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RATIONAL TENSEGRITIES THROUGH THE LENS OF TORIC GEOMETRY

FATEMEH MOHAMMADI AND XIAN WU

Abstract. A classical tensegrity model consists of an embedded graph in a vector space with rigid
bars representing edges, and an assignment of a stress to every edge such that at every vertex of the
graph the stresses sum up to zero. The tensegrity frameworks have been recently extended from
the two dimensional graph case to the multidimensional setting. We study the multidimensional
tensegrities using tools from toric geometry. For a given rational tensegrity framework F , we con-
struct a glued toric surface XF . We show that the abelian group of tensegrities on F is isomorphic
to a subgroup of the Chow group A

1(XF ;Q). In the case of planar frameworks, we show how to
explicitly carry out the computation of tensegrities via classical tools in toric geometry.

1. Introduction

This work is concerned with the development of new connections between the multidimensional
tensegrity frameworks, toric varieties, and their Chow groups.

1.1. Tensegrity frameworks. A classical tensegrity model [Max64] consists of an embedded
graph in a vector space Rd with rigid bars as edges, and a balancing condition at each ver-
tex, which gives a stable structure (see, e.g., [RW81, CW96, Con13]). Tensegrities have a wide
range of applications in different areas of modern science and engineering technology (see, e.g.,
[Mot03, RW81, JT08, ZO15]). The notion of tensegrity has also been developed in higher dimen-
sions (see, e.g., [KM21, KMP+22, Ryb99, Ryb00]). Some theories about the existence of tensigrities
and stratifications are recently developed in [Kar21, DKS10]. In this paper, we focus on the mul-
tidimensional tensegrities introduced in [KMP+22], and we examine their structures over Q or Z

from the algebraic geometry perspective.

We now define the main object of this paper, the multidimensional tensegrity framework (see,
[KMP+22] for more details). Let N ∼= Zd be a lattice and NR = N ⊗Z R ∼= Rd. A k-framework
F = (E,F, I,n) in NR consists of the following data:

• a collection E of (k − 1)-dimensional affine subspaces in Rd;
• a collection F of k-dimensional affine subspaces in Rd;
• a subset I ⊂ {(p, q) ∈ E × F | p ⊂ q};
• a function n assigning to each pair (e, f) in I, a vector n(e, f) in f normal to e, which is
mapped to the primitive generator of the lattice N/(N ∩ e) under πe : N → N/(N ∩ e).
See Figure 1.

The elements of E, F and I are called edges, faces, and incidences, respectively. A stress w on F
is a function w : F → Q. In particular, w is called a self-stress if for every e ∈ E, we have:

(1.1)
∑

(e,f)∈I

n(e, f)w(f) = 0.

The collection of self-stresses forms an abelian group AF under addition. Moreover, F is called a
tensegrity if there exists a nonzero self-stress on it.

1.2. Toric varieties and Chow groups. A normal algebraic variety X is toric if there exists a
(C∗)n-action on X with an open dense orbit isomorphic to the torus T = (C∗)n. Toric varieties
form an important family of varieties in algebraic geometry, mainly because they are linked to the
theory of lattices, polytopes and polyhedral fans. Moreover, their geometric properties are encoded
as combinatorial invariants of their corresponding polytopes. In some sense, toric varieties are the
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easiest objects to deal with in algebraic geometry, and they can be used in the study of arbitrary
varieties via degeneration techniques [And13, Ale02, BMNC21]. The standard references for toric
geometry are [Oda83, Ful93] and [CLS11].

To define the Chow group, consider the lattice of cocharacters N = Hom(C∗, T ) ∼= Zn and the
lattice of characters M = Hom(N,Z). Any complete fan Σ in NR = N ⊗Z R uniquely determines
a toric variety XΣ. The Chow group of k-dimensional algebraic cycles, denoted by Ak(XΣ;Q) is
described in [FS97, Proposition 1.1]. Let Σk be the set of cones in Σ of codimension k. The T -
invariant closed subvariety associated to σ ∈ Σk is denoted by V (σ). Then Ak(XΣ;Q) is generated
by the rational equivalent classes [V (σ)] where σ runs over Σk, and the relations are given by

(1.2)
∑

σ∈Σk, σ⊃τ

〈m,nσ,τ 〉[V (σ)] = 0,

for every τ ∈ Σk+1 and all m ∈ M(τ) = τ⊥ ∩ M . Here nσ,τ is a lattice point in σ whose image
generates the 1-dimensional lattice Nσ/Nτ , where Nσ and Nτ are sublattices of N generated by
N ∩ σ and N ∩ τ , respectively.

On the dual side, the operational Chow cohomology ring is defined as A•(XΣ;Q) = ⊕kA
k(XΣ;Q)

(see [Ful13, Chapter 17]). When XΣ is Q-factorial, or equivalently, every cone in Σ is simplicial, one
can identify Ak(XΣ;Q) with Adim(XΣ)−k(XΣ;Q). By [FMSS94, Theorem 3], there is an isomorphism

(1.3) Ak(XΣ;Q) ∼= HomQ(Ak(XΣ;Q),Q).

Moreover, the Chow cohomology group Ak(XΣ;Q) is isomorphic to the group of Minkowski weights
on Σk. See [FS97, Theorem 2.1]. In particular, a Q-valued function c on Σk is a Minkowski weight
if it satisfies the following balancing condition:

(1.4)
∑

σ∈Σk , σ⊃τ

〈m,nσ,τ 〉c(σ) = 0,

for every τ ∈ Σk+1 and m in the lattice M(τ).

1.3. Outline and our results. In Section 2, we first construct a toric variety for every edge in F ,
and then glue their associated polytopes along a proper choice of faces to obtain a polytope for F .
Then we use this polytope to construct a toric variety XF associated to F (see Construction 2.1
and Definition 2.1). Our main goal is to prove the following theorem which relates the Chow group
of XF from Section 1.2, and the abelian group of self-stresses AF from Section 1.1.

Theorem 1. Consider a framework F , and let AF be the group of self-stresses on F . Let XF be a
glued toric variety from Construction 2.1 and Definition 2.1, and let A1(XF ;Q)F be the subgroup
of the Chow group A1(XF ;Q) with cocycles vanishing on the reference rays. Then we have that:

A1(XF ;Q)F ∼= AF .

In Section 3, we focus on the classical tensegrity model of planar graphs. In Section 3.1, we con-
struct a polyhedral fan for any planar graph, and equip that with an irreducible toric variety. This
enables us to explicitly compute the corresponding Chow rings in Section 3.2, and so tensegrities,
using Stanley-Reisner ideals. We also provide a computational example (see Example 3.1).

Acknowledgement. The first author would like to express her gratitude to the organizers of the
Fields Institute Thematic Program on Geometric Constraint Systems, Framework Rigidity, and
Distance Geometry, for introducing her to the subject, and for many helpful conversations. She
would also like to thank James Cruickshank, Anthony Nixon, and Shin-ichi Tanigawa for helpful
discussions during the project [CMM+22]. The authors would like to thank Oleg Karpenkov for
helpful discussions. The authors were partially supported by the FWO grants G0F5921N (Odysseus
programme), G023721N, and BOF/STA/201909/038.
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2. Glued toric varieties associated to multidimensional frameworks

Throughout we fix a multidimensional framework F as defined in Section 1.1, which is the
integral version of [KMP+22, Definition 2.1]. We assume that F is a rational framework, i.e. each
element in E or F contains infinitely many rational points. We also assume that F is generic,
i.e. all f ’s with (e, f) ∈ I are distinct for a fixed e ∈ E. Moreover, for any e ∈ E, we have that
#{f | (e, f) ∈ I} > 3 if it is nonzero.

f

e

N/N ∩ e

N

n(e, f)

Figure 1. Local picture of a framework.

We now explain our method to associated a toric variety to any given framework F .

Construction 2.1 (The toric variety XF ). We first construct a toric variety for every edge in F ,
and then glue their associated polygons to obtain a polytope, and hence a toric variety for F .

More precisely, for each e, locally, in a neighborhood Ue = e × ∆, where ∆ is a small ball of
dimension (n−k+1), we contract Ue along e. Extending rays, we obtain a polyhedral fan Σ′

e ⊂ R2

centered at the image of e under the contraction, whose rays are contractions of {f | (e, f) ∈ I}, and
dimension 2 cones are naturally cut by rays. Then, we complete the fan, if necessary, as follows. If
all the rays ρ1, . . . , ρs lie on the same half-plane, then we add a new ray ρ0 generated by −

∑s
i=1 vi,

where vi is the primitive generator of ρi. Including the two 2-dimensional cones containing ρ0, we
obtain a complete fan Σe. We call the ray ρ0 an assistant ray. All these operations are canonical
with respect to F . We now proceed with our construction as follows:

• Let XΣe be the complete toric variety associated to Σe. Note that XΣe is projective since
dimXΣe = 2. We choose an ample line bundle Le on XΣe , equivalently, a polygon Pe whose
normal fan is Σe.

• If (e, f) and (e′, f) are both in I, and lf , lf ′ are edges in Pe, Pe′ normal to the contraction

of f , respectively, then we choose a bijection ϕe,e′

f between lf and lf ′ , and glue the polygons

Pe, Pe′ via ϕe,e′

f along the edges lf , lf ′ . We denote ΦE
F for the set of all bijections ϕe,e′

f .

We call the pair P := (∪e∈EPe,Φ
E
F ) the glued polygon. We associate a variety X to P, where each

component XΣe and the gluing is given by ΦE
F . Note that, the two non-canonical steps in the

construction may lead to multiple varieties X (associated to F), however by Equation (1.2), the
Chow groups are the same. Hence, we write A1(XF ;Q) for a choice of XF associated to P.

Example 2.1. Let F be the following framework. Fix the points

B1 = (1, 1, 0),

B5 = (2, 2, 1),

B2 = (−1, 1, 0),

B6 = (−2, 2, 1),

B3 = (−1,−1, 0),

B7 = (−2,−2, 1),

B4 = (1,−1, 0),

B8 = (2,−2, 1),

and Bi = Bi−4 − (0, 0, 2) for i = 9, . . . , 12.
3



lf1lf2 lf3
lf4

Figure 2. A realizable glued polygon in R3.

Denote BiBj for the line through any pair of points Bi and Bj, and BiBjBkBℓ for the half-plane
containing any collection of four coplanar points Bi, Bj , Bk, Bℓ. Set

e1 = B1B2, e2 = B2B3, e3 = B3B4, e4 = B4B1,

and ei =

{
BiBi−4, i = 5, . . . , 8;

BiBi−8, i = 9, . . . , 12.

We also set

f0 = B1B2B3B4,

f4 = B4B1B5B8,

f1 = B1B2B6B5,

f5 = B1B2B10B9,

f2 = B2B3B7B6, ,

f6 = B2B3B11B10,

f3 = B3B4B8B7,

f7 = B3B4B12B11,

and f8 = B4B1B9B12.

Note that the subset I (from Section 1.1) consists of all (e, f)’s with e ∈ {e1, . . . , e4}. Moreover,
the vectors n(e, f)’s are pointing towards the interior of the labelled quadrilaterals. Figure 2 shows
a choice of the glued polygon realizable in R3.

Figure 3. Monodromy.

Remark 2.1. We note that due to the existence of monodromy, the glued polygon ∪e∈EPe and
ΦE
F might not be realizable in a vector space. See, e.g., Figure 3.

Definition 2.1. A glued toric variety X is a union X = ∪iXi of complete toric varieties which are
glued along toric invariant subvarieties. A polarized glued toric variety (X,L) is a pair of a glued
toric variety X and a linearized ample line bundle L on X, where L|Xi

is also ample for every i.

Remark 2.2. Note that the resulted toric varieties in Construction 2.1 may not be seminormal,
and so they are not necessarily the stable toric varieties (or broken toric varieties) appeared in

[Ale02, Ols08]. Without fixing {ϕe,e′

f }, one only determines a family of varieties, which may not be

isomorphic to each other, see [Ale15, Section 2.2].

We now have all the ingredients to prove our main theorem.
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Proof of Theorem 1. For each complete fan Σe, let ρf be the ray arising from the contraction of
f . Then A1(XF ;Q)F is generated by all f ’s, where the relations are given by Equation (1.2) and

{ϕe,e′

f }. Now, by setting c(ρf ) to be w(f), we observe that the balancing condition for Minkowski

weights (1.4) and for tensegrities are the same, which completes the proof. �

3. Classical Planar Tensegrities

In this section, we study the case, where d = 2 in Section 1.1 and F has a bounded support. In
this case, the framework F has an underlying graph G, which is the classical tensegrity model (see,
e.g., [Max64, RW81, CW96, Con13] for more details on tensegrities of graphs).

3.1. Toric variety associated to G. Let G be a simple graph without multiple edges and loops.
We denote its edge set with E(G) and its vertex set with V (G). Fix a map P : G → R2 such that
P(Vi) 6= P(Vj) for any pair of distinct vertices Vi, Vj ∈ V (G). Assume that the images of edges
are linear segments without interior intersections. Denote the image of G by P(G). We require
that P(G) is integral, which means that the point pi = P(Vi) has integral coordinates and the edge
P(e) has a rational slope (or ∞), for every Vi ∈ V (G) and e ∈ E(G). Under this assumption, the
balancing condition at pi has the form:

∑

j 6=i

wij
⇀pip

prim
j = 0,

where wij is the stress on the edge connecting pi, pj and⇀pip
prim
j is the primitive vector on the ray

originating from pi, and pointing to pj. We may add extra edges on P(G) to obtain a triangulation
T of the convex hull of P(G). We denote the boundary cycle of the convex hull of P(G) by C.

Let N ∼= Z2 be the lattice in R2, and Ñ = N ⊕ Z. Put P(G) ⊂ ÑR at (NR, 1). By taking
cones over the triangulation T , one can obtain a non-complete fan. (Note that we take one cone
for every triangle in T and glue them together to obtain a polyhedral fan). We also add a new ray
ρ0 generated by the primitive vector v0 along −

∑n
i=1 vi where vi = (pi, 1). Then, by including the

cones σ0ij = Cone{v0, vi, vj} for every edge {vi, vj} of the boundary cycle C, we obtain a complete

polyhedral fan ΣT ⊂ ÑR, together with a complete toric variety XΣT
. Let E+

T be the set of union

(0, 0)

vi+1

vi vi−1

v0

(NR, 1)

Figure 4. The polyhedral fan associated to G. The solid edges (in red) are the
edges of P(G) and the dashed edges are the new edges to obtain a triangulation T .

of the new edges in T but not in P(G) and define the set:

A1(XΣT
;Q)P(G) := {c ∈ A1(XΣ;Q) | c(τ) = 0, for any τ over e ∈ E+

T }.
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Proposition 3.1. A1(XΣT
;Q)P(G) is isomorphic to AF .

Proof. We need to show that the balancing condition on the framework P(G) and the one on Σ1
T are

equivalent. At pi, assume that the balancing condition on the Z-framework is
∑

j 6=iwij
⇀pip

prim
j = 0.

For τij = Cone{vi, vj}, let c(τij) = wij . Note that nτij ,ρi = vi +⇀pip
prim
j . Therefore, for any

m̃ = (m, t) ∈ M̃(ρi), i.e. 〈m, pi〉+ t = 0, one has

〈m̃, nτij ,ρi〉 = 〈(m, t), (pi +⇀pip
prim
j , 1)〉

= 〈m, pi〉+ 〈m,⇀pip
prim
j 〉+ t

= 〈m,⇀pip
prim
j 〉.

This shows that the balancing conditions on P(G) and Σ1
T are equivalent, as desired. �

Corollary 3.1. The framework P(G) admits a Q-tensegrity if and only if A1(XΣ;Q)P(G) 6= 0.

Remark 3.1. We note that in [Kar21], Karpenkov provided some other criteria for the existence
of tensegrities (see [Kar21, Theorems 2.18 and 5.20]). We also note that for the construction of the
(irreducible) toric variety, having a triangulation is not necessary. We have added this assumption,
as the computation of Chow groups of cocycles can be easily carried out for the Q-factorial toric
varieties. Moreover, adding the assistant ray ρ0 is because we require a complete polyhedral fan to
be able to apply the results from the intersection theory, see Equation (1.3).

3.2. Computing Chow rings. We now briefly review the computational method of Chow rings
via Stanley-Reisner ideals. Let zi be the free generator corresponding to primitive vector pi, for
i = 1, . . . , |Σ1|. Since Σ is simplicial, the Chow ring can be computed via

A•(XΣ;Q) =
Q[z1, . . . , z|Σ1|]

SR+ LR

where SR is the corresponding Stanley-Reisner ideal and LR is the ideal of linear relations
given by the lattice of characters. More explicitly, the Stanley-Reisner ideal SR is generated
by {zi1 · · · zis |Cone{vi1 , · · · , vis} 6∈ Σ}. Hence, the elements of SR have degree at least 2, and so

A1(XΣ;Q) =
SpanQ{z1, . . . , z|Σ1|}

LR
.

In our case, we have that:

LR = 〈

n∑

i=1

aizi −

n∑

i=1

aiz0,

n∑

i=1

bizi −

n∑

i=1

biz0,

n∑

i=1

zi − nz0〉.

We also note that the condition A1(XΣ;Q)P(G) 6= 0 can be directly computed, using the formula
in [CLS11, Proposition 6.4.4]. More explicitly, let mult(σ) = [Nσ : Zv1 + · · · + Zvl], where vi’s
run over all rays of σ. Let vi−1, vi+1 be the two neighbors of vi. For τ0i = Cone{v0, vi}, σ0,i,i±1 =
Cone{v0, vi, vi±1}, one can compute the intersection number by the following formula:

Dj · V (τ0i) =





0 j 6∈ {0, i, i ± 1}
mult(τ0i)

mult(σ0,i,i±1)
j = i± 1

λ0 mult(τ0i)

αmult(σ0,i,i−1)
j = 0

λimult(τ0i)

αmult(σ0,i,i−1)
j = i

where α, λ0, λi are determined by the linear relation αvi−1 + λ0v0 + λivi + βvi+1 = 0.
6



p5
p4p3

p2
p1

p′1

p′4

p′5

(a) A1
P(G)(XΣ;Q) ∼= Q 6= 0

p6p5

p4p3

p2

p1

(b) A1
P(G)(XΣ;Q) = 0

Figure 5. The computational examples in Example 3.1.

Example 3.1. (a) Consider the Z-framework with

p1 = (1, 2), p2 = (−1, 1), p3 = (−1,−1), p4 = (2,−1), p5 = (0, 0),

as shown in Figure 5(A). Then v0 = (−1,−1,−5), and the linear relation is




0 = −z0 + z1 − z2 − z3 − 2z4

0 = −z0 + 2z1 + z2 − z3 − z4

0 = −5z0 + z1 + z2 + z3 + z4 + z5

So A1(XΣ;Q) = SpanQ{D0,D1,D2}. The multiplicities of walls and full-dimensional cones are:

mult(τ01) = 1 mult(τ02) = 2 mult(τ03) = 6 mult(τ04) = 3
mult(τ12) = 1 mult(τ23) = 2 mult(τ34) = 3 mult(τ41) = 1
mult(τ15) = 1 mult(τ25) = 1 mult(τ35) = 1 mult(τ45) = 1

mult(σ012) = 14 mult(σ023) = 12 mult(σ034) = 18 mult(σ041) = 21
mult(σ125) = 3 mult(σ235) = 2 mult(σ345) = 3 mult(σ415) = 5

The intersection numbers are:

V (τ01) V (τ02) V (τ03) V (τ04) V (τ12) V (τ23) V (τ34) V (τ41) V (τ15) V (τ25) V (τ35) V (τ45)
D0 1/42 1/21 1/6 1/14 1/14 1/6 1/6 1/21 0 0 0 0
D1 0 1/7 0 1/7 1/21 0 0 1/35 -1/15 1/3 0 1/5
D2 1/14 -1/14 1/2 0 -1/42 0 0 0 1/3 -1/6 1/2 0
D3 0 1/6 0 1/6 0 -1/6 -1/6 0 0 1/2 1/6 1/3
D4 1/21 0 1/3 1/21 0 0 0 1/105 1/5 0 1/3 1/15
D5 0 0 0 0 1/3 1 1 1/5 -7/15 -2/3 -1 -3/5

Let D = c0D0 + c1D1 + c2D2, then the linear equation system {D · V (τ0j) = 0, j = 1, . . . , 4} has
nonzero solutions, which is A1(XΣ;Q)P(G) = {λ(−6D0 + 3D1 + 2D2), λ ∈ Q}.

(b) For the Z-framework with

p1 = (2, 2), p2 = (−1, 1), p3 = (−1,−1), p4 = (2,−1), p5 = (0, 0), p6 = (1, 0)

and edges as in Figure 5(B), we have that A1(XΣ;Q)P(G) = 0. For example, let D =
∑3

i=0 ciDi.
Then {D · V (τ0j) = 0, j = 1, . . . , 4} has solutions {D = λ(−7D0 + 3D1 + 2D2), λ ∈ Q}. However,
D · V (τ15) = 0 forces λ = 0.

We note that the computational results in this example agree with the conclusions in [Kar21,
Example 1.2] and [Kar21, Proposition 5.11].

Remark 3.2. In general, in the graph P(G), the edges may intersect in points other than vertices.
We note that, to deal with this problem, instead of using classical toric varieties, the theory of
multi-fans in [HM03, AM16] can be applied. Moreover, to work over R instead of Q or Z, the
techniques developed in [BP01] are relevant.
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