
MICHELL TRUSS AND FROM 1-BEAM TO K-BEAM

CHENGCHENG YANG

1. Introduction

In classic mechanics, suppose there are forces Fi applied at single
points Mi denoted as

F =
l∑

i=1

FiδMi
,

where δMi
is the dirac measure at Mi. If F is a system in equilibrium,

namely the net force and the net torque are both equal to zero:

l∑
i=1

Fi = 0,
l∑

i=1

Fi ∧Mi = 0,

one can connect the system with finitely many 1-dimensional beams
as shown by Gangbo [5]:

F =
l′∑

i,j=1

λijBeam(ai, aj),

where

Beam(ai, aj) = (δaj − δai)
aj − ai
|aj − ai|

,

and (λi,j) is a symmetric matrix. Here λi,j is the stress coefficient
associated with the 1- beam [ai, aj].

Now we generalize that to consider external forces which are uni-
formly distributed over (k − 1)-simplices [ai0, . . . , a

i
k−1] denoted as

(1) F =
l∑

i=1

FiHk−1
|[ai0,...,aik−1]

,
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2 CHENGCHENG YANG

where Hk−1
|[ai0,...,aik−1]

is the (k − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure in Rn

restricted to the simplex [ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1]; and Fi is the (constant) force

exerted on [ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1]. If n ≥ k + 1 and the same equilibrium con-

ditions are satisfied, then we can show that F can be connected with
finitely many k-dimensional beams, which are elastic k-simplicies
whose elastic behaviors can be described by Cauchy stress tensors. [1]
Here we generalized the techniques in Gangbo’s notes using differential
forms, Hodge star operator, and left interior multiplication. [5]

Furthermore, we can consider the minimization problem in higher
dimensions as in the one-dimensional Michell problem [6]: Given an
elastic surface S made of (k − 1)-beams under an equilibriated system
F of external forces, then we ask the following two questions:

(i) What are the necessary and sufficient conditions for the exis-
tence of an elastic body made of k-beams whose forces on the
surface balance F and whose surfaces consist of S.

(ii) What is an optimal design so that the total cost is a minimum?

We’ve solved the existence question completely; and research is still in
progress for the minimal question. In particular when k = 1, it involves
a system of beams joining a given finite collection of pointed forces.
It was first introduced by A. Michell in 1904, then used in mechanical
engineering, and recently popularized in many pure mathematics works
by W. Gangbo and others. [6] [5] [7] Here we are going to generalize
them to higher dimensional cases. We have already found the minimal
solutions in terms of the flat chain complex and vector-valued currents.
Right now we want to use the Calibration theory for future directions.

2. Rank 1 Diagonal Matrices

Let D be an n × n diagonal matrix, then D has rank 1 if and only
if D = λei ⊗ ei for some nonzero real number λ and i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
Here we use the notation that given any vector v = (v1, . . . , vn), v ⊗ v
denotes the n× n matrix whose (i, j)-entry is equal to vivj.

In general, let A be an n × n symmetric matrix, then A has rank
1 if and only if A = λv ⊗ v for some unit vector v ∈ Rn and some
nonzero real number λ. We may choose an orthogonal matrix O such
that D = OTAO is diagonal. Then rank(A) = rank(D) = 1.

3. Polyhedral k-chains in Rn

For integers 0 ≤ k ≤ n and geometrically independent points a0, a1, . . . , ak,
the k-simplex spanned by a0, a1, . . . , ak is the set (convex hull) of all
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points x of Rn such that

x =
k∑

i=0

tiai, where
k∑

i=0

ti = 1, and ti ≥ 0.

Since there are two orientations, we use [a0, a1, . . . , ak] to denote the ori-
ented k-simplex consisting of the simplex a0, a1, . . . , ak and the equiv-
alence class of the particular ordering (a0, a1, . . . , ak).

Let Ak denote the collection of all oriented k-simplices in Rn. Then
we define Ck to be the real vector space generated by Ak, mod out the
subspace that is generated by elements of the form

σ + σ̂, and σ1 + σ2 − σ1 ∪ σ2,

where σ̂ has the opposite orientation of σ. And σ1 and σ2 share a
common (k−1)-dimensional face and their union is another k-simplex.

For k ≥ 1, the boundary operator ∂ is defined as usual:

∂[a0, . . . , ak] =
k∑

i=0

(−1)k[a0, . . . , âi, . . . , ak],

where âi means omitting ai. One needs to check the well-definedness
on Ck. When k = 1, suppose an oriented 1-simplex [a, b] is being
subdivided by an interior point c, we orient the two new 1-simplices as
[a, c] and [c, b] so that

∂([a, c] + [c, b]− [a, b]) = 0.

In general, suppose we’ve have done so for Ck−1 such that ∂ is well-
defined. Then given a k-simplex σ being subdivided into two simplices
σ1, σ2 of dimension k, there is a vertex w and a face s such that σ
is the cone [w, s] of w over s, together with s being subdivided into
two simplices of dimension k − 1, calling them s1, s2. It follows that
σi is the cone [w, si] for i = 1, 2. Note that if s = [a0, . . . , ak−1] is
an oriented simplex in Ck−1, the bracket [w, s] denotes the oriented
simplex [w, a0, . . . , ak−1]. Then one may check

∂σ1 + ∂σ2 − ∂σ

= ∂([w, s1] + [w, s2]− [w, s])

= (s1 − [w, ∂s1]) + (s2 − [w, ∂s2])− (s− [w, s])

= (s1 + s2 − s)− [w, ∂(s1 + s2 − s)]

= 0.

The last step is by the inductive definition. Therefore a polyhedral k-
chain in Ck is a finite real linear combination of (possibly overlapping)
oriented k-simplices. It is equivalent to a finite real linear combination



4 CHENGCHENG YANG

of disjoint (except on their boundaries) oriented k-simplices. Moreover,
applying the boundary operator ∂ to both yields the same result. Given
that ∂2 = 0, we obtain a chain of real vector spaces:

{Ck, ∂} = Cn
∂−→ · · · ∂−→ C0 → 0,

when the ambient space is Rn.
Imitating the de Rham theorem, one can easily define the integral∫

σ

ω =

∫
∆k

σ∗ω, where σ : ∆k = [e0, . . . , ek] → [a0, . . . , ak],

for any smooth differential k-form ω and any oriented k-simplex σ =
[a0, . . . , ak]. Extending by linearity, for any k-chain c one can define∫

c

ω =
m∑
i=1

ci

∫
σi

ω, if c =
m∑
i=1

ciσi.

4. Stressed k-chains in Rn

In Solid Mechanics, the Cauchy Stress Tensor is a 3 × 3 symmetric
matrix A that tells you the force of one part of the body acting on
the other. [1] More precisely, each point a of an elastic body in R3 is
associated with an A such that if a plane passing through a with a unit
normal v, the force of the half space {x ∈ R3 : (x − a) · v < 0} acting
on the plane per unit area is given by Av. Here we are going to use
the same definition with R3 replaced by Rn for any integer n ≥ 1.

A (constantly) stressed polyhedral k-simplex is a tensor product A⊗σ
where σ is an oriented k-simplex and A is a symmetric n×n real matrix.
In the case when the nontrivial eigenspaces of A lie in the tangent space
of σ, A is a Cauchy stress tensor for σ and so we can also call A ⊗ σ
a k-beam. Therefore a 1-beam is a stressed spring and a k-beam is
a stressed k-simplex. Furthermore a stressed polyhedral k-chain is a
finite real linear combination of stressed polyhedral k-simplices.
One Dimensional Example: Stressed Springs. Suppose n = 2,
k = 1, and a = (0, 0), b = (1, 0) are two points on the horizontal axis.
Let σ be the oriented 1-simplex [a, b] and A = Dµe1 = µ(e1 ⊗ e1).

For µ > 0, A ⊗ σ acts like a compressed spring because the inter-
nal force in the positive e1 direction is a positive multiple of e1. A
compressed spring means that it pushes outwardly its endpoints.

Similarily, for µ < 0, A ⊗ σ acts like a stretched spring because the
internal force in the positive e1 direction is a negative multiple of e1.
A stretched spring means that it pulls inwardly its endpoints.

A general structurally stressed spring between two arbitrary points
a, b ∈ Rn is described by a structurally stressed1-simplex or a 1-beam
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in the form of Dµ(b−a) ⊗ [a, b]. Here positive µ gives a compressed
spring while negative µ gives a stretched spring. Michel strusses are
finite linear combinations of structurally stressed springs that efficiently
balance a given system of pointed vector forces.

Note that a simple nonstructurally stressed 1-simplex is De2 ⊗ [a, b]
with a = (0, 0), b = (1, 0).
Higher Dimensional Definitions. We will define a stressed k-
simplex A⊗σ to be structurally stressed if all the nontrivial eigenvectors
of A lie in the tangent space of σ. Then A⊗ σ is called a structurally
stressed k-simplex or a k-beam.

A stressed polyhedral k-chain is a finite sum
∑m

i=1 λiAi⊗σi of stressed
k-simplices. The collection of these gives a real vector space

Pk(Rn;Symn) = Symn ⊗ Ck.

For k ≥ 1, the usual formula for the boundary ∂σ of an oriented simplex
σ leads to a well-defined boundary operator

∂ : Pk(Rn;Symn) → Pk−1(Rn;Symn), ∂(
m∑
i=1

λiAi⊗σi) =
m∑
i=1

λiAi⊗∂σi

A polyhedral chain is structurally stressed if all its simplices are struc-
turally stressed. In other words, a structurally stressed polyhedral
k-chain is a finite combination of k-beams.

The boundary of a structurally stressed polyhedral k-simplex is usu-
ally not entirely structurally stresseda. The situation is trivial when
k = 1 because a nonzero coefficient A would contain an eigenspace of
dimension ≥ 1 which doesn’t exist in the tangent space of a point. A
more interesting and instructive elementary example is as follows.
A Uni-directional Stretch of a Rectangle. Suppose n = 2, k = 2,
and S is a counterwise-oriented coordinate rectangle [a, b]× [c, d] ∈ R2

for some real numbers a < b, c < d. Let A be the simple horizontal
stretching D−e1 = −(e1 ⊗ e1). One can imagine S is a horizontally
stretched piece of elastic cloth. Then ∂S is the sum of four terms
corresponding to the four oriented edges of S:

∂S = A⊗[(a, c), (b, c)]+A⊗[(b, c), (b, d)]+A⊗[(b, d), (a, d)]+A⊗[(a, d), (a, c)].

The first and third are top and bottom edges, being stretched hori-
zontally. So they are structurally stressed. But the second and forth
are right and left edges, being neither compressed nor stretched, but
instead pulled apart horizontally. So they are nonstructurally stressed.

Therefore in general the boundary of a structurally stressed simplex
has two parts: the stress in the boundary and the external force coming
from the original stressed simplex. Let’s look at another example.
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A Uni-directional Stretch of a Triangle Next let’s cut the rec-
tangle S along a diagonal. Then for either of the resulting two right
triangles, the diagonal boundary edge would be both stretched inter-
nally and pulled externally. First we abbreviate the three oriented
edges of the lower stressed right triangle T as the oriented 1-simplices:

I = [(a, c), (b, c)], J = [(b, c), (b, c)], K = [(b, d), (a, c)],

As before A stretches I and pulls J to the right.
To describe the effect of the horizontal stretch A on the diagonal edge

K, we simply orthogonally decompose e1 in terms of its components:

e1 = κK⃗ + λK⃗⊥,

where K⃗ is the unit vector of K, and K⃗⊥ is outward pointing unit
vector perpendicular to K⃗.

Then

−e1 ⊗ e1 = −(κK⃗ + λK⃗⊥)⊗ (κK⃗ + λK⃗⊥)

=
[
−λ2(K⃗⊥ ⊗ K⃗⊥)− κλ(K⃗ ⊗ K⃗⊥)

]
+
[
−κ2K⃗ ⊗ K⃗ − κλK⃗⊥ ⊗ K⃗

]
= −λe1 ⊗ K⃗⊥ − κe1 ⊗ K⃗

Coming from the lower triangle, the diagonal edgeK is being stretched
to the left horizontally. In other words, the lower triangle is pulling it
to the right horizontally. This external force has two components: one
is orthogonal to K and the other is parallel to K. And they can be
expressed as

−λe1 ⊗ K⃗⊥ = −λ2(K⃗⊥ ⊗ K⃗⊥)− κλ(K⃗ ⊗ K⃗⊥).

On the other hand, at each interior point of the diagonal edge K,
there is a pair of horizontal force acting in the opposite direction, which
contributes to the stress. This stress also has two components: one
is the normal stress parallel to K and the other is the shear stress
perpendicular to K. So we can write them as

−κe1 ⊗ K⃗ = −κ2K⃗ ⊗ K⃗ − κλK⃗⊥ ⊗ K⃗.

Notice that when we decompose the stressed boundary edge K into
two parts, neither the two matrices are symmetric. Therefore one needs
the general vector space Mn of all n × n real matrices. Before stating
a theorem for stress chains of general dimensions, let’s consider
Multi-directional Stretches of a Rectangle. By the spectral the-
orem one can similarly understand the higher rank case by writing any
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symmetric matrix A as

A =
n∑

i=1

µivi ⊗ vi =
n∑

i=1

Dµivi ,

where {vi} is an orthonormal basis consisting of eigenvectors of A, and
the µi are their corresponding eigenvalues.

As a specific example of this, suppose one works with the same rec-
tangle S as above but replaces D−e1 by A = D−e1 +D−e2 . Intuitively
imagine that an elastic cloth is made of both horizontal and vertical
threads with possibly different elasticity. Then the resulting A stressed
rectangle is now being simultaneously stretched both horizontally and
vertically. The top and bottom edges are simultaneously stretched hor-
izontally and pulled apart vertically, while the right and left edges are
simultaneously stretched vertically and pulled apart horizontally.

Turning now to (k−1)-dimensional stressed simplex A⊗τ occurring
in the boundary expansion of a general structurally stressed k-simplex
A⊗ σ in Rn. It suffices to work on the rank 1 case, say A = µe1 ⊗ e1.
In the k-dimensional tangent space of σ, let τ⃗⊥ be the outward normal
unit vector to the tangent space of τ . As before, we find the orthogonal
decomposition of e1 in terms of τ⃗⊥ and its projection onto the tangent
space of τ . We can now conclude the following theorem.

Theorem 1. For any structurally stressed polyhedral k-chain P in Rn,
the (k − 1)-stressed chain ∂P admits a unique decomposition:

(2) ∂P = S + F,

where S consists of simplices in Mn ⊗ Ck−1 under normal and shear
stresses and F consists of simplices in Mn ⊗ Ck−1 that are under ex-
ternally forces

Proof. Given any structurally stressed polyhedral k-chain P , it is a
finite sum of structurally stressed polyhedral k-simplex A⊗σ, where σ
is an oriented k-simplex and A ∈ Symn. The spectral theorem assures
that A is diagonalizable and so

A = Dµ1v1 + · · ·+Dµnvn = µ1(v1 ⊗ v1) + · · ·+ µn(vn ⊗ vn).

By hypothesis one may assume, without loss of generality, that vl lies
in the tangent space of σ for l ≤ k and µl = 0 for l > k.

Suppose σ = [a0, . . . , ak], then span(a1−a0, . . . , ak−a0) is the tangent
space of σ in Rn. Given

∂σ =
k∑

i=0

(−1)i[a0, . . . , âi, . . . , ak],
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let s = [a0, . . . , âi, . . . , ak] be the face opposite to the vertex ai, then

the set {a1 − a0, . . . , âi − a0, . . . , ak − a0} forms a basis for the tangent
space of s; moreover, there is a unit normal vector n̂ to the space such
that the basis {a1−a0, . . . , âi − a0, . . . , ak−a0, n̂} spans the same space
as {a1 − a0, . . . , ak − a0}. We may choose n̂ to point outwardly so that
the two bases are consistently oriented. In other words, if the transition
matrix B is defined by

(−1)i(a1 − a0, . . . , âi − a0, . . . , ak − a0, n̂) = B(a1 − a0, . . . , ak − a0),

then B has a positive determinant.
Next following the Gram-Schmidt algorithm there is an orthonor-

mal basis {E⃗1, . . . , E⃗k−1} for the tangent space of s which satisfy the
following relations:

E⃗j =



(aj − a0)−
∑j−1

l=1 ⟨aj − a0, E⃗l⟩E⃗l

|(aj − a0)−
∑j−1

l=1 ⟨aj − a0, E⃗l⟩E⃗l|
for j ≤ i− 1,

(aj+1 − a0)−
∑j−1

l=1 ⟨aj+1 − a0, E⃗l⟩E⃗l

|(aj+1 − a0)−
∑j−1

l=1 ⟨aj+1 − a0, E⃗l⟩E⃗l|
for j ≥ i,

where E⃗1 = (a1−a0)/|a1−a0|. Note the orientation of the orthonormal

basis {E⃗1, . . . , E⃗k−1, n̂} is still consistent with the orientation before,
because the Gram-Schmidt algorithm was performed under a sequence
of elementary matrices with positive determinants.

Therefore we may define an orthogonal matrix O as the change of
coordinates matrix whose first k columns are O = (E⃗1, . . . , E⃗k−1, n̂, . . .).
For each l ≤ k, write vl as follows:

vl = κl
1E⃗1 + . . .+ κl

k−1E⃗k−1 + κl
kn̂.

Then the matrix ODµlvlO
T is zero everywhere except the upper left

block matrix

µl

(κl
1)

2 · · · κl
1κ

l
k

...
. . .

...
κl
kκ1 · · · (κl

k)
2

 = µl(κ
l
pκ

l
q).

Combining everything together, we have

A = O

[
k∑

l=1

k∑
p,q=1

µl(κ
l
pκ

l
q)

]
OT .
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Let’s look at the matrix in the brackets in details. Denote it as Ã, then
it can be separated into four matrices as follows:

Ã =


ã1,1 · · · ã1,k−1 0
...

. . .
...

...
ãk−1,1 · · · ãk−1,k−1 0
0 · · · 0 0

+


0 · · · 0 0
...

. . .
...

...
0 · · · 0 0

ãk,1 · · · ãk,k−1 0

(3)

+


0 · · · 0 0
...

. . .
...

...
0 · · · 0 0
0 · · · 0 ãk,k

+


0 · · · 0 ã1,k
...

. . .
...

...
0 · · · 0 ãk−1,k

0 · · · 0 0

 .

The interpretations of the four matrices are analogous to the preced-
ing examples.

(1) The first matrix is symmetric and is the usual Cauchy stress
tensor inside the boundary face s. That is to say, we may view
s as an elastic material region of dimension k−1 in the tangent
space spanned by s, calling it Rk−1. Then at each interior point
a, for a unit vector u⃗ ∈ Rk−1, multiplication of u⃗ with the
first matrix gives the stress (force per unit area) at a on the
orthogonal plane {x ∈ Rk−1 : (x − a) · u⃗ = 0} exerted by the

half space {x ∈ Rk−1 : (x − a) · u⃗ < 0}. For instance u⃗ = E⃗1,
then the stress is equal to


ã1,1 · · · ã1,k−1 0
...

. . .
...

...
ãk−1,1 · · · ãk−1,k−1 0
0 · · · 0 0

 u⃗ = ã1,1E⃗1 + · · ·+ ãk−1,1E⃗k−1.

Since the stress is contained inside the tangent space, we will
use the same definition as in R2 or R3 to call this the normal
stress.

(2) The second matrix can be thought of the shear stress for the
face s. With the same setup as above, if we multiply u⃗ with the
second matrix, the result is a perpendicular vector to the face.
Hence if we view s as an elastic body, then the shear stress at
a on the orthogonal plane {x ∈ Rk−1 : (x − a) · u⃗ = 0} due
to {x ∈ Rk−1 : (x − a) · u⃗ < 0} is equal to the product. For

example if u⃗ = u1E⃗1 + · · ·+ uk−1E⃗k−1, the shear stress is equal
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to
0 · · · 0 0
...

. . .
...

...
0 · · · 0 0

ãk,1 · · · ãk,k−1 0

 u⃗ = (ãk,1u1 + · · ·+ ãk,k−1uk−1)n̂.

(3) The third matrix tells us that the original k-simplex σ is pushing
or pulling its face s in the orthogonal direction. This external
orthogonal force F⃗1 can be calculated using

F⃗1 = −ãk,k(area of s)n̂

= −ãk,k

√
Gram(a1 − a0, . . . , âi − a0, . . . , ak − a0) n̂.

(4) The fourth matrix indicates that the k-simplex σ is exerting an
external force on the face s parallel to the tangent space of s.
And this external parallel force F⃗2 is equal to

F⃗2 = −(ã1,kE⃗1 + · · ·+ ãk−1,kE⃗k−1)(area of s)

= −(ã1,kE⃗1 + · · ·+ ãk−1,kE⃗k−1)

√
Gram(a1 − a0, . . . , âi − a0, . . . , ak − a0).

Let’s finish the proof of the theorem. Denote the four matrices in Ã
as Ã1, Ã2, Ã3, Ã4, respectively. Then we may write A⊗ s as

A⊗ s = OÃ1O
T ⊗ s+OÃ2O

T ⊗ s+OÃ3O
T ⊗ s+OÃ4O

T ⊗ s

= O(Ã1 + Ã2)O
T +O(Ã3 + Ã4)O

T ,

where the first term gives the total internal stress within the face s
and the second term gives the total external force on the face s from
the k-simplex σ. And each of these corresponds to the S and F in (2),
respectively.

For uniqueness, suppose {E⃗ ′
1, . . . , E⃗

′
k−1, n̂} is another orthonormal

basis whose orientation is consistent with the basis {E⃗1, . . . , E⃗k−1, n̂};
furthermore, the vectors E⃗ ′

1, . . . , E⃗
′
k−1 span the tangent space of s. Note

that we choose the same unit normal vector n̂, because it doesn’t de-
pend on the basis but rather the orientation of s itself. Then there exist
another four matrices Ã′

i, respectively, and Ã′ satisfying the following:

A = O′Ã′O′T = O′Ã′
1O

′T +O′Ã′
2O

′T +O′Ã′
3O

′T +O′Ã′
4O

′T .

We want to show that O′Ã′
iO

′T = OÃiO
T for each i. This is an exercise

of linear algebra. There is a (k − 1)× (k − 1) matrix C such that

(E⃗1 · · · E⃗k−1|n̂)
(

C
1

)
= (E⃗ ′

1 · · · E⃗ ′
k−1|n̂)
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Thus

O

(
C

1

)
= O′.

Since OÃOT = O′Ã′O′T ,

Ã =

(
C

1

)
Ã′

(
CT

1

)
,

from which the equality O′Ã′
iO

′T = OÃiO
T follows for each i.

□

Remark: our use of the n×n symmetric matrix as a coefficient matrix
for lower dimensional chains where k < n (such as Michel trusses) now
carries information about not only internal responses (compression,
stretching, shearing) of the chain but also external responses (being
pulled or pushed). So it extends the usual meaning of the Cauchy
Stress tensor. The theorem leads to the following formal definition of
a generalized Cauchy stress tensor.

Let a stressed polyhedral (k− 1)-simplex A⊗ τ be given where A is
an n × n real symmetric matrix and τ is an oriented (k − 1)-simplex.
Suppose the eigenvectors v⃗i and their corresponding eigenvalues µi of
A satisfy the two conditions:

(i) One can reorder the µi so that µi = 0 for i > k;
(ii) Moreover, the first k − 1 eigenvectors v⃗1, . . . , v⃗k−1 lie inside the

tangent space of τ .

Then we say that A is a generalized Cauchy stress tensor for τ . It fol-
lows that

∑k−1
i=1 Dµivi⊗τ consists of stresses inside τ and Dµkvk consists

of external forces acting on τ .

5. The Existence Part of the Plateau Problem

The next natural question is whether the converse of the theorem
also holds. In other words, suppose Q is a stressed polyhedral (k− 1)-
chain, we look for necessary and sufficient conditions for which there
exists a structurally stressed polyhedral k-chain P such that ∂P = Q.
The physical interpretation of this question can be stated as: Given

a finite number of (k − 1)-dimensional polyhedra Q made of elastic
bodies with possibly different elastic constants in Rn. Suppose each
polyhedron in Q is feeling not only an external force, but also an inter-
nal stress, then we ask: “Does there exist finitely many k-dimensional
polyhedra P also made of elastic bodies such that

(i) The nonzero boundary of P is Q;
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(ii) The pushing or pulling of P on its boundary balances the ex-
ternal forces on Q;

(iii) The compressing, stretching, and shearing stresses inheriting
from P in its boundary also match with those in Q?”

The answer is yes! In the next two subsections, we will prove this
result.

5.1. Matching External Forces. Given a system F of forces in Rn

whose support consists of finitely many (k− 1)-simplices. If n ≥ k+1,
we are going to show that if the system F is in equilibrium, then there
exist a k-dimensional stressed simplicial complex whose external forces
on the boundary exactly match the system F.

Here we want to generalize the notation of normalized beams in
Gangbo’s paper. Instead of forces Fi applied at single points Mi de-
noted as

F =
l∑

i=1

FiδMi
,

where δMi
is the dirac mass at Mi, we consider external forces that are

uniformly distributed over (k − 1)-simplices [ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1] denoted as

(4) F =
l∑

i=1

FidHk−1
|[ai0,...,aik−1]

,

where Hk−1
|[ai0,...,aik−1]

is the (k − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure in Rn

restricted to the simplex [ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1]; and Fi is the (constant) force

exerted on [ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1].

Furthermore, Given a system F of forces in equilibrium, namely the
net force and the net torque are both equal to zero:

l∑
i=1

Fi = 0,
l∑

i=1

Fi ∧Mi = 0,

one can decompose the system into finitely many 1-dimensional beams
as follows:

F =
l′∑

i,j=1

λijBeam([ai, aj]),

where

Beam([ai, aj]) = (δaj − δai)
aj − ai
|aj − ai|

,

and (λi,j) is a symmetric matrix. Here λi,j is the stress coefficient
associated with the Beam[ai, aj].
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Here we can first generalize the 1-dimensional beams to k-dimensional
ones. Given a k-simplex [a0, . . . , ak] in Rn, suppose its Cauchy stress
tensor A is an n × n matrix whose nonzero eigenvalues are µ1, . . . , µk

corresponding to orthonormal eigenvectors v1, . . . , vk. Moreover, as-
sume that these eigenvectors lie in the tangent space spanned by the
k-simplex, namely span(a1 − a0, . . . , ak − a0). Then we can express
the k-dimensional Beam on σ = [a0, . . . , ak] with stress tensor A =
Dµ1v1 + · · ·+Dµkvk as

A⊗Beam[a0, . . . , ak]

=
1

(volume of σ)

k∑
i=0

(−1)i
k∑

j=1

µjvj [(ζ ⌞ dηi) • vj] dHk−1
|[a0,...,âi,...,ak].(5)

Here ⌞:
∧

k Rn ×
∧k−1Rn →

∧
1Rn is the left interior multiplication

with ζ and dηi defined as follows:

ζ = (a1 − a0) ∧ · · · ∧ (ak − a0),

dηi = d(a1 − a0) ∧ · · · ∧ ̂d(ai − a0) ∧ · · · ∧ d(ak − a0) for i > 0,

dη0 = d(a2 − a1) ∧ · · · ∧ d(ak − a1),

where d(w) represents the dual vector to w ∈ Rn in the dual space
(Rn)∗. Note that when n = k, the left interior multiplication ⌞ is the
same as the Hodge star ∗. [3]

Claim 1. Given the above notations, first (−1)i(ζ ⌞ dηi) gives the
correct normal vector to the ith face si = [a0, . . . , âi, . . . , ak] in Rn.
Second

µjvj[(−1)i(ζ ⌞ dηi)] • vj
volume of σ

is equal to the force exerting on si due to the stress in the direction
of the jth eigenvector vj with eigenvalue µj, i.e., the matrix Dµjvj =
µj(vj ⊗ vj).

Proof. Let σ = [a0, . . . , ak] and assume that a0 is at the origin. First
let’s show that ζ ⌞ dηi lies in the tangent space of σ. Let V be the span
of a1, . . . , ak. For any β ∈ V ⊥,

dβ(ζ ⌞ dηi) = (dηi ∧ dβ)(ζ)

= det

(a1 − a0) · (a1 − a0) · · · (a1 − a0) · (ak − a0)
...

...
β · (a1 − a0) · · · β · (ak − a0)

 = 0.

So ζ ⌞ dηi ∈ V , as desired.
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Next we want to show that ζ ⌞ dηi is perpendicular to the ith face
si = [a0, . . . , âi, . . . , ak]. If i > 0, for any aj − a0 with j ̸= i, one has

dηi ∧ d(aj − a0) = 0 ⇒ d(aj − a0)(ζ ⌞ dηi) = 0.

For i = 0, the proof is similar.
Lastly we look for the norm of ζ ⌞ dηi:

|ζ ⌞ dηi|2

= d(ζ ⌞ dηi)(ζ ⌞ dηi) = dηi ∧ d(ζ ⌞ dηi)(ζ)

= (−1)k−idet


(a1 − a0) · (a1 − a0) · · · (a1 − a0) · (ai − a0) · · · (a1 − a0) · (ak − a0)

...
...

(ζ ⌞ dηi) · (a1 − a0) · · · (ζ ⌞ dηi) · (ai − a0) · · · (ζ ⌞ dηi) · (ak − a0)
...

...
(ak − a0) · (a1 − a0) · · · (ak − a0) · (ai − a0) · · · (ak − a0) · (ak − a0)


= (−1)k−i(ζ ⌞ dηi) · (ai − a0)(area of si)

2

Therefore

(ζ ⌞ dηi) · (ai − a0) =
(−1)k−i|ζ ⌞ dηi|2

(area of si)2
.

On the other hand,

(ζ ⌞ dηi) · (ai − a0)

= d(ai − a0)(ζ ⌞ dηi) = dηi ∧ d(ai − a0)(ζ)

= (−1)k−idet

(a1 − a0) · (a1 − a0) · · · (a1 − a0) · (ak − a0)
...

...
(ak − a0) · (a1 − a0) · · · (ak − a0) · (ak − a0)


= (volume of σ)2,

where σ = [a0, . . . , ak]. Thus

|ζ ⌞ dηi| = (area of si)(volume of σ).

It follows that the force on si coming from the jth Cauchy stress tensor
Dµjvj is[
(−1)i

ζ ⌞ dηi
|ζ ⌞ dηi|

• vj
]
µjvj(area of si) =

1

volume of σ
(−1)iµjvj[(ζ ⌞ dηi)•vj].

□

In general the equilibrium conditions for a system of forces in the
form of (4) can be written as:

(6)
l∑

i=1

Fi = 0,
l∑

i=1

Fi ∧ ŝi = 0,
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where ŝi = (ai0 + · · · + aik−1)/k is the barycenter of the simplex si =
[ai0, . . . , a

i
k−1]. The natural question to ask is that given a system of

forces in equilibrium, is it possible to decompose it into finitely many
k-beams? The answer is yes for k = 1. Now we want to prove for all
k ≥ 2.

The crux is a sequence of lemmas as follows:

Lemma 1. Suppose k = 2. Assume that

(7) F =
l∑

i=1

FidH1
|[O,ai]

,

where each 1-simplex [O, ai] emanates from the origin O to some ai ∈
Rn. Given that F satisfies the equilibrium condition in (6), then F is
a linear combination of finitely many 2-beams.

Proof. For each [O, ai], denote its barycenter by âi which is equal to
ai/2. Then using these centers together with the forces, one can de-
compose them into a linear combination of 1-beams. More precisely,
let F̃ be defined as:

F̃ =
l∑

i=1

Fiδâi ,

which is also in equilibrium by (6). Therefore there exist l̃ ≥ l points

of application â1, . . . , âl̃ in Rn and an l̃× l̃ symmetric matrix {λij}l̃i,j=1

of null diagonal such that

F̃ =
∑

1≤i<j≤l̃

λijBeam([âi, âj]).

Note that the centers {â1, . . . , âl} are included in the set {â1, . . . , âl̃}.
Moreover, one may change the point of reference in the proof of Gangbo
to ensure that the origin O is not any point of application. So we can
connect the origin O with each âi and extend the ray to a new point
ai, so that âi is the center of the 1-simplex [O, ai]. It follows that the
[âi, âj] is not only parallel to [ai, aj] but also lies in the tangent space
of [O, ai, aj]. So there is a Cauchy stress tensor Aij = Dµijvij such that

Aij ⊗Beam([O, ai, aj])

= λij
aj − ai
|aj − ai|

dH1
|[O,aj ]

− λij
aj − ai
|aj − ai|

dH1
|[O,ai]

+ 0 dH1
|[ai,aj ],

where

vij =
aj − ai
|aj − ai|

, µij = −λij ·
|aj − ai|

area of [O, ai, aj]
.
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Finally let’s verify that

F =
∑

1≤i<j≤l̃

Aij ⊗Beam([O, ai, aj]).

For each [O, ai], the total force due to the 2-beams is equal to the

coefficent of âi in F̃, which is Fi when i ≤ l and zero when i > l. For
each [ai, aj], there is no force on it and its coefficient in F̃ is also zero
because there is no term for δai+aj

2

.

Secretly hidden here, we are assuming that no things over-
lap.

Thus we obtain (7) as desired. □

Lemma 2. Suppose k = 3. Assume that for any system of 1-simplices
and forces in Rn with n ≥ 3, it can be decomposed into a finite combi-
nation of 2-beams. Given that

(8) F =
l∑

i=1

FidH2
|[O,ai,bi]

,

where each 2-simplex [O, ai, bi] emanates from the origin O to some
interval [ai, bi]. Given that F satisfies the equilibrium condition in (6),
then F is a linear combination of finitely many 3-beams.

Proof. Let âi be 2ai/3 and b̂i = 2bi/3 for each i. Define F̃ as

F̃ =
l∑

i=1

FidH1
|[âi,b̂i]

,

then it is a system of forces in equilibrium because the center of [âi, b̂i]
is the same as that of [O, ai, bi].

By the hypothesis, there exist l̃ ≥ l intervals of application [â1, b̂1], . . . , [âl̃, b̂l̃]
in Rn and real symmetric matrices A1, . . . , Al̃ such that

F̃ =
l̃∑

i=1

Ai ⊗Beam([âi, b̂i, ĉi]),

where ĉi can be either âj or b̂j for some j ̸= i as long as [âi, b̂i], [b̂i, ĉi], [ĉi, âi]

are contained in the set {[âi, b̂i]}l̃i=1. Note that the original intervals

{[âi, b̂i]}li=1 are also contained in the this set. For convenience one may
use the notation:

Ai⊗Beam([âi, b̂i, ĉi]) = Fi,[âi,b̂i]
dH1

|[âi,b̂i]
+Fi,[b̂i,ĉi]

dH1
|[b̂i,ĉi]

+Fi,[ĉi,âi]dH1
|[ĉi,âi],
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where each Fi can be calculated using the formula in (5). For example,
suppose Ai = Dµi,1vi,1 +Dµi,2vi,2 , then

Fi,[âi,b̂i]
=

1

area of [âi, b̂i, ĉi]

2∑
j=1

µi,jvi,j[(ζi⌞d(b̂i − âi)) • vi,j],

where ζi = (b̂i − âi) ∧ (ĉi − âi).
Moreover we may ensure that the origin O does not lie in any of the

2-simplices by choosing new points of reference in the proof for the case
k = 2, together with n ≥ 3.

So connect the origin O with each of the âi, b̂i, ĉi and extend the ray
to a new point ai, bi, ci, respectively, such that âi, b̂i, ĉi are equal to 2/3

of ai, bi, ci correspondingly. It follows that not only [âi, b̂i, ĉi] is parallel
to [ai, bi, ci] but also lies in the tangent space of [O, ai, bi, ci].

Therefore one can find a Cauchy stress tensor Bi such that

Bi ⊗Beam([O, ai, bi, ci])

= Fi,[âi,b̂i]
dH2

|[O,ai,bi]
+ Fi,[b̂i,ĉi]

dH2
|[O,bi,ci]

+ Fi,[ĉi,âi]dH2
|[O,ci,ai]

+ 0 dH2
|[ai,bi,ci].

Here Bi = Dλi,1vi,1 +Dλi,2vi,2 , where the vi,j are eigenvectors in Ai, and

λi,j = −2

3
µi,j ·

area of [ai, bi, ci]

volume of [O, ai, bi, ci]
.

Finally one can verify that

F =
l̃∑

i=1

Bi ⊗Beam([O, ai, bi, ci]).

□

Now let’s generalize the proof of the previous lemma to any k ≥ 3.

Lemma 3. Suppose k ≥ 3. Assume that for any system (4) of (k−2)-
simplices and forces in Rn with n ≥ k and satisfying (6), it can be
decomposed into a finite combination of (k − 1)-beams. Then given
that

(9) F =
l∑

i=1

FidHk−1
|[O,ai0,...,a

i
k−2]

,

where each (k − 1)-simplex [O, ai0, . . . , a
i
k−2] emanates from the origin

O to some (k − 2)-simplex [ai0, . . . , a
i
k−2]. Given that F satisfies the

equilibrium condition in (6), then F is a linear combination of finitely
many k-beams.
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Proof. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ l and 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 2, let

âij =
k − 1

k
aij,

so that the center of [âi0, . . . , â
i
k−2] equals that of [O, ai0, . . . , a

i
k−2]. De-

fine F̃ as

F̃ =
l∑

i=1

FidHk−2

|[âi0,...,âik−2]
,

and it is an equilibrium system of forces.
By the hypothesis, there exist l̃, with l̃ ≥ l, (k − 2)-simplices of ap-

plication {[âi0, . . . , âik−2]}l̃i=1 and real symmetric matrices {Ai}l̃i=1 such
that

F̃ =
l̃∑

i=1

Ai ⊗Beam([âi0, . . . , â
i
k−2, â

i
k−1]),

where âik−1 can be any of the vertices of [âm0 , . . . , â
m
k−2] for some m ̸= i

so that the following (k − 2)-simplices

[âi0, . . . , â
i
k−2], [â

i
1, . . . , â

i
k−1], . . . , [â

i
0, . . . , â

i
k−3, â

i
k−1]

are contained in the set {[âi0, . . . , âik−2]}l̃i=1. Note that the original (k−
2)-simplices {[âi0, . . . , âik−2]}li=1 are contained in this set as well. For
convenience we write:

Ai ⊗Beam([âi0, . . . , â
i
k−2, â

i
k−1])

=
k−1∑
j=0

Fi,jdHk−2

|[âi0,...,
ˆaij−1,

ˆaij+1,...,
ˆaik−1]

,

where each Fi,j can be calculated using the formula in (5). For example,

suppose that Ai =
∑k−2

m=0Dµi,mvi,m , then

Fi,j =
1

volume of [âi0, . . . ,
ˆaik−1]

k−2∑
m=0

µi,mvi,m[(ζi ⌞ dηi,j) • vi,m],

where

ζi = (âi1 − âi0) ∧ · · · ∧ ( ˆaik−1 − âi0),

dηi,j = d(âi1 − âi0) ∧ · · · d( ˆaij−1 − âi0) ∧ d( ˆaij+1 − âi0) · · · ∧ d( ˆaik−1 − âi0).

Moreover we may ensure that the origin O does not lie any of the
(k − 1)-simplices by choosing a new point of reference in the proof for
the k − 1 case under the assumption that n ≥ k.
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Next connect the origin O with each âij and extend the ray to a new

point aij such that

aij =
k

k − 1
âij.

It follows that not only [âi0, . . . ,
ˆaik−1] is parallel to [ai0, . . . , a

i
k−1] but

also lies in the tangent space of [O, ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1]. Therefore one can

find a Cauchy stress tensor Bi such that

Bi ⊗Beam([O, ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1])

=
k−1∑
j=0

Fi,jdHk−1
|[O,ai0,...,a

i
j−1,a

i
j+1,...,a

i
k−1]

.

Here Bi =
∑k−2

m=0Dλi,mvi,m with the vi,m being the eigenvectors of Ai

and

λi,m = −
(
k − 1

k

)k−2

µi,m ·
area of [ai0, . . . , a

i
k−1]

volume of [O, ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1]

.

Finally let’s verify that

F =
l̃∑

i=1

Bi ⊗Beam([O, ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1]).

For each [O, ai0, . . . , a
i
j−1, a

i
j+1, . . . , a

i
k−1], the total force on it due to

the k-beams is equal to the coefficient of [âi0,
̂. . . , aij−1, â

i
j+1, . . . ,

ˆaik−1]

in F̃ which is equal to Fi when i ≤ l and zero when i > l. For each
[ai0, . . . , a

i
k−1] there is no force on it and its coefficient in F̃ is also

zero because there is no dHk−1 term for it. Thus we obtain (9) as
desired. □

Next we are going to work through a sequence of three propositions
following the ideas from Gangbo’s notes.

Proposition 1. Suppose n ≥ k + 2. Assume that F is given by (4)
and that

(i) [ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1] ∈ Rn−1 for each i = 1, . . . , l;

(ii) Fi is perperdicular to the hyperplane Rn−1.

Then one may decompose F into a sum of two equilibrium systems of
forces

F = B+ Fh,

where B is a finite combination of k-beams, and Fh is an equilibrium
system of (k − 1)-simplices and forces in Rn−1.
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Proof. Fix Ō = en. For each si = [ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1], denote its center by ŝi

which is contained in Rn−1 by hypothesis. If Fi = fien, then we can
write Fi as

Fi = FŌ
i + Fh

i ,

where

Fh
i = fiŝi, FŌ

i = Fi − Fh
i .

Since Fi is parallel to en, the nth column of ŝi ∧ Fi is equal to fiŝi,
therefore

l∑
i=1

Fh
i = 0.

Moreover since ŝi ∧ ŝi = 0,

l∑
i=1

Fh
i ∧ ŝi = 0.

So

Fh =
l∑

i=1

Fh
i dHk−1

|si

is a system in equilibrium whose simplices and forces are all contained
in Rn−1. Being the difference between two equilibrium systems,

FŌ =
l∑

i=1

FŌ
i dHk−1

|si

is also in equilibrium.
Next we want to show that FŌ

i comes from finitely many k-beams.
First notice that FŌ

i ∈ Span(ai0 − Ō, . . . , aik−1 − Ō) because

FŌ
i = fi(en − ŝi) = −fi

k
((ai0 − en) + · · ·+ (aik−1 − en)).

We are going to translate si = [ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1] in the direction of FŌ

i

to arrive at a new (k − 1)-simplex s̃i = [ãi0, . . . ,
˜aik−1] so that

Ō =
k−1∑
j=0

tj ãij.

Indeed, one can compute that

Ō =
1

k
((ai0 +

FŌ
i

fi
) + · · ·+ (aik−1 +

FŌ
i

fi
)),



MICHELL TRUSS AND FROM 1-BEAM TO K-BEAM 21

so that

ãij = aij +
FŌ

i

fi
, tj =

1

k
.

Construct the parallelepiped Pi formed by using the base si and the

side
FŌ

i

fi
: that is, the Pi is spanned by ai1 − ai0, . . . , a

i
k−1 − ai0,

FŌ
i

fi
, and is

based at ai0. Furthermore, let Ai be the symmetric matrix Dµivi , where

vi =
FŌ

i

|FŌ
i |
, µi =

|FŌ
i |2

fiarea of si
.

Since Ai contributes to zero forces on all (k − 1)-faces of Pi except si
and s̃i,

FŌ
i dHk−1

|si − FŌ
i dHk−1

|s̃i = Ai ⊗Beam(Pi),

where Pi can be decomposed into finitely many k-simplices. Further-
more, since Ō is the barycenter of s̃i, one may rewrite s̃i as a sum of
subsimplices as follows:

s̃i =
k−1∑
j=0

[ãi0, . . . , Ō, . . . , ˜aik−1],

where Ō is in the jth spot.
Hence FŌ can be decomposed into another two systems: one consists

of k-beams and the other all connecting with Ō. That is

(10) FŌ =
l∑

i=1

Ai ⊗Beam(Pi) + FŌ′

where

FŌ′
=

l∑
i=1

k−1∑
j=0

FŌ
i dHk−1

|[ãi0,...,Ō,..., ˜aik−1]
.

According to the lemma 3, there are symmetric matrices Bi such
that

(11) FŌ′
=

l̃∑
i=1

Bi ⊗Beam([Ō, ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1]).

Let B be the sum (10) + (11). Then B is a finite combination of
k-beams and

FŌ = B,

as desired. □

Proposition 2. Suppose n ≥ k + 2. Assume that F is given by (4)
and that
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(i) [ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1] ∈ Rn−1 for each i = 1, . . . , l;

(ii) Fi ∈ Rn.

Then one may decompose F into a sum of two equilibrium systems of
forces

F = B+ Fh,

where B is a finite combination of k-beams, and Fh is a equilibrium
system of (k − 1)-simplices and forces in Rn−1.

Proof. Decompose each Fi into Fh
i , that is parallel to Rn−1, and Fv

i =
fien, for some real number fi. So we obtain two systems as follows:

Fh =
l∑

i=1

Fh
i dHk−1

|si ;

Fv =
l∑

i=1

fiendHk−1
|si ,

where
F = Fh + Fv.

Since the nth column of Fh
i ∧ ŝi is equal to zero for each i,

l∑
i=1

fien ∧ ŝi.

Furthermore
∑l

i=1 fi = 0 so that Fv
i is a system in equilibrium, which

implies that Fh
i is also a system in equilibrium. Applying Proposition

1 to Fv
i gives us the desired result. □

Proposition 3. Suppose n ≥ k + 2. Assume that F is given by (4)
and that

(i) [ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1] ∈ Rn for each i = 1, . . . , l;

(ii) Fi ∈ Rn.

Then one may decompose F into a sum of two equilibrium systems of
forces

F = B+ Fh,

where B is a finite combination of k-beams, and Fh is a equilibrium
system of (k − 1)-simplices and forces in Rn−1.

Proof. To bring each simplex down to Rn−1, we use the following two
steps.

Step 1: Suppose si is parallel to the hyperplane Rn−1, let’s decompose
Fi into its vertical and horizontal components:

Fi = Fh
i + Fv

i .
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First for the vertical component Fv
i , one can translate si vertically

so that it lies in the hyperplane. More precisely, let d be such that

ai0−den ∈ Rn−1. Denote aij − edn by ãij for each j between 0 and k−1,

and [ãi0, . . . ,
˜aik−1] by s̃i. Let I = [0, d]. Then si × I can be subdivided

into k-simplices and so we may “push” si to s̃i. More precisely, there
exists a symmetric matrix Ai such that

Ai = Dµivi , where µi =
|Fv

i |
area of si

, vi =
Fv

i

|Fv
i |
,

and

Fv
i dHk−1

|si − Fv
i dHk−1

|s̃i

= Ai ⊗Beam(si × I)

= Ai ⊗Beam[ãi0, a
i
0, . . . , a

i
k−1]− Ai ⊗Beam[ãi0, ã

i
1, a

i
1, . . . , a

i
k−1]

+ · · ·+ (−1)k−1Ai ⊗Beam[ãi0, ã
i
1, . . . ,

˜aik−1, a
i
k−1].

Next for the horizontal component Fh
i , we break it into another two

forces:

Fh,1
i = Fh

i + en, Fh,2
i = Fh

i − en.

Then one may “push” si to another s̃i
j ∈ Rn−1 in the direction of

Fh,j
i for j = 1, 2. This is analogous to the previous case. Let P j

i be the
parallelepiped spanned by pushing si to s̃i

j ∈ Rn−1 in the direction of
Fh,j

i for j = 1, 2; moreover, let Ah,j
i = Dµh,j

i vh,ji
be defined as

µh,j
i =

|Fh,j
i |2

(en · Fh,j
i ) area of si

, vh,ji =
Fh,j

i

|Fh,j
i |

.

It follows that for each j,

Fh,j
i dHk−1

|si − Fh,j
i dHk−1

|s̃ij
= Ah,j

i ⊗Beam(P j
i ),

where P j
i is a finite union of k-simplices.

Step 2: Now let us assume that si is not parallel to the hyperplane
Rn−1. Without loss of generality, one may also assume that Fi is not
in the tangent space of si and the hyperplane Rn−1, i.e.,

Fi ̸∈ span(ai1 − ai0, . . . , a
i
k−1 − ai0), Fi ̸∈ Rn−1.

Otherwise we may decompose Fi into a sum of two forces which don’t.
Then consider the parallelepiped with base si and side parallel to Fi.
It intersects Rn−1 at some (k − 1)-simplex s̃i:

s̃i = [. . . , aij −
aij · en
Fi · en

Fi, . . .].
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Let Pi be the polyhedron with top si, bottom s̃i, and sides parallel to
Fi, then Pi is a finite union of k-simplices. Moreover, we can find a
symmetric matrix Bi such that

Bi ⊗Beam(Pi) = FidHk−1
|si − FidHk−1

|s̃i .

Indeed Bi = Dµivi :

µi =
|Fi|2

(en · Fi)area of s̃i
, vi =

Fi

|Fi|
.

Applying Proposition 2 finishes the proof.
□

Theorem 2. Suppose k ≥ 1 and n ≥ k + 1. Assume that F is given
by (4) and F satisfies the equilibrium condition in (6), then F can be
decomposed into finitely many k-beams.

Proof. We prove by induction on k. First when k = 1, this is done in
Gangbo’s notes. Let k ≥ 2 and assume that for any system of (k− 2)-
simplices and forces in Rn with n ≥ k, it can be decomposed into a
finite combination of (k − 1)-beams.

Now let’s prove for the case when there are (k − 1)-simplices with
forces acting on them in Rn, where n ≥ k + 1. To prove this case, we
are going to induct on the dimension n of Rn.

If n = k + 1, there exists Ō that doesn’t lie in the tangent space of
any (k− 1)-simplices, then we may push si to another s̃i following the
exact same proof in Proposition 1. Therefore F may be decomposed
into a sequence of k-beams and another system FŌ′

of (k−1)−simplices
that all connect to Ō. By the inductive hypothesis and Lemma 3, FŌ′

is also a sequence of k-beams.
If n ≥ k+2, Proposition 1, 2, and 3 imply that F is a sequence B of

k-beams and an equilibrium Fh system of (k − 1)-simplices and forces
in Rn−1. Applying the inductive hypothesis on n− 1 yields the desired
result. □

5.2. Matching Stresses. Finally, we can solve the existence question
in two steps. First, suppose Q is a stressed polyhedral (k − 1)-chain
whose coefficients are generalized Cauchy Stress tensor. Then Q can
be decomposed into:

Q = S + F,

with S being the stresses and F being the external forces.
If we assume that the net force and torque in F are both equal to

zero, then according to Theorem 2, there exists a structurally stressed
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polyhedral k-chain P1 such that

∂P1 = S1 + F,

where the external forces of P1 on its boundary can balance out these
of Q. Therefore ∂P1 − Q = S1 − S has only internal stresses and no
external forces, since the external forces in F are equal. Furthermore,
since the coefficients are symmetric matrices in Q and P1, if there
is no external parallel force, then there is no shear stress. This can
be observed from the matrix decomposition in (3). It follows that the
coefficients of S1−S are only symmetric matrices. Therefore it remains
to show that there exists a structurally stressed k-chain P2 such that

∂P2 = S1 − S.

In fact, one can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4. Suppose R is a structurally stressed (k − 1)-chain in Rn,
then ∂R = 0 if and only if there exists a structurally stressed k-chain
P such that ∂P = R.

Proof. The if part is trivial, so let us prove the only if part. The idea
is to construct cones. First, one can express R as

R =
m∑
i=1

Ai ⊗ σi.

Since k ≤ n, there exists a point w ∈ Rn such that w does not lie in
the tangent spaces of σi’s. So one may construct the cone w ∗ σi of w
over each σi. Define

P =
m∑
i=1

Ai ⊗ (w ∗ σi).

Since R is structurally stressed, the eigenspaces of Ai corresponding to
nonzero eigenvalues lie inside the span(σi). Therefore they also lie in
the span(w ∗ σi). So P is also structurally stressed.

Next, since ∂(w ∗ σ) = σ − w ∗ ∂σ and ∂R = 0, one can check that

∂P =
m∑
i=1

Ai ⊗ ∂(w ∗ σi) =
m∑
i=1

Ai ⊗ σi = R.

□

Theorem 3. Suppose Q is a stressed polyhedral (k−1)-chain such that

Q =
m∑
i=1

Ai ⊗ σi = S + F
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where the Ai are generalized Cauchy stress tensor for each σi, S con-
sists of the stresses, and F consists of the forces. Then there exists a
structurally stressed polyhedral k-chain P such that

∂P = Q

if and only if ∂Q = 0 and the net force and the net torque of F are
both equal to zero.

Proof. The if direction is trivial, so let us focus on the only if direction.
Since Ai is a generalized Cauchy stress tensor for each σi, there exists
an eigenvector vi of Ai whose eigenvalue is not zero and vi does not lie
in the tangent space of σi. It contributes to the external force Fi on σi

Fi = Aivi · ( area of σi).

Let

F =
m∑
i=1

FiHk−1
|σi

.

By hypothesis, the system F satisfies the equilibrium conditions that∑
Fi = 0,

∑
Fi ∧ σ̂i = 0,

where σ̂i is the barycenter of σi. According to Theorem 2, there exists a
structurally stressed k-chain P1 such that R = ∂P1−Q is a structurally
stressed (k − 1)-chain. Moreover,

∂R = ∂2P1 − ∂Q = 0.

So by Lemma 4, there exists a structurally stressed k-chain P2 such
that ∂P2 = R. Combining P1 with P2, one yields

∂(P1 − P2) = R +Q−R = Q.

So P = P1 − P2 is the desired structurally stressed k-chain. □
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6. The Minimizer Part of the Plateau’s Problem

Given the existence property, the next natural question to ask is:
”What does a minimizer look like?” There are two different ways to
approach this question: flat chain complex and current.

6.1. Minimizer in Flat Chain Complex. To discuss flat chains, we
need to first put a norm | · | on Symn so that it satisfies the three
properties: |A| ≥ 0 with equality if and only if A = 0, |A + B| ≤
|A|+ |B|, and | −A| = |A|. The abelian group (Symn, | · |) is known as
a normed abelian group. Then one may define the mass norm on the
stressed polyhedral chain complex as follows.

For each stressed polyhedral k-chain P , there is a representative in
its equivalence class such that

(12) P =
m∑
i=1

Ai ⊗ σi,

where the Ai ∈ Symn and the σi are distinct oriented k-simplices that
do not overlap with each other except on their boundaries. Then the
mass of P is defined as

M(P ) =
m∑
i=1

|Ai|Hk(σi),

where Hk(σi) is the k-dimensional volume of σi. It is easily checked
that M is well-defined. Different choices of | · | on Symn gives different
meanings to the mass. For example,
The Cost of Constructing P . When |A| =

∑n
j=1 |λj| with λj being

the eigenvalues of A. Each eigenvalue can be interpreted as an elastic
constant, therefore the product of |A| with the volume of σ estimates
the cost of building such an elastic material whose shape is σ and whose
internal stretching/compressing are summarized by |A|.

Next we define the flat norm using Whitney’s notation: Suppose P
is a stressed k-chain,

F(P ) = inf{M(R)+M(Q) | P = R+∂Q, where Q is a stressed (k + 1)-chain}.

Now for each compact subset K of Rn, let Pk(K) ⊂ Pk(Rn) be the
k-dimensional stressed chains supported in K. Then one complete this
metric space with respect to the flat norm F , calling it Fk(K). The
union of these gives the normed abelian group of flat chains

Fk(Rn) =
⋃

K compact

Fk(K).
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Then one can apply the compactness theorem for flat chains to the
following theorem. [9]

Theorem 4. Suppose that Q is a stressed (k − 1)-chain satisfying the
conditions in Theorem 3. Let K be a sufficiently large compact set in
Rn containing the support of Q. Then there exists a flat k-chain P0 in
Fk(K;Symn) such that ∂P0 = Q and its mass M(P0) is less than or
equal to

inf {M(P ) : P ∈ Pk(K;Symn), ∂P = Q,P is structurally stressed.}

Proof. Given thatK is sufficiently large, the set is not empty and so the
infimum exists. Denote the infimum by α. Let {Pi} be a minimizing
sequence in the set such that M(Pi) → α as i → ∞.

Since closed balls are compact in (Symn, | · |), the compactness the-
orem for flat chains says that for any λ > 0, the following set

{P ∈ Fk(K;Symn) : M(P ) +M(∂P ) < λ}
is compact in the flat norm. Since M(Pi) is bounded above and
M(∂Pi) = M(Q) is finite, it follows that there is a convergent subse-
quence {Pij} → P0 for some flat chain P0 supported in K with respect
to the flat norm. Since mass is lower semicontinuous,

M(P0) ≤ lim inf
j→∞

M(Pij) = α.

Moreover,

F(∂Pij − ∂P0) ≤ F(Pij − P0) → 0

implies that

∂P0 = Q.

□

Remark 1: P0 is not hard to visualize according to the approximation
theorem for flat chains. That is, there is a sequence of polyhedral chains
Pi → P0 in the flat norm such that

M(Pi) → M(P0), M(∂Pi) → M(∂P0).

However, we don’t know whether the Pi are supported in K and their
boundaries might not beQ. In fact, the flat chain P0 might be “smeared
out.”

Remark 2: In our hypothesis, we fixed a compact set K and so the
minimal solutions were restricted to be supported inK. But in general,
we are interested in looking for

inf {M(P ) : P ∈ Pk(Rn;Symn), ∂P = Q,P is structurally stressed.}
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This is still an open question and we wonder:“Do we need to make K
larger and larger in order to obtain the infimum of all such structurally
stressed P whose boundary is Q?”
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6.2. Current.

6.2.1. Vector-Valued Curents. Given an oriented k-simplex, it defines
a bounded linear operator on the space Dk(Rn) of smooth compactly
supported differential k-forms:

ω →
∫
σ

ω,

so σ can be viewed as a current. We use this idea to treat A⊗ σ as a
vector-valued current.

Consider the vector space of Rn-valued k-covectors:

Rn ⊗ ∧kRn ∼= [∧kRn]n.

It is generated by elements of the form v ⊗ ω where v ∈ Rn and ω ∈
∧kRn. In fact, every element of [∧kRn]n can be expressed in the form
of

(ω1, . . . , ωn),

where ωj ∈ ∧kRn. For example,

v ⊗ ω = (v1ω, . . . , vnω), if v = (v1, . . . , vn).

Since [∧kRn]n is a finite dimensional real vector space, it is a Hilbert
space with an inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ and an Euclidean norm | · |.

Consider now the vector space of Rn-valued, smooth, compactly sup-
ported, differential k-forms on Rn:

Rn ⊗Dk(Rn) ∼= [Dk(Rn)]n = C∞
c (Rn,Rn ⊗ ∧kRn).

For each stressed k-chain A⊗σ, one may view it as a bounded linear
map on Rn ⊗Dk(Rn) by

A⊗ σ(v ⊗ ω) = A(v)

∫
σ

ω.

Extending by linearity, every stressed k-chain becomes a bounded
linear map on Rn ⊗ Dk(Rn). We can think of it as a vector-valued
current acting upon vector-valued differential forms.

6.2.2. Comass and Currents. We need to use a special norm on ∧kRn

other than the Euclidean norm in order to have:

∥A⊗ σ∥ = sup{|A⊗ σ(Ω) : ∥Ω∥ ≤ 1} = M(A⊗ σ).

For every k-covector ϕ ∈ ∧kRn, recall the comass norm on ϕ is
defined as:

∥ϕ∥ = sup{ϕ(X1∧· · ·∧Xk) : X1∧· · ·∧Xn ∈ ∧kRn, |X1∧· · ·∧Xk| ≤ 1}.
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[3] It satisfies the following relationship:

|ϕ| ≤ ∥ϕ∥ ≤
(
n

k

) 1
2

|ϕ|,

where |ϕ| is the Euclidean norm on ϕ. The corresponding comass norm
on a smooth, compactly supported, differential k-form can be defined
as follows:

∥ω∥ = sup
x∈Rn

∥ωj(x)∥.

One can check that for any oriented k-simplex σ:

vol(σ) = sup{|
∫
σ

ω| : ∥ω∥ ≤ 1}.

Furthermore, for every Ω ∈ Rn ⊗ Dk(Rn), its comass norm can be
defined as follows:

∥Ω∥ =

√√√√ n∑
j=1

∥ωj∥2, if Ω = (ω1, . . . , ωn).

Before verifying the equality, we need to modify one last thing. Pre-
viously, in the definition of the mass, we mentioned one norm on A
by adding the absolute values of its eigenvalues. Here we are going to
use another norm on A by picking the largest absolute values of its
eigenvalues, namely,

|A| = max
i

|λi| = sup{|Ax| : |x| ≤ 1}.

Lemma 5. For every stressed k-chain T =
∑m

i=1 Ai ⊗ σi with Ai being
symmetric matrices and σi being oriented k-simplices,

∥T∥ = sup{|T (Ω)| : ∥Ω∥ ≤ 1} ≤ M(T ).

In particular when T = A⊗ σ,

∥T∥ = M(T ).

Proof. Assume Ω = (ω1, . . . , ωn) =
∑n

j=1 ej ⊗ωj with ωj ∈ Dk(Rn) and

∥Ω∥ ≤ 1.

|T (Ω)| ≤ |
m∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

Ai(ej)

∫
σi

ωj| = |
m∑
i=1

Ai(
∑
j=1

ej

∫
σi

ωj)|

≤
m∑
i=1

|Ai| vol(σi)

√√√√ n∑
j=1

∥ωj∥2 ≤
m∑
i=1

|Ai|vol(σi)

= M(T )
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In the case when T = A ⊗ σ, we may select a differential form ω
supported in σ such that∫

σ

ω → vol(σ), ∥ω∥ ≤ 1.

Moreover, let v be a unit eigenvector corresponding to the largest ab-
solute value of the eigenvalues of A. So ∥v ⊗ ω∥ ≤ 1, and

|A⊗ σ(v ⊗ ω)| = |A(v)
∫
σ

ω| → |A|vol(σ).

□

Theorem 5. Suppose that Q is a stressed polyhedral (k − 1)-chain

Q =
m∑
i=1

Ai ⊗ σi = S + T,

satisfying the following conditions:

(i) the coefficient matrices Ai are generalized Cauchy stress tensor,
(ii) the system F of forces is in equlibrium: the net force and torque

are zero,
(iii) ∂Q = 0.

Then there exists a vector-valued current T such that ∂T = Q and its
norm ∥T∥ satisfies

∥T∥ ≤ inf {M(P ) : P ∈ Pk(Rn;Symn), ∂P = Q.}

Proof. Given a sequence of stressed polyhedral k-chains {P j}∞j=1 con-

verging to the infimum. Their ith component functions P j
i are bounded

linear operators over Rn ⊗Dk(Rn). The Alaoglu Theorem says that if
X = Rn ⊗Dk(Rn) is a normed vector space, the closed unit ball in X∗

is compact with respect to the weak∗ topology. [4] It follows that there
is a Ti ∈ (Rn ⊗Dk(Rn))∗ such that

P j
i (v ⊗ ω) → Ti(v ⊗ ω),

for all v ∈ Rn and ω ∈ Dk(Rn). Let T = (T1, . . . , Tn), then P j converges
to T weakly

P j(v ⊗ ω) → T (v ⊗ ω),

for all v ∈ Rn and ω ∈ Dk(Rn). It follows that

∥T∥ = lim
j→∞

∥P j∥ ≤ lim
j→∞

M(P j) = inf .

Moreover, one can define ∂T as

∂T (v ⊗ ω) = T (v ⊗ dω),
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and then extend by linearity. One can show that our previous definition
∂(A⊗ σ) = A⊗ ∂σ still makes sense by Stokes’ Theorem on manifolds
with corners:

(A⊗ σ)(v ⊗ dω) = A(v)

∫
σ

dω = A(v)

∫
∂σ

ω = (A⊗ ∂σ)(v ⊗ ω).

Therefore ∂P j = Q implies that

∂T (v ⊗ ω) = T (v ⊗ dω) = lim
j→∞

P j(v ⊗ dω) = Q(v ⊗ ω).

So
∂T = Q.

□

6.2.3. Riesz Representation Theorem. To interpret the vector-valued
current T in the previous theorem, one may adapt the vector-valued
version of the Riesz representation theorem to our stressed k-chains as
follows. [8]

Theorem 6. Suppose T =
∑m

i=1Ai ⊗ σi is a stressed k-chain with Ai

being symmetric matrices and σi being oriented k-simplices, then

T : Rn ⊗Dk(Rn) −→ Rn

is linear and for all compact subsets K ⊂ Rn,

sup{|T (Ω)| : |Ω| ≤ 1, spt Ω ⊂ K} < ∞.

The Riesz Representation Theorem implies that there are positive Radon
measures νi and νi-measurable functions

T⃗i : Rn −→ Rn ⊗ ∧kRn, with |T⃗i(x)| = 1 for νi almost all x in Rn,

such that the ith entry of T (v ⊗ ω) is equal to∫
Rn

⟨v ⊗ ω(x), T⃗i(x)⟩dνi,

for all v ∈ Rn and ω ∈ Dk(Rn).

Proof. In the statement of the Riesz Representation Theorem, let X =
Rn, which is a locally compact Hausdorff space, and letH = Rn⊗∧kRn,
which is a finite dimensional real Hilbert space with inner product norm
| · |. For every Ω ∈ Rn⊗Dk(Rn), it can be viewed as a smooth function
from Rn to Rn ⊗ ∧kRn with compact support. So Ω ∈ C∞

c (X,H) and

T : C∞
c (X,H) −→ Rn.

Moreover, since every element of Cc(X,H) can be approximated by
some Ω ∈ C∞

c (X,H), T can be extended linearly to

T : Cc(X,H) −→ Rn.
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By the previous theorem, each coordinate function Ti of T is linear
and bounded. That is for every compact set K ⊂ Rn,

sup{Ti(f) : f ∈ Cc(X,H), ∥f∥ ≤ 1, sptf ⊂ K} ≤ M(T ) < ∞.

Therefore there is a positive Radon measure νi on X and νi-measurable
function T⃗i : X → H with |T⃗i| = 1 for νi almost all x on X such that

Ti(f) =

∫
X

⟨f, T⃗i(x)⟩dνi(x) for any f ∈ Cc(X,H).

In particular, for all v ∈ Rn and ω ∈ Dk(Rn), the ith entry of T (v⊗ω)
is equal to ∫

X

⟨v ⊗ ω(x), T⃗i(x)⟩dνi(x),

as desired. □

Corollary 1. One may view the vector-valued current T as a vector-
valued measure on Rn:

ν = (ν1, ν2, . . . , ν3).

For each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, the total variation of νi satisfies:

|νi| = |Ti| = sup{Ti(Ω) : |Ω| ≤ 1},
where |Ω| is the Euclidean analogue of the comass norm ∥Ω∥.

Moreover, the total variation of ν defined as

|ν| =

√√√√ n∑
i=1

|νi|2,

satisfies
|T | = sup{|T (Ω)| : |Ω| ≤ 1} ≤ |ν|.

Proof. On the one hand, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n and for νi almost all
x ∈ Rn,

|⟨Ω(x), T⃗i(x)⟩| ≤

√√√√ n∑
k=1

|ωk(x)|2

√√√√ n∑
k=1

|T⃗ k
i (x)|2 = |Ω(x)||T⃗i(x)| ≤ |Ω(x)|,

since |T⃗i(x)| = 1 for νi almost all x. It follows that when |Ω| ≤ 1,

|Ti(Ω)| =
∣∣∣∣∫

Rn

⟨Ω(x), T⃗i(x)⟩dνi
∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥νi∥.

On the other hand, one can approximate each T⃗i(x) with some Ω(x)

such that |Ω| ≤ 1 and ⟨Ω(x), T⃗i(x)⟩ converges to |T⃗i(x)|2 = 1 for νi
almost all x in Rn. Therefore Ti(Ω) converges to |νi|.
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Furthermore, for |Ω| ≤ 1,

|T (Ω)| = |(T1(Ω), . . . , Tn(Ω)|

=

∣∣∣∣(∫
Rn

⟨Ω(x), T⃗1(x)⟩dν1, . . . ,
∫
Rn

⟨Ω(x), T⃗n(x)⟩dνn)
∣∣∣∣

≤

√√√√ n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣∫
Rn

⟨Ω(x), T⃗i(x)⟩dνi
∣∣∣∣2 ≤ |ν|.

□

7. Conclusion

In this paper we proved the necessary and sufficient conditions for
the existence of an elastic body made of k-beams whose boundary is
given by an elastic surface made of (k−1)-beams under an equilibrium
system of forces. This generalizes the 1-dimensional problem of find-
ing the springs connecting an equilibrium system of pointed forces in
mechanical engineering.

Furthermore we tried to solve the Plateau problem of finding the
optimal design using the techniques in geometric measure theory. His-
torically Michell and Gangbo approached the one-dimensional question
by introducing their own dual problems. So the original question is still
open. In this paper we approached this question in two different direc-
tions. One direction employed the flat chain complex to obtain the op-
timal design. The other direction treated the k-beams as vector-valued
currents, which can be further interpreted as vector-valued measures
using the Riesz representation theorem.

The regularity question is still leading us to new potential research
questions. For example, Jerez Chen talked about how to use varifolds
to solve the k = 1 case. [2] We are interested in studying the higher
dimensional cases as well. Moreover, we are interested in find specific
minimizers using the calibration theory. In the end, questions such as
putting L2-norm for the potential energy and studying in rectifiable
finite chain also interest us.
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