
ar
X

iv
:2

50
3.

09
58

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

M
G

] 
 1

2 
M

ar
 2

02
5

EXOTIC SPHERICAL FLEXIBLE OCTAHEDRA AND

COUNTEREXAMPLES TO THE MODIFIED BELLOWS

CONJECTURE

ALEXANDER A. GAIFULLIN

Abstract. In 2014 the author showed that in the three-dimensional spherical space,
alongside with three classical types of flexible octahedra constructed by Bricard, there
exists a new type of flexible octahedra, which was called exotic. In the present paper
we give a geometric construction for exotic flexible octahedra, describe their configura-
tion spaces, and calculate their volumes. We show that the volume of an exotic flexible
octahedron is nonconstant during the flexion, and moreover the volume remains noncon-
stant if we replace any set of vertices of the octahedron with their antipodes. So exotic
flexible octahedra are counterexamples to the Modified Bellows Conjecture proposed by
the author in 2015.

1. Introduction

1.1. Flexible octahedra. Let X3 be one of the three three-dimensional spaces of con-
stant curvature, i. e., the Euclidean space E3, or the Lobachevsky space Λ3, or the
sphere S3. By octahedron we always mean a (possibly self-intersecting) polyhedral surface
in X3 that has the combinatorial type of a regular octahedron. This means that an octa-
hedron has 6 vertices a1, a2, a3, b1, b2, and b3, 12 edges spanned by all pairs of vertices
except for the three pairs {ai,bi}, and 8 faces spanned by all triples of vertices that are
pairwise connected by edges. We always assume that all faces are non-degenerate, that is,
the vertices of every face do not lie on a line. Suppose that the vertices of an octahedron
move continuously in X3 so that every face of the octahedron remains congruent to itself.
The obtained continuous family of octahedra P (u) is called a flex unless it is induced by
a continuous family of isometries of the whole space X3.

To avoid certain degenerate situations, we need the following concept of an essential
octahedron. An octahedron is said to be essential if every dihedral angle of it is neither
zero nor straight. A flexible octahedron P (u) is said to be essential if the octahedron P (u)
is essential for all but a finite number values of u.

Bricard [4] (cf. [3]) classified (essential) flexible octahedra in Euclidean 3-space E3. He
showed that there are three types of them:

Type 1: line-symmetric flexible octahedra in which each pair of opposite vertices ai

and bi are symmetric to each other about a line L.

Type 2: plane-symmetric flexible octahedra in which two pairs of opposite vertices ai

and bi (say, with i = 1, 2) are symmetric to each other about a plane Π, and the remaining
two vertices a3 and b3 lie on Π.

Type 3: skew flexible octahedra. These flexible octahedra are unsymmetric. The most
important for us property of them is that the tangents of the halves of their dihedral
angles remain either directly or inversly proportional to each other during the flexion.
This, in particular, implies that when some dihedral angle is either zero or straight, then
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all other dihedral angles are either zero or straight, too. Hence, a skew flexible octahedron
has two flat positions.

Bricard’s classification relies upon the study of algebraic relations between the variables
ti = tan(ϕi/2), where ϕ1, ϕ2, and ϕ3 are the dihedral angles of an octahedron at the
edges a2a3, a3a1, and a1a2, respectively. Bricard proved that each pair of the variables t1,
t2, and t3 satisfies a biquadratic relation of the form

Aijt
2
i t

2
j +Bijt

2
i + 2Cijtitj +Dijt

2
j + Eij = 0, (1.1)

and then considered several possible cases of whether these relations are reducible or not.
An octahedron is flexible if and only if the algebraic variety in RP

1×RP
1×RP

1 given by
the three equations (1.1) with (i, j) = (1, 2), (2, 3), and (3, 1) contains a one-dimensional
irreducible component Γ. We denote by R(Γ) the field of rational functions on Γ, and
by R(ti) (respectively, R(ti, tj)) the subfield of R(Γ) consisting of rational functions in ti
(respectively, in ti and tj). For a subfield F of a field E, we denote by |E/F | the degree
of E over F . In modern language, Bricard’s classification can be formulated as follows.

(1) A flexible octahedron is line-symmetric if and only if any pair of variables ti and tj
is neither directly nor inversely proportional to each other on Γ. This can happen in two
subcases:

(1a) R(Γ) = R(t1, t2) = R(t2, t3) = R(t1, t3) and |R(Γ)/R(ti)| = 2 for all i.
(1b) After a permutation of indices 1, 2, and 3, we have that R(Γ) = R(t1) = R(t2, t3)

and |R(Γ)/R(t2)| = |R(Γ)/R(t3)| = 2.

(2) A flexible octahedron is plane-symmetric if and only if two variables, say t1 and t2,
are either directly or inversely proportional to each other on Γ, and t3 is neither directly
nor inversely proportional to them. Then R(t1) = R(t2), R(Γ) = R(t1, t3) = R(t2, t3).
This can happen in three subcases:

(2a) |R(Γ)/R(t1)| = |R(Γ)/R(t3)| = 2.
(2b) R(Γ) = R(t1) and |R(Γ)/R(t3)| = 2.
(2c) R(Γ) = R(t3) and |R(Γ)/R(t1)| = 2.

(3) A flexible octahedron is skew if and only if every pair of variables ti and tj are
either directly or inversely proportional to each other on Γ. Then R(Γ) = R(ti) for all i.

Moreover, the listed cases (1a), (1b), (2a), (2b), (2c), and (3) exhaust all possibilities
for essential flexible octahedra in E3. Note also that the curve Γ is elliptic in cases (1a)
and (2a) and rational in cases (1b), (2b), (2c), and (3).

Stachel [20] showed that all the three types of Bricard’s octahedra exist in the Lobachev-
sky space Λ3 as well. Moreover, his arguments immediately carry over to the octahedra
in S3.

If a relation of the form (1.1) is irreducible, then it can be interpreted as the addition
law for Jacobi’s elliptic functions. This observation is very old and natural in theory of
elliptic functions. In theory of flexible polyhedra it was first used by Izmestiev [14, 15] to
study flexible quadrilaterals and flexible Kokotsakis polyhedra. The author [9] has used
the same approach to obtain a complete classification of flexible cross-polytopes (which
are high-dimensional analogues of octahedra) in all spaces En, Λn, and Sn, and write
explicit parametrizations for their flexions.

In the case of E3 the results of [9] recover Bricard’s classification from the point of
view of elliptic functions. In particlular, in the most complicated case (1a), the following
parametrization of Γ was obtained:

ti = λi dn(u− σi, k), i = 1, 2, 3, (1.2)
2



where k is an elliptic modulus, σ1, σ2, and σ3 are pairwise different phases, λ1, λ2,
and λ3 are nonzero coefficients, and u is a parameter of the flexion. Note that the elliptic
modulus k may not be real. Selection of the cases of real t1, t2, and t3 was made in [9,
Sect. 7]. In each of these cases, the standard transformation formulae for Jacobi’s elliptic
functions (see [2, Sect. 13.22]) allow to rewrite the parametrization through Jacobi’s
elliptic functions with modulus in (0, 1).

In the case of Λ3 it was shown in [9] that the classification is the same as in the
Euclidean case, namely, any essential flexible octahedron falls into one of the cases (1a),
(1b), (2a), (2b), (2c), and (3). Hence it belongs to one of Bricard’s three types of flexible
octahedra, which in the Lobachevsky case were constructed by Stachel [20]. Note that in
the case (1a) we again have a parametrization of the form (1.2).

In the case of S3 two new phenomena occur. First, in the spherical case there is the
following operation of replacing a vertex with its antipode. Suppose that ai(u), bi(u),
i = 1, 2, 3, is a parametrization of a flexible octahedron. Then all edge lengths of the
octahedron are constant. Consider any vertex, say a1(u), and replace it with its an-
tipode −a1(u). Then all edge lengths of the obtained octahedron with vertices −a1(u),
a2(u), a3(u), b1(u), b2(u), b3(u) are also constant, so we obtain a new well-defined flex-
ible octahedron. Therefore, starting from one of the three types of Bricard’s octahedra,
one can obtain new flexible octahedra by replacing some of vertices with their antipodes.
As a result not every flexible octahedron in cases (1a) and (1b) is line-symmetric and
not every flexible octahedron in cases (2a), (2b), and (2c) is plane-symmetric. It is
only true that every flexible octahedron in cases (1a) and (1b) (respectively, (2a), (2b),
and (2c)) becomes line-symmetric (respectively, plane-symmetric) after replacing some of
its vertices with their antipodes.

Second, in S
3 there is a new type of flexible octahedra, which were called exotic flexible

octahedra in [9]. This type corresponds to the following new possibility for the curve Γ,
which cannot occur for octahedra in E3 or Λ3:

(4) R(t3) = R(t1) ∩ R(t2), |R(Γ)/R(t3)| = 4, and

|R(Γ)/R(t1)| = |R(Γ)/R(t2)| = |R(t1)/R(t3)| = |R(t2)/R(t3)| = 2.

In this case the curve Γ is elliptic. It can be parametrized in Jacobi’s elliptic functions
with an elliptic modulus k ∈ (0, 1). There are three subcases, which were called in [9]
exotic flexible octahedra of the first, second, and third kind, respectively. Up to swapping
the indices 1 and 2, the parametrizations in these three subcases are as follows:

1st kind: t1 = λ1 dn u, t2 = λ2 dn

(

u− K

2

)

, t3 = λ3

(

dn u+
k′

dn u

)

, (1.3)

2nd kind: t1 = λ1 dn u, t2 =
λ2 cn

(

u− K
2

)

sn
(

u− K
2

) , t3 = λ3

(

dn u− k′

dn u

)

, (1.4)

3rd kind: t1 =
λ1 cn u

sn u
, t2 =

λ2 cn
(

u− K
2

)

sn
(

u− K
2

) , t3 = λ3

(

cn u

sn u
− k′ sn u

cn u

)

. (1.5)

Here k′ =
√
1− k2 is the complementary elliptic modulus,

K =

∫ 1

0

dx
√

(1− x2)(1− k2x2)

is the real quarter-period, see [2, Chapter XIII], and λ1, λ2, and λ3 are nonzero constants.

Remark 1.1. To simplify the formulae and reduce the number of cases in [9] the tangents
of the halves of internal or external dihedral angles with one or another sign were chosen
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as parameters ti. Therefore, the parameters ti in formulae (1.3)–(1.5) may differ from
the tangents of the halves of positively oriented dihedral angles by transformations of the
form t 7→ ±t±1. Note that such transformations do not violate the above condition (4).

Remark 1.2. In fact, in [9] the author classified not flexible octahedra, but flexible
octahedra with a distinguished face. This means that it has been shown that any flexible
octahedron P falls into one of the types (1a), (1b), (2a), (2b), (2c), (3), and (4) if the
parameters t1, t2, and t3 are taken to be the tangents of the halves of the dihedral angles
at the edges of some face F of the octahedron, but the question of whether the type
of the flexible octahedron depends on the choice of F has not been studied. However,
it is actually not hard to show that the type does not depend on the choice of F . In
the case of type (4), which is the only one of interest to us in the present paper, we
will prove this, see Proposition 3.8. On the contrary, any exotic flexible octahedron (i. e.
flexible octahedron of type (4)) can be made into any of the three kinds (1.3)–(1.5) by
an appropriate choice of the face F , see Proposition 7.1 for more detail.

In [9] the author has studied exotic flexible octahedra only from an algebraic point of
view. Parametrizations (1.3)–(1.5) were obtained, but no geometric properties of these
octahedra were studied. The aim of the present paper is to give a simple geometric
construction of exotic flexible octahedra, and to study their geometric properties.

1.2. Modified Bellows Conjecture. Recall a general definition of a flexible polyhedron
in X3.

Definition 1.3. Suppose that K is an oriented closed two-dimensional simplicial mani-
fold. A polyhedron of combinatorial type K is a mapping P : K → X3 whose restriction to
any 2-simplex of K is a linear (in the case X3 = E

3) or quasi-linear (in the cases X3 = S
3

and X3 = Λ3) homeomorphism onto a non-degenerate triangle in X3. Here a map P of a
2-simplex [v0, v1, v2] to either S3 or Λ3 is said to be quasi-linear if

P (λ0v0 + λ1v1 + λ2v2) =
λ0P (v0) + λ1P (v1) + λ2P (v2)

|λ0P (v0) + λ1P (v1) + λ2P (v2)|
,

where λ0, λ1, and λ2 are barycentric coordinates and the sphere S3 (respectively, the
Lobachevsky space Λ3) is identified with the standard vector model of it in the Euclidean
space E4 (respectively, in the pseudo-Euclidean space E1,3).

Now, suppose that the vertices of a polyhedron move continuously in X3 so that all
edge lengths remain constant and hence every face of the polyhedron remains congruent
to itself. The obtained continuous family of polyhedra P (u) : K → X3 is called a flex
unless it is induced by a continuous family of isometries of the whole space X3.

We denote by Vor(p0,p1,p2,p3) the oriented volume of a tetrahedron p0p1p2p3 in X3.

Definition 1.4. The (generalized) oriented volume of a polyhedron P : K → X3 is, by
definition, the number

Vor(P ) =
∑

[v0,v1,v2]∈K

Vor
(

o, P (v0), P (v1), P (v2)
)

,

where the sum is taken over all positively oriented 2-simplices of K and o ∈ X3 is a point
chosen so that all tetrahedra oP (v0)P (v1)P (v2) are non-degenerate. It is a standard fact
that in the cases X3 = E3 and X3 = Λ3 the oriented volume Vor(P ) is well defined, that
is, independent of the choice of o. For X3 = S3 the oriented volume Vor(P ) is well defined
only up to a multiple of the form k · vol(S3) = 2π2k, where k ∈ Z. So in this case we will
always consider Vor(P ) as an element of R/2π2Z.
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The following result was conjectured by Connelly [5] and proved by Sabitov [16] (see
also [6, 17, 18]).

Theorem 1.5 (Bellows Conjecture = Sabitov’s theorem). The generalized oriented vol-
ume of any flexible polyhedron in E3 is constant during the flexion.

Certainly, it is natural to ask whether the Bellows Conjecture (that is, the constancy of
the oriented volume) holds for flexible polyhedra in other spaces of constant curvature Xn,
where n ≥ 3. Several positive results were obtained by the author of the present paper.
Namely, the Bellows Conjecture is true:

• for any flexible polyhedron in En, where n ≥ 4, see [7, 8],
• for any bounded flexible polyhedron in Λ2k+1, where k ≥ 1, see [10],
• for any flexible polyhedron with sufficiently small edge lengths in an arbitrary
space of constant curvature X

n, where n ≥ 3. More precisely, for any combinato-
rial type K of flexible polyhedra in Xn, there exists an ε > 0 such that the volume
of any flexible polyhedron P (u) : K → Xn is constant, provided that all lengths
of edges do not exceed ε, see [12].

On the other hand, it is known that the Bellows Conjecture is false in the spherical
case even if we restrict ourselves to considering polyhedra contained in an open hemi-
sphere S

n
+. The first example of a flexible polyhedron in S

3
+ with a non-constant volume

was constructed by Alexandrov [1]. Later, for any n ≥ 3, the author [11] constructed a
non-self-intersecting flexible cross-polytope in Sn

+ with non-constant volume.
However, due to the fact that in the spherical case we have the operation of replacing a

vertex with its antipode, we can look at the Bellows Conjecture from the following angle.
For each spherical flexible polyhedron P (u) withm vertices, we can construct 2m spherical
flexible polyhedra P1(u), . . . , P2m(u) by replacing different sets of vertices of P (u) with
their antipodes. So we can consider the 2m oriented volumes Vor

(

P1(u)
)

, . . . , Vor
(

P2m(u)
)

as 2m volumes corresponding to the original polyhedron P (u). It is natural to ask whether
it is true that at least one of these 2m volumes is constant during the flexion. This was
conjectured by the author in [11].

Conjecture 1.6 (Modified Bellows Conjecture). Suppose that P (u) is a flexible polyhe-
dron in Sn, where n ≥ 3. Then we can replace some vertices of P (u) with their antipodes
so that the oriented volume of the obtained flexible polyhedron P ′(u) will be constant
during the flexion.

Note that this conjecture is true for all counterexamples to the usual Bellows Conjecture
constructed in [1, 11]. Nevertheless, in the present paper we will show that the Modified
Bellows Conjecture is false for flexible polyhedra in S3. Namely, we will obtain the
following result.

Theorem 1.7. Any exotic flexible octahedron in S3 is a counterexample to the Modified
Bellows Conjecture.

A more precise formulation of this theorem will be given in Section 6, see Theorem 6.5.

1.3. Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we give a geometric construction of exotic
flexible octahedra in S3. In Section 3, we have collected the known facts about flexible
octahedra and their configuration spaces that we need. In Section 4 we establish the
equivalence between the algebraic and geometric descriptions of exotic flexible octahedra.
Namely, we prove that a flexible octahedron in S3 is given by the geometric construction
from Section 2 if and only if it falls into the case (4) from the Introduction. Section 5
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contains a description of the configuration space of an exotic flexible octahedron. In
Section 6, we calculate the oriented volume of an exotic flexible octahedron and prove
Theorem 1.7. Finally, Section 7 contains some remarks and open questions.

2. Geometric construction of an exotic flexible octahedron

We realize S
3 as the unit sphere centered at the origin in the Euclidean space E

4 with
coordinates x1, x2, x3, x4. In describing geometric constructions in S3, we will use the
terminology of spherical geometry. In particular, great circles and great spheres will
be called lines and planes, respectively. We denote by dist(u,v) the spherical distance
between two points u,v ∈ S

3, and by ∠uvw the angle between the arcs of great circles vu
and vw. We denote the scalar product in E4 by 〈·, ·〉.

Let L1 be the line (great circle) in S3 given by x3 = x4 = 0 and L2 the line given by
x1 = x2 = 0. Then the distance in S3 from every point of L1 to every point of L2 is equal
to π/2. Moreover, any point r ∈ S3 \ (L1 ∪ L2) can be uniquely written as

cos θ · r1 + sin θ · r2, r1 ∈ L1, r2 ∈ L2, θ ∈
(

0,
π

2

)

.

Note that rotation of S3 around L1 keeps L2 invariant, and vice versa.
We consider an octahedron a1a2a3b1b2b3 in S3 such that

(1) a1,b1 ∈ L1 and a2,b2 ∈ L2,

(2) the vertices a3 and b3 are symmetric to each other with respect to L1, that is, are
obtained from each other by the rotation by π around L1.

Rotating the octahedron a1a2a3b1b2b3 around the lines L1 and L2, we may always
achieve that the vertex a3 lies on the arc given by x2 = x4 = 0, x1 > 0, x3 > 0. Then

a1 = (cosα1, sinα1, 0, 0), b1 = (cosα2, sinα2, 0, 0),

a2 = (0, 0, cosβ1, sin β1), b2 = (0, 0, cosβ2, sin β2),

a3 = (cos θ, 0, sin θ, 0), b3 = (cos θ, 0,− sin θ, 0)

for some α1, α2, β1, β2 ∈ R and θ ∈ (0, π/2). We denote by ℓuv the length of an edge uv

of the octahedron. Then

ℓa1a2
= ℓa1b2

= ℓb1a2
= ℓb1b2

=
π

2
,

ℓa1a3
= ℓa1b3

, ℓb1a3
= ℓb1b3

,

ℓa2a3
+ ℓa2b3

= ℓb2a3
+ ℓb2b3

= π.

So all edge lengths of the octahedron are solely determined by the four edge lengths ℓa1a3
,

ℓb1a3
, ℓa2a3

, and ℓb2a3
; we denote the cosines of those four edge lengths by p1, p2, q1, and q2,

respectively. Then we have

p1 = 〈a1, a3〉 = cosα1 cos θ, p2 = 〈b1, a3〉 = cosα2 cos θ,

q1 = 〈a2, a3〉 = cos β1 sin θ, q2 = 〈b2, a3〉 = cos β2 sin θ.

Therefore,

a1 =

(

p1
cos θ

, δ1

√

1− p21
cos2 θ

, 0, 0

)

, b1 =

(

p2
cos θ

, δ2

√

1− p22
cos2 θ

, 0, 0

)

,

a2 =

(

0, 0,
q1

sin θ
, ε1

√

1− q21
sin2 θ

)

, b2 =

(

0, 0,
q2

sin θ
, ε2

√

1− q22
sin2 θ

)

,

a3 = (cos θ, 0, sin θ, 0), b3 = (cos θ, 0,− sin θ, 0),

(2.1)
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a1

b1

b2

a2

b3

a3

L1

L2

Figure 1. The octahedron

where the signs δ1, δ2, ε1, ε2 ∈ {−1, 1} can be chosen arbitrarily. The obtained octahedron
is shown in Fig. 1. In this figure, the sphere S3 is shown using a stereographic projection
chosen in such a way that L1 becomes a straight line. The lengths of all red edges are π/2.
The full segments of each colour are equal to each other, and the full and dashed segments
of each colour complement each other up to π.

We immediately obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that

max
{

p21, p
2
2

}

+max
{

q21 , q
2
2

}

< 1.

Then formulae (2.1) provide a flexion of an octahedron in S3. The parameter θ runs
over [θmin, θmax], where

θmin = arcsin
(

max{|q1|, |q2|}
)

,

θmax = arccos
(

max{|p1|, |p2|}
)

.

Suppose that |p1| = |p2|. Then we have two possibilities. If δ1 sgn(p1) = δ2 sgn(p2),
then a1 = ±b1, so the octahedron is inessential. Assume that δ1 sgn(p1) = −δ2 sgn(p2).
Replace the vertex b1 with b′

1 = δ1δ2b1 and the vertex b3 with b′
3 = −b3. Then

the obtained octahedron a1a2a3b
′
1b2b

′
3 is symmetric with respect to the plane (great

sphere) H given by x1 = 0 so that a1 is symmetric to b′
1, a3 is symmetric to b′

3 and
a2,b2 ∈ H . Thus, we obtain a usual plane-symmetric Bricard octahedron. Similarly,
if |q1| = |q2|, then the octahedron is also either inessential or can be transformed to a
plane-symmetric Bricard octahedron by replacing some of vertices with their antipodes.
All these cases are not interesting for us.

7



In Section 4 we will prove that the constructed flexible octahedron (2.1) is an exotic
flexible octahedron (i. e. satisfies condition (4) from Introduction), provided that |p1| 6=
|p2| and |q1| 6= |q2|.
Proposition 2.2. Suppose that a1a2a3b1b2b3 is a flexible octahedron of the form (2.1)
with some parameters p1, p2, q1, and q2 such that |p1| 6= |p2| and |q1| 6= |q2|. Let
a′
1a

′
2a

′
3b

′
1b

′
2b

′
3 be a flexible octahedron obtained from a1a2a3b1b2b3 by replacing some

of its vertices with their antipodes. Then, up to rotation of S3 and renaming the vertices,
the new octahedron also has the form (2.1) with some parameters p′1, p

′
2, q

′
1, and q

′
2 such

that |p′1| 6= |p′2| and |q′1| 6= |q′2|.
Proof. Replacing the vertices a1, b1, a2, and b2 with their antipodes only results in
reversals of the signs of the numbers p1, p2, q1, and q2, respectively, so we again obtain a
flexible octahedron of the desired form. Assume that we replace b3 with its antipode −b3.
(The case of a3 is completely similar.) The points a3 and −b3 are symmetric to each
other with respect to the line L2. Therefore, if we rename the vertices by a1 ↔ a2 and
b1 ↔ b2 and rotate S3 so as to swap L1 and L2, then we arrive at a flexible octahedron
of the form (2.1) with parameters p′1 = q1, p

′
2 = q2, q

′
1 = p1, and q

′
2 = p2. �

Remark 2.3. The construction described fits well with the general idea, going back to
Bricard, that imposing certain symmetry conditions can yield flexible polyhedra, see [19]
and [13] for further results in this direction. Note, however, that so far the idea of
imposing symmetry has only worked in dimensions 3 and 4. It would be interesting to
find out whether it is possible to construct flexible polyhedra of higher dimensions based
on symmetry considerations.

3. Configuration spaces of flexible octahedra

Consider an octahedron P = a1a2a3b1b2b3 in S3. We choose and fix the set ℓ = (ℓuv)
of 12 edge lengths, where {u,v} runs over all (unordered) pairs of vertices, except for
the three pairs {ai,bi}, i = 1, 2, 3. We always assume that the lengths of edges of each
face u1u2u3 are the lengths of sides of a non-degenerate spherical triangle, that is, satisfy
the inequalities 0 < ℓuiuj

< π, the strict triangle inequalities ℓuiuj
< ℓuiuk

+ ℓujuk
and the

inequality ℓu1u2
+ ℓu2u3

+ ℓu1u3
< 2π.

Our goal is to study the configuration space Σ(ℓ) of all octahedra P with the prescribed
set of edge lengths ℓ, up to rotations of S3. As coordinates in this space, we conveniently
take the tangents

tuv = tan
(ϕuv

2

)

,

where ϕuv are the oriented dihedral angles at the edges uv of the octahedron. Follow-
ing [11, Sect. 2], we choose the signs of the oriented dihedral angles as follows. First,
we orient the polyhedral surface P so that the orientation of the face a1a2a3 is given by
the indicated order of its vertices. Second, suppose that uv is an edge of the octahedron
and uvw1 and uvw2 are the two faces that contain this edge. Choose a point p on the
edge uv. For i = 1, 2, let mi ∈ TpS

3 be the exterior unit normal vector to the face uvwi,
that is, the unit vector orthogonal to uvwi such that the product of the direction of mi

by the positive orientation of the face uvwi yields the positive orientation of S3. Further,
let ni ∈ TpS

3 be the unit vector tangent to the face uvwi and pointing inside it. Choose
a positive direction around the edge uv so that n1 is obtained from m1 by the rotation
through an angle π/2 in the positive direction. By definition, the oriented dihedral an-
gle ϕuv is the rotation angle from n1 to n2 in this positive direction. The angle ϕuv is
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well defined modulo 2πZ. It is easy to check that it is independent of the choice of the
point p and also of which of the two faces adjacent to uv is denoted by uvw1.

The tangents tuv take their values in R ∪ {∞}. We conveniently identify R ∪ {∞}
with RP

1 so that tuv is an affine coordinate on RP
1.

Now, let u be an arbitrary vertex of the octahedron, and let uv1v2, uv2v3, uv3v4,
and uv4v1 be the four faces containing u. We denote by S2

u the unit sphere in the
tangent space TuS

3. Let v′
1, . . . ,v

′
4 ∈ S

2
u be the unit tangent vectors to the arcs of great

circles uv1, . . . ,uv4, respectively. The spherical quadrilateral in S2
u consisting of the four

edges v′
1v

′
2, v

′
2v

′
3, v

′
3v

′
4, and v′

4v
′
1 is called the link of the vertex u of the octahedron.

The lengths of these four edges of the link are equal to the following angles of faces of
the octahedron, respectively:

α = ∠v1uv2, β = ∠v2uv3, γ = ∠v3uv4, δ = ∠v4uv1.

The dihedral angles of the link are equal to the corresponding dihedral angles of the oc-
tahedron. The following proposition about spherical quadrilaterals is due to Bricard [4].
(Bricard studied tetrahedral angles in 3-space rather than spherical quadrilaterals. Nev-
ertheless, these two objects are obviously equivalent.)

Proposition 3.1. The tangents t1 = tuv1
and t2 = tuv2

satisfy the biquadratic equation

At21t
2
2 +Bt21 + 2Ct1t2 +Dt22 + E = 0, (3.1)

where

A = cos γ − cos(α + β + δ), B = cos γ − cos(α + β − δ),

D = cos γ − cos(α− β + δ), E = cos γ − cos(α− β − δ), (3.2)

C = −2 sin β sin δ.

Remark 3.2. As we have already said, each variables ti should be considered as belonging
to RP

1. Therefore, it is more correct to introduce the projective coordinates ti = (Xi : Yi)
on RP

1 and write relation (3.1) in the form

AX2
1X

2
2 +BX2

1Y
2
2 + 2CX1Y1X2Y2 +DY 2

1 X
2
2 + EY 2

1 Y
2
2 = 0. (3.3)

With this agreement, the converse of Proposition 3.1 is true.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that (t1, t2) ∈ RP
1 × RP

1 is an arbitrary solution of the
equation (3.3) with coefficients (3.2). For i = 1, 2, let ϕi ∈ R/2πZ be the angle such
that tan(ϕi/2) = ti. Then there exists a spherical quadrilateral v′

1v
′
2v

′
3v

′
4 in S2 with

consecutive edge lengths α, β, γ, and δ and the oriented dihedral angles at v′
1 and v′

2

equal to ϕ1 and ϕ2, respectively.

Now, we can construct the configuration space of octahedra with the prescribed set of
edge lengths ℓ as follows. Choose a face of the octahedron, say a1a2a3, and let t1 = ta2a3

,
t2 = ta3a1

, and t3 = ta1a2
be the tangents of the halves of the dihedral angles at edges

of this face. Then each of the pairs (t1, t2), (t2, t3), and (t3, t1) satisfies a biquadratic
equation of the form (3.3). Note that the angles of faces of the octahedron and hence the
coefficients of these three equations are solely determined by the set ℓ of edge lengths of
the octahedron. We denote by Σa1a2a3

(ℓ) the algebraic variety in (RP1)3 given by these
three equations. This variety will be called the configuration space of spherical octahedra
with the prescribed set of edge lengths ℓ. Propositions 3.1 and 3.3 immediately imply
the following proposition, which is also essentially due to Bricard [4], cf. [9] for a high-
dimensional analogue. (Bricard studied only flexible octahedra in E3. Nevertheless, the
spherical case is completely similar.)
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Proposition 3.4. Up to rotations of S3, spherical octahedra with the prescribed set of
edge lengths ℓ are in one-to-one correspondence with points of the variety Σa1a2a3

(ℓ).

A disadvantage of the above construction is that it depends on the choice of the
face a1a2a3. To overcome this disadvantage, we give the following more symmetric con-
struction of the configuration space. In total we have 12 variables

tuv = (Xuv : Yuv) ∈ RP
1

indexed by the edges of the octahedron. They satisfy the 24 biquadratic equations of the
form (3.3) indexed by the pairs of edges that lie in the same face. Let Σ = Σ(ℓ) be the
algebraic variety in (RP1)12 given by these 24 equations. This variety will be called the
configuration space of spherical octahedra with the prescribed set of edge lengths ℓ.

Proposition 3.5. The projection πa1a2a3
: Σ(ℓ) → Σa1a2a3

(ℓ) is a homeomorphism and a
birational map.

Proof. The fact that πa1a2a3
is a homeomorphism follows immediately from Proposi-

tion 3.4. To prove that it is a birational map, we need to show that each variable tuv
is a rational function of t1 = ta2a3

, t2 = ta3a1
, and t3 = ta1a2

. This fact is well known,
although the author does not know exactly where it is written in this form. It follows
immediately from the same assertion for a spherical quadrilateral, which was proved by
Izmestiev, see Proposition 2.7 and Section 7 in [14]. Alternatively, one can show that tuv
is a rational function of t1, t2, and t3 by combining the following two facts:

(1) If we rotate S3 so that the vertices a1, a2, and a3 are immovable, then the coordi-
nates of the vertices b1, b2, and b3 are rational functions of t1, t2, and t3, see formula (2.5)
in [9].

(2) The function eiϕuv and hence the function

tuv = tan(ϕuv/2) = −i · e
iϕuv − 1

eiϕuv + 1

being restricted to Σ are rational functions of the coordinates of vertices of the octahedron.
The proof of this fact for octahedra in the Lobachevsky space can be found in [10,
Lemma 9.2]; the spherical case is completely similar. �

In this paper, the configuration space Σ(ℓ) will always be studied up to maps that
are simultaneously birational equivalences and homeomorphisms. Proposition 3.5 allows
us to identify all the configuration spaces ΣF (ℓ), where F is a face of the octahedron,
with Σ(ℓ) along the corresponding projections πF . In what follows, we never use the
index F and will denote all these configuration spaces simply by Σ or Σ(ℓ). Since any
pair of coordinates (tj , tk) satisfies a nontrivial algebraic relation of the form (3.3), we
obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. Any irreducible component of the variety Σ(ℓ) has dimension at most 1.

Definition 3.7. A one-dimensional irreducible component Γ of Σ(ℓ) is said to be essential
if the corresponding flexion of the octahedron is essential. In other words, Γ is essential
if and only if any of the variables tuv is neither identically zero nor indentically ∞ on Γ.

Suppose that Γ is an essential one-dimensional irreducible component of Σ(ℓ). From
Proposition 3.5 it follows that the field of rational functions R(Γ) is generated over R by t1,
t2, and t3. Now we would like to consider all possibilities how the minimal polynomial
relation between t1 and t2 on Γ can look like. For this purpose we need to study the
decomposition of the relation (3.1) into irreducible factors. Note that, since any tj is
neither identically zero nor indentically ∞ on Γ, we may study relation (3.1) rather
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than (3.3). Moreover, we can neglect factors of the form tj . Bricard’s classification is as
follows, see [4] (in terminology we follow [15, Sect 2.4]):

Case 1. A spherical quadrilateral is called an isogram if pairs of opposite lengths have
equal sides, i. e. α = γ and β = δ, and an antiisogram if lengths of opposite sides
complement each other to π, i. e. α + γ = β + δ = π. Then the relation (3.1) is the
product of two factors, either of degree 1 with respect to each of the variables t1 and t2.
Hence t1 and t2 are either directly or inversely proportional to each other on Γ. Therefore,
R(t1) = R(t2).

Case 2. A spherical quadrilateral is called a deltoid if it has two pairs of adjacent
equal sides, say α = β and γ = δ, and an antideltoid if it has two pairs of adjacent sides
complementing each other to π, say α+ β = γ + δ = π. In addition, we suppose that the
quadrilateral is not an (anti)isogram, that is α 6= γ and α 6= π − γ. Then, possibly after
factoring out t1, the relation (3.1) becomes irreducible of degree 1 with respect to t1 and
of degree 2 with respect to t2. Hence, on Γ we have that t1 is a rational function of t2,
but t2 is not a rational function of t1. Therefore, R(t1) ⊂ R(t2) and |R(t2)/R(t1)| = 2.

Case 3. Suppose that the quadrilateral is neither an isogram, nor an antiisogram, nor a
deltoid, nor an antideltoid. Then the relation (3.1) is irreducible and the degree of either
variable tj in it is equal to 2. Hence, on Γ we have that

|R(t1, t2)/R(t1)| = |R(t1, t2)/R(t2)| = 2, R(t1) 6= R(t2).

Usually this case is divided into two subcases, which are called rational and elliptic
depending of whether the curve Γ is rational or elliptic. Nevertheless, in this paper we
do not need to distinguish between these two cases.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that an essential one-dimensional irreducible component Γ
of Σ(ℓ) satisfies condition (4) from Introduction with respect to the face a1a2a3. Then Γ
satisfies the same condition (4) with respect to any other face of the octahedron.

Proof. By condition (4) for a1a2a3 we have that

|R(Γ)/R(ta1a2
)| = 4, (3.4)

|R(ta1a3
)/R(ta1a2

)| = |R(ta2a3
)/R(ta1a2

)| = 2. (3.5)

First, from (3.4) it follows immediately that the octahedron satisfies condition (4) with
respect to the face a1a2b3, since none of the other cases (1a), (1b), (2a), (2b), (2c),
and (3) is possible. Second, from (3.5) and the above classification of flexible spherical
quadrilaterals it follows that the link of the vertex a1 is either a deltoid with ∠a2a1a3 =
∠a2a1b3 and ∠b2a1a3 = ∠b2a1b3 or an antideltoid with ∠a2a1a3 = π − ∠a2a1b3 and
∠b2a1a3 = π−∠b2a1b3. Hence, |R(ta1a3

)/R(ta1b2
)| = 2. Therefore, |R(Γ)/R(ta1b2

)| = 4.
Thus, the octahedron satisfies condition (4) with respect to either of the faces a1b2a3

and a1b2b3. Repeating the same reasoning, we obtain that the octahedron satisfies
condition (4) with respect to each of its faces. �

4. Equivalence of algebraic and geometric constructions

The aim of this section is to prove that the algebraic definition of an exotic flexi-
ble octahedron from [9] (cf. Introduction) agrees with the geometric construction from
Section 2.

Suppose that, for some ℓ, the configuration variety Σ = Σ(ℓ) contains an essential one-
dimensional irreducible component Γ. Recall that in [9] the author proved that Γ satisfies
exactly one of the conditions (1a), (1b), (2a), (2b), (2c), (3), and (4) from Introduction.
The case (4) is called exotic flexible octahedra.
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Theorem 4.1. The curve Γ satisfies condition (4) from Introduction if and only if,
up to rotation of S3 and simultaneous renaming of vertices a1 ↔ a2 and b1 ↔ b2, the
corresponding flexion of the octahedron admits a parametrization of the form (2.1), where
|p1| 6= |p2| and |q1| 6= |q2|.
Proof. First, consider the flexion of an octahedron given by (2.1), where |p1| 6= |p2|
and |q1| 6= |q2|. By Proposition 3.8 it is enough to prove condition (4) for some one face
of the octahedron. Swapping a1 ↔ b1, we can achieve that |p1| > |p2|. As above, we put
t1 = ta2a3

, t2 = ta3a1
, and t3 = ta1a2

.
From the law of cosines for the faces a1a2a3, a1a2b3, b1a2a3, and b1a2b3, we easily

obtain that

cos∠a1a2a3 = cos∠a1a2b3 =
p1

√

1− q21
,

cos∠b1a2a3 = cos∠b1a2b3 =
p2

√

1− q21
.

So the link of the vertex a1 is a deltoid and hence t3 is a rational function of t2 and
|R(t2)/R(t3)| = 2. Similarly, the link of a2 is an antideltoid and hence t3 is a rational
function of t1 and |R(t1)/R(t3)| = 2. Let us prove that R(t1) 6= R(t2). Indeed, it follows
from Bricard’s classification of flexible spherical quadrilaterals (see Section 3) that the
equality R(t1) = R(t2) can only take place when t1 and t2 are either directly or inversely
proportional to each other. Since |p1| > |p2|, at θ = θmax we have that the four vectors
a1, a2, b2, a3 are linearly dependent, but the four vectors a1, b1, a2, a3 are linearly
independent. It follows that t2 is either 0 or ∞, but t1 is neither 0 nor ∞. Therefore,
t1 and t2 are neither directly nor inversely proportional to each other, so R(t1) 6= R(t2).
Thus, we have that |R(Γ)/R(t1)| ≥ 2 and hence |R(Γ)/R(t3)| ≥ 4. Since any essential
flexible octahedron satisfies one of the conditions (1a), (1b), (2a), (2b), (2c), (3), and (4)
from Introduction, we conclude that |R(Γ)/R(t3)| = 4 and the flexible octahedron under
consideration satisfies condition (4).

Second, let us prove the ‘only if’ part of the theorem. Assume that Γ is an arbitrary
essential one-dimensional irreducible component of some configuration variety Σ = Σ(ℓ)
such that Γ satisfies condition (4) from Introduction. Our goal is to prove that, up to
rotation of S3 and simultaneous renaming a1 ↔ a2 and b1 ↔ b2, the corresponding
flexion admits a parametrization of the form (2.1) with |p1| 6= |p2| and |q1| 6= |q2|.

The following property of exotic flexible octahedra is Lemma 9.9 in [9]:

Suppose that n1, n2, and n3 are the unit inner normal vectors to the sides a2a3, a3a1,
and a1a2 of the face a1a2a3; then 〈n1,n2〉 = 〈n1,n3〉〈n2,n3〉.

This property immediately implies that ℓa1a2
= π/2. Similarly, we have that

ℓa1b2
= ℓb1a2

= ℓb1b2
= π/2.

We denote by L1 the great circle through a1 and b1 and by L2 the great circle through a2

and b2. Then there exist Euclidean coordinates x1, x2, x3, x4 in E4 ⊃ S3 such that L1 is
given by x3 = x4 = 0 and L2 is given by x1 = x2 = 0.

Condition (4) implies that, if i is either 1 or 2, then t3 is a rational function of ti
but ti is not a rational function of t3. From Bricard’s classification of flexible spherical
quadrilaterals (see Section 3) it follows that the link of each of the vertices a1 and a2 is
either a deltoid or an antideltoid, so

cos∠a2a1a3 = ν1 cos∠a2a1b3, cos∠b2a1a3 = ν1 cos∠b2a1b3, ν1 = ±1,

cos∠a1a2a3 = ν2 cos∠a1a2b3, cos∠b1a2a3 = ν2 cos∠b1a2b3, ν2 = ±1.
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The following assertion is a standard consequence of the spherical laws of sines and
cosines:

Suppose that the sides of a spherical triangle are equal to a, b, and π/2 and the angles
of the corners opposite to the sides a and b are equal to α and β, respectively. Then

cos a =
cosα sin β

√

1− cos2 α cos2 β
.

Applying this formula to the faces of the octahedron, we obtain that

cos ℓa2a3
= ν1 cos ℓa2b3

, cos ℓb2a3
= ν1 cos ℓb2b3

,

cos ℓa1a3
= ν2 cos ℓa1b3

, cos ℓb1a3
= ν2 cos ℓb1b3

.

Assume that the octahedron is essential. Then a1 6= ±b1, a2 6= ±b2, so a1,b1, a2,b2

is a basis of E4. If ν1 = ν2 = 1, then we see that 〈a3, c〉 = 〈b3, c〉 for c = a1,b1, a2,b2.
Hence, a3 = b3. Therefore, the octahedron is inessential. Similarly, if ν1 = ν2 = −1, then
we obtain that a3 = −b3 and the octahedron is inessential, too.

Thus, for an essential octahedron, we have that ν1 = −ν2. By swapping a1 ↔ a2

and b1 ↔ b2, we can achieve that ν1 = −1 and ν2 = 1. Let a′
3 be the point symmetric

to a3 about L1. Then 〈a′
3, c〉 = 〈b3, c〉 for c = a1,b1, a2,b2 and hence b3 = a′

3. Now,
we see that a1,b1 ∈ L1, a2,b2 ∈ L2, and the vertices a3 and b3 are symmetric to each
other with respect to L1. In Section 2 we have shown that then, up to rotation of S3, the
octahedron admits a parametrization of the form (2.1). Moreover, if at least one of the
two equalities |p1| = |p2| and |q1| = |q2| were true, then, up to replacing of some vertices
with their antipodes, the octahedron would be plane-symmetric and hence it would fall
into one of the cases (2a), (2b), and (2c) rather than into the case (4). Thus, |p1| 6= |p2|
and |q1| 6= |q2|. �

5. Configuration spaces of exotic flexible octahedra

In this section we describe the configuration space Σ = Σ(ℓ), where ℓ is the set of
edge lengths that corresponds to an exotic flexible octahedron. Note that renaming the
vertices by a1 ↔ b1 and a2 ↔ b2 we can achieve that |p1| > |p2| and |q1| > |q2|.
Proposition 5.1. Let ℓ = (ℓuv) be the set of edge lengths for an octahedron such that
0 < ℓuv < π for all edges uv,

ℓa1a2
= ℓa1b2

= ℓb1a2
= ℓb1b2

=
π

2
,

ℓa1a3
= ℓa1b3

, ℓb1a3
= ℓb1b3

, (5.1)

ℓa2a3
+ ℓa2b3

= ℓb2a3
+ ℓb2b3

= π,

and the cosines

p1 = cos ℓa1a3
, p2 = cos ℓb1a3

, q1 = cos ℓa2a3
, q2 = cos ℓb2a3

satisfy |p1| > |p2|, |q1| > |q2|, and
p21 + q21 < 1.

Then the configuration space Σ = Σ(ℓ) has a unique essential one-dimensional irreducible
component Γ, which consists of two connected components Γ+ and Γ−. For either com-
ponent Γ±, the corresponding flexion of the octahedron, up to rotation of S3, is given
by formulae (2.1), where the signs δ2 and ε2 are unchanged, the sign δ1 changes when
θ = θmax = arccos |p1|, and the sign ε1 changes when θ = θmin = arcsin |q1|. Thus, Γ±

projects 4-fold onto the segment [θmin, θmax], see Fig. 2. The component Γ+ corresponds
to δ2ε2 = 1 and the component Γ− corresponds to δ2ε2 = −1. Moreover, all (real) points
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θmin θmax θ

δ1 = 1, ε1 = −1

δ1 = 1, ε1 = 1

δ1 = −1, ε1 = 1

δ1 = −1, ε1 = −1

Figure 2. A connected component of the configuration space

of Γ are smooth and all coordinates of vertices of the flexible octahedron (2.1) are real
analytic functions on Γ.

Proof. To prove this proposition, we need to establish a correspondence between the
descriptions of flexible octahedra in terms of the tangents of the half dihedral angles and
in terms of the vertex coordinates.

In terms of vertex coordinates it is natural to consider an auxiliary configuration space C
whose points are all possible positions of the flexible polyhedron (2.1) for various θ, δ1,
δ2, ε1, and ε2. Since the sign δ1 is unimportant when θ = θmax and the sign ε1 is unim-
portant when θ = θmin, we obtain that C consists of the four connected components Cδ2ε2
corresponding to the choice of the signs δ2 and ε2. Moreover, each of the connected compo-
nents C±± is homeomorphic to the circle and projects 4-fold onto the segment [θmin, θmax]
as in Fig. 2. Calculating the tangents t1 = ta2a3

, t2 = ta3a1
, and t3 = ta1a2

for the octahe-
dra (2.1), we obtain a map F : C → Σ. We denote the image of F by Γ. The rotation by π
around the line x2 = x4 = 0 changes simultaneously all the signs δ1, δ2, ε1, and ε2. Hence,
the map F glues the components C++ and C−− together and glues the components C+−

and C−+ together. We put Γ+ = F (C++) = F (C−−) and Γ− = F (C+−) = F (C−+). To
prove the proposition, we need to show that

(1) Γ = F (C) coincides with the set of all points in Σ that correspond to essential
octahedra,

(2) the restriction of F to C++ ∪ C+− is injective; in particular, Γ+ ∩ Γ− = ∅,

(3) Γ is an irreducible component of Σ,

(4) all real points of Γ are smooth and all coordinates of vertices in (2.1) are real
analytic functions on Γ.

Assertion (1) follows, since in Section 2 we have shown that, up to rotation of S3, any
essential octahedron with edge lengths (5.1) has the form (2.1).

To prove assertion (2) we need to show that the parameters θ, δ1, ε1, and ε2 can be
uniquely recovered from t1, t2, and t3 if we assume that δ2 = 1. Obviously, the lengths
of the diagonals a1b1, a2b2, and a3b3 can be recovered from t1, t2, and t3. On the other
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hand, we have

cos dist(a1,b1) =
p1p2
cos2 θ

+ δ1

√

(

1− p21
cos2 θ

)(

1− p22
cos2 θ

)

, (5.2)

cos dist(a2,b2) =
q1q2
sin2 θ

+ ε1ε2

√

(

1− q21
sin2 θ

)(

1− q22
sin2 θ

)

, (5.3)

cos dist(a3,b3) = cos2 θ − sin2 θ. (5.4)

Equality (5.4) allows us to recover θ. Then equality (5.2) allows us to recover δ1 unless
θ = θmax. However, if θ = θmax, then the sign δ1 is unimportant. Similarly, equality (5.3)
allows us to recover the product ε1ε2 unless θ = θmin, and the sign ε1 is unimportant
when θ = θmin. So if two different points of C++ ∪ C+− have the same image under F ,
then these two points correspond to two rows of parameters (θ, δ1, ε1, ε2) that can be
obtained from each other by simultaneous reversing the signs ε1 and ε2. Finally, note
that the symmetry about the plane x4 = 0 results in reversing simultaneously the signs
ε1 and ε2. On the other hand, this symmetry reverses the sign of every ti. For each
octahedron of the form (2.1), at least one of the three tangents t1, t2, and t3 is neither 0
nor ∞. Therefore, the images under F of the two points of C++ ∪ C+− corresponding to
the rows of parameters (θ, δ1, ε1, ε2) and (θ, δ1,−ε1,−ε2) do not coincide with each other.
Assertion (2) follows.

Let us now prove assertion (4). It follows easily from equalities (5.2)–(5.4) that the
derivative of t1 with respect to θ is nonzero whenever θ ∈ (θmin, θmax). Therefore, θ is
a regular real analytic local parameter for Γ at any real point, except for the 8 points
in which θ is either θmin or θmax. Therefore, all real points of Γ with θ ∈ (θmin, θmax)
are smooth. Moreover, all coordinates of vertices in (2.1) are real analytic functions of θ
on (θmin, θmax).

Now, consider a point γ ∈ Γ with θ = θmax. (The case θ = θmin is completely similar.)
A convenient parameter for Γ at γ is

τ = δ1

√

1− p21
cos2 θ

.

It is easy to deduce from (5.2)–(5.4) that all the three tangents t1, t2, and t3 locally are
real analytic functions of τ and the derivative of t1 with respect to τ is nonzero. Hence,
γ is a smooth point of Γ. Moreover, in a neighborhood of γ, all coordinates of vertices
in (2.1) are real analytic functions of τ .

Finally, let us prove assertion (3). Since Γ+ and Γ− are connected and consist of smooth
points, we see that either Γ+ and Γ− are irreducible components of Σ or Γ is an irreducible
component of Σ. The fact that Γ+ and Γ− lie in the same irreducible component of Σ
follows easily from the fact that the sign δ2ε2 will change if θ goes along a loop η in C

that passes once around the point arccos |p2|, see Fig. 3. �

6. Calculation of volume

The purpose of this section is to calculate the oriented volume of the exotic flexible
octahedron (2.1) with |p1| 6= |p2| and |q1| 6= |q2|, and show that it is always nonconstant.
Swapping the vertices a1 ↔ b1 and a2 ↔ b2 we can achieve that |p1| > |p2| and |q1| > |q2|.
We assume these inequalities throughout this section. Let the configuration curve Γ be
as in Proposition 5.1.
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arcsin |q2|
arccos |p2|

θmin = arcsin |q1| θmax = arccos |p1|

η

Figure 3. The loop η

We are going to write an explicit formula for the oriented volume V of the flexible
octahedron (2.1). Certainly, we would like to express V through some parameter of the
flexion. However, it turns out that θ is not a convenient parameter. A more convenient
parameter, which we denote by y, is the cosine of the length of the diagonal a1b1. We
have

y = 〈a1,b1〉 =
p1p2
cos2 θ

+ δ1δ2

√

(

1− p21
cos2 θ

)(

1− p22
cos2 θ

)

(6.1)

Proposition 6.1. Let Γσ be any of the two connected components Γ± of Γ. The largest
and smallest values of y on Γσ are

ymax,min =
p1p2 ±

√

(1− q21 − p21)(1− q21 − p22)

1− q21
,

where ymax and ymin correspond to the signs + and −, respectively. The value ymax is
attained at the point γmax ∈ Γσ with θ = θmin and δ1δ2 = 1, and the value ymin is attained
at the point γmin ∈ Γσ with θ = θmin and δ1δ2 = −1. Moreover, the function y is strictly
monotonic on each of the two arcs of Γσ connecting γmin and γmax.

Proof. Put x = cos−2 θ; then x is a strictly increasing function of θ. The values of x at the
endpoints of the segment [θmin, θmax] are xmin = (1 − q21)

−1 and xmax = p−2
1 , respectively.

Now, formula (6.1) reads as

y2 − 2p1p2xy + (p21 + p22)x− 1 = 0.

Let Q be the hyperbola given by this equation. It is easy to check that the vertical line
x = xmax is tangent to the left branch of the hyperbola Q. Hence, the graph of the
dependence between x and y is the segment of Q enclosed between the lines x = xmin

and x = xmax, see Fig. 4. The proposition follows easily. �

Now, we are ready to write an explicit formula for the oriented volume of the octa-
hedron. Since the oriented volume of a polyhedron in S3 is an element of R/2π2Z, all
formulae for volume below will be modulo 2π2Z.

Proposition 6.2. Suppose that |p1| > |p2| and |q1| > |q2|. Put rj = (1 − q2j )
−1/2 for

j = 1, 2. Then the oriented volume of the octahedron (2.1) is given by the formula

V =
δ2 sgn(p1)π

2

(

ε1A1(y)− ε2A2(y)
)

, (6.2)
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p2/p1

Figure 4. The hyperbola Q

where

Aj(y) = arccos
rj(p1 − p2y)

√

(1− r2jp
2
2)(1− y2)

+ arccos
rj(p2 − p1y)

√

(1− r2jp
2
1)(1− y2)

+ arccos
y − r2jp1p2

√

(1− r2jp
2
1)(1− r2jp

2
2)

− π. (6.3)

Moreover, 0 < A2(y) < 2π for all y ∈ [ymin, ymax], 0 < A1(y) < 2π for all y ∈ (ymin, ymax),
and A1(ymin) = A1(ymax) = 0.

Before proving this proposition, let us recall the following formula for the area of a
spherical triangle. It can be easily obtained by combining the standard formula A =
α + β + γ − π through the spherical excess and the spherical law of cosines.

Let c1, c2, and c3 be the cosines of sides of a spherical triangle. Then the area of this
triangle is equal to

A = arccos
c1 − c2c3

√

(1− c22)(1− c23)
+ arccos

c2 − c3c1
√

(1− c23)(1− c21)

+ arccos
c3 − c1c2

√

(1− c21)(1− c22)
− π. (6.4)

Proof of Proposition 6.2. We denote the oriented and unoriented volumes of a spherical
tetrahedron c1c2c3c4 by Vor(c1, c2, c3, c4) and V (c1, c2, c3, c4), respectively, and the area
of a spherical triangle c1c2c3 by A(c1, c2, c3).

Decomposing the octahedron (2.1) into four oriented spherical tetrahedra with common
edge a1b1, we obtain the following formula for the oriented volume V of it:

V = Vor(b1, a1, a2, a3)− Vor(b1, a1, a2,b3)

− Vor(b1, a1,b2, a3) + Vor(b1, a1,b2,b3). (6.5)
17



The rotation by π about the line L1 takes the tetrahedra b1a1a2b3 and b1a1b2b3 to the
tetrahedra b1a1(−a2)a3 and b1a1(−b2)a3, respectively. Hence, formula (6.5) reads as

V = Vor(b1, a1, a2, a3)− Vor(b1, a1,−a2, a3)

− Vor(b1, a1,b2, a3) + Vor(b1, a1,−b2, a3). (6.6)

The sign of the oriented volume of a spherical tetrahedron c1c2c3c4 is equal to the sign
of the determinant det(c1, c2, c3, c4) consisting of the coordinates of the vertices c1, c2,
c3, and c4. It can be checked immediately that

sgn
(

det(b1, a1, a2, a3)
)

= δ2ε1 sgn(p1),

sgn
(

det(b1, a1,b2, a3)
)

= δ2ε2 sgn(p1).

So formula (6.6) reads as

V = δ2ε1 sgn(p1)
(

V (b1, a1, a2, a3) + V (b1, a1,−a2, a3)
)

− δ2ε2 sgn(p1)
(

V (b1, a1,b2, a3) + V (b1, a1,−b2, a3)
)

= δ2ε1 sgn(p1) vol(Φ1)− δ2ε2 sgn(p1) vol(Φ2), (6.7)

where Φ1 is the union of the two spherical tetrahedra b1a1a2a3 and b1a1(−a2)a3, and Φ2

is the union of the two spherical tetrahedra b1a1b2a3 and b1a1(−b2)a3.
Consider the points ±a2 as poles of the sphere S

3 and let H = S
2 be the equatorial

great sphere equidistant from them. Then a1 and b1 lie on H . Let c be the intersection
point of the meridian through a3 and the equatorial sphere H . The set Φ1 is the union
of the meridians through all points of the spherical triangle a1b1c. Therefore,

vol(Φ1) =
vol(S3)

area(S2)
·A(a1,b1, c) =

π

2
· A(a1,b1, c).

Using the spherical law of cosines, we easily obtain that

cos dist(a1, c) = cos∠a1a2a3 =
p1

√

1− q21
= r1p1.

Similarly, cos dist(b1, c) = r1p2. Substituting these values to (6.4), we obtain that
A(a1,b1, c) = A1(y) and hence vol(Φ1) = πA1(y)/2. Similarly, vol(Φ2) = πA2(y)/2.
Thus, formula (6.7) reads as (6.2).

Since the tetrahedron b1a1b2a3 is always non-degenerate, we see that A2(y) 6= 0 for
all y ∈ [ymin, ymax]. If ymin < y < ymax, then the tetrahedron b1a1a2a3 is non-degenerate,
so A1(y) 6= 0. �

From (6.2) it follows immediately that the oriented volume V is a real analytic function
at a generic point of Γ, namely, at any point where none of the arccosines on the right-
hand side of (6.3) has a singularity. However, based on this formula, it is not so easy to
show that V is analytic at all points of Γ. Nevertheless, it is still true and can be proved
without using an explicit formula at all.

Proposition 6.3. The oriented volume of the flexible octahedron (2.1) is a real analytic
function V : Γ → R/2π2Z.

Proof. Let ω be the standard volume form on S3. Choose a point p ∈ S3 that does
not belong to any face of the octahedron and a real analytic 2-form ψ on S3 \ {p} such
that dψ = ω|S3\{p}. Then by Stokes’ theorem we have that the oriented volume of the
octahedron is equal to the sum of the integrals of ψ over the faces of the octahedron. By
Proposition 5.1 the coordinates of vertices of the octahedron are real analytic functions
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on Γ. Since any face F of the octahedron remains non-degenerate during the flexion, we
obtain that the integral of ψ over F is also a real analytic function on Γ. �

Corollary 6.4. The oriented volume V of the flexible octahedron (2.1) with |p1| 6= |p2| and
|q1| 6= |q2| is nonconstant on any arbitrarily small segment of the configuration curve Γ.

Proof. Consider the connected component Γσ of Γ, where σ is either + or −. Choose an
arbitrary y0 ∈ (ymin, ymax) and let γ± ∈ Γσ be the two points with y = y0 such that ε1 = 1
at γ+ and ε1 = −1 at γ−. Then 0 < A1(y0) < 2π. Hence,

V(γ+)− V(γ−) = δ2 sgn(p1)πA(y0) 6= 0 (mod 2π2
Z).

Thus, the function V is nonconstant on Γσ. Since V is real analytic, it follows that V is
nonconstant on any arbitrarily small segment of Γσ. �

Combining Corollary 6.4 and Proposition 2.2, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 6.5. Suppose that a1a2a3b1b2b3 is a flexible octahedron of the form (2.1)
with |p1| 6= |p2| and |q1| 6= |q2|, and a′

1a
′
2a

′
3b

′
1b

′
2b

′
3 is an octahedron obtained from it by

replacing some of its vertices with their antipodes. Then the oriented volume of the octa-
hedron a′

1a
′
2a

′
3b

′
1b

′
2b

′
3 is nonconstant on any arbitrarily small segment of the configuration

curve Γ. Thus, the octahedron a1a2a3b1b2b3 provides a counterexample to the Modified
Bellows Conjecture in S

3.

7. Conclusion

7.1. On three kinds of exotic flexible octahedra. As we have already mentioned in
Remark 1.2, the kind of an exotic flexible octahedron of the form (2.1) depends on the
choice of a distinguished face. More precisely, we have the following result.

Proposition 7.1. Suppose that |p1| > |p2| and |q1| > |q2|. Then the flexible octahe-
dron (2.1) has the first kind with respect to each of the faces b1b2a3 and b1b2b3, the
second kind with respect to each of the faces a1b2a3, a1b2b3, b1a2a3, and b1a2b3, and
the third kind with respect to each of the faces a1a2a3 and a1a2b3.

Proof. Consider a face F = u1u2u3, where each uj is either aj or bj . We would like
to determine the kind of the flexible octahedron (2.1) with respect to the face F . To
do this, we need to study the parameterizations for the tangents t1 = tu2u3

, t2 = tu3u1
,

and t3 = tu1u2
of the halves of the oriented dihedral angles in Jacobi’s elliptic functions.

From [9, Theorem 8.1] (cf. Remark 1.1) it follows that, up to transformations tj 7→ ±t±1
j

and swapping the indices 1 and 2, the tangents t1, t2, and t3 can be parametrized in one
of the three forms (1.3)–(1.5). So for each of the indices j = 1 and j = 2, we have one of
the following two possibilities:

tj = µj dn(u− σj)
±1, (7.1)

tj = µj

(

cn(u− σj)

sn(u− σj)

)±1

, (7.2)

where µj 6= 0 and σj are real constants and the elliptic modulus satisfies 0 < k < 1. The
parameter of the flexion u runs over R.

The octahedron with the distinguished face F has the first kind if we have parametriza-
tions of the form (7.1) for both j = 1 and j = 2, the second kind if we have a parametriza-
tion of the form (7.1) for one of the two indices and a parametrization of the form (7.2)
for the other, and the third kind if we have parametrizations of the form (7.2) for both
indices. To distinguish between the two possibilities (7.1) and (7.2), we need the following
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properties of the functions dn u and cn u/ snu with the elliptic modulus k ∈ (0, 1), see [2,
Section 13.18]:

• For u ∈ R, the function dn u takes values on the segment [k′, 1]; in particular, it
never takes the values 0 or ∞.

• As u runs over R, the function cn u/ sn u takes all values in R ∪ {∞}.
So t1 has a parametrization of the form (7.2) if and only if the oriented dihedral angle ϕu2u3

becomes either zero or straight during the flexion and hence if and only if the tetrahe-
dron a1b1u2u3 becomes degenerate during the flexion. Similarly, t2 has a parametrization
of the form (7.2) if and only if the tetrahedron a2b2u1u3 becomes degenerate during the
flexion.

Using formulae (2.1), it is easy to check that the tetrahedra a1b1a2a3 and a1b1a2b3

become degenerate when θ = θmin, the tetrahedra a2b2a1a3 and a2b2a1b3 become degen-
erate when θ = θmax, and the tetrahedra a1b1b2a3, a1b1b2b3, a2b2b1a3 and a2b2b1b3

never become degenerate during the flexion. The proposition follows. �

7.2. Higher-dimensional case. In [9] the author has also constructed exotic flexible
cross-polytopes in Sn, where n ≥ 4. The tangents t1, . . . , tn of the halves of the dihedral
angles of these cross-polytopes at the (n−2)-dimensional faces contained in some (n−1)-
dimensional face have parametrizations of the form

tj = λj dn u, j ∈ I1,

tj = λj dn

(

u− K

2

)

, j ∈ I2,

tj = λj

(

dn u+
k′

dn u

)

, j ∈ I3,

where {1, . . . , n} = I1 ⊔ I2 ⊔ I3 is a partition into three non-empty subsets. (These
formulae provide an analogue of exotic flexible octahedra of the first kind. Similarly, one
can write analogues for exotic flexible octahedra of the second and third kinds.)

In constrast to the three-dimensional case, in the higher-dimensional case no geometric
construction of exotic flexible cross-polytopes is known. Note, however, that no geometric
constructions are known for other types of flexible cross-polytopes in En, Sn, and Λn

either. The absence of a geometric description does not allow us to obtain an analogue of
formula (6.2) for the oriented volume of an exotic flexible cross-polytope. Nevertheless,
the following conjecture seems quite plausible, although its proof may require cumbersome
calculations with elliptic functions.

Conjecture 7.2. Exotic flexible cross-polytopes provide counterexamples to the Modified
Bellows Conjecture in Sn for all n ≥ 4.

Note also that from the analytic point of view the volume of a flexible polyhedron
in even-dimensional Lobachevsky space behaves similarly to the volume of a flexible
polyhedron in sphere, see [10]. Therefore, the incorrectness of the Modified Bellows
Conjecture in S3 should be considered as an argument in favor of the fact that the
Bellows Conjecture in even-dimensional Lobachevsky spaces may also be false.
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