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Polynomial 2D Biharmonic Coordinates for
High-order Cages
Shibo Liu, Ligang Liu, Xiao-Ming Fu

Abstract—We derive closed-form expressions of biharmonic
coordinates for 2D high-order cages, enabling the transformation
of the input polynomial curves into polynomial curves of any order.
Central to our derivation is the use of the high-order boundary
element method. We demonstrate the practicality and effectiveness
of our method on various 2D deformations. In practice, users can
easily manipulate the Bézier control points to perform the desired
intuitive deformation, as the biharmonic coordinates provide an
enriched deformation space and encourage the alignment between
the boundary cage and its interior geometry.

Index Terms—Biharmonic coordinates, 2D polynomial coordi-
nates, High-order cages

I. INTRODUCTION

A 2D cage contains a set of curves to enclose a domain.
After specifying sparse scalar or vector values on the cage,
the cage coordinate is powerful enough to determine the value
everywhere in the domain. For example, the coordinate drives
the shape deformation when specifying sparse displacements
for the cage or edits the color for the domain when defining
colors on the cage.

Many cage coordinates have been proposed and can be
classified into two categories. First, after specifying a value
for each polygonal cage vertex, the first type of coordinates
provides ways to interpolate an arbitrary point through a
weighted combination of these values, such as mean value
coordinates and their variants (MVC) [1]–[4], and harmonic
coordinates [5]. These coordinates have the property of interpo-
lating the boundary; however, visible deformation artifacts often
arise (Fig. 2 (b)). Second, another type of coordinates offers
control over boundary values and boundary derivatives (i.e.,
normals) [6]–[10]. Most of them can control the deformation
distortion to a low level. Still, the alignment between the cage
and the shape boundary is poor, increasing the difficulty in
editing deformations (Fig. 2 (c)).

As a natural extension to the harmonic coordinates, bihar-
monic coordinates [11], [12] with an enriched deformation
space are superior for 2D shape deformation while having
comparable alignment between the cage and the shape boundary
(Fig. 2 (d)). As pioneers of biharmonic coordinates, [11] study
closed-form coordinates for 2D polygonal cages and [12]
derive closed-form coordinates and their derivatives for 3D
triangular cages.
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(a1) (a2) (a3) (b1) (b2)

Fig. 1: Deformation using our coordinates. Given an input
image and a polygonal cage (a1), our coordinates enable
deformations to be high-order cages with polynomial curves
of different orders (3 in (a2) and 4 in (a3)). Moreover, we can
transform a cubic input high-order cage (b1) into cubic (b2).

(a) (b) Cubic MVC (c) PolyGC (d) Ours
Fig. 2: Comparison with Cubic MVC and PolyGC on the Pants
shape with a polygonal cage (a). (b) Cubic MVC [4] interpolates
the boundary but causes severe visual artifacts. (c) PolyGC [9]
produces conformal deformation but misses the boundary
alignment. (d) Our coordinates provide a favorable trade-
off between boundary alignment and deformation distortion
control.

Unlike polygonal cages, high-order cages, consisting of
polynomial segments, provide a natural way to control the
tangential stretch and curvature along the deformation cages
(Fig. 4). Moreover, the high-order cage can approximate the
input shape better than the linear cage. Due to these advantages,
deriving closed-form coordinates for curved cages has attracted
great attention. Several coordinates, such as Cubic MVC [4] and
polynomial Green coordinates [9] (PolyGC), and polynomial
cauchy coordinates [13], transform linear cages to curved cages.
They need intermediate straight cages to realize the deformation
from high-order cages to high-order cages. [10] extend GC
to be suitable for high-order input cages, called CurvedGC.
However, 2D biharmonic coordinates for high-order cages have
remained unexplored.

In this paper, we provide the missing coordinates, i.e.,
derive closed-form expressions of biharmonic coordinates for
2D high-order cages. The core of our derivation is applying
the high-order boundary element method and computing the
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(a) Rest pose (b) CurvedGC (c) Ours
Fig. 3: Given an input shape enclosed by a cubic high-order
cage (a), our coordinates (c) lead to better alignment between
the cage and the shape boundary than [10] (b).

(a) Rest pose (b) Biharmonic (c) Cubic biharmonic
Fig. 4: Using the same number of control points, deforming
the curved cage with 10 cubic curves (c) achieves smoother
and more intuitive editing than deforming the polygonal cage
having 40 straight segments (b).

integral analytically. Obviously, our coordinates inherit the
strengths of biharmonic coordinates and high-order cages as
follows (Fig. 3). First, allowing control over boundary values
and derivatives to mitigate deformation artifacts. Second, the
deformed shape boundary respects the boundary cage, making
the deformation conform to the user’s intention and lowering
the user’s manipulation difficulty. Third, the user has more
degrees of freedom to manage deformation shapes due to the
high-order cages. Our cage-based deformation experiments
demonstrate these benefits.

II. RELATED WORK

Interpolating coordinates Many interpolating barycentric
coordinates are proposed to give users precise and intuitive
shape control, i.e., make the deformed shape boundary follow
the cage tightly. Many coordinates begin with the properties
of harmonic functions. The mean value theorem of harmonic
functions is used to derive the mean value coordinates (MVCs)
with closed forms [1], [2], [14]. MVCs are suitable for
multiresolution deformation frameworks due to their closed-
form expressions [15], [16]. A well-known weakness of MVC
is that negative coordinates will appear, leading to unnatural
deformation behaviors. To solve issues, positive mean-value
coordinates [3] and harmonic coordinates [5] are introduced,
but they lack closed-form solutions. Poisson Coordinates [17]
offers better accuracy in representing harmonic functions. There
are many other coordinates designed from other principles.
Maximum entropy coordinates [18] and maximum likelihood
coordinates [19] are linked to information theory. Local
barycentric coordinates [20] focus on locality. Variational

barycentric coordinates [21] are computed as the minimizer of
the total variation. These coordinates require an optimization
process and do not possess closed-form expressions. Although
accurate shape control near the cage can be provided by per-
forming interpolation on the cage via any of these coordinates,
unfortunately, great deformation distortion often arises.

Non-interpolating coordinates Cage coordinates, which
provide control over boundary values and boundary derivatives
(i.e., normals), are developed to mitigate the deformation arti-
facts. Based on Green’s third identity of harmonic functions, [6]
propose Green coordinates to achieve conformal deformations
in 2D and quasi-conformal mappings in 3D. [22] use the
Cauchy integral formula for holomorphic functions to derive
Cauchy coordinates, which are shown to be equivalent to 2D
Green coordinates. These two coordinates sacrifice the precise
shape control. The boundary integral formulation of linear
elasticity is used to introduce Somigliana coordinates [23],
which enable volume control of cage deformation. The closed-
form biharmonic coordinates in 2D [11] and in 3D [12] have
an enriched deformation space to achieve intuitive smooth
deformations while possessing a small misalignment between
the cage and the shape boundary.

Extension to high-order cages Extending existing coor-
dinates to high-order cages receives much attention as such
cages offer a powerful way to control the tangential stretch
and curvature along the deformation cages. Cubic mean-value
coordinates [4] (Cubic MVC) are extensions of MVCs to
allow the deformation of polygonal cage edges into cubic
curves. As an extension of Green coordinates, polynomial 2D
Green coordinates [9] have closed-form solutions to allow
transforming linear cage segments into polynomial curves
of any degree. [13] extend Cauchy coordinates for the same
purpose and further generalize them for application to high-
order cages. To realize the deformations from high-order cages
to high-order cages, these coordinates need an intermediate
straight cage, which serves as the actual input configuration.
[10] further derive closed-form Green coordinates for 2D high-
order cages so that the input polynomial cage segments can
be deformed to polynomial curves of any order. Our goal is to
drive closed-form biharmonic coordinates for 2D high-order
cages, similar to [10].

Boundary element method in graphics When solving
a linear partial differential equation (PDE) with boundary
conditions defined on the domain Ω, the use of the Method
of the Boundary Element Method (BEM) provides a way to
solve the PDE with only a boundary discretization. BEM
was first introduced in the graphics community for real time
deformable objects simulations [24], followed by ocean wave
animation [25], and surface only liquids simulation [26].
Beyond simulations, BEM has proven valuable in geometry
processing tasks such as computing fields of orthogonal
directions within a volume [27], constructing planar harmonic
mappings [28] and diffusion curves [29]. Recently, fast BEM
solver [30] greatly improves the efficiency of BEM solves for
large-scale problems.
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III. METHOD

We review BEM and its application to derive biharmonic
coordinates in Section III-A, then introduce our closed-form
coordinates for high-order cages based on high-order BEM
in Section III-B, and finally discuss deformation controls in
Section III-C.

A. Boundary element method

BEM overview To solve a partial differential equation
with BEM, it generally has the following steps:

1) The differential equation within the domain is converted
into an integral equation on the boundary.

2) The boundary is then discretized into finite-sized bound-
ary elements.

3) The boundary integral equation is transformed into an
algebraic equation.

4) Solving the algebraic equation to obtain the solution of
the original partial differential equation.

Next, we show that applying BEM to obtain closed-form
biharmonic coordinates for linear cages in 2D [11] and 3D [12].

Biharmonic Dirichlet problem Biharmonic coordinates
are derived as the solution to the biharmonic Dirichlet problem
in a bounded domain Ω (refer to Equation (4) in [11]):

∆2f(η) = 0, η ∈ Ω,

f(ξ) = g1(ξ), ξ ∈ ∂Ω,

∂f

∂nξ
(ξ) = g2(ξ), ξ ∈ ∂Ω,

(1)

where f is a biharmonic function, g1 and g2 are the prescribed
Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions, respectively, and
nξ is the normal of the cage ∂Ω at ξ.

Boundary integral equations Using Green’s theorem and
the fundamental solution, the partial differential equation (1)
is transformed into the following boundary integral equations:

f(η) =

∫
ξ∈∂Ω

f(ξ)
∂G1

∂nξ
(ξ, η)dξ −

∫
ξ∈∂Ω

G1(ξ, η)
∂f(ξ)

∂nξ
dξ

+

∫
ξ∈∂Ω

∆f(ξ)
∂G2

∂nξ
(ξ, η)dξ −

∫
ξ∈∂Ω

G2(ξ, η)
∂∆f(ξ)

∂nξ
dξ,

(2)

∆f(η) =

∫
ξ∈∂Ω

∆f(ξ)
∂G1

∂nξ
(ξ, η)dξ −

∫
ξ∈∂Ω

G1(ξ, η)
∂∆f(ξ)

∂nξ
dξ,

(3)

where G1 and G2 are the fundamental solutions of the 2D
harmonic and biharmonic equations, respectively. Specifically,
these are given by G1(ξ, η) = − 1

2π ln ∥ξ− η∥ and G2(ξ, η) =

−∥ξ−η∥2

8π (ln ∥ξ − η∥ − 1). In the integral equations, since f
and ∂f/∂n are given in (1), the unknown functions only
contain ∆f and ∂∆f/∂n. Once we have solved for all the
unknown function values of ∆f and ∂∆f/∂n on the boundary,
substituting them into (2) yields the value of f at any point

η

ci g1

Fig. 5: High-order boundary element method. The curved
boundary is composed of a series of cubic elements ci, on
which g1 is a cubic polynomial function.

within the domain Ω, which is the solution to (1). To solve for
∆f and ∂∆f/∂n on the boundary, η must be moved to the
boundary (denoted as ηb) in (2) and (3).

Biharmonic Coordinates for linear cages In general, we
discretize the integral equations to obtain algebraic equations
that are further solved to obtain the solution numerically.
The discretization process consists of two steps. First, the
boundary is divided into finite-sized boundary elements. For
2D polygonal cages [11] and 3D triangular cages [12], the
boundary is piecewise linear and is naturally discretized into
piecewise linear elements. Second, the functions defined on
the boundary are approximated within each boundary element
using interpolation. Within each element, f and ∂f/∂n are
represented using piecewise linear and piecewise constant
functions, respectively. The unknowns ∆f and ∂∆f/∂n
are also approximated using piecewise linear and piecewise
constant functions. By representing the functions in terms of
their values at the nodes of the boundary elements, an algebraic
system of equations is established based on the evaluation of η′

at different boundary points. To solve the system of algebraic
equations, [11] substitute the algebraic constraints (3) into the
equations (2) to form a linear system that is further solved. In
3D, [12] simultaneously minimize the two constraints, resulting
in better-behaved deformations.

B. Polynomial Biharmonic Coordinates

To achieve deformations from curved edges to curved edges,
we apply the high-order boundary element method [31]–[33],
which requires high-order elements and shape functions.

1) Reformulating boundary integral equations
High-order elements The input 2D cage consists of

Nc polynomial curves. These curves are independent in the
boundary integral equations. The i-th boundary element is a
polynomial curve of order m, parametrized as ci(t) : [0, 1] →
R2. This curve ci(t) can be represented as an m-th order
Bézier curve:

ci(t) =

m∑
j=0

cijB
m
j (t), (4)

where Bm
j denotes the Bernstein basis function, and cij

represents the corresponding control point.
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High-order boundary conditions Typically, we assume
that g1 is an n-th order polynomial function on the element
ci(t):

g1(t) =

n∑
j=0

gi
1,jB

n
j (t), g2(t) = si

σ︷ ︸︸ ︷
∥g′

1(t)∥
∥c′i(t)∥

n̄︷ ︸︸ ︷
g′
1(t)

⊥

∥g′
1(t)

⊥∥
= si

g′
1(t)

⊥

∥c′i(t)∥
,

(5)

where gi
1,j represents the control point and (a, b)⊥ = (b,−a).

Here, we impose Neumann boundary conditions using the
scaling factor σ multiplied by the unit normal. Simply setting
σ to 1 leads to the emergence of an undesirable term ∥g′

1(t)
⊥∥.

Instead, we utilize σ the same as in Green coordinates. This
approach ensures boundary behavior similar to [9]. Additionally,
we introduce a scaling factor si, which is typically set to 1.
More complex Neumann boundary condition configurations
about si are discussed in Section III-C. Since g1(t) implies that
the deformed edge of the cage is an n-th degree polynomial
curve, we choose n ≥ m to ensure the deformation continuity.

High-order shape functions We use high-order shape
functions to approximate the unknown functions ∆f and
∂∆f/∂n on the boundary. Typically, we approximate ∆f
using a k-th order polynomial and ∂∆f/∂n using a (k−1)-th
order polynomial on ci(t):

∆f(t) =

k∑
j=0

hi
1,jB

k
j (t),

∂∆f

∂n
(t) =

k−1∑
j=0

hi
2,jB

k−1
j (t), (6)

where hi
1,j and hi

2,j are the control points. We choose k ≥ n
to ensure that affine transformations can be reproduced.

Reformulation Note that ∂G
∂n = ∇1G(c(t), η) · nc(t) and

nc(t)dξ = nc(t)∥c′(t)∥dt = c′(t)⊥dt. Substituting (5) and
(6) into (2) and (3) leads to the discretized boundary integral
equations:

f(η) =

Nc∑
i=1

 n∑
j=0

ϕi,j(η)g
i
1,j +

n−1∑
j=0

ψi,j(η)si(g
i
2,j)

⊥

+

k∑
j=0

ϕ̃i,j(η)h
i
1,j +

k−1∑
j=0

ψ̃i,j(η)(h
i
2,j)

⊥

 ,

(7)

∆f(η) =

Nc∑
i=1

 k∑
j=0

ϕi,j(η)h
i
1,j +

k−1∑
j=0

ψi,j(η)(h
i
2,j)

⊥

 , (8)

where gi
2,j = n(gi

1,j+1 − gi
1,j), and

ϕi,j(η) =

1∫
0

∇1G1(ci(t), η) · c′i(t)⊥Bn
j (t) dt,

ψi,j(η) =

1∫
0

G1(ci(t), η)B
n
j (t) dt,

ϕ̃i,j(η) =

1∫
0

∇1G2(ci(t), η) · c′i(t)⊥Bn
j (t) dt,

ψ̃i,j(η) =

1∫
0

G2(ci(t), η)∥c′i(t)∥2Bn
j (t) dt,

(9)

with ∇1G1(ξ, η) = ξ−η
2π∥ξ−η∥2 and ∇1G2(ξ, η) =

(ξ−η)(2log(∥ξ−η∥)−1)
8π .

Analytical computation of the integrals and their deriva-
tives The terms related to ϕi,j and ψi,j correspond precisely
to the polynomial Green coordinates, which have already been
computed by [9] for polygonal cages and by [10] for high-order
cages. Here, we first present the computation methods for ϕ̃i,j
and ψ̃i,j , followed by the derivation of their derivatives.

For ϕ̃i,j , note that ∇1G2(ci(t), η) · c′i(t)⊥ = (−η ·
c′i(t)

⊥)(2log(∥c(t) − η∥) − 1). The integral term in ϕ̃i,j is
expressed as the product of a polynomial function and a
logarithmic term. For simplicity, we can focus on calculating
the following terms:∫ 1

0

tj log(∥ci(t)− η∥) dt

=
log(∥cim − η∥)

j + 1
+

1

j + 1

∫ 1

0

tj+1(c(t)− η) · c′(t)
∥c(t)− η∥2

dt

(10)

where j = 0, . . . , n. The problem is transformed into comput-
ing F c,η

h,2 =
∫ 1

0
th

∥c(t)−η∥2 dt, h = j + 1, . . . , j + 2m. Similarly,
the integral term in ψ̃i,j can also be expressed as a product of
a polynomial and a logarithmic term. It can be calculated in
the same manner as ϕ̃i,j , but with a higher-degree polynomial,
where j = 0, . . . , 4m+ n− 2.

The derivative follows a similar form to the integral. For ϕ̃′i,j ,
the non-trivial terms only involve computing the derivative of
(10). In fact, for the derivatives of the four integrals in (9), the
non-trivial terms only include: F c,η

h,4 :=
∫ 1

0
th

∥c(t)−η∥4 dt.

Thus, it suffices to calculate F c,η
h,2 and F c,η

h,4 . [10] provide
the following lemma:

Lemma 1. For p(t) =
∏n

i=1(t− ωi)
ni , the following holds:

∫ 1

0

th

p(t)
dt =

n∑
i=1

Res

wm
(

log
(
1− 1

w

)
+

∑h
k=1

1
kwk

)
p(w)

, ωi

 .

We apply this lemma to compute F c,η
h,2 and F c,η

h,4 by setting
p(t) = ∥c(t) − η∥2 and p(t) = ∥c(t) − η∥4. This involves
solving the equation ∥c(t)− η∥2 = 0, which has an analytical
solution when the degree of c(t) is less than 5.
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2) Solving boundary integral equations
Singular integrals To obtain the system of algebraic

equations, we sample ηb on the boundary. At this stage,
evaluating the integrals above involves the computation of
singular integrals, which are extensively addressed in the
context of boundary element methods [31]. We follow the
suggestion in [11] that the limits of these integrals exist as η
approaches the boundary. In practice, we slightly displace ηb

inward towards the cage and compute the integrals directly.
This approach has yielded accurate results in our experiments.

Matrix constraints Substituting ηb on the boundary into
(7) and (8) yields the following matrix constraints:

MnG1 = ΦnG1 +ΨnG2 + Φ̄kH1 + Ψ̄kH2, (11)

MkH1 = ΦkH1 +ΨkH2. (12)

Here, G1 (or G2) is an Nc · n-dimensional column vector
composed of gi

1,j (or si(gi
2,j)

⊥), and H1 (or H2) is an Nc · k-
dimensional column vector composed of hi

1,j (or (hi
2,j)

⊥).
Note that, due to continuity, adjacent edges share a common
gi
1,0 and hi

1,0 (or gi
1,n and hi

1,k). The l-th row of the matrices
in (11) and (12) corresponds to the calculations of (7) and (8)
at the l-th sampling point. Mn and Mk collect the coefficients
of the n-th and k-th degree Bernstein basis functions at ηb

located on the corresponding boundary element. Φn collects
ϕi,j(η

b) in (7) in the order of G1. Ψn, Φ̄k, Ψ̄k,Φk and Ψk are
defined in the same way.

Approximating algebraic equations Two methods are
used to solve the system of algebraic equations: one strictly
enforces the Laplacian constraints, while the other applies them
more leniently. For simplicity, we only consider the case k = n,
as the case k > n is analogous. At this point, the eight matrices
in the system of equations are simplified to four. They lead
to the following expressions for our regularized biharmonic
coordinates:

f(η) =
[
ϕ(η) + (ϕ̄(η)CL + ψ̄(η)CD)(Mn − Φn)

]
G1

+
[
ψ(η)− (ϕ̄(η))CL + ψ̄(η)CD)Ψn

]
G2.

:= α(η)G1 + β(η)G2

(13)

Here, ϕ(η) represents a row vector composed of the evaluations
of ϕi,j at η. ϕ̄(η), ψ̄(η), and ψ(η) are defined in the same
way. α(η) and β(η) together form our biharmonic coordinates.
In the first method proposed by [11], denoted as BiHC1, they
optimize only (7) while strictly adhering to (8). The matrices
are given as CL = (Φ̄n+Ψ̄nA)

−1 and CD = A(Φ̄n+Ψ̄nA)
−1,

where A = Ψ−1
n (Mn − Φn). In the second method by [12],

denoted as BiHC1,2, they simultaneously optimize (7) and (8).
The matrices are determined using(

CL

CD

)
=

(
ETE + FTF

)−1
ET ,

where E = (Φ̄n; Ψ̄n) and F = (Φn −Mn; Ψn). Our experi-
ments find that BiHC1 and BiHC1,2 yield comparable results
when the magnitude of deformation is minimal. However,
when confronted with more challenging deformations, BiHC1,2

Rest pose BiHC1 BiHC1,2

Fig. 6: Comparison of the two methods for solving the algebraic
equations. When only the right side of the pants is deformed,
the result of BiHC1 introduces perturbations in the left leg area,
whereas BiHC1,2 maintains a disturbance-free deformation.

demonstrates superior deformation results compared to BiHC1

(see Fig. 6). This observation aligns with the insights gained
from [12]: the joint optimization of Laplacian and Dirichlet
constraints allows for increased degrees of freedom.

C. Deformation controls

Improving accuracy To improve the accuracy of numeri-
cal solutions, three methods can be used:

1) Increase the number of boundary elements to expand the
discretized approximation space.

2) Increasing the degree of k, similar to Method (1), results
in a larger approximation space with greater degrees of
freedom.

3) Increase the number of sampling points ηb to form an
over-constrained system of equations, which enforces the
integral equations to hold at more points in the least-
squares sense, thereby making the deformation results
appear smoother.

Our experiments find that Methods (1) and (2) yield comparable
results. In practice, each edge of the cage is subdivided into
four elements, and we uniformly sample 2n points on the
domain of each element to construct the equation system.

Deformation energies In (5), different choices of sj
correspond to different Neumann boundary conditions. Setting
sj simply to 1 has yielded satisfactory results in many examples,
as they exhibit conformal behavior near the boundary, similar to
Green coordinates. However, for certain cage deformations that
deviate significantly from conformality, this local conformality
near the boundary can result in larger shear within the
interior of the cage. In such cases, it becomes necessary to
consider the global deformation of the cage. Following the
approach outlined in [11] and [12], we present two methods for
automatically deducing boundary derivatives from the given
boundary positions. Since si < 0 can lead to degeneracy and
folding near the boundaries during deformation, we enforce
si > 0. We sample point constraints C = {qk} on ∂Ω to
discretize our two different deformation energies:

1) As-Harmonic-As-Possible (AHAP) energy:∑
k ∥∆f(qk)∥2. We compute this energy using (8).

2) As-Affine-As-Possible (AAAP) energy:
∑

k ∥f ′(qk)∥2.
We compute such energy via (13). Its evaluation requires
derivatives of the integrals ϕ(η), ψ(η), ϕ̄(η), ϕ̄(η), which
we provided the computation in Section III-B1.
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Rest pose Unit AHAP AAAP
Fig. 7: Comparison of the deformations using different scaling
factors, including unit and optimized ones through minimizing
deformation energies.

(a) Rest pose (b) ω = 0 (c) ω = 1 (d) ω = 0.5
Fig. 8: The result of the weighted coordinates (d), which are
expressed as a linear combination of Green coordinates (b)
and biharmonic coordinates (c).

We find that the unit normal derivative, along with the normal
derivatives of the AHAP and AAAP energies, progressively
enhances the internal conformality. All three methods are
capable of producing viable deformations, depending on the
application scenario.

Different weights Conformal deformation cannot be
achieved using Biharmonic coordinates unless the cage deforma-
tions are already conformal, as conformality and interpolation
are inherently conflicting properties. However, we can use
Biharmonic coordinates to allow users to balance and prioritize
between the two aspects. In (13), one can divide the Biharmonic
coordinates into two components: {αc, βc} and {αi, βi}, which
are defined as follows.

αc(η) = ϕ(η),

βc(η) = ψ(η),

αi(η) = (ϕ̄(η)CL + ψ̄(η)CD)(Mn − Φn),

βi(η) = −(ϕ̄(η))CL + ψ̄(η)CD)Ψn.

where {αc, βc} represents Green coordinates that provide
the conformal deformation, and {αi, βi} is a biharmonic
function that pulls the boundaries of the conformal deformation
back to the cage boundaries. We define a new coordinate as
{αc + wαi, βc + wβi}, where users can adjust the value of w
to control the deformations. When w = 0, the deformation
is conformal; when w = 1, the result fully interpolates the
boundaries. Typically, choosing an intermediate value for w
yields a more intuitive and satisfactory deformation result (see
Fig. 8).

IV. EXPERIMENTS AND EVALUATIONS

Different target orders When setting the boundary con-
ditions (5), selecting different values of n corresponds to
deforming the cage to different orders, as shown in Fig. 9
and Fig. 10, regardless of whether the initial cage is linear
or of a higher order. Although we allow the deformed cage
to have an arbitrarily high order, it is important to note that

Fig. 9: The input quadratic cage (top left) is deformed into
cages of different orders: quadratic (top right), cubic (bottom
left), and quartic (bottom right).

higher-order cages result in more complex integral calculations
(9) and larger matrix constraints for solving the coordinates
(13), leading to increased precomputation time.

Comparisons We select the Cubic MVC [4] and the
Polynomial Green Coordinate (PolyGC) [9] as the competitors
when the rest cage is linear, and choose [10] and [13] when
the rest cage is of higher order.

Like our coordinates, the Cubic MVC interpolates both
the functions and their derivatives on the boundary. However,
these coordinates suffer from the same artifacts that regular
mean-value coordinates do. Namely, they perform poorly on
non-convex shapes (see Fig. 2). Furthermore, our coordinates
inherit the advantages of harmonic coordinates, minimizing the
so-called Hessian energy and possessing a harmonic Laplacian,
which results in deformations with less distortion (see Fig. 11).
Additionally, the Cubic MVC lacks support for higher-order
cages.

Combining the polynomial Cauchy coordinates with their
inverse mapping, [13] enables deformation between curved
cages. However, their method requires the user to specify an
additional intermediate linear cage, and the inverse mapping
computation relies on numerical integration, lacking an analyt-
ical expression.

Our coordinates are more closely related to PolyGC and
CurvedGC, both in terms of the coordinate expressions and
the deformation results. PolyGC and CurvedGC trade the
interpolation property for the conformal one. Our coordinates
provide a flexible approach for a trade-off between conformality
and interpolation. As shown in Figs. 8 and 12, we apply a
simple linear weighting to the coordinates of all points. More
complex weighting schemes can also be used, such as using
a distance function as a weight, allowing the user to specify
regions within the cage that prioritize either conformality or
interpolation.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We propose polynomial 2D biharmonic coordinates for
closed high-order cages containing polynomial curves of any
order. Our coordinates are obtained by extending the classical
2D biharmonic coordinates using high-order BEM, enabling
the transformation between polynomial curves of any order.
When applying our coordinate to 2D cage-based deformation,
users manipulate the Bézier control points to quickly generate
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Fig. 10: Applying our method to more cages with polynomial curves of different degrees.

the desired conformal deformation. We demonstrate the effec-
tiveness and practicability of our coordinates by extensively
testing them on various 2D deformations.

limitation and feature work Our coordinates are defined
in 2D. Nevertheless, they can be derived in 3D (although
closed-form expressions might be more difficult to obtain). In
computer graphics, 3D models are more widely used, and it is
exciting to generalize our coordinates to 3D.

Our approach requires setting all deformation curves by
hand. Designing variational frameworks such as [11], [13] to
allow artists to deform shapes with very few control points is
an interesting avenue for feature work.
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Fig. 12: Comparisons with CurvedGC on two examples using the same cubic cages.
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