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PARTITIONS OF UNITY AND BARYCENTRIC

ALGEBRAS

ANNA ZAMOJSKA-DZIENIO

Abstract. Barycentric coordinates provide solutions to the prob-
lem of expressing an element of a compact convex set as a convex
combination of a finite number of extreme points of the set. They
have been studied widely within the geometric literature, typically
in response to the demands of interpolation, numerical analysis and
computer graphics. In this note we bring an algebraic perspective
to the problem, based on barycentric algebras. We focus on the
discussion of relations between different subclasses of partitions of
unity, one arising in the context of barycentric coordinates, based
on the tautological map introduced by Guessab.

1. Introduction

Let k, n be positive integers such that k < n. Consider a convex
polytope Π in R

k with vertex set v1, . . . ,vn. Then, each element v of
Π may be expressed as a convex combination

v = λ1v1 + . . .+ λnvn(1.1)

with 1 = λ1 + . . .+ λn(1.2)

and λi ∈ [0, 1] ⊆ R. If v and vi are given by Cartesian coordinates in
the vector space R

k, the coefficients λi, called barycentric coordinates,
may be calculated by solving the system (1.1),(1.2) of k + 1 linear
equations in the n non-negative unknowns λ1, . . . , λn. If Π is not a
simplex, then k + 1 < n, so the system is underdetermined, and the
barycentric coordinates in (1.1) are not uniquely specified.
The following problem appears in many applications of convex poly-

topes, for example in geometric modeling and computer graphics (see
e.g. [3, 4] and their references).

Problem 1.1. Given the set V of vertices vi of a convex polytope
Π, find a uniform system to produce uniquely determined barycentric
coordinates for any point v of Π.
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2 A. ZAMOJSKA-DZIENIO

In [12, 13] the authors brought an algebraic perspective to the prob-
lem. They developed a general framework for the study of barycentric
coordinate systems on a given convex polytope, founded on the theory
of barycentric algebras introduced in the nineteen-fifties independently
by M.H. Stone [15] and H. Kneser [8] for the axiomatization of real
convex sets.
The set of all barycentric coordinate systems on a convex polytope

itself forms a cancellative barycentric algebra (a convex set), which
then becomes an object of study in its own right — compare [12, Sec-
tion 6]. A barycentric coordinate system is usually characterized by
two properties: the “partition of unity” property (understood here as
a partition of the constant function 1Π where the output value is 1)
and the “linear precision” property (a partition of the identity func-
tion 1Π on Π). Use of barycentric algebra shows that, in our context,
the partition of unity property is actually a consequence of the linear
precision property that does not need to be specified separately [12,
Lemma 2.23, Remark 6.4].
This article serves two purposes. The first is to give an introduction

for readers who are not familiar with the theory of barycentric alge-
bras (Sections 2–3). The second is to investigate links between different
subclasses of partitions of unity (Section 4), giving an algebraic inter-
pretation to results obtained by Guessab [5]. In particular, we obtain
an alternative proof that the set of all barycentric coordinate systems
on a convex polytope forms a convex set (Corollary 4.4).
The paper is self-contained, but for further reading in the background

of universal algebra we recommend [1, 2], and for barycentric algebra
theory [10, 14, 11].

2. Real barycentric algebras

2.1. The basic definition. Denote by I the closed real unit interval
[0, 1] and by I◦ = I − {0, 1} =]0, 1[ the open real unit interval. For
p, r ∈ I◦ define:

(a) complementation: r = 1− r;

(b) dual multiplication: p ◦ r = p+ r − p · r = (p · r).

Note that the values r and p ◦ r are again in I◦.

Definition 2.1. [10, 14, 11] A (real) barycentric algebra A = (A, {p |
p ∈ I◦}) is defined as a set A that is equipped with binary operations

(2.1) p : A× A → A; (a, b) 7→ p(a, b)
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for each element p ∈ I◦. The operations (2.1) are required to satisfy
the properties of idempotence

(2.2) p(a, a) = a

for a in A, skew-commutativity

(2.3) p(a, b) = p(b, a)

for a, b in A, and skew-associativity

(2.4) p(r(a, b), c) = r ◦ p(a, p/(r ◦ p)(b, c))

for a, b, c in A.

Notation 2.2. In what follows, we denote the set {p | p ∈ I◦} of
operations briefly by I◦, and a real barycentric algebra by A = (A, I◦).

Summarizing, a real barycentric algebras A = (A, I◦) is an algebraic
structure (briefly: algebra) with continuum many binary operations
that are indexed by I◦. All these operations satisfy conditions (2.2)-
(2.4) for all elements of A. Since we are interested here only in the
case I◦ ⊂ R, we will skip real in the name and simply write barycentric
algebra for A.

2.2. Homomorphisms, subalgebras, products. By Birkhoff’s HSP
Theorem, the class B of barycentric algebras, as an equational class,
forms a variety of algebras, i.e., a class closed under the taking of
homomorphic images, subalgebras and direct products.

Definition 2.3. Suppose that A = (A, I◦) and A′ = (A′, I◦) are
barycentric algebras.1 A function f : A → A′; x 7→ f(x) is said to
be a barycentric (algebra) homomorphism if

(2.5) f(pA(a, b)) = pA
′

(f(a), f(b))

for all a, b ∈ A and p ∈ I◦. A homomorphism is an isomorphism if it
is bijective. We say that two barycentric algebras are isomorphic when
there exists an isomorphism between them.

Informally stated, a barycentric homomorphism preserves the oper-
ations of the barycentric algebras. It is well-known that it preserves
not only basic binary operations p in I◦ but also all derived (or term)
operations obtained as compositions of the basic ones (see Section 2.6
below). The composite of two composable barycentric homomorphism
is again a barycentric homomorphism.

1Note that operations in A and A′ needn’t be the same. Sometimes we add a
superscript, writing p

A to make it clear, but usually we leave it off whenever we

can get away with it.
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Definition 2.4. Suppose that A = (A, I◦) is a barycentric algebra,
and B is a subset of A. If

∀ p ∈ I◦ , a ∈ B and b ∈ B ⇒ p(a, b) ∈ B ,

then B = (B, I◦) is a subalgebra of A. We denote the subalgebra
relationship by B ≤ A.

The intersection of any collection of subalgebras of a barycentric
algebra A is again a subalgebra of A.

Example 2.5. (a) Due to idempotence (2.2), any singleton in A ∈
B is a subalgebra of A.

(b) For a barycentric homomorphism f : A → A′, the image of any
subalgebra of A with respect to f is a subalgebra in A′, and
similarly the preimage of any subalgebra of A′ with respect to
f is a subalgebra in A.

Definition 2.6. Let A be a barycentric algebra, with a subset S ⊆ A.
Then the subalgebra 〈S〉 generated by S is the intersection of all the
subalgebras of A that contain S.

Proposition 2.7. [10, Proposition 123] Let A, A′ be barycentric alge-
bras, and let S ⊆ A. Then a barycentric homomorphism f : 〈S〉 → A′

is specified uniquely by its restriction f : S → A′ to S.

Definition 2.8. Suppose A = (A, I◦), A′ = (A′, I◦) are barycentric
algebras. Then the (direct) product A × A′ is the algebra defined on
the set A× A′ with componentwise structure

pA×A′

((a, a′), (b, b′)) =
(

pA(a, b) , pA
′

(a′, b′)
)

for all p ∈ I◦.

Iterated products and powers are defined in the obvious way, since
the construction of A × A′ extends naturally to a direct product of a
finite number of factors.

2.3. Convex sets. The variety B of barycentric algebras is generated
by its cancellative members barycentric algebra which satisfy the ad-
ditional property of cancellativity :

p(a, b) = p(a, c) ⇒ b = c

for all operations p of I◦ and all elements a, b, c in A. Cancellative
barycentric algebras are called convex sets.
The class C of (algebras isomorphic to) convex sets considered as

algebras (C, I◦) is closed under the formation of subalgebras and direct
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products, but is not closed under homomorphic images. Thus, it is not
a variety.

Remark 2.9. A barycentric algebra can be defined as a homomorphic
image of a convex set.

2.4. Barycentric algebras of functions. Suppose that X is a set,
and that A′ = (A′, I◦) is a barycentric algebra. We write Set(X,A′) for
the set of all functions from X to A′. For p ∈ I◦, define the pointwise
or componentwise operation

(2.6) p(f, g) : X → A′; x 7→ p(f(x), g(x))

on elements f, g of Set(X,A′). The set Set(X,A′) becomes a barycen-
tric algebra under the pointwise operations (2.6).
For B ≤ A′ one obtains Set(X,B) ≤ Set(X,A′). Moreover, if A′ ∈

C then Set(X,A′) ∈ C.
Suppose now that A = (A, I◦) and A′ = (A′, I◦) are barycentric

algebras. Write B(A,A′) for the set of all barycentric homomorphisms
from A to A′. The set B(A,A′) becomes a barycentric algebra under
the pointwise operations (2.6), a subalgebra of the barycentric algebra
Set(A,A′).

2.5. Basic examples. For our purposes the basic examples of a bary-
centric algebra, i.e. constructed from real vector spaces, are crucial.

Example 2.10. Let V be a vector space over R. Let p : V × V → V
for p ∈ I◦ be the weighted mean operation:

(2.7) p(u, v) = (1− p) · u+ p · v.

We obtain the (cancellative) barycentric algebra (V, I◦). Now, consider
its subalgebras, i.e. (cancellative) barycentric algebras. Obviously,
they are the convex subsets of the real vector space V.

As algebras, convex polytopes are defined as finitely generated convex
sets. The minimal set of generators of a polytope is the set of its
vertices (i.e., its extreme points). In geometric terminology, the convex
set generated by a set V is its convex hull. If a k-dimensional polytope
has n vertices, then n is at least k + 1.
One can treat a convex polytope Π in R

k as a cancellative barycentric
algebra (Π, I◦), a subalgebra of (Rk, I◦) ∈ C constructed as described
in Example 2.10. The set of vertices V of Π is the generating set of
the algebra (Π, I◦), i.e. (Π, I◦) is the smallest cancellative barycentric
algebra which contains V . In other words, any element p ∈ Π can
be obtained by applying finitely many times finitely many operations
from I◦ to finitely many elements in V . Derived operations in Π are
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then just convex combinations of some vertices, and thus barycentric
homomorphisms preserve them. Throughout the further parts of the
paper it will be assumed that V is the counter-clockwise ordered set of
elements v1 < · · · < vn.

Example 2.11. Note also that I = (I, I◦) is a convex set, a subalgebra
of (R, I◦). It provides a host of other examples, starting from the direct
product (power) of n copies of I for any positive integer n. Likewise,
any space of functions with codomain In, for n ∈ N

+, is a convex set
under the pointwise operations (2.6).

2.6. Convex combinations. Let Π be a convex set in R
k treated

geometrically. Consider a point a ∈ Π r V presented as a convex
combination

∑r

i=1
αiv

′
i with coefficients in I◦. Here, {v′

1 < . . . < v′
r} is

a potentially proper subset of V , with the order inherited from V . Then
a can be presented as a composition of the following basic operations

in I◦: pr−1

(

pr−2(. . . (p1(v
′
1,v

′
2), . . . ,v

′
r−1),v

′
r

)

with pi = αi+1

/
∑i+1

k=1
αk

for 1 ≤ i ≤ r−1. Now, suppose that we start from a convex set (Π, I◦),
a subalgebra of (Rk, I◦), and

a = pr−1

(

pr−2(. . . (p1(v
′

1,v
′

2), . . . ,v
′

r−1),v
′

r

)

.

Then a can be presented as a convex combination
∑r

i=1
αiv

′
i with co-

efficients α1 =
∏r−1

k=1
pk, αi = pi−1 ·

∏r−1

k=i pk for 2 ≤ i ≤ r − 1, and
αr = pr−1.

3. Polytope coordinate systems

3.1. Barycentric coordinate systems on convex polytopes. Let
Π ⊆ R

k be a convex polytope presented as the convex hull of the
counter-clockwise ordered sequence v1, . . . ,vn of extreme points lo-
cated around its boundary.

Definition 3.1. [3, 16] A barycentric coordinate system with respect
to Π is a set {bi : Π → I | i = 1, . . . , n} of functions such that for each
point v of Π the following conditions are satisfied:

(a) partition of unity:
∑n

i=1
bi(v) = 1;

(b) linear precision:
∑n

i=1
bi(v)vi = v.

This exactly means that each point of a polygon Π can be expressed
as a convex combination of the vertices with coefficients bi(v). The idea
goes back to A.F. Möbius [9] who introduced barycentric coordinates
for triangles. They have been generalized in several ways to arbitrary
polygons, polyhedra, higher dimensional polytopes, and curves, due to
their role in approximation theory and numerical analysis [6].
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Remark 3.2. (i) Some authors add the Lagrange property :

(3.1) bi(vj) = δij ,

to the definition of a barycentric coordinate system, where δij
is the Kronecker delta. But since here we are considering only
convex polytopes, where the vi for i = 1, . . . n are the extreme
points of Π or, in algebraic language, the irredundant generators
of the algebra Π, the condition (3.1) is satisfied automatically.

(ii) Another common requirement imposed on the functions bi for
i = 1, . . . n is that of continuity. For example, the results in
[5] are formulated for continuous functions. We do not make
such an assumption here. However, continuity is preserved by
convex combinations, so continuous functions form subalgebras
of the algebras considered in subsequent sections.

3.2. The convex set of coordinate systems.

Example 3.3. Let Π ⊆ R
k be a polytope with an ordered vertex

set V = {v1 < · · · < vn }. Consider the real interval I = (I, I◦) as
a convex set with the weighted mean operations (see Example 2.10).
The space Set(Π, I) is a convex set (cancellative barycentric algebra)
(Set(Π, I), I◦). We can apply the construction above again, now to
a vertex set V of Π and (Set(Π, I), I◦) ∈ C and obtain a new con-
vex set (Set(V,Set(Π, I)), I◦). The latter is isomorphic to (Set(Π ×
V, I), I◦) ∈ C by the Currying isomorphism

ι : Set(Π× V, I) → Set(V,Set(Π, I))

taking a function

h : Π× V → I; (x,v) 7→ h(x,v);

to a family of functions (h
v
)
v∈V with h

v
: Π → I; x 7→ h(x,v). Hence,

we can identify the barycentric algebras Set(V,Set(Π, I)) and Set(Π×
V, I).

Definition 3.4. [12, Definition 6.3] Let Π be a polytope with a vertex
set V = {v1, . . . ,vn }. A coordinate system for Π is a map

(3.2) λ : V → Set(Π, I);v 7→ λ
v

such that a =
∑

v∈V λ
v
(a)vi, i.e., the linear precision property holds,

for all a ∈ Π.

Remark 3.5. In our algebraic setting, the partition of unity property,
namely

∑

v∈V λ
v
(a) = 1, follows from the linear precision property [12,
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Lemma 2.23]. Indeed, let a ∈ Π and λ
v
, v ∈ V . Take the constant

function 1Π : Π → {1}. Note 1Π ∈ B(Π, I), since {1} ≤ I. Hence,

1Π(a) = 1Π

(

∑

v∈V

λ
v
(a)vi

)

=
∑

v∈V

λ
v
(a)1Π(vi),

and the partition of unity property follows.

The set KΠ of cooordinate systems on a polygon Π is a subalgebra of
(Set(Π×V, I), I◦) under pointwise barycentric operations [12, Theorem
6.6]. It forms a convex set (KΠ, I

◦). This raises further questions on
the structure of the set. In particular,

Question 3.6. What are the extreme points (irredundant generators)
of the convex set (KΠ, I

◦)?

Example 3.7. Let Π be a convex polytope in R
k understood as a con-

vex set (Π, I◦) finitely generated by a set V = {v1, . . .vn} of vertices.
Then each element a ∈ Π can be represented as a convex combina-
tion of vertices. The combination is not unique if Π is not a simplex,
but choose any such combination a =

∑n

i=1
aivi. Now define functions

λi ∈ Set(Π, I) by λi(a) = ai. Then λ = (λ1, . . . λn) is a cooordinate
system on Π.

Remark 3.8. Continuous versions of the fact shown in Example 3.7
that each element in (Π, I◦) can be represented by a (continuous) co-
ordinate system in KΠ can be found in [7, Theorem 2], [11, Theo-
rem 9.8.1], [5, Lemma 2.2].

4. The tautological map

In [5] links between barycentric coordinate systems and certain clas-
ses of partitions of unity on a given convex polytope Π in R

k are dis-
cussed. Motivated by applications, [5] focuses on continuous functions,
but as discussed above, we will not make this assumption. The aim of
this section is to interpret the results of [5] in the language of barycen-
tric algebras and show how they can be obtained within this theory.
Let Π be a convex polytope in R

k with n vertices, considered as
a barycentric algebra. A function f ∈ Set(Π, In) will be now spec-
ified by the element (f1, . . . , fn) of the pointwise barycentric algebra
Set(Π, I)n.
By Set1(Π, In) we denote the set of all functions from the set Π to

In ∈ B which have the partition of unity property, i.e.

f ∈ Set1(Π, In) ⇔ f ∈ Set(Π, In) and

n
∑

i=1

fi(a) = 1 for all a ∈ Π.
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Lemma 4.1. Set1(Π, In) is a subalgebra of the barycentric algebra
Set(Π, In).

Proof. For f, g ∈ Set1(Π, In) and q ∈ I◦, one has

q(f, g) = q ((f1, f2, . . . , fn), (g1, g2, . . . gn))

=
(

q(f1, g1), q(f2, g2), . . . q(fn, gn)
)

.

Then
n
∑

i=1

q(fi, gi) = q

(

n
∑

i=1

fi,

n
∑

i=1

gi

)

= q(1Π,1Π) = 1Π.

�

In a similar way, one can show that Set1LP (Π, I
n), consisting of all

partitions of unity with the Lagrange property, also forms a convex set.
Hence, we obtain the following sequence of subalgebras in C:

(4.1) Set1LP (Π, I
n) ≤ Set1(Π, In) ≤ Set(Π, In).

Definition 4.2. [5, (2.6)] The mapping

T : Set1(Π, In) → Set(Π,Rk);

f 7→

(

Tf : Π → R
k; a 7→

n
∑

i=1

fi(a)vi

)

is called the tautological map.

Lemma 4.3. The tautological map T is a barycentric homomorhism.

Proof. For f, g ∈ Set1(Π, In), q ∈ I◦ and a ∈ Π, one has

T
(

q(f, g)
)

(a) =

n
∑

i=1

q(fi, gi)(a)vi =

n
∑

i=1

q(fi(a)vi, gi(a)vi)

= q(
n
∑

i=1

fi(a)vi,
n
∑

i=1

gi(a)vi) = q (T (f), T (g)) (a).

�

Corollary 4.4. [12, Theorem 6.6] The set KΠ of cooordinate systems
on a polytope Π with vertex set V forms a convex subset of Set1(Π, In)
under pointwise barycentric operations.

Proof. Due to idempotence, the singleton {1Π} is a subalgebra in the
convex set Set(Π,Rk). Its homomorphic preimage T−1({1Π}), as a sub-
algebra in the convex set Set1(Π, In), is itself a convex set. Obviously,
T−1({1Π}) = KΠ (see also [5, Proposition 2.1]). �
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In fact, direct calculations show that KΠ ≤ Set1LP (Π, I
n) in the

sequence (4.1). The following lemma describes when the algebras co-
incide.

Lemma 4.5. [5, Theorem 2.3] Suppose f ∈ T−1
(

B(Π,Rk)
)

. Then f
has the Lagrange property if and only if f is a barycentric coordinate
system.

Proof. By the Lagrange property of f we obtain Tf (vi) = vi for i =
1, . . . n. Recall that any element of a convex polytope can be repre-
sented as a convex combination of the vertices. Let a ∈ Π and let λi ∈ I
for i = 1, . . . , n be such that a =

∑n

i=1
λivi. Since Tf is a barycentric

homomorphism, we obtain Tf (a) = Tf (
∑n

i=1
λivi) =

∑n

i=1
λiTf(vi) =

∑n

i=1
λivi. Hence Tf = 1Π and f ∈ KΠ. �

In [5, Section 3] further properties of the tautological map T have
been investigated. We describe some of them in the language of bary-
centric algebra theory.

Corollary 4.6. Let Π ⊂ R
k be a convex polytope on n vertices.

(a) [5, Theorem 3.2]: T
(

Set1(Π, In)
)

= Set(Π,Π);

(b) [5, Theorem 3.4 (i)-(ii)]: T
(

Set1LP (Π, I
n)
)

= {h ∈ Set(Π,Π):
h(vi) = vi, i = 1, . . . , n};

(c) [5, Theorem 3.4 (iii)-(iv)]: T (B1

LP (Π, I
n)) = {h ∈ B(Π,Π):

h(vi) = vi, i = 1, . . . , n} = T (KΠ) = {1Π};
(d) [5, Proposition 3.5]: B(Π,Π) = {h ∈ B(Π,Rk) : h(V ) ⊂ Π}.

Proof. (a) (⇒) Let f = Tp for some p ∈ Set1(Π, In). It follows that
f(a) =

∑n

i=1
pi(a)vi for any a ∈ Π and, as a convex combination of

vertices of Π, f(a) ∈ Π.

(⇐) Now, let f ∈ Set(Π,Π). Let λ ∈ KΠ be as described in Example
3.7. For i = 1, . . . , n take pi = λi ◦ f . Then p = (p1, . . . , pn) has the
partition of unity property, since λ has it. Moreover,

∑n

i=1
pi(a)vi =

∑n

i=1
λi(f(a))vi = f(a) for any a ∈ Π. Hence, f = Tp.

(b) is proved the same way as (a).

Items (c) and (d) follow immediately by Proposition 2.7. �
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[9] A.F. Möbius, Der Baryzentrische Calcul, Barth, Leipzig, 1827.
https://doi.org/10.3931/e-rara-14538

[10] A.B. Romanowska, J.D.H. Smith, “Modal Theory”, Heldermann Verlag,
Berlin, 1985.

[11] A.B. Romanowska, J.D.H. Smith, “Modes”, World Scientific, Singapore, 2002.
https://doi.org/10.1142/4953

[12] A.B. Romanowska, J.D.H. Smith, A. Zamojska-Dzienio, “Barycentric algebra
and convex polygon coordinates”, https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.11634

[13] A.B. Romanowska, J.D.H. Smith, A. Zamojska-Dzienio, “From affine to
barycentric coordinates in polytopes”, https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.00828

[14] J.D.H. Smith, “Modes, modals, and barycentric algebras: a brief survey and
an additivity theorem”, Demonstr. Math. 44 (2011), 571–587.
https://doi.org/10.1515/dema-2013-0332

[15] M.H. Stone, “Postulates for the barycentric calculus”, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl.

29 (1949), 25–30.
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02413910.

[16] J. Warren, S. Schaefer, A.N. Hirani, M. Desbrun, “Barycentric cordinates for
convex sets”, Adv. Comput. Math. 27 (2007), 319–338.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10444-005-9008-6

Faculty of Mathematics and Information Science, Warsaw Univer-

sity of Technology, 00-661 Warsaw, Poland

Email address : anna.zamojska@pw.edu.pl


	1. Introduction
	2. Real barycentric algebras
	2.1. The basic definition
	2.2. Homomorphisms, subalgebras, products
	2.3. Convex sets
	2.4. Barycentric algebras of functions
	2.5. Basic examples
	2.6. Convex combinations

	3. Polytope coordinate systems
	3.1. Barycentric coordinate systems on convex polytopes
	3.2. The convex set of coordinate systems

	4. The tautological map
	References

