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A SUFFICIENT CONNECTIVITY CONDITION FOR RIGIDITY AND
GLOBAL RIGIDITY OF LINEARLY CONSTRAINED FRAMEWORKS
IN R2

HAKAN GULER

ABSTRACT. We study the bar-and-joint frameworks in R? such that some vertices are
constrained to lie on some lines. The generic rigidity of such frameworks is characterised
by Streinu and Theran [I3]. Katoh and Tanigawa [9] remarked that the corresponding
matroid and its rank function can be characterised by using a submodular function. In
this paper, we will transfer this characterisation of the rank function to the form of the
value of a “l-thin cover” and obtain a sufficient connectivity condition for rigidity and
global rigidity of these frameworks analogous to the results of Lovédsz and Yemini [I1].

1. INTRODUCTION

A (2-dimensional) bar-and-joint framework is a pair (G, p) where G = (V, E) is a simple
graph and p : V — R? is a map which is called the realisation map of the framework (G, p).
The framework (G, p) is called rigid if every continuous motion which fixes the edge lengths
is a congruence of R%. Determining whether a framework (G, p) is rigid is NP-hard [1]. The
problem is easier to deal with when p is generic, that is the multiset of coordinates of p
is algebraically independent over Q. The rigidity of such frameworks only depends on the
underlying graph G [2].

The rigidity matriz R(G,p) of (G,p) is a |E| x 2|V| matrix for which each edge in F
corresponds to a row and each vertex in V' corresponds to two columns such that in the row
indexed by an edge e = uv we have p(u) — p(v), respectively p(v) — p(u) in the two columns
indexed by wu, respectively v and zeros elsewhere. We can construct a matroid R(G,p) on
E from R(G,p) by defining a set F' C E to be independent in R(G,p) if the set of rows
of R(G,p) corresponding to the edges in F' is linearly independent. A framework (G,p)
is infinitesimally rigid if rank R(G,p) = 2|V| — 3 or equivalently if E has rank 2|V| — 3
in R(G,p). Since the rigidity of (G,p) depends only on the underlying graph G when p
is generic, we can talk about the rigidity of a graph G. A graph G is rigid as a bar-and-
joint framework if there exists a generic p for which (G,p) is infinitesimally rigid. The
graphs which are rigid as a bar-and-joint framework in R? are characterised by Pollaczek-
Geiringer [12] and rediscovered by Laman [10]. Using the fact that generic frameworks give
rise to the same matroid, we can define the generic rigidity matroid R2(G) of G by setting
R2(G) = R(G,p) for some generic p. A characterisation of the rank function ry of Ra is
given by Lovész and Yemini [I1] which is given below. The technical definitions in the
theorem below will be given in Section
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Theorem 1.1. [II] Let G = (V, E) be a simple graph. Then

k
ro(G) = min Y (2 X;] — 3)
i=1

where the minimum is taken over all 1-thin covers of G.
With the help of Theorem [L.T] they also show the following.
Theorem 1.2. [I1] Every 6-connected graph is rigid as a bar-and-joint framework in R?.

In this paper we will consider the frameworks that have some extra constraints. These
constraints will force some vertices to lie on some lines. A looped simple graph G = (V, E, L)
is a graph such that (V, F) is a simple graph and L is a set of loops. Note that there are
no multiple edges in E, but L is allowed to have multiple loops at a single vertex. A
2-dimensional linearly constrained framework is a triple (G,p,q) where G = (V,E,L) is a
looped simple graph, p: V — R? and ¢ : L — R? are maps. We interpret this definition as
follows: (G',p) where G’ = (V, E) (i.e., G’ is the underlying simple graph of G) is a usual
2-dimensional (bar-and-joint) framework and ¢(l), where [ is a loop at v, constraints v to
lie on the line which contains the point p(v) and has ¢(l) as its normal vector. The rigidity
matriz R(G,p,q) of (G,p,q) is a (JE| + |L|) x 2|V | matrix which is obtained from R(G’, p)
by adding |L| new rows such that the row corresponding to a loop [ at v has ¢(l) in the two
columns corresponding to v and zeros elsewhere, see the example below.

Example 1.1. Let G = (V, E, L) be the looped simple graph drawn in Figure [I] where
V ={u,v,w,z}, E = {uv,uw,vw}, L = {l,s,t,z} and let the maps p and ¢ be defined as
in the figure. Then the rigidity matrix R(G,p,q) is the matrix below.

U U v v w w T T

uv [U1 — V] U2 —Vy VI — UL V3 — U 0 0 0 07
uw |up —wp u9 — wo 0 0 w;—uy weg—us 0 0
VW 0 0 V] —wyp Vg —we wi—v wg—v2 0 0
l l1 ls 0 0 0 0 0 0
s S1 S9 0 0 0 0 0 O
t 0 0 0 0 t1 to 0 0

z L O 0 0 0 0 0 zZ1 29

The first three rows of the matrix R(G, p, q) above correspond to the rigidity matrix R(G’, p)
where G' = (V, E).

FIGURE 1. The looped simple graph G and the maps p and ¢ in Example [T

A linearly constrained framework in R? is infinitesimally rigid if rank R(G, p, q) = 2|V|.
A looped simple graph is rigid as a linearly constrained framework in R? if rank R(G, p, q) =
2



2|V| for some (p,q). Similar to the bar-and-joint case we can construct a generic linearly
constrained rigidity matroid RY¥(G) of a looped simple graph G = (V, E, L) from a linearly
constrained rigidity matrix R(G,p,q) for which (p,q) is generic. For more information on
the linearly constrained frameworks as well as some higher dimensional results we refer the
interested readers to [3, [7].

Streinu and Theran characterised the rigid looped simple graphs in R? [I3]. Before giving
their result we first need to give some definitions. Let G = (V, E, L) be a looped simple
graph. For a set T C EU L, we use V(T') to denote the set of vertices incident with the
edges and loops in T. We say that G is (2,0, 3)-graded-sparse if

(i) |T| <2|V(T)| -3 forall ) C T C E and
(ii) |T| <2|V(T)| foral T C EU L.
A (2,0, 3)-graded-sparse graph is called (2,0, 3)-tight if |E| + |L| = 2|V].

Theorem 1.3. [13] Let G = (V,E,L) be a looped simple graph. Then G is rigid (as a
linearly constrained framework) in R? if and only if it contains a spanning (2,0, 3)-tight
subgraph.

Let réc denote the rank function of Rl;. Katoh and Tanigawa extended Theorem [I3] to
a non-generic setting [8] and pointed out that RY and so ri can be characterised by using
a submodular function [9]. We will transfer this characterisation of rl to the form of the
value of a 1-thin cover analogous to Theorem [[Il Since every simple graph (V, E) can be
considered as a looped simple graph (V, E, L) with L = (), this will also be an extension of
Theorem [l We will then use this extension to obtain a sufficient connectivity condition for
the rigidity and global rigidity of a looped simple graph as a linearly constrained framework
in R? and the corresponding rigidity result will be analogous to Theorem

2. THE RANK FUNCTION

Let X be a set and ¢ : 2% — Z be a function. We say that g is submodular if
9¥)+9(2) 29g(YUZ)+9(Y NZ)

holds for all Y, Z C X.
Given a looped simple graph G' = (V, E, L) let us define a function f : 2891 — 7 by

2V(T) —3, TCE
fry = [V

2|V (T, TNL#0D
where V(T') is the set of all vertices incident with the edges or loops in T
Lemma 2.1. The function f is submodular.
Proof. Let Th,T, C E U L, and a,b € {0,3} such that we have f(T1) = 2|V(T1)| — a
and f(T») = 2|V (T2)| — b. By symmetry we may assume a < b. Then we have f(T7 U
Ty) = 2|V(Ty UT,)| — a since if Ty or Ty contains some loops then so does T7 U Th; and

f(IiNTy) < 2|V(Th NTy)| — b (since T3 N Ty does not necessarily contain loops when T;
and T, do so). This gives

f(T) + f(T) =2|V(T1)| —a+2|V(T3)| - b
=2[V(T1)UV(Ty)| —a+2|V(Th)NV(T2)| — b
>2[V(TiUTy)| —a+2[V(T1NTy)| —b
> f(UTy) + f(T1N1T3)

where the first inequality follows from V(71 NTz) C (V(T1) NV (T3)). O
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Katoh and Tanigawa [9] pointed out that the following result can be obtained by com-
bining Lemma 2.I] and Edmonds [4].

Theorem 2.2. [9] Let G = (V, E, L) be a looped simple graph and f be the function defined
above. Put
Iy ={T CEUL:|I| < f(I) for all I C T with I # (0}

Then M(E U L,Zy) is a matroid with rank function f:2BY9L 7 given by
k
f(T) = min {|7"] + Zf(TZ) :T' CT and {Tp, Th, ..., Ty} is a partition of T\ T'}.
=0

By Theorems [I.3] and we have the following.

Corollary 2.3. Let G = (V, E, L) be a looped simple graph. Then M(EUL,Z¢) is isomor-
phic to R¥(G) and so

k
M) = f(T) = min{]T'H—Z f(T):T' CT and {Ty, Tt, ..., Ty} is a partition of T\T"}.
1=0

Proof. The statement follows by comparing the independent sets in each matroid, that is
(2,0, 3)-graded-sparsity is equivalent to the conditions in the definition of Z;. One may
think that the empty set seems problematic in this comparison as f(}) = —3. But the
condition I # () in the definition of Z¢ clears this issue. 0

From now on, in a looped simple graph G = (V, E, L), we will sometimes need to distin-
guish the members of E and the members of L. To this end, we will call a member of E a
(simple) edge and a member of L a loop.

Let G = (V,E, L) be a looped simple graph, 7" C T C EU L, and {Ty,T1,...,Tx} be a
partition of T\ 7”. Consider a simple edge e = zy € T. If e € T' then we can set Tj1 = {e}
and write

k+1

k
T+ f(T) =T el + ) f(T))
=0 =0

as f(Tr+1) = f({e}) = 2{z,y}| —3 = 1. Therefore since {1y, T1,..., Tk, Tk+1} is a partiton
of T\ (T" — e), we have the following result by applying the same operation for all simple
edges in 7" N E and Corollary 23

Lemma 2.4. Let G = (V, E, L) be a looped simple graph. Then
k

ri(T) = min {|T"] + Zf(T,) T CTNL and {Ty,Th, ..., Ty} is a partition of T\ T"}.
=0

The rank function rl has no condition on the partition {Tp,T1,...,Tx} of T\ T’, in
particular |V (T;) N V(T})| can be arbitrarily large and every T; is allowed to contain some
loops. We will show that the minimum value can be obtained from the partitions which
satisfy |V (T;)NV (7T})| < 1 and have only one member, say Ty, that may contain some loops.
We need the following lemma for this.

1 Another way of dealing with this is to set f(#) = 0. Then f will be intersecting submodular instead of
submodular. We can still use Edmonds’ result [4] on this new f to obtain Theorem See, for example
[5l Theorem 13.4.2] for the statement of Edmonds’ theorem specifically for the intersecting submodular
functions.

4



Lemma 2.5. Let G = (V, E, L) be a looped simple graph and Th,To C EU L.

() If V(1) NV(Tz)| > 2, then f(T1 UTy) < f(Th) + f(T2).
(1) If Ty N L and Ty, N L are both nonempty, then f(Th UTy) < f(T1) + f(T%).

Proof. We shall prove (i) and (ii) simultaneously. As in the proof of Lemma 2.1l let a,b €
{0,3} such that we have f(T1) = 2|V (T1)| — a and f(T2) = 2|V (T%)| — b. By symmetry we
may assume a < b. Then we have f(T} UT5) = 2|V (T3 UT3)| — a. Note that (i) corresponds
tob =0 or b =3 and (ii) corresponds to b = 0. We can write

f(M) + f(T) =2lV(T1)| —a+2|V(T3)| - b
=2[V(T1)UV(Ty)| —a+2|]V(Th)NV(T2)| - b
=2/V(T1 UTy)| —a+2|]V(Th)NV(T2)| —b
> f(T1UTy)

where the inequality follows from the fact that |V (71) NV (T3)| > 2 if b = 3, and it trivially
holds when b = 0. U

We can now give the rank function 7% as follows.

Theorem 2.6. Let G = (V,E, L) be a looped simple graph and f be the function defined
above. Then

k
rf(T) = min {|L'| + Zf(TZ) :L' CTNL and {Ty,Ty,..., T} is a partition of T\ L'}
=0

where T1, Ty, ..., T}, have no loops and |V (T;) NV (T})| < 1 for distinct i, j.

Proof. The condition L' C T N L follows from Lemma [24] (7" is relabelled as L’) and the
conditions T4, 75, ..., T} have no loops and |V (T;) NV (T};)| < 1 for distinct i, j follow from
Lemma and by relabelling if necessary. (By relabelling only the set T is allowed to
contain loops.) O

The rank function in Theorem 2.6 deals with both edges or loops (partitions) and vertices
(condition on |V (T;) NV (Tj)]). We can replace the partition of the edges or loops by some
family of subsets of V' so that the rank function deals only with some subsets of the vertices.
In order to do this we need to give some definitions first. Let G = (V, E, L) be a looped
simple graph. A family X = {Xy, X1, Xo,..., X} of subsets of V satisfying |X;| > 2, for
all 1 <1¢ <k, is said to be a cover of G if every edge e € E and every loop [ € L is induced
by at least one member in X. A cover X = {Xy, X1, Xo,..., X} of G — L' where L' C L
is said to be admissible if every loop in L\ L’ is induced by the vertices in X and every
loop in L' is induced by the vertices in V' \ Xy. The set X, which is allowed to be empty,
is called the looped member of X. We say X is t-thin (for some t) if | X; N X;| < ¢ for all
0 <i < j < k. The value of the admissible cover X of G — L’ which is denoted by val(X’)
is defined as

k
val(X) = |L'] + 2| Xo| + Y (21X;] - 3).
i=1
For aset X C V, weuse Eg(X) and L (X) to denote the set of simple edges and respectively
loops in G which are induced by the vertices in X.

Theorem 2.7. Let G = (V, E, L) be a looped simple graph. Then

r(G) = min{val(X) : L' C L, X is an admissible 1-thin cover of G — L'}.
5



Proof. Let X = {Xy, X7 ...,X)} be an admissible 1-thin cover of G — L’ for some L' C L.
Consider the sets Ty = Eg(Xo) U Lg(Xp), and T; = Eq(X;), 1 < i < k. Note that
V(T;) € X for all 0 < j < k. Possibly some T; are empty. Since the empty set is
not allowed in a partition, we discard all such T;, and by relabelling if necessary, we may
assume {1y, T1,..., Ty} is a partition of (F U L)\ L’ for some m < k, and the sets T},
0 < ¢ < m, satisfy the conditions in the statement of Theorem Now the facts that
f(Ty) < 2|Xo| (we do not know whether Tj contains a loop or not), f(T;) < 2|X;| —
forall 1 < i < m, 2/X;| -3 > 1, for all 1 < ¢ < k and Theorem [2.6] imply that

) < ||+ Z F(Ty) < L)+ 2| Xo| + Z 2| X;| — 3) = val(X).
=1
We need to show that there exists an admissible 1-thin cover whose value hits the rank

to finish the proof. To do this let L' C L and Ty, Ty, ..., Tk be a partition of (FUL)\ L'/
satisfying the conditions in the statement of Theorem 2.6 from which ri°(G) can be obtained
Le., r(G) = |L'| + °F_, f(T;). We split the proof into two cases.

Case 1. TyN L # 0.

Let X = {Xo, X1,..., Xk} such that X; = V(T;) for all 0 < i < k. We claim that every loop
in L is induced by some vertex in V' \ Xy. To see this suppose the contrary and let [ € L'
be a loop at a vertex in Xy. Then Ty U {l},T1,..., T is a partition of (EU L)\ (L"\ {1}).
Thus by Theorem 2.6 and the fact that f(Tp U {l}) = (To) we have

k
(@) < [UNAB + f(Tou{th) + ) f(Ti) = IL'|+Zf ~1=r¥(G) -1,
i=1

a contradiction. Hence X is an admissible 1-thin cover of G — L'. We have f(Ty) = 2| Xo|
and f(T;) =2|X;| —3 for all 1 <i <k and so

k
| +Zf — 11/] + 21X0] + (21X - 8) = val(X).

=1
Case 2. Ty C F.
Let X = {Xo, X1, Xo,..., Xp, Xp11} where Xog = 0, X; = V(T;) for all 1 < i < k and
Xk+1 = V(Tp). Then X is an admissible 1-thin cover of G — L' whose looped member is
the empty set. We have f(Ty) = 2|Xi41| —3, f(Ti) = 2|X;| —3 for all 1 <i < k and similar
to the previous case we can deduce

k k+1
L(G) = L)+ D A(T) = L] +200] + > (21 X] - 3) = val(X)
i=0 i=1
and this completes the proof. O

Example 2.1. Let G = (V,E,L) be the looped simple graph drawn in Figure 2 Let
Xo = {1)1,1)2,1)3,1)7}, X1 = {?)3,1)4,1)5,1)6}, X2 = {?)8,?}9} and L' = {ll,lg}. Then the family
X = {Xy, X1, X2} is an admissible 1-thin cover of G — L’ with X{ being the looped member
of X and Theorem 2.7 gives

2
rif(G) < val(X) = |L'| + 2| Xo| + > _(21X;| - 3) =2+ 8+5+1 =16.
i=1
One can observe that we indeed have 7i°(G) = 16 by calculating the rank of the rigidity

matrix R(G,p,q) of a generic linearly constrained framework (G, p,q) in R2.
6
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The proof of Case 2 above gives the relation between the covers we use and the covers
used by Lovész and Yemini. Basically, if we would like to get the rank of a looped simple
graph G = (V, E, L), for which L = () (a simple graph), we should set the looped member
as the empty set. Such covers are the 1-thin covers Lovasz and Yemini used to characterise
the rank function r9 of Ro.

3. k-BALANCED GRAPHS AND RIGIDITY

Let G = (V, E, L) be a looped simple graph. We say G is k-balanced if every connected
component of G—T where T C V with |T'| < k, has at least k—|T'| vertices with loops. Note
that by definition every k-balanced graph has at least k loops (by taking 7' = ). Note also
that a k-balanced graph does not need to be connected. See Figure Bl for some examples of
3-balanced graphs. The underlying simple graph of the graph drawn on the left in Figure
is 3-connected, and adding three loops to different vertices makes it 3-balanced. (Adding
k loops to distinct vertices in a k-connected graph always gives a k-balanced graph.) The
graph in the middle is not 3-connected, but it is 3-balanced. If we take the disjoint union of
two copies of the graph in the middle, we obtain the graph on the right. Clearly, the graph
we obtain after this operation is not even connected whereas being 3-balanced is preserved.

¥ 0 HHAH

FIGURE 3. Some examples of 3-balanced graphs.

The theorem below gives the relation between k-balancedness and rigidity of a linearly
constrained framework in R?.

Theorem 3.1. Let G = (V,E, L) be a 6-balanced looped simple graph and F C E'U L with
|F| <3. Then G — F is rigid as a linearly constrained framework in R2.

Proof. Let G—F be a counterexample with |V|+|F|+|L| being minimum and with respect to
this |E| being maximum. Let F, = FNE, Fj=FNLand H=G—-F = (V,E\ F.,L\ F).
Combining the fact that H = G — F is not rigid and Theorem [27] there exists a set
L' C (L \ F;) and an admissible 1-thin cover X = {Xy, X1,..., Xx} of H — L’ such that

k
val(X) = [L'] + 2| Xo| + ) (21X, — 3) < 2|V].
=1
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Let ¢; = zy;, 1 < i < |F.| denote the edges in F, and put Xp; = {x;,y:}, for all
1 < i < |Fe|. The minimality of |F| implies Xjy; € X, for all 1 < i < [F,| and for all
1 < j < k. It also implies that the loops in Fj are not incident with the vertices in Xj.
Then the family X’ = XU{ Xy, : 1 <i < |F.|} is an admissible 1-thin cover of G — (L'UF})
whose value satisfies
k+|Fe|
val(X') = |L' U F| +2[Xo[ + D (21Xi| - 3)
i=1
=val(X) + |F| + |Fe| = val(X) + |F| < val(X) + 3 < 2|V]| + 3.

(3.1)

Note that the maximality of |E| implies (X;, E¢(X;)) is a complete graph for all 0 < ¢ <
k + |F.| and the minimality of |L| implies every vertex v € V has at most one loop in G.

Claim 3.2. FEvery vertex v € V without a loop is contained in at least two X;, 0 < i <
k+ |F.|.

Proof of Claim. Suppose the contrary and let v be a loopless vertex that belongs to only one
X for some 0 < j < k+ |F.|. The fact that v has no loops and G being 6-balanced imply
that dg(v) > 6. Since X is the only set in the cover &’ that contains v, all neighbours
of v belong to X; and this implies |X;| > 7. Therefore 1 < j < k as | Xj;| = 2 for all
1 <i < |F,|, and so v is not incident with the edges or loops in F.

Consider the graphs G = G —v and H = G — F, and let X = {Xg, X1, .. Xk} where
X;=X;—vand X; = X, for all i # j. Then X is an admissible 1-thin cover of H— L' and
we have

k
V() = 2]+ 205+ 3 @I - 8) = ] + 200 + 3 (@] ) 2
i=1 =1
<2V|—2=2[V —ul.

Thus H = G — F is not rigid as a linearly constrained framework in R? by Theorem 27l By
the minimality of |V|, the graph G cannot be 6-balanced. Thefore there exists a non-empty
set T C (V —w) with |T| < 5 such that some connected component(s) of G — T has less
than 6 — |T'| loops. Let C' denote such a component. The facts that all neighbours of v
are contained in X; and (X, Eg(Xj;)) is a complete graph imply that all neighbours of v
belong to the same component C' in G —T. This implies C or G[V (C) U {v}] is a connected
component of G — T with less than 6 — |T'| loops when C' # C or C = C, respectively and
this gives a contradiction. O

Let Y denote the set of vertices in Xy whose neighbourhood is contained in Xy, and put

Z = Xo\Y (ie., Z is the set of vertices in Xy with at least one neighbour in V'\ Xj).
For a vertex v € V let [(v) denote the number of loops in G incident with v. Since every
vertex in V has at most one loop by the minimality of |L|, we have 0 < I(v) < 1 and

2 vevix, Hv) = [L'U B,
Claim 3.3. ForveV and X; € X', 0 < i <k + |F.|, we have

2—@ when v € (V' \ Xo),

X; vGX

3
)=2— —— whenv €Y, and
| Xo|

X; vGX
8



3 1
(iii) Z ]X\ Q—W—l—iwhenveZ.
X;weX;

Proof of Claim. (i): By relabelling if necessary, we may assume v is contained in the sets
X1, Xo,...,X,, such that ‘Xl‘ > ’XQ’ > > ‘Xm’

We first consider the case I(v) = 0. Then by Claim B2l m > 2. The facts that G is
6-balanced and that [(v) = 0 imply d(v) > 6. Combining |N(v)| = d(v) > 6 with the fact
that every edge incident with v is contained in some X;, we obtain ..y (|Xi| —1) > 6.
Then depending on m, there are three subcases.

3 1
m > 4: Since | X;| > 2, 2——)>4-—=2.
> Xiz2 Y @)

X;weX; 2
. . 1 1
m=3: Z (IX;| — 1) > 6 implies |X;| > 3. Then Z (2—m) 214—5—;-5:2.
X;weX; X;veX;
m = 2 Z (|X;] — 1) > 6 implies | X;| > 4. Then either | X;| = |X2| = 4 or | X;| = 5,
X;veX;
3 : 5 1
|X2| >3 or |X1]| > 6, |X2| > 2. Then Z (2 — 7) is at least § + 4 or + 1or —|— 3
X;weX; ’ Z‘
3 l(v)
respectively. Hence > 2 — —= = 2 is satisfied.

X;veX;

Now let us consider the case [(v) = 1. Then |N(v)| > 5 since G is 6-balanced. Similarly

as above we can obtain )y . v (|X;| —1) > 5. Then there are three subcases depending
on m.

3 1 3
m > 3: Since |X;| > 2, Z ( ) >3- =",

| X 2 2
X;weX;
Y 3 5 1 _ 3
m=2: Z (IX;| — 1) > 5 implies |X;| > 4. Then Z (2- |Xz|) > 13 > 3"
X;weX; X;veX;
m = 1: Then |X;| > 6 and Z 2— 3)— _ 3 3
‘ oo XiweX; il DSTI
3 l 3
Therefore Z ( |Xz|) >2-— % =5 as required.

X weX;

(ii): Follows from the fact that X is the only member of X’ which contains v. (This is
implied by the facts that v € Y C Xy, that is, (N(v)U{v}) C Xy, (X, Eq(X;)) is complete
for all 0 <i < k + |F.| and X’ is 1-thin.)

(iii): Since v € Z C Xy, there is an edge vz for some x € V '\ Xy. Since X’ covers the edge
vz, there exists an X; with z,v € X, for some 1 < i < k + |F,|. Hence v is contained in at
least two members of X’ such that one of these members is Xy. Then the statement follows
from the fact that |X;| > 2 for all 1 <i <k + |F|. O

Note that since the loops in L' U F; are incident with vertices in V' \ Xy and G is 6-
balanced, |Z| + |L' U Fj] > 6 holds. We now split the proof into two cases depending on
K+ |F.

Case 1. k+ |F.| =0 and so X' = {Xy}.

Then we have V' = Xy. Since (Xo, Eq(Xo)) is a complete graph and G has at least six
vertices with loops we see that G — F is rigid as a linearly constrained framework in R?, a
contradiction.

Case 2. k+ |F.| > 1.



In the following two subcases we will show val(X’) > 2|V|+ 3. This together with [B.1]) will
give us a contradiction and complete the proof.

Case 2.1. Xy = 0.

Then we have

k+|Fe| k+|Fe| 3
/ _ / . _
val(') = [L'UF|+ 3 (2| =3) = [L'URI+ 3 X2 Bl
=1 =1
SIUR+Y. S 2o
veV X;weX;
L' UF
> | u A+ 2] -
L’UF
_2|V|+| ! > 2|V| + 3,

where the first inequality follows from Claim B.3)(i) and the last inequality follows from the
facts that |Z|+ |L' U F}| > 6 and Z C X, = 0.

Case 2.2. X # 0.

Then we have

k4| Fe| k+|F.|
val(X') = [L'UF| +2[Xo[+ Y (2Xi|-3)=[L'UR[+ > (2X;|-3)+3
i=1 i=0
k+|Fel 3
= |L'UF|+ Z ]Xi\(Q—m)+3
i=0 !
=|L +3
UEVXZUEX
=[VURI+) > (@ + )
veY X;weX; veZ X; vEX veV\Xo X; vEX
3lY] 32| | 1Z] [L'U F|
> L UR|+2Y] - Ty +217] - S 242V Xo - 4
| Xo| ! | Xo 2
3(lY Z L'UF Z|+|L'UF
| Xo| 2 2 2

where the first inequality follows from Claim B3] and the last inequality follows from the
fact that |Z| + |L' U F}| > 6. O

Before giving our final result we need to give some definitions and some previous results
first. Let G = (V, E, L) be a looped simple graph. We say that G is redundantly rigid as a
linearly contrained framework in R? if G — f is rigid as a linearly constrained framework in
R? for all f € EU L. Two linearly constrained frameworks (G, p,q) and (G, p, q) are called
equivalent if
e lIp() — p()I[2 = l[(w) — p()][? for all u,v € V, and
e p(v) - q(l) = p(v) - q(l) for all incident pairs v € V and [ € L.

We say that (G, p,q) is globally rigid if it has no equivalent realisation other than itself.
In [6], it is shown that global rigidity is a generic property and we have the following
characterisation of global rigidity of linearly constrained frameworks in R2.
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Theorem 3.4. [6] Suppose (G, p,q) is a generic linearly constrained framework in R?. Then
(G, p,q) is globally rigid if and only if
(i) each connected component of G is either a single vertex with two loops or is
redundantly rigid, and
(i) each connected component of G— X has at least one loop for all X C V(G) with
| X| = 2.

Remark. The graphs that satisfy (ii) in the statement of Theorem [B.4] are called “2-
balanced” (or “balanced” for short) in [6]. Since this terminology is slightly different from
the definition of being “k-balanced” in this paper, we wrote this condition explicitly in order
not to cause a confusion.

Let G = (V,E,L) be a 6-balanced looped simple graph. By Theorem Bl G is redun-
dantly rigid as a linearly constrained framework in R?. Moreover, it is easy to see that as
being 6-balanced G satisfies (ii) in the statement of Theorem B.4l Therefore we immediately
obtain the following result.

Theorem 3.5. Fvery generic realisation of a 6-balanced looped simple graph as a linearly
constrained framework in R? is globally rigid.

4. FURTHER REMARKS AND EXAMPLES

We cannot replace the number 6 (i.e., being 6-balanced) in Theorem [B.1] by a smaller
number. To see this consider the looped simple graph G = (V, E, L) in Figure @ Let H
be the underlying simple graph of G. Since H is 5-connected and adding a single loop to
five distinct vertices turns H into G, the graph G is 5-balanced. Lovasz and Yemini [11]
used Theorem [[T] to show that the graph H is not rigid as a bar-and-joint framework in
R2. Using Theorem 2.7 in a similar way, we can show that the graph G is not rigid as a
linearly constrained framework in R?. To see this let X be the set of vertices with loops,
let X7, X5,..., X7 be the vertex sets of copies of the other K5’s, and let Xg, Xy, ..., Xo7
be the sets of the endpoints of the simple edges that connect distinct copies of K5’s. Then
X ={Xo, X1,..., Xor} is an admissible 1-thin cover of G (L' = (). Thus Theorem 2.7 gives

27
(@) < val(X) = |L'| 4 2| Xo| + Z(2|Xl| —3)=04+10+7-74+20=79 <80 =2|V|
i=1
implying that G is not rigid as a linearly constrained framework in R?.

If we remove more than three edges or loops from a 6-balanced looped simple graph, we
may end up with a non-rigid graph. To see this let G = (V, E, L) be a graph obtained from
a 6-connected simple graph by adding a single loop to six distinct vertices. Then clearly, G
is 6-balanced. Let l1,ls...,lg denote the loops of G. Consider the graph H = G — F where
F ={l1,l,1l3,l4}, and let L' = {l5,l}, Xo = 0 and X3 = V. Then X = {Xy, X1} is an
admissible 1-thin cover of H — L' whose looped member is the empty set. Thus Theorem

2.7 gives
rE(H) < val(X) = L] + 2| Xo| + 2| X1 | —3=2+0+2[V| -3 =2|V|-1< 2|V|

implying that H is not rigid as a linearly constrained framework in R2.
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FIGURE 4. A non-rigid 5-balanced looped simple graph.
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