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Isostatic frames are mechanical networks that are simultaneously rigid and free of self-stress
states, and is a powerful concept in understanding phase transitions in soft matter and designing
of mechanical metamaterials. Here we analyze substructures of isostatic frames, by generalizing
“Assur graphs” to the torus and examine them in physical systems. We show that the contact
network of marginally jammed packings approach torus Assur graphs in the thermodynamic limit,
and demostrate how Assur graphs offer a new design principle for mechanical metamaterials in which
motion and stress can propagate in reconfigurable pathways, while rigidity of the entire structure is
maintained.

Introduction.— The concept of rigidity is central to
both soft matter physics, from gelation1,2, jamming3 to
mechanical transitions in biological tissues4, and the de-
sign of mechanical metamaterials where deformation and
stress responses are programmed via geometry and topol-
ogy5,6. Given the tensorial nature of rigidity (as op-
posed to connectivity or conductivity which are scalars),
rigidity transitions can take many forms characterized
by distinct universality classes. Among them, the spe-
cial point of “isostaticity”, where the numbers of non-
trivial zero modes (ZMs, normal modes of zero energy)
and states of self stress (SSSs, force-balanced stress eigen-
states) both vanish, characterizes a type of mechanical
critical point where the whole system is coordinated in a
unique way where all degrees of freedom are marginally
constrained7–9. It is known that the jamming transition
of athermal frictionless repulsive disks (or spheres in 3D)
occurs at the isostatic point3,10–12, whereas many other
rigidity transitions don’t1,13–22.

It is known to the mechanics and mathematics liter-
ature that pinned isostatic frames can have substruc-
tures, called “Assur graphs”, which define minimal com-
ponents that determine the propagation of motion and
stress (Fig. 1)23–27. Interestingly, recently it was found
that marginally jammed packings (MJPs) of frictionless
repulsive disks are not only isostatic but this isostaticity
is “global”20, whereas computational modular represen-
tations have been proposed to characterize mechanical
networks with floppy motion28.

Here we generalize Assur decomposition from the case
of pinned graphs to graphs on the torus, and apply it
to MJPs under periodic boundary conditions (PBC) to
reveal that their contact networks not only approach iso-
staticity, but also minimal isostaticity, in the thermo-
dynamic limit, therefore partially explaining the obser-
vation in Ref.20. We also prove that this is a necessary
consequence of purely repulsive interactions in the special
case of jamming in circular containers. Furthermore, we
propose a new design principle based on Assur decompo-
sition for mechanical metamaterials in which the switch
of one connection can sharply and remotely control the
range of motion and stress propagation.

Assur decomposition and minimal isostatic graphs
(MIGs).— We start by reviewing the notion of generic

(i.e., combinatorial) rigidity. The mechanical properties
of a frame of vertices (point masses) and edges (springs)
denoted as (G,X), come from both its underlying graph
G and its geometry in terms of positions X of the ver-
tices. Generic rigidity only depends on G. A graph G is
said to be rigid if it can be realized into a frame (G,X)
that is infinitesimally rigid (i.e., no nontrivial ZMs in the
linear theory). Geometries X that make a generically
rigid graph G nonrigid are called geometric singularities.
An isostatic graph is a rigid graph in which the removal
of any edge leads to a generic ZM (i.e., a ZM in generic
realizations).

An MIG is an isostatic graph with no proper rigid sub-
graphs23–27. The removal of any portion of a MIG results
in a global loss of rigidity (otherwise the part that re-
mained rigid would be a proper rigid subgraph). So far all
studies of MIGs are either on pinned or unpinned graphs
on the plane. Fig. 1a shows an example of a pinned iso-
static graph, and we orient the graph, assign direction to
each edge, by using the pebble game algorithm (PGA)
for pinned graphs25 based on Laman’s theorem7. Here
all internal vertices have in-degree of 2, representing the
2 degrees of freedom (DOFs, i.e., the 2 “pebbles”) of
that vertex being constrained by the corresponding ori-
ented edges. The ground has in-degree 0 (no inherent
DOFs). Such a result of the PGA where all edges are
oriented and all internal vertices have in-degree 2 indi-
cates that all the DOFs are paired with corresponding
constraints and there are no redundant edges. The ex-
istence of this orientation is sufficient and necessary for
pinned isostaticity and the orientation is unique up to
the reversal of cycles24. Important information is carried
by this 2-in orientation: upon the removal of one edge
the motion of each vertex is determined by its two imme-
diate ancestors (vertices upstream), and this information
is then passed to its descendants (vertices downstream),
as shown in Fig. 1c,d. Conversely, stress (i.e., violation
of length constraints from the edges) travels upstream as
shown in Fig. 1e,f.

The orientation of a pinned isostatic graph gives a de-
composition of this graph into strongly connected com-
ponents (defined as clusters in which every vertex can be
reached from every other vertex along directed edges):
the so-called Assur components24,25. This decomposi-
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FIG. 1. Assur decomposition for pinned and torus isostatic graphs. (a) A pinned isostatic graph with its 6 Assur components
identified. (b) Partial order of the Assur components of the graph in (a), with two isostatic subgraphs identified with boxes and
the directions for the propagation of motion and stress marked. In the following panels the pruned edges are marked by dashed
magenta lines, external forces represented as the addition of a redundant edge to ground (magenta cross). The resulting ZM
is plotted in orange arrows (with the displacement amplitude proportional to the length of the line excluding the arrowheads)
and the resulting stress in red (tension) and blue (compression). (c) Pruning an edge in component 4 results in a ZM that only
moves component 4 and its descendants. (d) Pruning an edge in component 1 results in a full ZM that moves all vertices. e)
External force on a vertex of component 4 stresses component 4 and its ancestors. f) External force on component 1 stresses
only component 1. (g,h) Assur decompositions of a torus isostatic graph, where different choices of the ground (black “0” vertex
with 2 pebbles) led to different decompositions. PBC boxes are shown as black dashed squares. This ambiguity is avoided in
the torus PGA algorithm we use (see SM).

tion identifies clusters on the graph where their motion or
stress must emerge or disappear in a synchronous way.
Crucially, this decomposition tells us all possible pinned
isostatic subgraphs. This is because Assur components of
an isostatic graph have a partial order according to the
orientation such as depicted in Fig. 1b. Isostatic sub-
graphs correspond to subsets of these Assur components
such that for every component all of its ancestors are also
in the subset.

This decomposition provides a lower block triangular
form for the compatibility matrix C, which is defined as
the linear map from vertex displacements u to edge exten-
sions e, such that e = C ·u. When the rows and columns
of the compatibility matrix are arranged according to this
partial order, it becomes lower block triangular,

C =


C(1) 0 · · · 0
C(2,1) C(2) · · · 0

...
...

. . .
...

C(m,1) C(m,2) · · · C(m)

 , (1)

where each block in the diagonal is square and full rank
and identified with one Assur component. Mechanically,
this tells us that when an edge in component i is pruned,
the resulting ZM will involve all vertices in components
j ≥ i, and the addition of any new edge in component
i (either between nodes in i or connecting them to the
ground) will introduce an SSS that involves all edges in
components j ≤ i (because the equilibrium matrix Q =

CT , is upper block triangular).
Therefore, for a pinned isostatic graph, (i) it contains

no proper isostatic subgraphs, (ii) it is indecomposable
(i.e. strongly connected for any 2-in directed orienta-
tion), (iii) the compatibility matrix has no proper block
triangular decomposition, (iv) removal of any edge results
in a ZM that moves all vertices, and (v) forces exerted
on any vertex stresses all edges, are all equivalent state-
ments, and graphs satisfying these conditions are called
Assur graphs or MIGs24,26.

We next generalize these concepts to frames on the
torus, as PBC is adopted in most studies of jamming. In
this case, the 2 trivial translation ZMs always remain,
and Laman’s theorem for isostaticity has been general-
ized in Ref.29 such that for a graph of N vertices to be
generically isostatic when embedded on the torus (“torus
isotatic” for short), it must be both (2, 2)-tight [i.e., it
has 2N − 2 edges and (2, 2)-sparse (no subgraph with n
vertices has more than 2n− 2 edges)], and all (2, 2)-tight
subgraphs wrap around the torus (i.e., are embedded con-
structively, following the notion of Ref.29). We use the
torus PGA algorithm devised in Ref.29 to obtain orienta-
tions of our graphs and from them Assur decompositions
(Fig. 1gh).

We thereby generalize the definition of MIGs to torus
isostatic graphs, along with their unique properties in the
following theorem [see the Supplementary Material (SM)
for the proof].

Theorem 1. Given a graph G that is isostatic on the
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FIG. 2. Torus Assur decomposition of jammed packings. (a)
An MJP contains a large MIG with almost all vertices. There
are two redundant edges in this contact network (black dashed
line). (b) A torus isostic graph obtained by pruning redun-
dant edges (black dashed lines) from a packing above the jam-
ming transition contains a large number of Assur components.
(Same convention for PBC and ground as in Fig. 1gh.) (c)
The fraction η of vertices belonging to the MIG, as a func-
tion of total number of vertices in the graph. The removal of
rattlers led to horizontal error bars which are too small to be
visible. Vertical error bars indicate 2nd and 98th percentile,
from the statistics of testing 100 packings at each system size,
and different choices of the 2 uncovered edges in each packing.
The inset shows the statistics of the number of vertices not
in the MIG, which appears independent of system size. (d)
A jammed packing (close to marginal) in a circular container,
with a full SSS shown.

torus, the following are equivalent

a G has no proper subgraphs that are isostatic on the
torus.

b Any orientation of G where the in degree of all but
one vertex is 2 is strongly connected on all but that
one vertex.

c Removal of any edge results in a generic ZM that
moves all vertices relative to each other.

d A generic torque on any edge stresses all bonds

e Adding one edge introduces an SSS that either
stresses all edges or only a non-constructive sub-
graph.

Assur decomposition of marginally jammed packings.—
We first prepare jammed packings of soft frictionless disks
of one-sided Hertzian repulsion by starting from a ran-
dom configuration with high volume fraction (φ = 0.90),

and decompress until we have only 2 excess contacts. At
each step the energy is minimized using the FIRE algo-
rithm. For a system of N disks, isostaticity on a torus
is reached when the system has 2N − 2 contacts (leaving
the 2 trivial translations). This exact state is very hard
to reach in large systems, so we choose to terminate de-
compression at 2 SSSs (2N contacts) and obtain MJPs
at various system sizes. We then run the torus PGA29

on the contact network, which leaves 2 uncovered edges
(i.e., the redundant contacts) and 2 free pebbles (i.e., the
2 trivial ZMs) on the torus. The covered portion of the
contact network, which is now directed, is spanning and
torus isostatic.

We then find the Assur components of this spanning
isostatic graph, using the strongly connected decomposi-
tion adapted for graphs on torus as detailed in the SM.
This generally results in a first Assur component, an MIG
by definition from Th. 1, covering the entire graph G ex-
cept a few “diads” (an Assur component of 1 vertex and
2 edges), as shown in Fig. 2a. We perform this analysis
at different system sizes, and collect the fraction η of ver-
tices in this MIG (Fig. 2c). We find that η = 1−O(N−1)
as N → ∞, meaning that the number of vertices in G
not belonging to the MIG does not grow with system
size. The choice of the ground does not change the Assur
decomposition in the case of the MJPs, as we show in the
SM.

The fact that almost all nodes belong to the one MIG
is a unique property of MJPs. This can be shown by tak-
ing other isostatic graphs, e.g., dense packings above the
jamming transitition and randomly pruning redundent
edges in the contact network until isostaticity is reached.
This results in a large number of small Assur components
(Fig. 2b), in direct contrast with the case of the MJPs.

Relation between minimal isostaticity and purely repul-
sive interactions.— It is natural to ask whether the min-
imal isostaticity of MJPs come from the fact that the
disks assemble under purely repulsive interactions. In-
terestingly we have an example where this is indeed the
case. Consider a set of repulsive disks in a hard frictionles
circular container (Fig. 2d). Contacts of disks with the
wall can be represented as edges to the ground, making
the contact network a pinned frame. A system of fully
repulsive disks is only stable if there is an SSS that in-
volves all disks and is compressive at all contacts. At the
same time, any packing in a circular container has a ZM
that involves all disks: a global rotation. Therefore any
MJP in a circular container has a full SSS and a full ZM.
The existence of a realization that satisfies this condition
is sufficient and necessary for the graph to be a pinned
MIG30. Thus, minimal isostaticity emerges as a conse-
quence of the repulsive nature of the interaction in this
case. One may conjecture that in the thermodynamic
limit, the difference between circular container and torus
becomes unimportant, thereby extending the conclusion
to the case of PBC. However we don’t have a rigorous
proof of this argument.

Relation to observations of global response in Ref.20.—
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FIG. 3. Assur-decomposition based design principle for re-
configurable mechanical metamaterials. (a) Given an isostatic
graph, the flip of one edge (black dashed lines) leads to global
changes in the Assur Decomposition. (b) The ZMs produced
by the pruning of the same edge (magenta dashed line) before
and after the flip. (c) The difference in stress response when
an external force (marked by the magenta “X”) is added on
the same vertex before and after the flip.

Our findings here partially explain the observation that
the removal of any contact makes all vertices in the
contact network hinges, and the introduction of any
new edge stresses all contacts. This closely relates to
Th. 1c and e. The key difference is the existence of
non-constructive plane isostatic subgraphs [also known as
Laman or (2,3)-tight] with number of vertices NISG > 3
(the cases of NISG = 2 or 3 are simply edges and tri-
angles, which don’t affect vertices becoming hinges and
can’t be stressed by the addition of a new edge). If there
were no such subgraphs and the network was a MIG on
the torus, observations in Ref.20 follow. However if an
MIG on the torus had such subgraphs, removal of any
edge that is not in such a non-constructive plane iso-
static subgraph would make this subgraph, along with
all other vertices, mobile, but internal vertices in this
subgraph would not be hinges, and adding one edge to
this subgraph would only stress this subgraph. This is
a generalization of the minimal isostaticity discussed by
Penne27 where the graph in question is isostatic on the
plane and the only allowed plane isostatic graphs are sin-
gle bonds. Thus results in Ref.20 indicates that it is very
rare to find any large plane isostatic subgraphs in MJPs,
making these networks akin to Penne’s MIGs.

Reconfigurable mechanical metamaterials based on As-

sur graphs.— The notion of Assur decomposition depicts
the remarkable nonlocality of graph rigidity, where a
small change in connectivity can affect rigidity arbitrarily
far away31. This unique property can be powerful in the
design of “Maxwell” mechanical metamaterials where the
proximity to isostaticity gives rise to rich phenomena in
terms of modes, stress, and reconfiguration32? –36.

Here we propose to utilize Assur graphs to design me-
chanical metamaterials which reconfigure the spatial dis-
tribution of motion and stress, and thus precisely direct
actuations. One such example is shown in Fig. 3, where
the flip of just one edge changes the Assur decomposition
of the whole graph, because we loop a far-downstream
vertex back to the MIG. This causes the whole interior
region of the graph to change from downstream Assur
components to part of the MIG. Thus, before the flip the
interior region can be mobile (upon pruning any edges
in the region) without moving the MIG and will not be
stressed when the MIG is stressed, whereas in after the
flip their motion and stress are locked in the MIG. A
unique advantage of this principle is that the graph re-
main isostatic before the after the reconfiguration, main-
taining good stability.

Conclusions and discussions.— Here we examine sub-
structures of isostatic graphs in physical system, by ex-
tending the concept of Assur decomposition to graphs
with PBC and show that MJPs are not only isostatic
but minimally isostatic, as well as proposing a new de-
sign rule for reconfigurable mechanical metamaterials re-
configurable via remote mechanical control.

Many intriguing new questions follow from these find-
ings: What is the substructure of rigidity in packings
of more complex particles such as frictional18, nonspher-
ical particles15, or packings in 3D3? How to optimize
this type of mechanical remote control to obtain signifi-
cant change in motion and stress propagation in experi-
mental systems with imperfections? How to obtain net-
works with mechanical properties that resemble jammed
packings without the packing process37,38? And more
interestingly, can we control isostatic substructures by
programming particle properties and protocols, thereby
obtaining self-assembled reconfigurable metamaterials?
These would be interesting questions for future research.

Acknowledgements.— This work was supported in
part by the National Science Foundation under Grant
No. NSF-DMR-2026825 and the Office of Naval Research
under Grant No. MURI N00014-20-1-2479.

Appendix A: Theorems about rigidity on torus

Here we first list two theorems from the literature on
rigidity, (2,2)-tight graphs, and orientation.

Theorem 2. A graph G with its embedding on the torus
is isostatic on the torus iff it is (2,2)-tight and all of its
(2,2)-tight sub-graphs are embedded constructively.

This theorem is the generalization of Laman’s theorem
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to graphs on the torus, and was proven in Ref.29 (The-
orem 6.3.1). Note that the language we use is slightly
different but equivalent to the version in Ref.29. We have
written it in this way since it explicitly states the condi-
tion checked by the pebble game on the torus. The main
difference between the two statements of the theorem is
that Ref.29 encodes the information of the embedding in
a gain assignment. When we say “all of its (2,2)-tight
sub-graphs are embedded constructively” it is equivalent
to saying that the “gain assignment is constructive” in
the language of Ref.29.

Theorem 3. A graph G is (2,2)-tight iff there exist an
orientation such that one vertex has in-degree 0 and all
others have in degree 2.

This theorem follows from Theorem 8 in Ref.39, where
it is shown that a graph is (2,2)-tight iff it can be fully
oriented by the (2,2)-pebble game with only two free peb-
bles remaining. We can place the two free pebbles on any
vertex, then it would have in-degree 0 and the rest of the
vertices would have in-degree 2. These pebble game ori-
entations are all the possible orientations such that the
in-degree of one vertex is 0 and the rest have in-degree 2.
This follows from the fact the once the in-degree of each
vertex has been specified the orientation is unique up to
reversal of cycles24.

Appendix B: Proof of Theorem 1 in the main text

1. Th.1.a ⇐⇒Th.1.b

We will show that statement Th.1.a: “G has no proper
subgraphs that are isostatic on the torus” is equivalent to
statement Th.1.b “Any orientation of G where the in-
degree of all but one vertex is 2 is strongly connected on
all but that one vertex.”, given that G is isostatic on the
torus.

Let us define “minimally (2,2)-tight graphs” as graphs
that are (2,2)-tight and has no proper (2,2)-tight sub-
graphs. Then from Th. 2 it follows immediately:

Lemma 4. A graph G is minimally isostatic on the torus
iff it is minimally (2,2)-tight and is embedded construc-
tively.

Next we prove a lemma that relates “minimally (2,2)-
tight” with graph orientations.

Lemma 5. A graph G is minimally (2,2)-tight iff it is
(2,2)-tight and all orientations in which one vertex has
in-degree 0 and all others have in-degree 2 are strongly
connected on the in-degree 2 vertices.

Proof. Consider a (2,2)-tight graph G. We prove this
lemma by contradiction. Suppose there exist a proper
subgraph G′ that is (2,2)-tight, the number of edges in
G′ is N ′B = 2N ′−2 where N ′ is the number of vertices in
G′. Because the 0 in-degree vertex can be chosen to be

any vertex,(See39 specifically Lemma 13) we can place it
in G′. Thus, the in-degree of the subgraph G′ is given by
InDegree(G′) = 2(N ′ − 1) − N ′B = 0. This means that
there must be no edges pointing from the rest of G to G′,
and thus G′ is a “source” for the rest of G. Then G is not
strongly connected on all in-degree 2 vertices. Thus, if
all orientations such that one vertex has in-degree 0 and
all others have in degree 2 are strongly connected on the
in degree 2 vertices, G is minimally (2,2)-tight.

Conversely, if G is (2,2)-tight but there exist an orien-
tation that is not strongly connected on all in-degree 2
vertices, there must be a “source” in which one vertex has
in-degree 0 and all others have in-degree 2. As a result,
by Th. 3, this “source” is a proper (2,2)-tight subgraph,
and thus G is not minimally (2,2)-tight. Therefore, G
being minimally (2,2)-tight indicates that all all orienta-
tions in which one vertex has in-degree 0 and all others
have in degree 2 are strongly connected on the in degree
2 vertices. These two arguments together prove Lemma 5

The combination of Lemma 4 and Lemma 5 imply
Th.1.a ⇐⇒Th.1.b.

2. Th.1.a ⇐⇒Th.1.c

This is rather straightforward, given G being mini-
mally isostatic on the torus the loss of an edge results
in a floppy mode. The part of the graph that does
not become generically floppy as a result of this edge
being pruned will be a proper rigid subgraph. No such
subgraphs exist (since G is minimally isostatic) therefore
all the vertices become floppy. To prove the converse
note that if a graph become fully floppy when one
edge is cut it means that any rigid subgraph must have
contained that edge. If the graph becomes fully floppy
upon the cutting of any edge then all any rigid subgraph
must contain all edges, therefore there are no proper
rigid subgraphs.

3. Th.1.a ⇐⇒Th.1.d,e

Now let us move on to the equivalence of Th.1.a
⇐⇒Th.1.d and Th.1.a ⇐⇒Th.1.e, the stress conditions.

Rigidity in general requires that given any external
force f orthogonal to the trivial degrees of freedom there
can be found a set of bond tensions t that balances this
external force f = Qt. We will call such a set of ten-
sions the response. It is clear that for isostatic networks
the response must be unique otherwise if we had dis-
tinct responses t1, t2 we could find a state of self stress
0 = Q(t1−t2). Given the uniqueness of the response it is
then clear that for isostatic networks the response to an
external force f will be provided only by the smallest sub-
graph capable of providing a response. The equivalence
of 1.a to 1.d and 1.e follow immediately from this discus-
sion. A subgraph can provide a response iff the force is



6

orthogonal to its space of zero modes. Note that while
only a torus isostatic subgraph can respond to a torque,
if we exert a force that is orthogonal to translations and
rotation (e.g., a force dipole induced by the addition of
an extra edge, as stated in Th.1.e) then a nonconstructive
plane isostatic (i.e Laman) subgraph can respond.

4. Generalization to Minimally (k,k)-tight graphs

We can generalize Lemma 5 to minimally (k, k) tight
graphs since the proof for arbitrary k is completely anal-
ogous to the k = 2 case which we have done.

Theorem 6. A graph G is minimally (k, k)-tight iff it is
(k, k)-tight and all orientations such that one vertex has
in-degree 0 and all others have in-degree k are strongly
connected on the in-degree k vertices.

The effects of pruning an edge or adding an external
edge are also generalized. It is an interesting question
to find the physical setup that allows us to realize a
minimally (k, k)-tight graph as a mechanical frame. The
(3,3)-tight case is achieved by embedding the graph on
the plane, without pins, and having the vertices be rigid
bodies in 2D which therefore would have 3 inherent de-
grees of freedom. Another interesting physical example
are point-like particles in 3D under periodic boundary
conditions, which leads to isostatic graphs on 3D torus.
However it is worth noting that (3,3)-tightness plus
constructive embedding will most likely be a necessary
but not sufficient condition for isostaticity on the 3D
torus.40

Appendix C: Assur Decomposition on the Torus and
Its Uniqueness

Any graph that is isostatic on the torus has at least
one subgraph that is minimally isostatic on the torus, al-
though it may have multiple as in Fig. 4. If there exist
multiple disjoint minimally isostatic subgraphs our gen-
eralization of the Assur decomposition will not be unique
as in the pinned case.

Fortunately, this is not an issue for isostatic graphs
obtained from MJPs. This networks always had a unique
minimally isostatic subgraph. In what follows we explain
the Assur decomposition on the torus and why, given that
there are not multiple minimally isostatic subgraphs the
decomposition we propose is unique.

What would make the Assur decomposition non-
unique when there are multiple disjoint minimally iso-
static subgraphs is choice of ground s0, which is the
vertex chosen to have in-degree 0. For any (2,2)-tight
graph given the choice of ground the decomposition into
strongly connected components is unique. Note, s0 will
always be its own strongly connected component. Con-
sider a vertex s1 which is a neighbor of s0, which is to

say the edge (s0, s1) belongs to the graph. The strongly
connected component to which s1 belongs to, along with
the ground s0 constitute what is called the critical sub-
graph of edge (s0, s1). The critical subgraph is the
smallest (2,2)-tight subgraph that contains (s0, s1) (see
Lemma 2.6.4d in Ref.29). It is clear that the critical
subgraph is always strongly connected on all vertices ex-
cept the ground, but this does not imply that this sub-
graph is minimally (2,2)-tight. Recall Lemma 5 requires
all possible orientations to be strongly connected on the
non-ground sites for the graph to be minimally (2,2)-
tight, and the existence of a particular orientation that is
strongly connected is not sufficient. If we want to identify
the critical subgraph (s0, s1) as a first Assur component it
must be indecomposable for any choice of ground, which
is to say minimally (2,2)-tight. In order to do this we
must choose a ground that belongs to a minimally (2,2)-
tight subgraph. Luckily the PGA on the torus (Ref.29)
naturally does this as we discuss below.

The first step of the PGA on the torus is to orient ac-
cording to the (2,3)-PGA. Then in the second step the
bonds that remain uncovered are checked. Three peb-
bles are called to such bonds, if 3 pebbles are found and
the critical subgraph of the bond is constructive then the
bond is covered. Note, just after the first step the sub-
graph composed of all covered bonds is (2,3)-tight and
therefore contains no (2,2)-tight subgraphs. When the
first bond (s0, s1) is covered during the second step the
covered subgraph obtains a (2,2)-tight subgraph. This
implies that all (2,2)-tight subgraphs of the covered sub-
graph contain the edge (s0, s1). Therefore the first bond
covered during this second step belongs to a minimally-
(2,2) tight graph which will be identical to its critical
subgraph. For a graph rigid on the torus with no dis-
joint minimally isotatic subgraphs only one bond will be
covered during the second step. This is what we found
to always happen for MJP contact networks. Then we
see that in such cases choosing the ground to be one of
the vertices of the last covered bond guarantees that the
critical subgraph is minimally (2,2)-tight and therefore
we can identify is as the first Assur component. Specifi-
cally, the steps of our decomposition are as follows

Given G isostatic on the torus:

1. Orient G according to the PGA on the torus

2. Place the remaining two pebbles on one of the ends
of the last covered edge, making it the ground s0.
(This happens automatically when the PGA fin-
ishes.)

3. Partition the vertices into strongly connected com-
ponents according the PGA orientation

4. Define an assur component for each strongly con-
nected component except the ground as follows: All
the vertices in the strongly connected component
along with edges pointing to these vertices.

5. Choose a neighbor s1 of the ground vertex s0, as-
sign the ground s0 to the same Assur component



7

FIG. 4. An example of a graph, isostatic on the torus with
two distinct minimally isostatic subgraphs and therefore a non
unique Assur decomposition.

FIG. 5. A minimally (2,2)-tight graph oriented according to
the pebble game on the plane. Note that all vertices except
s0 are strongly connected.

as s1 is in. This is an induced subgraph of G and
also minimally isostatic on the torus.

It is perhaps worth noting that every minimally (2,2)-
tight graph can be realized as a MIG on the torus, a
pinned MIG (i.e., an Assur graph), and as a free frame
on the plane with only one SSS (which must be a global
SSS), sometimes called a Laman circuit. And so we see
the equivalence between these three structures. To see
that frames on the plane with only one SSS, which is
global, are always minimally (2,2)-tight, note that when
oriented according to the (2,3)-PGA as in Fig. 5 the
critical subgraph always identifies a subgraph with one
global SSS. This is a result that goes back to Jacobs and
Thorpe31. It is interesting that this full stress condi-
tion, satisfied by MJPs, shows up here. This is related to
the special geometric singularity of pinned Assur graphs
which we mention in the main text and leads to MJPs
on circular containers to necessarily have Assur graphs
as their contact networks. Also, note that a 2D MJP
on the surface of a sphere will necessarily be a Laman
circuit and therefore minimally (2,2)-tight. Such simple
arguments don’t seem to extend straightforwardly to the
torus and so the question of how the fully repulsive in-
teraction leads in general to minimal isostaticity remains
an open problem.
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