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EQUIVALENCE OF CONTINUOUS, LOCAL AND INFINITESIMAL
RIGIDITY IN NORMED SPACES

SEAN DEWAR

ABSTRACT. We present a rigorous study of framework rigidity in general finite dimensional
normed spaces from the perspective of Lie group actions on smooth manifolds. As an appli-
cation, we prove an extension of Asimow and Roth’s 1978/9 result establishing the equiva-
lence of local, continuous and infinitesimal rigidity for regular bar-and-joint frameworks in a
d-dimensional Euclidean space. Further, we obtain upper bounds for the dimension of the space
of trivial motions for a framework and establish the flexibility of small frameworks in general
non-Euclidean normed spaces.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A framework (G, p) is an embedding p of the vertices of a simple graph G into a given normed
space. With a given framework a natural question is whether it is in some sense “rigid”. In
Euclidean spaces many types of rigidity such as global, redundant and universal have been
studied intensely [11] [25] [7]. We wish to detect whether a framework in a general normed space
is structurally rigid in the sense that either any continuous motion of the vertices that preserves
the edge lengths corresponds to an isometric motion of the embedded vertices (continuous
rigidity) or that the embedding is locally unique up to an isometric map (local rigidity). In
Euclidean space, one method is to consider the a priori stronger notion of infinitesimal rigidity
as this implies local and continuous rigidity (see for example [6]). We shall prove the below
theorem (found in Section []):

Theorem 1.1. Let (G,p) be a constant (see Section[]) finite framework in a finite dimensional
normed space X, then the following are equivalent:

(i) (G,p) is infinitesimally rigid in X,

(ii) (G,p) is locally rigid in X,
(i1i) (G,p) is continuously rigid in X .

In 1978/9 L. Asimow and B. Roth proved Theorem [T T]in the special case where X is Euclidean
[3] [4]. Recently research has been undertaken into framework rigidity in non-Euclidean normed
spaces, in particular spaces with £, norms (p € [1, 00]) [16], polyhedral norms [14] and matrix
norms such as the Schatten p-norms [15]. For recent research into infinitesimal rigidity we
refer the reader to [24] [12] for frameworks with symmetry, [I3] [10] for infinitesimal rigidity
concerning alternative types of frameworks and [22] for frameworks on surfaces.
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In Section [8] we will present a rigorous study of the orbit and the trivial motion space of a set
of points. We will give an upper bound for the dimension of the space of trivial motions which
will be achievable by most placements. Utilising this we shall in Section (] prove Theorem [Tl

In Section [5] we shall obtain further bounds on the dimension of the space of trivial infinitesi-
mal motions for frameworks that lie on some hyperplane of the normed space. These results will
allow us to prove that no small framework (a framework with less vertices than the dimension
of the normed space plus one) on two or more vertices is infinitesimally rigid in a non-Euclidean
space (see Theorem [G.8]).

2. PRELIMINARIES

All normed spaces (X, || - ||) shall be assumed to be over R and finite dimensional; further we
shall denote a normed space by X when there is no ambiguity. For any normed space X we
shall use the notation B,(z), B,[z] and S,[z] for the open ball, closed ball and the sphere with
centre x and radius r > 0 respectively. We shall define a normed space to be a Euclidean space
if its norm is generated by an inner product, otherwise X is a non-Fuclidean (normed) space.

Given normed spaces X,Y we shall denote by L(X,Y’) the normed space of all linear maps
from X to Y with the operator norm || - ||op and A(X,Y") to be space of all affine maps from X
to Y with the norm topology. If X =Y we shall abbreviate to L(X) and A(X) and if Y =R
with the standard norm we define X* := L(X,R) and refer to the operator norm as || - || when
there is no ambiguity. We denote by ¢ the identity map on X.

For a C'-differentiable manifold M we shall denote by T, M the tangent space of M at x € M
and TM :=J,¢p; T M. For a general reference on the theory of manifolds we refer the reader
to [19, Section 3.

2.1. Differentiation. For normed spaces X,Y andU C X,V C Y wedefineamap f:U —V
to be (Fréchet) differentiable at o € U° (the interior of U) if there exists a linear map df (xg) :
X — Y such that

1/ (xo +h) = f(xo) — df (zo)hlly

12l

as h — 0; we refer to df (xq) as the (Fréchet) derivative of f at xo. If U' C U° is open and f is
differentiable at all points in U’ we say that f is differentiable on U’. If f is differentiable on
U’ and the map

—0

df - U' = L(X,Y), = — df(z)

is continuous then we say that f is C'-differentiable on U’ and define df to be the C'-derivative
of f; if U = U we just say that f is C'-differentiable. For all & € N we define inductively
d*f .= d(d*='f) where d'f := df and d’f := f; by this we define f to be C*-differentiable
if d*f exists and is continuous. If f is C*-differentiable for all k € NU {0} we say f is OC°°-
differentiable or smooth. If f is C*-differentiable and bijective with C*-differentiable inverse we
say that f is a C*-diffeomorphism or smooth diffeomorphism if k = oco.

Some of the results referenced refer specifically to Gdteaux differentiation, however we will
only consider Lipschitz maps between finite dimensional normed spaces and in this case Gateaux
differentiability is equivalent to differentiability by [5, Proposition 4.3]. If we were to observe
the connection between the rigidity map and the rigidity operator of an infinite framework this
would not hold to be true.

For Ck-manifolds M and N with k¥ € N U {0,00} we define a map f : M — N to be
C*-differentiable if for any 2 € M and chart (V,1) of N with f(x) € N there exists a chart
(U, ¢) of M such that z € U, f(U) C V and ¢ o f o ¢~ ! is C*-differentiable on U. If f also has
a C*-differentiable inverse then it is a C*-diffeomorphism. For k > 1 we may define for each
r € M the maps df (v) : T,M — TyyN and df : TM — TN that will be consistent if M, N
are normed spaces, we refer the reader to [19, Section 3.3] for more detail.
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Remark 2.1. If we have a continuous path « : (a,b) — X that is differentiable at ¢ € (a,b)
with differential o/(¢) in the traditional sense i.e

a(t+h) — a(t)

)

"(t) == 1
o) = fmy

then o/ (t) = da(t)(1).

2.2. Support functionals, smoothness and strict convexity. Let x € X and f € X*,
then we say that f is support functional of z if | f| = ||z|| and f(z) = ||z||>. By an application
of the Hahn-Banach theorem it can be shown that every point must have a support functional.

We say that a non-zero point x is smooth if it has a unique support functional and define
smooth(X) C X\ {0} to be the set of smooth points of X. If smooth(X)U{0} = X then we say
that X is smooth. We define a norm to be strictly convez if ||tz + (1 — t)y|| < 1 for all distinct
x,y € S1[0] and ¢ € (0, 1).

The dual map of X is the map ¢ : smooth(X) U {0} — X* that sends each smooth point to
its unique support functional and ¢(0) = 0. It is immediate that ¢ is homogeneous since f is
the support functional of x if and only if af is the support functional of az for a # 0.

Remark 2.2. If X is Euclidean with inner product (-,-) then all non-zero points are smooth
and we have p(z) = (x,-) where (z,) : y — (x,y).

Proposition 2.3. For any normed space X the following properties hold:
(i) For xo # 0, ¢ € smooth(X) if and only if v — ||x|| is differentiable at .
(i1) If x — ||z|| is differentiable at xq then it has derivative Hx—l()H‘P(xO)'
(iii) The set smooth(X) is dense in X and smooth(X)¢ has measure zero with respect to the
Lebesgue measure on X
(iv) The map @ is continuous.

Proof. () & ([): By [17, Lemma 1],  — ||z|| is differentiable at x¢ if and only if 2y € smooth(X)
with derivative ”x—longp(xo).

([): The result follows from [l and [23] Theorem 25.5] as x +— ||z is convex.

(v): By [23, Theorem 25.5], the map = — ﬁap(x) is continuous on smooth(X), thus ¢ is
continuous on smooth(X) also. As ¢(z) = ||z| it follows that ¢ is continuous at 0 € X* also as
required. O

2.3. Isometry groups. We shall define Isom(X, |- ||) to be the group of isometries of (X, || -||)
and Isom™"(X, | - ||) to be the group of linear isometries of X with the group actions being
composition; we shall denote these as Isom(X) and Isom™"(X) if there is no ambiguity. It
can be seen by Mazur-Ulam’s theorem [26] that all isometries of a finite dimensional normed
space are affine i.e. each isometry is the unique composition of a linear isometry followed by a
translation, thus Isom(X) has the topology inherited from A(X). It follows from the Closed
Subgroup theorem [19, Theorem 5.1.14] that for any normed space the group of isometries is
a Lie group (a smooth finite dimensional manifold with smooth group operations) while the
group of linear isometries is a compact Lie group since it is closed and bounded in L(X).

Lemma 2.4. Let X be a d-dimensional normed space, then the following holds:

(i) There exists a unique Euclidean space (X, ||-||2) such that Isom(X, |- ||) is a subgroup and
a closed smooth submanifold of Isom(X, || - [|2) and Isom™™(X, || - ||) s a subgroup and a
closed smooth submanifold of Isom™™ (X, || - [|2).

(ii) If X is Euclidean then:
. d(d+1
(a) dlmlsom(X) = %,
(b) dim Isom™*(X) = d(d2—1)'
(iii) If X is non-Euclidean then:
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. d(d—1
(a) d < dimIsom(X) < % +1,

(b) 0 < dimIsom™"(X) < (dfl)QM ey

Proof. ({): This follows from [26, Corollary 3.3.4] and the Closed Subgroup theorem [19] Theo-
rem 5.1.14].
([): See [9, Section 2.5.5] and [9, Section 2.5.9].
(): |21, Lemma 4].
(]

2.4. Placements and bar-joint frameworks. We shall assume that all graphs are simple
i.e. no loops or parallel edges, however we will allow them to have a countably infinite vertex
set unless we explicitly state otherwise. We will denote V(G) and E(G) to be the vertex and
edge sets of G respectively. If H is a subgraph of G we will represent this by H C G. For a set
S we shall denote by Kg the complete graph on the set S.

Let X be a normed space. For any set S we say p € X7 is a placement of S in X; we will
denote this (p, S) if we need to clarify what set p is the placement of. For a graph G we say p
is a placement of G in X if p is a placement of V(G). We define a (bar-joint) framework to be
a pair (G, p) where G is a graph and p is a placement of G in X. For all X and S we will gift
X9 the product topology from X; if |S| < oo we define the norm

Il (o)ves > ma |

on X°. For x € X¥ and T C S we define z|7 := (,)per € XT.

A placement p is spanning in X if the set {p, : v € S} affinely spans X. A placement p is
in general position if for any choice of distinct vertices vy, v1,...,v, € S (n < dim X) the set
{py, :i=0,1,...,n} is affinely independent. It is immediate that if p is in general position and
|S| > dim X + 1 then p is spanning. We denote the set of placements of S in general position
by G(S) C X*; likewise for any graph G we let G(G) := G(V(G)). If S is finite then G(S) is
an open dense subset of X and X*\ G(S) has measure zero; we can see this as G(S) is the
complement of an algebraic set.

For placements (q,T), (p,S) we say (¢,T) is a subplacement of (p,S) (or (¢,T) C (p,9))
if T C S and p, = gy for all v € T. For frameworks (H,q) and (G,p) we say (H,q) is a
subframework of (G,p) (or (H,q) C (G,p)) it H C G and p, = ¢, for all v € V(H). If H is also
a spanning subgraph we say that (H,q) is a spanning subframework of (G, p).

3. TRIVIAL MOTIONS OF PLACEMENTS

3.1. Structure of the orbit of a placement. Let I" be a Lie group and M a (finite dimen-
sional) smooth manifold. If there exists a smooth group action
p:T'xM— M, (g,2) — gx

we say that ¢ is a Lie group action of I' on M. We define the following for all x € M:

(i) the stabiliser of x, Stab, :={g € I : g.x = z},

(i) the orbit of x, Oy :={g.x : g € '},

(iii) ¢p: T — Oy, g g.x.
We say that I' acts properly on M if the map

0:Tx M — MxM, (g,2) = (¢(g,2),2)

is proper i.e. the preimage of any compact set is compact. If H is a closed subgroup of I" then by
[19, Theorem 5.1.16] I'/ H (the set of left cosets gH, g € T') has a unique manifold structure such
that the quotient map 7 : I' — I'/H is a smooth surjective submersion i.e. dr(g) is surjective
for all g € I
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Lemma 3.1. [, Corollary 4.1.22] Let ¢ be a Lie group action of T' on M. Suppose T' acts
properly on M, then Oy is a closed smooth submanifold of M that is diffeomorphic to I’/ Stab,
under the map ¢, : g Stab, — g.x.

For any set S, z € X° and affine map g € A(X) we define g.z := (g(x,))ves. With this
notation we define for any S the map

¢ :Isom(X) x X% = X ¢ g

If | S| < oo then this is a Lie group action of Isom(X) on X*; we shall always refer to this group
action if we mention Isom(X) acting on X?.

Lemma 3.2. For any X and |S| < co the group of isometries Isom(X) acts properly on X*5.

Proof. Let ((gn.p™, p™))nen be a convergent sequence in the image of 6 : Isom(X) x X% —
X9 x X% with limit (¢,p). By Mazur-Ulam’s theorem [26] that for each n € N there exists
G, € Isom""(X) and z, € X such that g, = T}, o G,, where T}, is the translation map
Y= y+Tn. As (gn.p",p"))nen converges then (g,,.p")nen and (p™)nen are bounded in X,
thus (zp,)nen is bounded as

2]l = [(zn)veslls < 1Gn-p™ + (@n)veslls + |Gn-p"[ls = llgn-p"lls + [Ip"[|s;
it follows by Bolzano-Weierstrass that we have a convergent subsequence (z, )xeny with limit
r € X. Since Isom™"(X) is compact, there exists a convergent subsequence (G, Jien of
(Gny)ken with limit G € Isom™?(X); this implies (9ny, ien converges to g := T 0 G. As

((gn,P™))nen has a convergent subsequence it follows that 6 is proper as required. O

Lemma 3.3. Let p be a placement of a finite set in X, then O is a closed smooth submanifold
of XV(&) and the map

¢, Isom(X)/ Stab, — O,, gStab, — g.p
is a smooth diffeomorphism.

Proof. By Lemma and Lemma [B.1] it follows that O, is a closed smooth submanifold of
XV(©) diffeomorphic to Isom(X)/ Stab, under the diffeomorphism ¢,. O

Lemma 3.4. Let (¢,T) C (p,S) be placements in X where the affine span of {p, : v € S}
is equal to the affine span of {q, : v € T'}. If |T| < oo then O, is a smooth manifold that is
diffeomorphic to Oy and the restriction map

p: Op — Oq, (xv)veS — (xv)veT

18 a smooth diffeomorphism.

Proof. Define the (finite dimensional) linear spaces

A, :={hp:heAX)} Ay ={h.g:heAX)}.
We note that the linear map p : A, = A, where p(z) := z|7 is a continuous linear isomorphism.
This implies the map ﬁ’lloq is a smooth embedding into A4, with image O,. By Lemma
B3l O, is a smooth manifold, thus O, is diffeomorphic to O, and p := ;3|8Z is a smooth
diffeomorphism. O

We will define a continuous path through a placement p in X to be a family « := (o, )ves
of continuous paths a,, : (—d,0) — X (for some fixed § > 0) where a,,(0) = p, for all v € S. If
a(t) == (aw(t))ves € O, for all t € (—0,0) then « is a trivial finite motion.

Let u € X5, If there exists a trivial finite motion « of p that is differentiable at ¢t = 0 and
u, = o, (0) for all v € S then we say that u is a trivial (infinitesimal) motion of p. For any
placement p we shall denote 7 (p) to be the the set all trivial infinitesimal motions of p.
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Theorem 3.5. Let p be a placement in X, then O, is a smooth manifold with tangent space
T(p) at p and

gzgp : Isom(X)/ Stab, — O, g Stab, — g.p
18 a smooth diffeomorphism.

Proof. Choose a finite subplacement (¢q,T") of (p,S) so that the p and ¢ affinely span the same
space, then by Lemma B3] O, is a smooth manifold diffeomorphic to Isom(X)/Stab, under
the smooth diffeomorphism (5(1. By Lemma 3.4 O, is a smooth manifold diffeomorphic to
Isom(X)/Stab, and the restriction map p : @O, — O, is a smooth diffeomorphism. As ¢, =
p~to gzgq then it is also a smooth diffeomorphism. It follows from its definition that 7 (p) is the
tangent space of O, at p. U

Corollary 3.6. The map ¢, is a smooth submersion and d¢y(t) : T,Isom(X) — T(p) is
surjective with doy(t)g = g.p for all g € T,Isom(X). Further, ker dp,(t) = T, Stab,,.

Proof. By Theorem [B.5] <;~5p is a smooth diffeomorphism. We note that ¢, = gzgp o m where
7 : Isom(X) — Isom(X)/ Stab, is the natural quotient map. By the Closed Subgroup theorem
[19, Theorem 5.1.14] 7 is a smooth submersion, thus ¢, is a smooth submersion also and dey(¢)
is surjective. As qu is a smooth diffeomorphism then ker d¢, (1) = ker w as required. O

Corollary 3.7. Let (p,S) and (q,T) be placements in X where the affine span of {p, : v € S}
is equal to the affine span of {q, : v € T}, then the following hold:

(i) The orbits O, and Oy are diffeomorphic.
(it) dim T (p) = dim T (q).
(i13) If (¢,T) C (p,S) then the restriction map
p: Op — Oqa (xv)vES = (xv)vET

s a smooth diffeomorphism.

Proof. ([)): Choose a finite subplacement (r,U) C (¢,T) C (p,S) so that the affine span of
{ry : v € U} is equal to the affine span of {g, : v € T'}. Define the restriction maps pr : Oy = O,
and pg : Op = O,, then by Lemma B.4] pr, ps are smooth diffeomorphisms. As p = p;l o ps
then it is also a smooth diffeomorphism.

@: If (¢,7) < (p,S) this follows from [l Suppose (¢,T) is not a subplacement of (p,.S).
Define (¢,S UT) to be the placement where t|s = p and t|;7 = q. We note all three placements
have the same affine span of their placement points. As (p,S) C (¢,SUT) and (¢,T) C (¢,SUT)
then by part il we have O, = O; = O, as required.

(@): By Theorem 3.5l O, has tangent space 7 (p) at p and O, has tangent space 7 (¢) at gq.
By partll O, = O, and so dim T (p) = dim 7 (g). O

3.2. Upper and lower bounds of the dimension of 7 (p).

Proposition 3.8. The following hold for any placement p:
(1) dop(v) is injective if and only if ¢y, is a smooth local diffeomorphism i.e. do,(g) is bijective
for all g € Isom(X).
(i1) ¢p is injective if and only if ¢, is a smooth diffeomorphism.
If either[d or[id hold then dim T (p) = Isom(X).

Proof. If ¢, is a local diffeomorphism it follows d¢,(¢) is bijective. Suppose d¢,(¢) is injec-
tive. Choose g € Isom(X), then dimkerd¢,(g) = 0; this follows as there exists non-zero
u € kerdg,(g) with corresponding smooth curve o : (—1,1) — Isom(X) (ie. «(0) = g,
o/ (0) = u) then the curve t + g~ 'a(t) generates a non-zero tangent vector at ¢ that lies in
the kernel of d¢, (). By this it follows that d¢, () is injective if and only if d¢,(g) is injective
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for all g € Isom(X). By Corollary B.6lit follows that d¢,(g) is bijective for all g € Isom(X) and
so is a local diffeomorphism. .

If ¢, is injective then Stab, is trivial, thus Isom(X)/Stab, = Isom(X) and ¢, = ¢,. By
Theorem it then follows ¢, is a smooth diffeomorphism. Conversely suppose ¢, is a smooth
diffeomorphism, then as ¢, = qu o m it follows that the quotient map 7 is a diffeomorphism.
This implies 7 is a group isomorphism, thus Stab, is trivial and ¢, is injective.

If either il or il hold then d¢p(¢) is bijective and dim 7 (p) = Isom(X). O

Definition 3.9. We define a placement p to be full if ¢, is a local diffeomorphism and isomet-
rically full if ¢, is a diffeomorphism.

It is immediate that any isometrically full placement is full. By part il of Proposition [3.8] our
notion of full agrees with that given in [I5]. The set of full placements of a set S will be denoted
by Full(S) and likewise the set of full placements of a graph G will be denoted by Full(G).

Corollary 3.10. All spanning placements are isometrically full.

Proof. Suppose g.p = p and choose vy,...,vq € S so that p,,,...,p,, is an affine basis of X,
then g(py;) = po, for all i = 0,...,d. By Mazum-Ulam’s theorem [26] ¢ is affine and so since
Dugs - - - » Puy 18 an affine basis of X this map must be unique. As ¢.p = p then g = ¢ and ¢, is
injective. The result now follows by part [l of Proposition [3.8 O

Example 3.11. We shall denote by X the space R? with the £3-norm. The linear isometries of
X are generated by the 7/2 anticlockwise rotation around the origin and the reflection in the
line {(¢,0) : t € R}. Let S = {v1,v2} and (p,S) and (g, S) be the non-spanning placements in
X where p,, = q», =0, py, = (1,0) and ¢,, = (1,2). Both placements are full in X, however ¢
is isometrically full while p is not. This example shows that while all spanning placements are
isometrically full and all isometrically full placements are full the reverse is not necessarily true.

Proposition 3.12. Let d+1 < |S| < 0o and dim X = d. Then Full(S) is an open dense subset
of X and Full(S)¢ has measure zero with respect to the Lebesque measure on X°.

Proof. Since |S| > d+1 then all placements in general position are spanning. By Corollary B0

we have G(S) C Full(S), thus as G(S) is dense in X then Full(S) is dense in X*. Since G(S)°

is an algebraic set then it has measure zero, thus it follows Full(S)¢ also has measure zero.
Define the affine map

F: X5 = L(T, Tsom(X), X%), p s dep(1).

The set of injective maps of L(T}, Isom(X), X*) is open. We note Full(S) is the preimage of the
set of injective maps of L(T, Isom(X), X®) under F by part [ of Proposition B8 and so Full(S)
is open. O

Corollary 3.13. All isometrically full placements in X are spanning if and only if X is Eu-
clidean.

Proof. Suppose all isometrically full placements in X are spanning, then it follows by part [l of
Proposition B.8 that for all linear hyperplanes Y of X there exists a linear map Ty # ¢ that is
invariant on Y. By [2} (4.7)] X is Euclidean.

Conversely suppose X is Euclidean. If p is a non-spanning placement then p lies in some
affine hyperplane H. We note that if A is the reflection in H then h.p = p, thus by part [ of
Proposition B.8 p is not isometrically full. O

We may now give an upper and lower bound for the dimension of T (p).
Theorem 3.14. For any placement p in a d-dimensional space X,
d < dim T (p) < dimIsom(X)
with dim T (p) = dim Isom(X) if and only if p is full.
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Proof. By Corollary B.6, d¢p(¢) : T,Isom(X) — T (p) is surjective, thus we have dim 7 (p) <
dim Isom(X). Let x1,...,2z4 € X be a basis and define for each i € {1,...,d} the trivial finite
flex a(i) where for each v € S we have «(i), : (=1,1) - X, t — p, + tz;. We note that
(a(i):(0))yes = (xi)ves € T(p) for each i € {1,...,d}, thus dim T (p) > d.

If p is full then by Proposition B8 dim7 (p) = dimIsom(X). If dim7 (p) = dimIsom(X)
then by Corollary 3.6l d¢,(¢) is bijective; it then follows by part il of Proposition B.8] that p is
full. O

A rigid motion of X is a family v := (7;)zex of continuous maps 7, : (=4,§) - X, z € X
(for some fixed 6 > 0) where 7,(0) = x and ||7,(t) — ()| = ||z — y|| for all z,y € X and
t € (—6,60). The following shows that our definition of a trivial finite motion agrees with the
definition given in [I6] if a framework is isometrically full.

Proposition 3.15. Let p be an isometrically full placement in X. If o is a continuous path
through p in X then the following are equivalent:
(i) a is a trivial finite motion.
(i) There exists a unique continuous path h : (—=4,0) — Isom(X) such that hi(p,) = c(t) for
allt € (—6,0), veS.

(111) There exists a unique rigid motion ~y such that v, = o, for allv € S.

Proof. ([l =-M): As « is a continuous path in O, and ¢, is a smooth diffeomorphism we define
the unique continuous path h := ¢, Lo a.

(1l = [l): Define v to be the unique family of maps v where 7, (t) = hi(z) for all x € X and
t € (=9,9), then v is a rigid motion as required.

([l = [): We note that - restricted to the set {p, : v € S} is a trivial finite motion. O

4. EQUIVALENCE OF CONTINUOUS, LOCAL AND INFINITESIMAL RIGIDITY

4.1. Continuous, local and infinitesimal rigidity. We say that an edge vw € E(G) of a
framework (G,p) is well-positioned if p, — p,, € smooth(X); if this holds we define ¢, ,, =

% <”£::£Z”>. If all edges of (G, p) are well-positioned we say that (G, p) is well-positioned and

p is a well-positioned placement of G. We shall denote the subset of well-positioned placements

of G in X by the set W(G).

Lemma 4.1. Let G be finite, then W(G) is dense subset of XV and W(G)® has measure
zero with respect to the Lebesque measure on XV(G),

Proof. By part il of Proposition 23] the set smooth(X) is dense and its compliment has measure
zero, thus the result holds for all graphs with a single edge. Suppose the result holds for all
graphs with n — 1 edges and let G be any graph with n edges. Choose vw € E(G), and define
G1, G to be the graphs on V(G) where E(G1) = E(G)\ {vw} and E(G2) = {vw} then W(G1)*
and W(G2)¢ have measure zero by assumption. As W(G)¢ = W(G1)¢ U W(G2)¢ then W(G)¢
has measure zero also; this further implies W(G) is also dense. The result now follows by
induction. O

We define the rigidity map of G (in X) to be the continuous map
Ja: XV© L RFO) g = (Tv)veva) = (170 — Tw|wweE(G)

and for well-positioned placements p we also define the rigidity operator of G at p in X to be
the continuous linear map

dfG’(p) : XV(G) - RE(G)7 T = (xU)UGV(G) = (‘pv,w(xv - xw))vwEE(G)'

For any framework we define the configuration space of (G,p) in X to be the set f5'[fc(p)]-
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Proposition 4.2. [17, Proposition 6] If G is finite then f¢ is differentiable at p if and only if p
is a well-positioned placement of G; if this holds then the rigidity operator at p is the derivative
of the rigidity map at p.

Lemma 4.3. If G is finite then the map
dfc - W(G) = L(XV @ REO) | 2 dfg(x)
18 continuous.
Proof. This follows from part vl of Proposition 231 O

For a finite graph G we say that a well-positioned framework (G,p) is regular if for all
g € W(G) we have rank dfc(p) > rankdfc(q). We shall denote the subset of W(G) of regular
placements of G by R(G).

Lemma 4.4. Let G be finite, then R(G) is a non-empty open subset of W(G).

For this lemma we shall need to use the fact that the rank function on the space of linear
maps between finite dimensional normed spaces X, Y is lower semi-continuous i.e. for all ¢ > 0
the set {T' € L(X,Y) : rank T > ¢} is open.

Proof. Let n := sup{rankdfa(p) : p € W(G)}. The rank function T" — rank 7" is lower semi-
continuous and by Lemma 3] dfs is continuous, thus the map

f:W(G) = N, p— rankdfz(p)
is lower semi-continuous. As R(G) = f~![[n,00)] then R(G) is open. O

We define a finite flex of a framework (G, p) to be a continuous path a through a placement
p where ||ay(t) — aw(t)|| = ||py — pw|| for all vw € E(G) and t € (—9,9). If « is a trivial finite
motion of a placement p of G we say « is a trivial finite flex of (G,p); we note that a will
automatically be a finite flex of (G, p) as isometries preserve distance.

If the only finite flexes of (G,p) are trivial then (G,p) is continuously rigid (in X ); (G,p)
will be defined to be continuously flexible if it is not continuously rigid. For a finite framework
(G,p) we say (G, p) is locally rigid (in X ) if there exists a neighbourhood U C XV(%) of p such
that fal[f(;l(p)] NU = O, NU; likewise we shall define a framework to be locally flexible if it
is not locally rigid. We classify these as types of finite rigidity.

We define v € XV to be a trivial (infinitesimal) flex of (G, p) if u is a trivial motion of p. If
(G,p) is well-positioned we say that u € XV is an (infinitesimal) flex of (G, p) if dfg(p)u = 0.
The following proposition shows a link between finite and infinitesimal flexes for frameworks.

Lemma 4.5. Let (G,p) be a well-positioned framework in X and « a finite flex of (G,p) that
is differentiable at 0, then (v, (0))vev () is an infinitesimal flex of (G,p).

Proof. This follows from the proof of [16, Lemma 2.1.(ii)]. O

Since all trivial flexes of (G, p) are trivial motions of p we shall also denote 7 (p) to be the
set all trivial infinitesimal flexes (G,p). If (G,p) is well-positioned we define F(G, p) to be the
space of all infinitesimal flexes of (G, p). The latter is clearly a linear space as it is exactly the
kernel of the rigidity operator. By Proposition it follows 7T (p) C F(G,p).

A well-positioned framework (G, p) is infinitesimally rigid (in X ) if every flex is trivial and
infinitesimally flexible (in X ) otherwise. We shall define a well-positioned (G, p) framework to
be independent if the rigidity operator of G at p, dfa(p), is surjective (or equivalently, if G is
finite, |E(G)| = rankdfs(p)) and define (G,p) to be dependent otherwise. If a framework is
infinitesimally rigid and independent we shall say that it is isostatic. We shall use the convention
that any framework with no edges (regardless of placement) is independent and that (K7, p) is
isostatic for any choice of placement p. It is immediate that if a framework is independent then
its placement is regular, however the reverse does not necessarily hold.
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Remark 4.6. In the setting of Euclidean space, all of the above definitions agree with those
used in [3] [4].

Lemma 4.7. Let (G,p) be a finite (possibly not spanning) framework in a d-dimensional normed
space X with |V(G)| > d+ 1. Suppose q € R(G) is full, then the following hold:

(i) If (G,p) is independent then (G,p) is reqular and (G, q) is independent.

(i1) If (G, p) is infinitesimally rigid then (G,p) is regular, p is full and (G, q) is infinitesimally

rigid.

Proof. [l): As (G,p) is independent then dfc(p) is surjective. As surjective linear maps have
maximal possible rank then (G, p) is regular. Since ¢ is regular it follows that (G, ¢) is indepen-
dent.

[): As (G,q) is regular then by the Rank-Nullity theorem we have

dlV(G)| — dim T (p) = rank dfc(p) < rank dfc(q) < d|V(G)| — dim T (q),

thus by Theorem B.I4] dim 7 (¢) < dim 7 (p) < dimIsom(X). As ¢ is full then by Theorem B.14],
dim 7 (¢) = dimIsom(X). It follows that dim 7 (p) = dimIsom(X) and thus p is full. From the
inequality it also follows that (G, ¢) is infinitesimally rigid. (]

Lemma 4.8. Let (G,p) be a independent framework and (H,q) C (G,p), then (H,q) is also
independent.

Proof. Choose a € RFU) Ag g x (0)oweE@\EH) € RE() and (G, p) is independent there

exists = € XV such that dfg(p)(z) = a x (0)vweE@)\EH)- We now note dfy(q)(z|v ) = a
as required. O

The following gives us some necessary and sufficient conditions for infinitesimal rigidity.

Theorem 4.9. [17, Theorem 10] Let finite (G,p) be well-positioned in X, then the following
hold:

(i) If (G,p) is independent then |E(G)| = (dim X)|V(G)| — dim F(G, p).

(i) If (G,p) is infinitesimally rigid then |E(G)| > (dim X)|V(G)| — dim T (p).

The following gives an equivalence for isostaticity.

Proposition 4.10. Let (G,p) be a well-positioned framework in X . If any two of the following
properties hold then so does the third (and (G,p) is isostatic):

(i) |E(G)| = (dim X)|V(G)| — dim T (p)

(ii) (G,p) is infinitesimally rigid

(i1i) (G,p) is independent.

Proof. Apply the Rank-Nullity theorem to the rigidity operator of G at p. The result follows
the same method as [8, Lemma 2.6.1.c]. O

Using the results from the last section we may now give a stronger result for independent
frameworks.

Corollary 4.11. Let (G,p) be a finite independent framework with |V (G)| > dim X + 1. Then
for all H C G with |V(H)| > d+ 1 we have |E(H)| < (dim X)|V(H)| — dimIsom(X). If (G,p)
is also isostatic then |E(G)| = (dim X)|V(G)| — dim Isom(X).

Proof. By Lemma ] and Lemma E4 since G(G) is an open dense subset of XV(@) and G(G)®
has measure zero the set R(G)NG(G) is non-empty, thus we choose p’ to be a regular placement
of G in general position. Since (G,p’) is regular it follows that it is also independent.

Define q := p'|y/ (), then (H, g) is in general position. As (H,q) C (G, p’) then by Proposition
48 (H,q) is independent; furthermore as H has at least d + 1 vertices then ¢ is spanning. By
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Theorem (4.9 we have |E(H)| = (dim X)|V (H)| — dim F(H, ¢). By Corollary B.10] and Proposi-
tion 3.8 dim 7 (¢) = dim Isom(X), thus as 7 (q) C F(H,q) we have the required inequality.

If (G,p) is also isostatic then by Proposition 10 |E(G)| = (dim X)|V(G)| — dim T (p). By
part [l of Lemma 7] p is full, thus by Theorem 314 dim 7 (p) = dim Isom(X) as required. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem [I.Jl For a finite graph G we say that a well-positioned framework
(G,p) is constant if there is a neighbourhood N(p) C W(G) of p such that rankdfz(q) =
rank df(p) for all ¢ € N(p). We shall denote C(G) to be the subset of W(G) of constant
placements of G.

For Euclidean spaces R(G) = C(G) as R(G) is an open dense subset of XV (@) (see [3, Section
3] for more details).

Lemma 4.12. Let (G,p) a constant finite framework in X, then there exists an open neigh-
bourhood U C X&) of p such that f5*[fc(p)]NU is a C*-manifold with tangent space F(G,p)
at p and O, NU is a C'-submanifold of f5'[fa(p)|NU.

Proof. Since (G, p) is constant p is an interior point of W(G), so by Proposition [£2] and Lemma
A3 fq is C'-differentiable with constant rank on an open neighbourhood of p in XV(¢). By the
Constant Rank Theorem ([19, Theorem 2.5.15]) there exists an open neighbourhood U ¢ XV (&)
of p such that f5'[fc(p)] N U is a C'-manifold with tangent space ker dfc:(p) = F(G,p) at p.
By Theorem 3.5, O, is a smooth manifold. As O,NU C f5'[fa(p)]NU C XV(%) and both are
C'-submanifolds of XV(%) then the inclusion map O,NU < f5'[fc(p)|NU is a C'-embedding,
thus O, N U is a C'-submanifold of f;'[fc(p)] NU. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem [Tl
Theorem [l By Lemma EI2, O, N U is a C'-submanifold of fél[fg(p)] N U for some open

neighbourhood U of p. As manifolds are locally path-connected we may assume we chose U
small enough such that fél[fg(p)] NU and O, NU are path-connected.

(Infinitesimal rigidity < Local rigidity): Since O, NU is a C!-submanifold of fal[fg(p)] NnU
we have

o' lfe()] NU" = 0, N U’ for some open neighbourhood U’ C U of p

< Tp(fal[fG(p)] NU)=T1,(0,NU)
& F(G,p)=T(p);

this is equivalent to saying (G, p) is infinitesimally rigid if and only if (G, p) is locally rigid.

(Continuous rigidity = Local rigidity): Suppose (G, p) is continuously rigid. Choose ¢ €
f5'[fa(p))NU, then there exists a continuous path from p to ¢ in f5'[f(p)] NU. This implies
that we may define a finite flex « of (G, p) such that a(tg) = ¢ for some tg € (—4,5). Since
(G,p) is continuously rigid then « is trivial and thus a continuous path in O,. It now follows
q € O,NU as required.

(Local rigidity = Continuous rigidity): Suppose (G, p) is locally rigid, then there exists € > 0
such that B.(p) C U (the open ball with respect to the normed space (XV(©) || - lv(a))) and
f5'[fa(p)] N Be(p) = Op N Be(p). First note that both f;'[fc(p)] and O, are invariant under
Isom(X). Choose any g € O, then there exists g € Isom(X) such that g.p = ¢. We now note
that

Op N Be(q) = 9.(Op N Be(p) = g. (5" [fa(®)] N Be(p) = f5'[fa(p)] N Be(a).
As this holds for all ¢ € O, then O, is open in fél[fg(p)] By Lemma [B.3] O, is closed in
XV thus O, is clopen in fél[fg(p)]
Define ‘]‘“(;1[!)%;(]9)]F to be the path-connected component of fal[fg(p)] that contains p with
the subspace topology, then the only clopen set in !)‘El[fg(p)]F is itself. Define (9; =0p,N
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fatfa(®)]F, then (’)II; is clopen since O, is clopen. This implies that (’)Il: = f5'fe(p)]" and so
any finite flex o lies in O),. U

Remark 4.13. Suppose G is any finite graph and smooth(X) is an open subset of X (an
example would be any Eg space). We note W(G) will be an open subset of XV(©) and so by

Lemma @4, R(G) will be an open subset of XV (%), It now follows that every regular placement
will be constant, thus by Theorem [I.T] if (G, p) is infinitesimally rigid then it will be continuously
and locally rigid also.

5. FLEXIBILITY OF SMALL FRAMEWORKS AND STRONGER BOUNDS FOR 7 (p)

For any placement p in X we shall define 72(p) to denote the space of trivial motions of p in
(X,]| - [|2), the unique Euclidean space for (X, | - ||) as defined in Lemma 2.4l If we refer to just
X we shall be referring to the general normed space (X, || - ||).

Lemma 5.1. T (p) is a linear subspace of Ta(p).
Proof. By Lemma 2] Isom(X, | - ||) € Isom(X,| - [|2). It now follows that T (p) C Ta(p). O

For Euclidean spaces we have the following equality for the dimension of the space of trivial
motions for non-spanning placements.

Lemma 5.2. [8) Lemma 2.3.3] Let (p,S) be a placement in X where d = dim X and n is the
dimension of the affine span of {p, : v € S}. Then
(n+1)(2d —n)

5 .

We now wish to obtain an upper and lower bound for the dimension of the space of trivial
motions for non-spanning placements. To do this we shall first find an upper-bound for when
|S| = 2 in non-Euclidean normed spaces and then use an inductive argument.

Lemma 5.3. Let g € X \ {0} and dim X = d. Then the set
O(xo) == {T(x0) : T € Isom™"(X)}
is a closed smooth submanifold of X ; further dim O(zg) = d — 1 if and only if X is Euclidean.

dim 73(p) =

Proof. Since Isom™"(X) is compact then Isom™"(X) gives rise to a proper Lie group action on
X by x + T(z) for all T € Isom™"(X), x € X. As O(zg) is the orbit of x¢ (with respect to
Isom™"(X)) then by Lemma B O(xg) is a closed smooth submanifold of X.

First suppose X is Euclidean. By [26] Corollary 3.3.3] Isom™"(X) acts transitively on S}, [0],
thus O(xg) = 5|2, [0]. As the unit sphere of a Euclidean space is the d-sphere and S|, [0] =
|zo||S1[0] we have dim O(z¢) = d — 1.

Now suppose dimO(zg) = d — 1. If d = 1 the result is immediate so assume d > 1. The
set S|z, [0] is a closed connected topological submanifold of X with dimension d — 1 as it is
homeomorphic to the d-sphere. Since O(wg) C S|4 (j[0] then O(xo) is a closed subset of S|j;([0].
As dim O(zg) = dim S),,[0] it follows from Brouwer’s theorem for invariance of domain [I8|
Theorem 1.18] that the inclusion map O(wg) < Sj4[0] is an open map and thus O(wzg) is
an open subset of S|, [0]. As the only clopen non-empty subset of S, [0] is itself we have
O(z0) = S|z [0]. This implies Isom™"(X) acts transitively on S)|20)/[0]; thus by [26, Corollary
3.3.5] X is Euclidean. O

Lemma 5.4. Let (p,S) be a general positioned placement in a d-dimensional space X where
|S| = 2. Then dim T (p) < 2d — 1 with equality if and only if X is Euclidean.

Proof. By Lemma [5.]] and Lemma [5.2] it follows dim 7 (p) < 2d — 1 and dim 7 (p) = 2d — 1 if X
is Euclidean and p is in general position.
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Now suppose dim 7 (p) = 2d — 1. Let S = {v1,v2}, then without loss of generality we may
assume p,, = 0. If d =1 the result holds trivially so we may suppose d > 1. As p is in general
position then p,, # 0. By Lemma 53] O(p,,) is a closed smooth submanifold of X. It follows
from [19, Lemma 3.3.4] that we may identify the tangent space of O(p,,) at p,, with a subspace
of X; by calculation we see that the tangent space of O(p,,) at py, is {u € X : (0,u) € T(p)}.
Since dim 7T (p) = d + (d — 1) and the trivial motions generated by translations form a d-
dimensional subspace then it follows O(p,,) has dimension d — 1. By Lemma [5.3] the space X
is Euclidean as required. O

Lemma 5.5. Let (p,S) be a placement in a d-dimensional space X and {p, : v € S} have
an affine span of dimension k — 1 where 2 < k < d. Suppose (p',S’) is a placement where
(p,S) C (p',S") and the dimension of the affine span of {p., :v € S’} is k, then

dim T (p') — dim T (p) < d — k.
Proof. Choose T := {vg,...,vk_1} and T" := T U {vg} where v; € S for i € {0,...,k — 1},
v €S and pl ..., p;k have affine span with dimension k. Define the linear restriction map
P XT, - XT7 (%i)fzo = (xvz)f:_(]l

and the placements (¢,T) C (p,S) and (¢/,T") C (p/,S"). We note that P(72(¢")) € T2(q) and
P(T(¢")) € T(q). Choose any u € T (q), then by Corollary 3.6 there exists h € T, Isom(X) such
that u = h.q. By Corollary 3.6l h.q' € T(¢'), thus as P(h.q") = h.q we have P(T(¢')) = T (q).
By a similar argument we can see that P(72(¢")) = T2(q) also.
By the Rank-Nullity theorem applied to P|7; ) and Lemma
1)(2d — 2d — 1
dimker P|z, gy = dim T2(¢") — dim Tz(q) = Uk + )(2 d—k) _k(d 2k +1) =d—k.

By Lemma 5.1l and the Rank-Nullity theorem applied to Pl (g

dim 7 (¢") — dim 7(¢) = dimker P|7(y) < dimker P|z ) = d — k.
By part [ of Corollary B.7L 7 (¢) = T (p) and T(¢') = T (p') and so the result follows. O

Proposition 5.6. Let (p,S) be a placement in a d-dimensional normed space X where {p, :
v € S} has an affine span of dimension 1 <n < d. Then
(n+1)(2d —n)

dim 7 (p) < 5

with equality if and only if X is Euclidean.

Proof. If X is Euclidean then the result follows by Lemma (.2

Suppose X is non-Euclidean. If n = 1 then the result follows by Lemma [5.4] and part [ of
Corollary B7. Let n > 1 and suppose the theorem holds for all m = 1,...,n — 1. Choose
V1y...,0y € S so that p,,,...,p,, are affinely independent and define T' := {vy,...,v,}. If we

define ¢ := p|p then {q, : v = v1,...,v,} has an affine span with dimension n — 1, thus by
assumption dim 7 (q) < w By Lemma it follows that
2d — 1 1)(2d —
dim 7 (p) < dimT(q) +d —n < w R U ); n,

O

We define a framework (G, p) in a d-dimensional normed space to be small if |[V(G)| < d+ 1.
The following is a well known result for Euclidean spaces.

Proposition 5.7. Let X be d-dimensional Euclidean space and (G, p) be a small well-positioned
framework, then (G,p) is isostatic if and only if G is a complete graph and p is in general
position.
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Proof. (=): If (G,p) is isostatic it follows by Proposition .10l and Lemma that |E(G)| =
w, thus G is a complete graph.

Suppose p is not in general position, then there exists distinct vertices vy, ..., v,, w € V(Q)
such that the affine span of py,,...,py, is Y C X, the affine span of {p, : v € V(G)}. Define
for each v € V(G) the vector u, where u, = 0 if v # w and uy,, € (Y — py,)* \ {0}, then
u = (Uy)pev(q) € XV(@) is a infinitesimal flex of (G,p). If u is trivial then by Corollary
there exists an affine map g € 7, Isom(X) such that g.p = u. As py,,...,Dpy, is an affine basis
of Y and g(p,,) =0 for all i = 0,1,...,n then g(y) = 0 for all y € Y. However g(p,) # 0 and
so no such affine map g may exist. This implies u is a non-trivial flex which contradicts the
infinitesimal rigidity of (G, p).

(«<=): This follows from [§, Theorem 2.4.1.d]. O

Using Theorem [3.14] we can now state our own result for small frameworks for non-Euclidean
spaces.

Theorem 5.8. Let (G,p) be a small well-positioned framework with in a d-dimensional non-
Euclidean normed space X, then (G,p) is infinitesimally flexible or |V (G)| = 1.

Proof. If |V(G)| = 1 then (G, p) is infinitesimally rigid by definition. Suppose |V (G)| > 2 and
the affine span of {p, : v € V(G)} has dimension n. Define the map f: R — R where
r+1)(2d — =
- )
We note that f is increasing on the interval [0,d — 1] and f(d — 1) = f(d), thus it follows that

fV(G)| —1) > f(n). We note

_ V@IV©)] -1

(0)] < '
=dlV(G)| - f(IV(G)] - 1)
<dlV(G)| = f(n)
< d|V(G)| — dim T (p) by Lemma 5.0}

thus by Theorem [49] (G, p) is infinitesimally flexible. O

Remark 5.9 (Final remark). We remark that combinatorial characterisations of infinitesimal
rigidity have recently been obtained in some normed space contexts. However other forms of
rigidity, such as redundant and global rigidity, have not yet been explored in general normed
spaces.
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