2h+△sh⟩d,

and the theorem is proved. □

Remark 2.5. The vertex weight di of a non-Delaunay triangulation may be neg-
ative or, even worse, may vanish. In the latter case the formula (1) does not
make sense. The weak Laplacian however remains defined, and the formula for
⟨h, 2h+△sh⟩d contains di but does not involve division by zero.

2.3. Infinitesimal isometric deformations of inscribed polyhedra. Let (V,E)
be a graph. A realization of (V,E) in R3 is a map p : V → R3 such that pi ̸= pj
for all ij ∈ E. An infinitesimal deformation of a realization p is an assignment
q : V → R3 of a vector qi to every vertex i. An infinitesimal deformation is called
isometric if for every edge ij one has

⟨pj − pi, qj − qi⟩ = 0.

This equation is equivalent to

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

∥pj(t)− pi(t)∥ = 0
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for any one-parameter family of realizations p(t) such that p(0) = p and p′(0) = q.
The restriction of any Killing field on R3

qi = r × pi + t, r, t ∈ R3,

is an isometric infinitesimal deformation and is called trivial.
Let (V,E) be the graph of a triangulated surface (V,E, F ), and let p be such

realization that for all ijk ∈ F the triangle pipjpk does not degenerate to a segment.
A triangle in R3 is infinitesimally rigid, that is all of its isometric infinitesimal
deformations are trivial. Therefore to every infinitesimal isometric deformation of
(V,E) one can associate a rotation field and a translation field, which are maps

r : F → R3, t : F → R3

such that for every vertex i of every face ijk one has

(15) qi = rijk × pi + tijk.

Lemma 2.6. Let q be an infinitesimal isometric deformation of an R3-realization
p of a triangulated surface (V,E, F ), and let r and t be its rotation and translation
fields. Then there is a function s : E → R such that for every edge ij and its two
adjacent triangles ijk and ijl one has

(16) rijk − rijl = sij(pj − pi), tijk − tijl = sij(pi × pj)

and for all vertices i one has

(17)
∑
j

sij(pj − pi) = 0.

Conversely, if p : V → R3 is a realization of a simply-connected triangulated
surface (V,E, F ) and s : E → R is a function satisfying (17), then there is an infin-
itesimal isometric deformation q of p, unique modulo trivial infinitesimal isometric
deformations, such that its rotation and translation fields satisfy (16).

A function s with the property (17) is called a self-stress on the graph of the
realization v. The above lemma is classical and goes back probably to the XIX
century. We provide a proof for completeness.

Proof. The rotation and translation vectors of the triangles ijk and ijl allow to
represent each of the vectors qi, qj in two ways:

rijk × pi + tijk = qi = rijl × pi + tijl,

rijk × pj + tijk = qj = rijl × pj + tijl.

Taking differences results in

(rijk − rijl)× pi = tijl − tijk = (rijk − rijl)× pj ,

which implies that rijk − rijl is parallel to pj − pi, thus there is s : E → R such
that rijk− rijl = sij(pj−pi). Substituting this into the last displayed equation one
obtains tijk − tijl = sij(pi × pj), and the first part of the lemma is proved.

For the second part first choose the value of r at one of the triangles ∆0 ∈ F
arbitrarily. Then, for any other triangle ∆ ∈ F choose a path across edges from ∆0

to ∆ and extend r along this path according to the first formula in (16). The result
is independent on the choice of the path due to the closing condition (17) and to
the simple connectedness of the surface. The same works for t: its value at one of
the triangles can be chosen arbitrarily, and the closing condition (17) ensures that
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t can be extended to all of F so that the second equation in (16) holds. Having
defined r, t : F → R3 this way, define q : V → R3 as in (15). This q is well-defined
(that is, the value of qi is independent on the choice of an edge jk forming a triangle
with i) due to (16). Besides, this q is an infinitesimal isometric deformation of p as
(16) implies qj − qi = sij(pj − pi)× pi, which is orthogonal to pj − pi. □

Proof of Theorem 1.10, part 1. The radial component f of q is equal to

fi = ⟨qi, pi⟩.
Decompose the difference of the values of f at a pair of adjacent vertices as

fj − fi = ⟨qj , pj⟩ − ⟨qi, pi⟩ = ⟨pj , qj − qi⟩+ ⟨qi, pj − pi⟩.
This allows to write the Laplacian as

(18) (△sf)i =
1

di

∑
j

cij⟨pj , qj − qi⟩+

∞
qi
di
,
∑
j

cij(pj − pi)

∫
Due to qj − qi = rijk × (pj − pi) one has

⟨pj , qj − qi⟩ = det(pj , rijk, pj − pi) = −det(pi, pj , rijk) = −⟨pi × pj , rijk⟩,
so that because of (10) the first sum in (18) transforms as∑

j

cij⟨pj , qj − qi⟩ = −
∑
j

cij⟨pi × pj , rijk⟩

= −
∑
j

⟨nijk − nijl, rijk⟩ = −
∑
j

⟨nijk, rijk − rijl⟩ = 0

because nijk is orthogonal to pj − pi which by (16) is parallel to rijk − rijl.
To compute the second sum in (18) use (11). It implies∑

j

cij(pj − pi) = −2dipi,

and therefore

(△sf)i =

≠
qi
di
,−2dipi

∑
= −2⟨qi, pi⟩ = −2fi,

which concludes the proof. □

For the second part of Theorem 1.10 some preliminaries are needed. As in the
paragraphs preceding Lemma 2.2 construct the dual polyhedral surface with faces
in the planes

p∗i = {x | ⟨pi, x⟩ = 1}
and vertices nijk, which are the intersection points of p∗i , p

∗
j , p

∗
k. The dual faces are

in general non-convex and self-intersecting but have well-defined algebraic areas
Ai. For a function f : V → R consider a 1-parameter deformation of the dual
polyhedron obtained by moving the dual planes with the velocities fi away or,
respectively, towards the origin:

(19) p∗i (ε) = {x | ⟨pi, x⟩ = 1 + εfi}.
The combinatorics of the dual polyhedron is kept fixed: to every face ijk ∈ F one
associates a dual vertex nijk(ε), which is the intersection point of p∗i (ε), p

∗
j (ε), p

∗
k(ε),

and to every edge ij ∈ E one associates a dual edge nijk(ε)nijl(ε). Let Ai(ε) be
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the algebraic area of the i-th face of the deformed dual polyhedron. By definition
one has

(20) Ai(ε) =
1

2

∑
j

hij(ε)Lij(ε),

where hij(ε) is the signed distance from the projection of o to p∗i (ε) to the line
p∗i (ε) ∩ p∗j (ε), and Lij(ε) is the signed length of the dual edge nijk(ε)nijl(ε). One
has hij(0) = ∥nij − pj∥ > 0, therefore hij(ε) remains positive for small ε, the sign
of Lij(ε) is positive iff nijk − nijl is a positive multiple of pi × pj (assuming the
triangle pipjpk is positively oriented).

Lemma 2.7. The derivative of Ai as a function of ε satisfies

A′
i =

∑
j

hijL
′
ij =

∑
j

h′ijLij .

Besides, (△sf)i = −2fi implies A′
i(0) = 0.

Proof. The area Ai can be viewed as a function of hij . As such, it satisfies

∂Ai
∂hij

= Lij ,

which is a 2-dimensional analog of the formulas illustrated in Figure 4. It follows
that

A′
i =

∑
j

∂Ai
∂hij

h′ij =
∑
j

h′ijLij .

On the other hand, formula (20) implies

A′
i =

1

2

∑
j

h′ijLij +
1

2

∑
j

hijL
′
ij .

Combined with the previous equation it yields A′
i =

∑
j hijL

′
ij .

Now view Ai as a function of the support numbers hi, which themselves are
functions of ε:

hi(ε) = 1 + εfi.

One has

A′
i =

∂Ai
∂hi

fi +
∑
j

∂Ai
∂hj

fj = −fi
∑
j

Lij cotλij +
∑
j

fj
Lij

sinλij
.

As Lij(0) = cij sinλij , this implies

A′(0) = −fi
∑
j

cij cosλij +
∑
j

fjcij = di(2fi + (△sf)i),

and the lemma follows. □

Proof of the second part of Theorem 1.10. Let f : V → R be such that△sf = −2f .
Consider the 1-parameter deformation (19) of the dual polyhedron and put

tijk = n′ijk.

Due to

⟨pi, nijk(ε)⟩ = 1 + εfi, ⟨pj , nijk(ε)⟩ = 1 + εfj , ⟨pk, nijk(ε)⟩ = 1 + εfk
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one has
⟨pi, tijk⟩ = fi, ⟨pj , tijk⟩ = fj , ⟨pk, tijk⟩ = fk.

It follows that

⟨pi, tijk − tijl⟩ = fi − fi = 0, ⟨pj , tijk − tijl⟩ = fj − fj = 0.

Therefore the vector tijk − tijl is parallel to the vector pi × pj and hence there is a
map s : E → R such that

tijk − tijl = sij(pi × pj).

Let us prove that s satisfies (17). The assumption △sf = −2f implies by Lemma
2.7

(21) 0 = A′
i(0) =

∑
j

hij(0)L
′
ij(0).

One has hij(0) = ∥nij−pi∥ = tan
λij

2 . As Lij(ε) is the signed length of the segment
nijk(ε)nijl(ε) and

nijk(ε)− nijl(ε) = (nijk + εtijk)− (nijl + εtijl) = (cij + εsij)(pi × pj),

one also has L′
ij = si sinλij . Substituting this into (21) one obtains∑

j

sij sin
2 λij

2
= 0.

It follows that ∞
pi,
∑
j

sij(pj − pi)

∫
=
∑
j

sij(cosλij − 1) = 0.

Since one also has

pi ×
∑
j

sij(pj − pi) =
∑
j

(tijk − tijl) = 0,

one concludes that
∑
j sij(pj − pi) = 0.

The closing condition ensures that there is a map r : F → R3 satisfying the
first of the equations (16). Putting qi = rijk × pi+ tijk one obtains an infinitesimal
isometric deformation of the polyhedral surface P such that ⟨pi, qi⟩ = ⟨pi, tijk⟩ = fi,
and the second part of Theorem 1.10 is proved. □

Remark 2.8. Some parts of the above arguments are related to the Maxwell–
Cremona correspondence, reciprocal diagrams and parallel redrawings, see [6]. The
connection between infinitesimal isometric deformations of polyhedra and deforma-
tions of their duals preserving the face areas was discovered in [1].

2.4. Infinitesimal conformal deformations. Consider two triangulated spher-
ical surfaces with the same combinatorics (V,E, F ) and the edge lengths λij , re-

spectively λ̃ij . They are called conformally equivalent (in the vertex scaling sense)
if there is a function u : V → R such that

(22) sin
λ̃ij
2

= e
ui+uj

2 sin
λij
2

for all edges ij ∈ E. This notion together with its hyperbolic counterpart was
introduced in [2] motivated by variational principles for 3-dimensional polyhedra.
A similar formula for triangulated Euclidean surfaces was proposed earlier in [29].



DISCRETE LAPLACIANS 19

Let us define infinitesimal conformal deformations in a way compatible with the
above formula.

Definition 2.9. An infinitesimal conformal deformation (in the vertex scaling

sense) of a triangulated spherical surface with edge lengths λij is a map λ̇ : E → R
such that λ̇ij are the derivatives at t = 0 of the edge lengths under some discrete

conformal deformation. In other words, the numbers λ̇ij must satisfy

(23)

Å
log sin

λij
2

ã·
=
ui + uj

2
or, equivalently λ̇ij = (ui + uj) tan

λij
2

for some function u : V → R. The numbers ui are called conformal factors of the
infinitesimal conformal deformation λ̇.

We are dealing with deformations where the total angles around all vertices
remain 2π. Therefore let us map our triangulated surface to S2 in a locally isometric
way. This map is uniquely determined by its restriction p : V → S2 to the vertices.
Any deformation of our surface in the class of spherical surfaces can be described
by a collection of paths pi(t), i ∈ V . An infinitesimal deformation is the derivative
at t = 0 of a smooth deformation, that is a collection of tangent vectors ξi ∈ TpiS2.
A tangent vector field ξ defined on the vertices of a triangulated spherical surface
is called conformal if the induced infinitesimal deformation of the edge lengths is
conformal.

Definition 2.10. Let p : V → S2 be a locally isometric realization of a triangulated
spherical surface. A tangent vector field

ξ : V → TS2, ξi ∈ TpiS2

is called discretely conformal (in the sense of vertex scaling) with conformal factors
u : V → R, if for every smooth deformation p(t) with p(0) = p and ṗ(0) = ξ the
derivatives at t = 0 of the edge lengths satisfy (23) for some function u : V → R.

Lemma 2.11. A tangent vector field ξ on the vertices of a triangulated spherical
surface, locally isometrically mapped to S2 is discretely conformal with conformal
factors u : V → R if and only if there is a function u : V → R such that for every
edge ij one has

⟨ξj − ξi, pj − pi⟩ =
ui + uj

2
∥pj − pi∥2.

Proof. By differentiating the identity cosλij = ⟨pi, pj⟩ one obtains

−λ̇ij sinλij = ⟨ξi, pj⟩+ ⟨pi, ξj⟩ = −⟨ξj − ξi, pj − pi⟩.

The formula in the lemma follows by substituting the expression for λ̇ij from (23)

and using the identity ∥pj − pi∥ = 2 sin
λij

2 . □

Proof of Theorem 1.8, first part and of Theorem 1.10, third part. Let ξ : V → TS2
be a tangent vector field such that the induced derivatives of the edge lengths satisfy
(23). Consider the vector field q : V → R3 defined as

qi = −uipi + ξi.

Let us show that q is an infinitesimal isometric deformation of the Euclidean trian-
gulated surface with the same vertices and the same edges. This is done by a short
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calculation:

⟨qj − qi, pj − pi⟩ = ⟨uipi − ujpj , pj − pi⟩+ ⟨ξj − ξi, pj − pi⟩

= (ui + uj) (⟨pi, pj⟩ − 1) +
ui + uj

2
∥pj − pi∥2 = 0,

based on ∥pi∥ = ∥pj∥ = 1 and on Lemma 2.11. By the first part of Theorem 1.10
proved in the previous section the radial component of q is an eigenfunction of the
discrete spherical Laplacian with the eigenvalue −2. This proves that condition 2
in Theorem 1.8 implies condition 1.

For the proof that condition 1 in Theorem 1.8 implies condition 2 we use the
second part of Theorem 1.10. For a function u : V → R such that △su = −2u there
is an infinitesimal isometric deformation ξ whose radial component is equal to u.
The above calculation shows that minus the tangential component of ξ satisfies the
formula from Lemma 2.11 and hence the formula (23).

Now to the third part of Theorem 1.10. Let ξ be the tangential component of an
infinitesimal isometric deformation q of a triangulated Euclidean surface inscribed
in the unit sphere. The same calculation as above implies

⟨ξj − ξi, pj − pi⟩ = −⟨qi, pi⟩+ ⟨qj , pj⟩
2

∥pj − pi∥2,

which by Lemma 2.11 means that ξ is discrete conformal with the conformal factor
minus the radial component of q. This finishes the proof. □

Definition of discrete conformal equivalence at the beginning of this section can
be reformulated as follows. For any four points p1, p2, p3, p4 ∈ R3 define the length
cross-ratio as

lcr(p1, p2, p3, p4) =
∥p1 − p3∥∥p2 − p4∥
∥p1 − p4∥∥p2 − p3∥

.

Lemma 2.12. There is a function u : V → R such that equation (22) holds for all
edges ij ∈ E if and only if for every edge ij one has

lcr(pi, pj , pk, pl) = lcr(p̃i, p̃j , p̃k, p̃l),

where ijk, ijl ∈ F .

The proof is based on the observation that for p1, p2, p3, p4 ∈ S2 one has

lcr(p1, p2, p3, p4) =
sin λ13

2 sin λ24

2

sin λ14

2 sin λ23

2

and can be found e.g. in [25, Theorem 2.4].
One can go further and define a complex-valued cross-ratio of four points p1, p2, p3, p4 ∈

S2 as

cr(p1, p2, p3, p4) = cr(z1, z2, z3, z4) =
(z1 − z3)(z2 − z4)

(z1 − z4)(z2 − z3)
,

where zi ∈ C is the image of pi under a stereographical projection of S2 to R2∪{∞}
identified with C ∪ {∞}.

Lemma 2.13. The complex cross-ratio of four points on the sphere is well-defined,
that is does not depend on the choice of the pole of the stereographic projection.
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Proof. The absolute value of the complex cross-ratio is the length cross-ratio. The
stereographic projection is a restriction of the inversion in a sphere, and it can
be shown by considering pairs of similar triangles that the length cross-ratio is
invariant under inversion.

The argument of the complex cross-ratio is the angle between oriented circumcir-
cles of triangles z1z2z3 and z1z2z4 . At the same time, the stereographic projection
maps circles to circles and preserves oriented angles. Therefore the argument of
cr(p1, p2, p3, p4) is also the angle between oriented circumcircles. Thus both the
absolute value and the argument of cr(p1, p2, p3, p4) are well-defined.

Alternatively one may use the observation that two stereographic projections
from different poles differ by a Möbius transformation, which preserves the cross-
ratio. □

Given a triangulation of a spherical domain and a sterographic projection, we
could use the complex cross-ratios to determine the positions of the vertices up to
a Möbius transformation of the sphere. Following [24], we define X : E → C such
that for every oriented edge ij

Xij := − cr(zi, zj , zk, zl)

where zizjzk is the left triangle and zizjzl is on the right. It turns out Xij = Xji

and hence X is well-defined on unoriented edges. Observe that the absolute value
|Xij | = lcr(pi, pj , pk, pl) is the length cross ratio while the argument argXij is the
intersection angle of neighboring circumcircles.

Proof of the second part of Theorem 1.8. Let ϕ : S2 → C ∪ {∞} be a stereographic
projection. Denote zi = ϕ(pi) and ξi = dϕ(ξi). We have that ξ is a discretely
conformal vector field in the sense of Definition 2.10 if and only if the length cross
ratios |X| is preserved infinitesimally, which is equivalent to saying for ij ∈ E

0 = (Re logXij)
· = Re

Å
ξk − ξi

zk − zi
− ξi − ξl

zi − zl
+

ξl − ξj

zl − zj
− ξj − ξk

zj − zk

ã
At the same time, for ηi = dϕ(ηi) the vector field η keeps the intersection angles
argX of circumcircles constant in the first order if and only if for ij ∈ E

0 = (Im logX)· = Im

Å
ηk − ηi

zk − zi
− ηi − ηl

zi − zl
+

ηl − ηj

zl − zj
− ηj − ηk

zj − zk

ã
Therefore discretely conformal fields in the sense of vertex scaling are related to
discretely conformal fields in the sense of circumcircle angles by a 90◦ rotation. □

This proof basically repeats an argument from [25] in the Euclidean case, where
no stereographic projection was needed.

3. Discrete hyperbolic Laplacian

3.1. Geometric meaning of the edge and vertex weights. Let R2,1 be the
Minkowski space, that is R3 equipped with the inner product

⟨x, y⟩2,1 = −x0y0 + x1y1 + x2y2 for x = (x0, x1, x2), y = (y0, y1, y2).

A non-zero vector x is said to be spacelike if ⟨x, x⟩2,1 > 0, timelike if ⟨x, x⟩2,1 < 0,
and lightlike if ⟨x, x⟩2,1 = 0. A one-dimensional linear subspace of R2,1 is said to
be spacelike, timelike or lightlike if it spanned by a vector of the respective type. A
two-dimensional linear subspace of R2,1 is said to be spacelike, timelike or lightlike if
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the restriction of the Minkowski inner product has signature (+,+), (+,−), (+, 0),
respectively.

Define the Minkowski vector product asÑ
x0
x1
x2

é
×

Ñ
y0
y1
y2

é
=

Ñ
−x1y2 + x2y1
x2y0 − x0y2
x0y1 − x1y0

é
.

It is easy to see that

⟨x× y, z⟩2,1 = det(x, y, z).

In particular, one has

⟨x× y, x⟩2,1 = 0 and det(x, y, x× y) = ⟨x× y, x× y⟩2,1,
so that if x and y are timelike, then x × y is orthogonal to both of them (hence
spacelike) and (x, y, x× y) is a positively oriented basis of R2,1.

The upper half of the one-sheeted hyperboloid in the Minkowski space serves as
a model for the hyperbolic plane:

H2 = {x ∈ R2,1 | ⟨x, x⟩2,1 = −1, x0 > 0}.
The distance λ12 between two points p1, p2 ∈ H2 is defined as

⟨p1, p2⟩2,1 = − coshλ12.

The intersection of H2 with a timelike two-dimensional linear subspace is a geodesic,
that is the image of an isometric embedding of R. In this respect H2 strongly
resembles S2, where the inner product is related to the distance in a similar way,
and great circles are (local) geodesics. The angle between two curves on H2 is
defined as the angle between their tangent vectors, which makes sense due to the
fact that the tangent plane at every point of H2 is spacelike, thus isomorphic to R2

with the Euclidean inner product.
The circle with center p ∈ H2 and radius r is described by the equation

⟨p, x⟩2,1 = − cosh r.

This is the intersection of H2 with a spacelike affine plane whose “unit” normal is p.
Intersections of H2 with timelike affine planes are called hypercycles. A hypercycle
can be described by an equation

⟨p, x⟩2,1 = const, ⟨p, p⟩2,1 = 1.

The point p (in the so-called anti de Sitter plane {p ∈ R2,1 | ⟨p, p⟩2,1 = 1}) is
called the center of the hypercycle. Non-empty intersections of H2 with lightlike
affine planes are called horocycles, their centers are lightlike vectors. Every triangle
p1p2p3 in H2 has a unique circumcycle, that is a circle or a horocycle or a hypercycle
passing through p1, p2, p3. The center o ∈ R2,1 of the circumcycle satisfies

⟨p1, o⟩2,1 = ⟨p2, o⟩2,1 = ⟨p3, o⟩2,1.
Let now (V,E, F ) be a triangulated surface without boundary where every tri-

angle is equipped with a hyperbolic metric. For every edge ij ∈ E the union of
adjacent triangles ijk and ijl can be mapped isometrically to H2. Then an analog of
Lemma 2.1 holds, with the only difference that the circumcircles are to be replaced
with circumcycles. The centers of circumcycles may be ideal (lightlike vectors) or
hyperideal (spacelike vectors), which however has no influence on the computation
of angles ∠(p̄ipj , p̆ioijk) and the like.
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Similarly to the spherical case one constructs the dual polyhedron in the Minkowski
space circumscribed about the hyperboloid. An analog of Lemma 2.2 holds, with
the only difference that in (11) a sign change in one of the terms occurs:

∑
j

cijpj = −

Ñ
2di +

∑
j

cij

é
pi.

3.2. Infinitesimal isometric deformations of polyhedra inscribed in a two-
sheeted hyperboloid. Similarly to Section 2.3, an infinitesimal isometric defor-
mation of a realization p : V → R2,1 of a graph (V,E) in the Minkowski space is a
map q : V → R2,1 such that for every edge ij one has

⟨pj − pi, qj − qi⟩2,1 = 0,

which is equivalent to

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

⟨pj(t)− pi(t), pj(t)− pi(t)⟩2,1 = 0

for any one-parameter family of realizations p(t) such that p(0) = p and p′(0) =
q. Trivial infinitesimal isometric deformations, rotation and translation fields are
defined similarly to the Euclidean case, and an analog of Lemma 2.6 holds. This
allows to apply the arguments from Section 2.3 to prove the first two parts of the
following Theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let P be a triangulated Euclidean polyhedral surface with vertices
indexed by the set V = {i, j, . . .}, all vertices pi lying on the upper half of the
one-sheeted hyperboloid viewed as a “sphere” in the Minkowski space:

H2 = {x ∈ R2,1 | ⟨x, x⟩2,1 = −1}
and such that the projection of P to H2 from the origin is injective. Let q : V → R2,1

be an infinitesimal isometric deformation of P with respect to the Minkowski norm
squared. Decompose q into radial and tangent components:

qi = fipi + ξi, f : V → R, ξ : V → R2,1, ⟨ξi, pi⟩2,1 = 0.

and denote by Ph the triangulated hyperbolic surface obtained by centrally projecting
the edges of P . Then the following holds:

1. The radial component is an eigenfunction of the discrete hyperbolic Laplacian
on Ph with the eigenvalue 2:

△hf = 2f.

2. Conversely, if P is simply connected, then for every 2-eigenfunction f of
the discrete hyperbolic Laplacian on Ph there is an infinitesimal isometric
deformation of P with the radial component f .

3. The vector field ξ is an infinitesimal conformal deformation of Ph with the
conformal factor −f .

There is a simple trick that relates infinitesimal isometric deformations of a
surface in R2,1 to infinitesimal isometric deformations of the same surface in R3.

Lemma 3.2. Let p : V → R3 be a realization of a graph (V,E), and let q : V → R3

be a vector field on its vertices. Put q = c ◦ q, where
c : R3 → R3, c(x0, x1, x2) = (−x0, x1, x2).
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Then q is an infinitesimal isometric deformation of p with respect to the Euclidean
metric if and only if q is an infinitesimal isometric deformation of p with respect
to the Minkowski norm squared.

Proof. This is straightforward from

⟨pj − pi, qj − qi⟩ = ⟨pj − pi, qj − qi⟩2,1.
□

This was noted in [12] and is the simplest instance of a more general construction
called infinitesimal Pogorelov maps, see [11].

Via Lemma 3.2, we relate infinitesimal isometric deformations with respect to
the Minkowski metric in Theorem 3.1 into those with respect to the Euclidean
metric in Theorem 1.11.

Proof of the equivalence Theorem 3.1 ⇔ Theorem 1.11. Lemma 3.2 implies that an
infinitesimal deformation q is isometric with respect to the Euclidean metric if and
only if q is isometric with respect to the Minkowski metric. It remains to show that
the radial and the tangent components have the required forms.

We write qi = −fipi + ξi with ⟨ξi, pi⟩2,1 = 0. It yields

⟨pi, qi⟩2,1 = −fi⟨pi, pi⟩2,1 = fi ⇒ fi = ⟨pi, qi⟩2,1 = ⟨pi, qi⟩
and hence

ξi = qi + fipi = qi + ⟨pi, qi⟩pi.
is tangential to the hyperboloid. Thus, we obtain the equivalence of Theorems 1.11
and 3.1.

□

3.3. Infinitesimal conformal deformations. Similarly to Section 2.4, two trian-
gulated hyperbolic surfaces with the same combinatorics and the edge lengths λij ,

respectively λ̃ij , are called conformally equivalent if there is a function u : V → R
such that

sinh
λ̃ij
2

= e
ui+uj

2 sinh
λij
2

for all edges ij ∈ E. An infinitesimal conformal deformation of a surface with edge
lengths λij is a map λ̇ : E → R such thatÅ

log sinh
λij
2

ã·
=
ui + uj

2
or, equivalently λ̇ij = (ui + uj) tanh

λij
2

for some function u. A discrete conformal vector field is a tangent vector field
defined on the vertices of a triangulated surface such that the corresponding edge
length derivatives satisfy the above condition.

An analog of Lemma 2.11 holds and can be proved along the same lines.

Lemma 3.3. A tangent vector field ξ on the vertices of a triangulated hyperbolic
surface, locally isometrically mapped to H2, is discretely conformal if and only if
there is a function u : V → R such that for every edge ij one has

⟨ξj − ξi, pj − pi⟩2,1 =
ui + uj

2
⟨pj − pi, pj − pi⟩2,1.

Proof of Theorem 1.9, first part and of Theorem 1.11, third part. The same argu-
ments as in the spherical case apply. □
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The second part of Theorem 1.9, that is the equivalence between two discrete
conformality theorems on the infinitesimal level, is also proved similarly to the Eu-
clidean case. The stereographic projection maps the upper half of the hyperboloid
to the unit disk in the plane x0 = 1, resulting in the Poincaré disk model of the
hyperbolic plane. The cross-ratio is invariant because the isometries of the Poincaré
disk model are Möbius transformations.

3.4. Circle patterns on closed hyperbolic surfaces. Delaunay triangulations
are defined not only on hyperbolic surfaces, but also on surfaces with complex
projective structures. One can consider deformations of Delaunay triangulations
with varying complex projective structures (See [21, 22]). The space of complex
projective structures contains a sub-manifold consisting of hyperbolic structures,
which is called the Fuchsian slice. With the help of the hyperbolic Laplacian one
can deduce the infinitesimal rigidity of circle patterns as well as the transversality
between the deformation space of circle patterns and the Fuchsian slice. This is
contained implicitly in [2] and can be deduced from [33]. The infinitesimal rigidity
is crucial to the proof of the smoothness of the deformation space of circle patterns
[3, 24].

Theorem 3.4. Given a Delaunay geodesic triangulation of a closed hyperbolic sur-
face, every infinitesimal conformal deformation of a circle pattern staying within
the hyperbolic slice must be trivial.

Proof. Suppose there is an infinitesimal deformation of a circle pattern staying on
the slice of Fuchsian structures and preserving the length cross-ratios. Then the
change of hyperbolic edge length λ satisfiesÅ

log sinh
λij
2

ã·
=
ui + uj

2

for some u : V → R. Theorem 1.9 implies that △hu = 2u, and hence

⟨△hu, u⟩d = 2⟨u, u⟩d = 2
∑
i

diu
2
i ≥ 0.

On the other hand, for every u one has

⟨△hu, u⟩d = −
∑
ij∈E

cij(uj − ui)
2 ≤ 0.

It follows that u ≡ 0 and the infinitesimal deformation is trivial. □

Analogous statement holds for deformations preserving intersection angles, but
in a weaker form.

Corollary 3.5. Given a Delaunay geodesic triangulation of a closed hyperbolic sur-
face, every infinitesimal deformation of a circle pattern preserving the intersection
angles while preserving the hyperbolic structure must be trivial.

Proof. Suppose an infinitesimal deformation of a circle pattern preserving the in-
tersection angles and the hyperbolic structure is given. Applying the 90◦-rotation
J , one obtains an infinitesimal deformation preserving the length cross ratios and
the hyperbolic structure, which has to be trivial. □
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The reason for a weaker statement is that even if an infinitesimal deformation
stays within the hyperbolic slice, its J-rotation might not stay in the hyperbolic
slice anymore. This can be deduced from the change in SL(2,C)-holonomy rep-
resentation as cross ratios vary, while the hyperbolic structures have holonomy
representations in SL(2,R) (See [24, Proposition 4.5]).
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31. Hermann Minkowski, Volumen und Oberfläche, Math. Ann. 57 (1903), no. 4, 447–495.
MR 1511220

32. Ulrich Pinkall and Konrad Polthier, Computing discrete minimal surfaces and their conju-

gates, Experiment. Math. 2 (1993), no. 1, 15–36.
33. Jean-Marc Schlenker, Small deformations of polygons and polyhedra, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.

359 (2007), no. 5, 2155–2189. MR 2276616

34. Kenneth Stephenson, Introduction to circle packing: The theory of discrete analytic functions,
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2005.

TU Wien,Wiedner Hauptstraße 8-10/104,A-1040 Wien, Austria

Email address: izmestiev@dmg.tuwien.ac.at

Department of Mathematics, University of Luxembourg, Maison du nombre, 6 avenue

de la Fonte, L-4364 Esch-sur-Alzette, Luxembourg

Email address: wyeunglam@gmail.com


	1. Introduction
	2. Discrete spherical Laplacian
	2.1. Geometric meaning of the edge weights and vertex weights
	2.2. Surface area of a convex polyhedron
	2.3. Infinitesimal isometric deformations of inscribed polyhedra
	2.4. Infinitesimal conformal deformations

	3. Discrete hyperbolic Laplacian
	3.1. Geometric meaning of the edge and vertex weights
	3.2. Infinitesimal isometric deformations of polyhedra inscribed in a two-sheeted hyperboloid
	3.3. Infinitesimal conformal deformations
	3.4. Circle patterns on closed hyperbolic surfaces

	References

