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Figure 1: A panorama of the capabilities of our framework. Deformation of a circular mesh (left). Metric-conformal deformation and
interpolation in 3D (center), and an intersection-angle preserving deformation of a planar mesh (right).

Abstract

We establish a framework to design triangular and circular polygo-
nal meshes by using face-based compatible Mobius transformations.
Embracing the viewpoint of surfaces from circles, we characterize
discrete conformality for such meshes, in which the invariants are
circles, cross-ratios, and mutual intersection angles. Such trans-
formations are important in practice for editing meshes without
distortions or loss of details. In addition, they are of substantial
theoretical interest in discrete differential geometry. Our framework
allows for handle-based deformations, and interpolation between
given meshes with controlled conformal error.

CR Categories: 1.3.5 [Computer Graphics]: Computational Geom-
etry and Object Modeling—Geometric algorithms, languages, and
systems

Keywords: Mobius transformations, discrete conformal transfor-
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1 Introduction

Editing discrete surfaces by deformations is an important branch
of geometry processing. Meshes are often edited by prescribing a
displacement to a subset of vertices, or by interpolating new ver-
tex positions from existing meshes. There are common classes of
meshes available for designers, each with a distinctive set of advan-
tages. Triangle meshes are common in computer graphics, and are
easy to manipulate. Polygonal meshes are more general and efficient,
with less edges and vertices on average, making them popular in
industrial and architectural design, where cost effectiveness plays a
part. Quadrilateral meshes are viewed as discrete parametrizations
of surfaces for their grid structure, and are especially comfortable
for subdivision and in computer-aided design. Another important

class is polyhedral meshes, where every face is planar. A notable
subclass of polyhedral meshes is circular meshes, where every face
is concyclic, i.e., inscribed in a single circle. Considered as discrete
curvature-line networks, circular meshes are useful in the field of
construction and architectural geometry for their vertex offset proper-
ties [Liu et al. 2006; Pottmann et al. 2007], and in the field of discrete
differential geometry for their mathematical properties [Bobenko and
Suris 2008]. Circular meshes allow for proper discrete definitions of
Gauss maps, shape operators, and conformal transformations. Note
that triangle meshes are circular meshes by definition. Our frame-
work is inspired by the viewpoint of surfaces from circles [Bobenko
et al. 2006], and we show its usefulness in both design and theory.
For this purpose, we employ notions from Mdbius geometry, in
which circles and spheres are fundamental objects.

A common method for mesh editing is by positional handles: the
user picks and drags a small set of vertices, and the other vertices
transform respecting fairness measures and constraints. Another
method is the creation of meshes as averages of existing shapes
by interpolation. We expect the interpolated shapes to conform
to the same constraints as the originals. Moreover, if constraints
are violated in the original shapes, we expect this violation to be
bounded in the interpolated shapes, for a stable and intuitive result.

A common quality measure is conformality. Conformal transfor-
mations comprise local similarities, and consequently preserve fine
details and texture (see Figure 2 for a demonstration). However,
their main disadvantage is the introduction of scale variations, which
might produce unintuitive results in practice. We offer a way to
control and balance such variations. Conformal transformations
of continuous surfaces are well defined, but there are several ap-
proaches to what discrete conformality constitutes. Moreover, some
approaches are only defined in two dimensions, and cannot be gen-
eralized to 3D. We offer a unified and practical approach to several
of these definitions, for both two and three dimensions.

Finally, editing circular meshes is difficult, as face concyclity de-
pends nonlinearly on the vertex positions. Two approaches handle
this difficulty: projection of generally-deformed meshes into nearby
circular meshes, and editing circular meshes in a designated sub-
space that preserves concyclity. We take the latter approach.

Our contributions  We offer an editing framework for triangle and
circular polygonal meshes by using face-based piecewise-compatible
Mobius transformations in 2D and 3D. Our approach allows for:

1. A definition and optimization of discrete conformality that unifies
the following approaches:

e Preservation of circular meshes. [Bobenko et al. 2006].



e Discrete-conformal equivalence by metric scaling of edge
lengths [Springborn et al. 2008].

e Preservation of the angles between face circumcircles, as a
part of the circle pattern approach [Bobenko and Springborn
2004; Kharevych et al. 2006].

2. Mesh editing by prescribing positional constraints, preserving
facewise concyclity.

3. Interpolation and extrapolation between two shapes, both concy-
clity preserving and with bounded discrete-conformal distortion.

4. A simple Gauss-Newton based optimization that fits all tasks.

Figure 2: The beast head is deformed conformally and non-
conformally with the same positional constraints. The conformal
deformation introduces some scale but avoids shear and preserves
texture details more faithfully.

2 Related Work

Discrete conformal mesh transformations There are several
definitions of discrete conformality, each introducing discrete coun-
terparts to continuous conformal invariants. It is common to consider
the singular values of the piecewise constant face-based Jacobian
of a mapping between two meshes. The ratio of the maximal to
the minimal singular values is denoted as the quasiconformal er-
ror, where 1 indicates a perfect similarity transformation. Several
methods attempt to optimize for face-based isometry [Alexa et al.
2000] or similarity [Liu et al. 2008] by alternating between a local
projection of a transformed element onto the closest similar or rigid
counterpart, followed by a global reconstruction for the vertices of
the mesh by a least-squares approximation. Alternatively, the mesh
is encoded as a set of local frames [Lipman et al. 2007; Paries et al.
2007]. Several recent methods target mappings that are guaranteed
to be locally injective and with low distortion [Lipman 2012; Weber
et al. 2012; Schiiller et al. 2013; Weber and Zorin 2014]. However,
in contrast to our method, these methods are not designed to compute
amapping f : R® — R3. Our method deals with planar, as well as
three dimensional mappings in a unified framework. [Crane et al.
2011] compute conformal deformations of surfaces embedded in
R? using quaternionic spin transformations, requiring only a linear
solve. However, it is impossible to prescribe positional constraints.

A discrete theory of conformal transformations and invariants is
explored in the field of discrete differential geometry [Bobenko and
Springborn 2004; Kharevych et al. 2006], where surfaces are rep-
resented as circle patterns. We employ such an approach in this
work. The adjacency relations and the mutual intersections of circle
patterns are conformal invariants in Mdbius geometry. Applications
of the circle-pattern approach include parametrization [Kharevych

et al. 2006], and constructing surfaces from spherical meshes by
duality [Bobenko et al. 2006; Miiller 2011]. A primary invariant is
the quadrilateral cross-ratio. Quadrilaterals with similar cross-ratios
are thus considered conformally equivalent. Specifically, confor-
mal quads are conformally equivalent to regular quads, and are the
basic blocks for discrete isothermic surfaces [Bobenko and Suris
2008]. Similar approaches are applied for hexagonal meshes [Miiller
2011], where conformal hexagons are defined as pairs of conformal
quads. Discrete conformal invariants are preserved under global
transformations in such discretizations, but these methods do not
offer a flexible approach to mesh editing. A related approach to
discrete conformality in triangle meshes rescales the discrete metric
(edge lengths). It is used to achieve a conformally-equivalent flat or
constant-curvature metric, for uniformization and parametrization of
meshes [Gu and Yau 2002; Ben-Chen et al. 2008; Springborn et al.
2008]. However, metric scaling by itself is not enough to define a
conformal deformation of surfaces in R3, and these methods do not
support prescription of positional constraints. We offer a unifica-
tion of the circle-pattern and and the metric-scaling approaches by
intuitive reductions of piecewise-Mobius transformations.

Editing circular meshes There are two main approaches to the
design of circular meshes. One approach exploits parallel meshes
of a given mesh. Parallel meshes are a rather restricted approach
to mesh editing, albeit preserving concyclity and maintaining other
important discrete notions of curvature and duality. Methods that
specifically pertain to polyhedral meshes, such as using face-based
projective maps [Vaxman 2014], cannot address circular meshes
since projective transformations do not preserve circles. Another ap-
proach addresses general deformations of constrained meshes, either
by first and second-order approximations [Habbecke and Kobbelt
2012; Yang et al. 2011], which only produce approximately-con-
strained meshes, or by means of projection: deform a mesh freely
into a new shape, and then find a similar shape that satisfies con-
straints, such as face concyclity. ShapeUp [Bouaziz et al. 2012]
alternates between global integration and local element optimiza-
tions, while [Tang et al. 2014] solves a Gauss-Newton-type system,
adding auxiliary variables to make all constraints quadratic. Both
methods present a way to optimize a given deformation into a circle-
preserving one, but do not attempt to either characterize the class of
circle-preserving transformations, or derive meaningful discrete con-
formal variations of such deformations. Our Mobius-based method
parametrizes the space of circle and cross-ratio preserving transfor-
mations, providing an efficient optimization for exploring this space
while imposing positional constraints.

Interpolation methods Interpolated meshes are typically com-
puted by the extraction of infinitesimal geometric quantities from
two (or more) meshes, blending them, and then reconstructing ver-
tex positions. As-rigid-as-possible interpolation [Alexa et al. 2000]
factors and interpolates the facewise affine mappings between corre-
sponding triangles with a polar decomposition. Interpolating large
rotations is problematic due to ambiguities in the choice of rotation
angles. Shape-space based methods, such as [Kilian et al. 2007],
navigate the space of possible deformations between two shapes,
by finding geodesics of a deformation metric. However, such meth-
ods are computationally expensive, due to an intricate nonlinear
optimization. Recent methods avoid the rotational interpolation
problems by interpolating intrinsic geometric quantities, such as
lengths in two dimensions [Chen et al. 2013], and in addition dihe-
dral angles in three dimensions [Winkler et al. 2010]. Reconstruction
with pointwise bounded conformal distortion is provided by [Chen
et al. 2013], but the method is not applicable to three dimensions.
Our method avoids dealing with rotation ambiguities by blending
cross-ratio differences and is applicable in two and three dimensions.



3 Complex Mobius Transformations

We introduce our framework with piecewise-Mobius transforma-
tions, parametrizing the shape space of admissible transformations.
We begin with Mobius transformations in the complex plane.

3.1 Transformations of single polygons

Let M = {V,&,F} be a mesh of arbitrary topology and face
degrees (i.e., number of vertices in every face) embedded in the
complex plane, such that the position of every vertex v; € Vis a
complex number z; € C. We consider deformations that are char-
acterized by a single Mobius transformation per face. A Mobius
transformation in the complex plane is represented by a linear-frac-
tional transformation m; : C — C, (C = C U {oo}) parametrized
by coefficients {ays,bs,cy,dr} € Cs.t. agdy — byey # 0. The
positions z; € f of a single face f € F are transformed by:

my(z) = (agzi + by)(crzi +dg) "

It is important to note that we define the transformation as applying
only to the vertices in the face, rather than to its edges (which in
general, do not transform into straight lines). We thus consider the
transformed edges as the straight segments between the transformed
vertices. The edge transformations have a simple closed-form ex-
pression, which is the basis for our framework. For all (z;, zi) € f:

agdy —bsey
crzi+df)(crzi +df

my(zr) —my(zi) = 0

)(Zk — Z»L)

The group of M&bius transformations contains all similarities and
inversions in spheres. Specifically, a Mobius transformation is a
similarity if and only if ¢y = 0.

Degrees of freedom The coefficients represent a homogeneous
transformation, defined up to a global complex multiplicative factor.
Assuming the transformation is nonsingular, we can normalize the
transformation by setting ayds — bycy = 1, which results in three
complex (six real) degrees of freedom. Hence, a Mobius transforma-
tion is uniquely defined by repositioning three vertices.

Corner reciprocals We use the common term “corner” for the
pair consisting of a vertex and an adjacent face. Throughout the
paper we denote the reciprocal to the denominator of a normalized
MGbius transformation as: Xy; = (cyz; 4 dy)~". With this def-
inition, the transformation of an edge can be concisely written as:

my(zk) —my(zi) = 2ie X1, X sk, 1)

where z;x = zr — z;. Interestingly, the edge-vector transformation
depends only on the denominator, while the numerator encodes
the translation. That means that the full transformation can be
determined from the denominator and the repositioning of one vertex.
The corner variables encode local scaling and rotation: the edge z;x
is scaled by | X¢,; X ¢ k|, and rotated by arg(Xy,; Xy,x). We make
use of this quantification of rotation and scaling for our definition of
discrete conformality in the next section.

Signs The coefficients of a normalized Mobius transformation are
only unique up to a multiplication with —1. There is no difference
with regard to the transformations of either vertices or edges, but the
corner reciprocals X = (cz + d)71 in a single face f are unique
only up to sign. We explain how to deal with this ambiguity later.

3.2 Piecewise-compatible transformations

Consider two adjacent faces f, g with a common edge ik (see Fig-
ure 3), such that their respective common vertices z;, zx are trans-
formed via two normalized Mobius transformations my and my. In
order for the two transformations to be compatible, z; and z; must
transform to the same target positions by both transformations. A
necessary condition for this compatibility is that the common edge
vector is transformed to the same target vector on both sides:

wi —w; = Zik (X5, X5 k) = 2ik(Xg,6 X g,k)- (2)
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Figure 3: A triangle flap (left) with the notation we use throughout.
Our claims are made with polygonal meshes (right) by choosing
arbitrary opposite points j,l, which cancel out in our derivations.

If the transformed edge vectors are explicitly represented by vertex
w values, the condition above is also sufficient (the edge vectors con-
stitute an exact 1-form). The original edges z;; may seem redundant
in the formulation, if w; are not considered, but we always keep
them for clarity since they are not reducible in three-dimensions.
We denote a set of corner variables X which obeys Equation (2) as
integrable. Such a set of X variables uniquely defines a deformed
mesh up to a global translation.

A transformation of a polygonal mesh where every face is related
to its image by a Mobius transformation is denoted as a piecewise-
compatible Mébius (abbr. PCM) transformation. See Figure 4
for an example of a PCM transformation of a quad mesh. Every
deformation of triangle meshes in C is a PCM transformation by
definition, and it may seem unintuitive to parametrize triangle mesh
deformations in this nonlinear manner. In the next section, we show
that PCM transformations are valuable for all types of meshes, as
they allow for elegant definitions of discrete conformality, which
can then be optimized for with ease.

Figure 4: Quad meshes
related by a piecewise-
compatible Mobius trans-
formation.

4 Discrete Conformality

A guiding principle for terming transformations as discrete confor-
mal is the identification of discrete quantities which are considered
as conformal invariants, and which such transformations preserve.
Our fundamental invariant for definitions of conformality is the
cross-ratio of vertices.

4.1 The complex cross-ratio

A Mobius transformation is synonymous with the preservation of the
complex cross-ratio, which consequently results in the preservation



of circles. Given points z;, zj, 2k, 21 transformed by a Mobius
transformation to respective points w, we get that:

(zi — 2)(zr — 21)
(25 — z) (21 — 2)
Therefore, two polygonal faces of more than three vertices are M6-
bius-equivalent if and only if every four corresponding vertices
have the same cross-ratio. For instance, a regular square has a real
cross-ratio of —1, and all equivalent quads are sometimes called
“conformal squares” [Miiller 2011] (see Figure 5).

crzli, 3, k, 1] = =croli, j, k1. (3)

lo ok ok kO

cr, = —1
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Figure 5: A regular quad (left) and its conformally equivalent (cen-
ter). Positive cross-ratios mark self-intersecting quads (right).

Cross-ratio values A quad is concyclic if and only if its complex
cross-ratio is real. Moreover, the cross-ratio is negative if and only
if the four vertices are arranged on their circumcircle in cyclic order
(clockwise or counter clockwise). That means that self-intersecting
concyclic quads are identified with positive cross-ratios.

Under compatible Mobius transformations Consider the nota-
tion of Figure 3, and a PCM transformation parametrized by corner
variables X. Plugging Equation (1) in the cross-ratio definition, we
get: cry[i, j, k, 1] = cr.[i, 4, k, 1] (XgxX1.0) "  Xg.:X 1. Compat-
ibility conditions (2) state that:

.Xfinf’k :ngng,k or Xf,i/XgJ‘ :Xg,k/Xfyk. (4)
And thus cry, [Z, 7, k, [] equals:
or[iy 4,k 1) (X g/ Xg k) = crali, 4, b 1) (X0 / X10)% . (5)

We get an interesting relation: the change in the cross-ratio based
on the edge ik solely depends on the quotient of corner reciprocals
neighboring at either vertex ¢ or k (assuming the transformations are
compatible). This relation is symmetric on both sides of the edge.

Together with Equation (2) we get that the two faces f, g are trans-
formed by a single Mobius transformation if and only if, in vec-
tor notation, (Xg x, Xg:) = £(Xsk, Xy:) and thus (cf,dy) =
+(cg, dg). Remember that the corner variables in a face are invari-
ant to a uniform change of sign, and thus we can safely say that the
transformations of faces f, g are identical if and only if there are
corner variables such that (X i, Xg,:) = (X5, X7,i)-

4.2 Combining notions of discrete conformality

The cross-ratio is a measure of Mobius equivalence that also encodes
common notions in discrete conformal geometry: the length cross-
ratio [Springborn et al. 2008], and the circle-intersection angle
[Bobenko and Springborn 2004].

Length cross-ratio The modulus of the cross-ratio is simply the
ratio of the respective edge lengths lcr. [4, j, k, ] = | cr2[¢, 4, k, ]|
Two combinatorially-equivalent triangle meshes that preserve the
length cross-ratio of the quad around every inner edge are denoted
as “discrete-conformally equivalent” by [Springborn et al. 2008]. In
order to avoid notational confusion, we denote such surface trans-
formations as metric conformal (or MC in short). In the notation
of Figure 3, we only preserve ler.[i, j, k, I] (and its equivalent per-
mutations), and not, e.g. ler; [i, k, 7, I]. Mobius transformations are
trivially MC transformations.

Conformal factors An equivalent way to define MC transforma-
tions [Springborn et al. 2008] is by parametrizing them with confor-
mal factors. Two meshes M1, My are MC equivalent if and only
if there is a single scalar value w; for every vertex z;, denoted the
conformal factor, such that the length of each edge transforms as
lwij| = |ziz] exp ((us +u;)/2).

MC conformality in our framework From Equation (5) and the
preservation of the length cross-ratio, we can deduce that a piecewise-
compatible Mobius transformation is also MC if and only if for every
two adjacent corner reciprocals X s;, X ;, we have that | X s ;|?
| X,.:|?. Furthermore, the conformal factor u; equals 2log(| X s.:|)
(also for all adjacent corners), from the transformation of edges in
Equation (1). Thus, MC transformations are an intuitive subclass
of PCM transformations where for every vertex, all adjacent corner
reciprocals have the same modulus.

21

Figure 6: Two adjacent trian-
gles f = ijk, g = kli and the
intersection angle ¢;i. between
their respective circumcircles.

2k

Phase cross-ratio In a complementary manner, the phase of the
cross-ratio is established as [Bobenko and Schroder 2005]:

_ Re(erz)
ler,

cr.[i, j, k, 1] = ler, exp(i(m—ik)), or cos(¢ik) = ,
where ¢ is the intersection angle of the two circumcircles
defined by ijk and kl¢ (see Figure 6), preserved by Mobius
transformations as well. PCM transformations preserve ¢; if
and only if X;,X.! € R (having the same phase), and thus

g,t
crwli, §, k, 1] (cr2[i, 4, k, 1)) ~" € R. We denote such a transfor-
mation as intersection-angle preserving (in short, IAP).

To conclude, we see that the PCM subclasses of MC (preserving
cross-ratio modulus) and IAP (preserving phase) transformations
are complementary definitions of discrete conformality. If a trans-
formation is both IAP and MC, then all corner variables adjacent
at a vertex are equal, all complex cross-ratios are preserved, and
thus the entire transformation is a single Mobius transformation. Al-
though this connection between MC and IAP can be deduced from
the cross-ratio, we are not aware of any previous attempt to quantify
it in deformations with corner reciprocals in the way we do. We
demonstrate deformations that preserve MC and IAP (separately) in
Figure 7. These properties are also surprisingly preserved in three
dimensions with only a few differences, as we show next.

5 Quaternionic Mobius transformations

We generalize piecewise-Mobius transformations and discrete con-
formality to three-dimensions with quaternionic variables and trans-
formations. Quaternions ¢ = (r,v) € H are defined by a scalar part
r € R and a vector part v € R3, parametrizing R*. We identify R3
with the space of imaginary quaternions InH = {(r,v) e H | r =
0}. Hence, quaternionic transformations in three-dimensions can
be understood as restrictions of mappings H — H to the space of
imaginary quaternions Im H, thus called imaginary preserving.

In the polar representation, quaternions are s(cos(¢), v sin(¢)), and
are defined by a positive modulus s, a phase ¢, and a unit direction
v € R3. The two interesting quantities for discrete conformality
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Figure 7: The transformation of a bar mesh (left) optimized for MC
(middle) and IAP (right). We show the respective transformations
with (green) positional constraints (upper images), IAP error (lower
middle), measured as |Gpew — Goia| on every edge, and MC error
(lower right), measured as |lcr,, [ lcr, —1|. Error images only show
internal edges. We show IAP error only for the MC-optimized mesh
and vice versa, since the optimized measures are below 1077,

are the modulus and the phase, corresponding directly to respective
properties in the complex plane. Fortunately, the transition from
complex numbers to quaternions is mostly straightforward.

5.1 Mobius transformations in quaternionic variables

Quaternionic Mobius transformations can be parametrized by quater-
nionic coefficients a, b, ¢, d € H in several equivalent forms, from
which we choose the following:

m(q) = (ag+b)(cqg+d) "

This definition is used as a quaternionic counterpart to the complex
Mobius transformation in several works [Wilker 1993; Hertrich-
Jeromin 2003; Jakobs and Krieg 2010]. The coefficients are unique
up to a multiplication with a real scalar (but not with a quaternion,
due to noncommutativity), and thus there are 15 degrees of freedom.

Figure 8: The sphere pencil of three
points, or rather a single circle (left).
The transformation of a fourth exter-
nal point with the sphere (right).

Imaginary-preserving transformations Transformation m
maps H — H, while we require that m(q) € ImH for all ¢ € ImH.
This leads to the following necessary and sufficient quadratic
conditions [Jakobs and Krieg 2010]:

ac € ImH, bd € ImH, ad—bceER. (6)
We include a proof in Appendix A. These 5 real conditions leave 10
degrees of freedom for imaginary-preserving transformations. The
repositioning of three points in R® claims 9 degrees, leaving out a
single degree of freedom, which is not enough for the repositioning
of an extra fourth point. Thus, unlike the complex case, repositioning
a triangle does not uniquely define the Mobius transformation, while
a fourth point overconstrains it. In order to understand the geometric
meaning of these DOF in R?, note that Mébius transformations in

R? transform generalized 2-spheres into others (2-hyperplanes are
generalized 2-spheres containing the point in infinity). Without loss
of generality, consider Mobius transformations which fix three given
points in R®. These points define a one-parameter set of spheres (also
known as a sphere pencil, see Figure 8). The transformations under
considerations have a degree of freedom in transforming a sphere
S in the pencil into another sphere Sz, but they do not allow the
prescription of an arbitrary point on .S; into Se. Consequently, there
is a one-parameter family of transformations that map a concyclic
face into another. We deal with this ambiguity further on.

Edge compatibility conditions For an imaginary-preserving
Moibius transformation with 6 = ad—bc € R we have:

“egi +d) N gr — i) (egr +d)
“Hegr +d) gk — ai)(eqi +d) 7,

m(gr)—m(q;) =

which directly generalizes our result in the complex plane (Equa-
tion (2)). For a complete proof see Appendix A. Note that this
equation is surprisingly symmetric with relation to the positions of
cqr + d and cg; + d. That is because m(qx) —m(g;) € ImH, and

thus m(g;) — m(qr) = m(qe) — m(q).

Discussion § = ad — bc is real by condition (6). Since the
coefficients are unique up to a real multiplier, we can only normalize
transformations to have § = +1. In fact, the sign of § splits Mobius
transformations into two disjoint sets. Consider a transformation
with § = —1 acting on a circle. It is possible to construct another
transformation with § = 1 by reflection in the plane containing the
circle, leaving it fixed. As we only care about the effect of Mobius
transformations on the concyclic faces, we only assume to work
on 6 = 1 transformations as a comfortable choice, and optimize
accordingly; this does not limit our degrees of freedom.

Analogous to the complex case, and in the notations of Figure 3, we

define quaternionic corner reciprocals Xy ;jx = (c Qi+ d f) !
for the positions g;, gx, of adjacent vertices of a face f such that:

m(qe) — m(q) = X i qin X = X 5.0 @ie X, (@)

These are our edge-compatibility conditions for PCM transforma-
tions. Naturally, if X;; = Xg,; and resp. for vertex &, both faces
are related by a single Mobius transformation. Since there is a
one-parameter choice of transformations per face, the converse is
not strictly-speaking correct. However, this is irrelevant practi-
cally, as we employ the reciprocals directly, and thus, e.g., demand
Xy.i = Xy, in our computations if we need to, as done in two di-
mensions. We depict quaternionic PCM transformations in Figure 9.

0° circ 5°
Figure 9: Eye mesh (left) and PCM deformation (right). The relative
concyclity of faces is preserved.



5.2 Quaternionic cross-ratio and discrete conformality

Given indices ¢, j, k, [, the quaternionic cross-ratio can be defined
as [Hertrich-Jeromin 2003, Sec. 4.9]:

ergli g k1] = (@i — ¢ (@ — @)™ (o — @)@ — @)~
The quaternionic cross-ratio is not fully preserved under a Mobi-
us transformation, but is rather conjugated by (cg; + d) upon the
transformation from ¢ to w:

crwli, 3, k, 1] = (cqi + d) crgli, j, k, 1] (cqi + d)_1

The converse is also true: if a cross-ratio is conjugated by some
quaternion, there is a Mobius transformation that induces ¢ — w.
It is evident that the length cross-ratio (modulus) and the phase
cross-ratio, calculated as cos(¢ir) = — Re(cr)/| cr | [Bobenko and
Schroder 2005] (see Figure 6), are preserved.

The cross-ratio cry i, j, k, [], under a PCM transformation, cannot
be decoupled into corner reciprocals X and the original cross-ratio
crq as easily as the complex one, due to the noncommutativity of
multiplication. However, we can form simple expressions for its
invariants with certain conditions:

MC Transformations: The length cross-ratio is preserved if there
exists a PCM transformation with corner variables X s.t. | Xy ;| =
| Xg,:| and resp. for k, exactly like in the complex plane.

IAP transformations: The phase cross-ratio is preserved when the
new cross-ratio is a similarity of the old one (i.e. cry, = ucrg@
for some u € H). Thus, if there exists a PCM transformation s.t.
Xg,iX;il € R and resp. for £, then it is also IAP.

IAP and MC are complementary in quaternions as well. However,
note that the TAP condition is much stronger in R?; the two corner
variables have to be the same up to modulus, whereas in the MC
condition, these variables only share a single modulus. In fact,
IAP transformations are then only at most one scalar degree of
freedom per edge weaker than a single Mobius transformation of
the entire mesh, and are therefore difficult to attain. This makes IAP
conformality too strong in three-dimensions, and we do not use it.

6 Editing with M6bius Transformations

Having defined compatibility and conformality, we next utilize
them for our applications: editing triangular and circular polygonal
meshes conformally with positional constraints, and interpolation
between meshes with controlled conformal distortion. We minimize
energies with linear and quadratic equality constraints at most; the
optimization of which is shown to be effective in [Tang et al. 2014].
We explain the generic process of optimization we utilize for all our
operations in Section 8. For clarity of reading, we include a quick
reference guide in the supplementary material.

6.1 Setting

Our input is the original positions of the vertices (z in 2D and ¢ in
3D), and a set of indices of positional constraints w*. We output the
deformed vertex positions w (complex or quaternionic, according to
context). In our framework we use two systems of variables, each
with specific advantages for editing purposes:

Corner Variables In this system, we explicitly use the corner
reciprocals X in addition to the positions w as variables. Therefore,
we need to constrain the edge compatibility conditions (2) (complex)
or (7) (quaternionic). We call this setting of variables corner variable
minimization (abbr. CV min.). In a triangle mesh we have 3|F|
corner variables and || positional variables summing at 3|F| +
|V| & 7|V| in a semi-regular mesh (vertices of mostly valence 6).

Edge Deviation Instead of corner reciprocals, we may utilize ver-
tex-based reciprocals Y, ,Yv € V), and use the edge compatibility
conditions as soft constraints. We quantify the exact transformation
of the edges by using multiplicative edge deviations e;;, such that:

eikWir = YizikYr in2Dand e;pw;r = YiQikYk in 3D.

In our basic optimization, only the Y and w variables are needed,
counting to only 2|V| variables for triangle meshes. With edge
deviations, the variables count to 2|V| + |£] = 5|V|. We denote this
system as edge deviation minimization (abbr. ED min.). Thus, we
use the ED system mainly to save variables.

6.2 As-Mobius-as-possible deformations

We consider a transformation that preserves both length and phase
cross ratios (MC + IAP) as an ideal discrete conformal transforma-
tion, equivalent to applying a Mobius transformation to a 1-ring
neighborhood of a vertex. This is the case when all the adjacent
corner variables are equal. In order to construct transformations
that are ideally Mobius, we formulate the as-Mobius-as-possible
(AMAP) energy. We state the minimization problem in both CV and
ED systems as follows (w; is short for the explicit term wi — w;):

Vf,g €F, f,g € N(i) s.t. Vik € (f, 9)
2D ik = XrizikX,
EAMAP,CV:Z |Xf,i _ Xg,' 2 Wik 7f,121k g,k
3D wir = X5,iqikXg,k
2D | Eamapep = |wik — YizikYk\z
— 2
3D | Eamapep = !wik - Y’iqikYk|

Unconstrained

Note that in this basic AMAP minimization, the ED system is supe-
rior to the CV system since minimization is unconstrained, and we
use the minimal amount of variables (no edge deviations needed).

Positional constraints We use the explicit positions w, and have
linear constraints: Cpos () = w; — w; = 0 for all handles. We do
so instead of variable substitution, since we begin minimizing from
a previous solution that does not obey these constraints.

+Inv. weight.
\

MC

Figure 10: AMAP deformalmn in 2D. Original mesh (left), basic
AMAP deformation (center) and inversion weighting with ayny = 0.1
(right). The middle mesh introduces a large Mobius inversion in
the arms, resulting in a quasiconformal error. Inversion control
homogenizes the scale, at the cost of less metric conformality.

Inversion weighting AMAP deformations strive to reduce the
differences between the piecewise transformations, in order to reduce
discrete conformal energy. However, adherence to conformality
often introduces undesirable scale variations (see Figure 10). A user
should practically be able to balance uniform scaling against strict
conformality. Scale variations are associated with inversions in the
transformations, which are avoided if the Mobius coefficient ¢y = 0.
This is equivalent to when all corner reciprocals (vertex reciprocals
in ED minimization) of adjacent vertices in a face are equal. Thus,
to reduce inversions, we add an energy term for each edge:

Env = o 3o pyee |Yi — Yil?,

and similarly for all two neighboring corner variables in the CV
system. ainv weighs the amount of inversion we would like to
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m tialized with the AMAP one. Though the

BsbMC \ MC error for tﬁe basic AMAP seems large,

Bish AMAP the optimization converges quickly (see
Togferm) graph), with visually-similar results.

.

reduce. Unless otherwise stated, we always use ainv = 0.1 for 2D,
and aqny = 0.5 for 3D. See Figure 10 for an example.

6.3 MC, IAP, and polygonal circular meshes

Corner-variable minimization MC optimization is done by con-
straining | X :|? = | X,.:|>. Optimizing for IAP requires the con-
straint X~ 1 Xs: € R. The latter is not quadratic, but we can
substitute it with X4 ;X;; € R, since ¢~' = g/|q|*. Polygonal
faces transform with a single Mobius transformation by default,
since we use explicit corner variables within each face.

Edge-deviation minimization We need to use the aforemen-
tioned edge deviations e;;, explicitly. The complex cross-ratio result-
ing from the transformation is:

Clw [i, j, k, l] = CrIy [i,j, k, l]ejke”(eijekl)_l.

Constraining |e;x|* = 1 for each edge ik results in a MC transforma-
tion (preserving the modulus), and constraining e;; € R results in
an IAP transformation. Constraining e;;jex; = ejrer; preserves the
full cross-ratio, for a single Mobius transformation of ¢jkl. We then
constrain it for every four consecutive vertices in every polygon.

However, the quaternionic cross-ratio does not transform similarly.
It is straightforward to check that the IAP and MC conditions are
equivalent, but the condition for full cross-ratios is not quadratic.
Thus, the ED system is suboptimal for polygonal meshes in 3D.

In our examples, and for simplicity of exposition, we use the ED
system for all 2D deformations, and the CV system for 3D defor-
mations. We found this balance to be the easiest to utilize in an
implementation. We exemplity MC deformations in Figure 11, IAP
in Figure 12, and polygonal circular meshes in Figure 13.

7 Interpolation

We work with two corresponding meshes Mg, M, at times ¢ = 0
and ¢t = 1 respectively. These meshes can be computed by our
deformation, or be given as an input. For any given time ¢, our
method blends both the length and the phase cross-ratios of the input

iteration

—
s 0° IAP 5°
Figure 12: Intersection-angle

preserving. IAP optimization ini-
tialized with the AMAP result.

log(err)

meshes, followed by mesh reconstruction with these prescribed
quantities. This is done in order to maintain a controlled amount of
conformal distortion for the interpolated meshes. Our algorithm is
similar in two and three dimensions, with some key differences.

Extracting the transformation We begin by extracting the corner
reciprocals X that transform M into M (if not provided by our
deformation). To resolve the inherent ambiguity (sign in 2D and
one-parameter family per face in 3D), we solve a basic AMAP
system in which the w variables are explicitly fixed to the (known)
vertex positions of M. AMAP strives to smoothly propagate the
corner reciprocals, and the ambiguity is naturally resolved. Note
that this works only if the two polygonal meshes are related by a
piecewise-Mobius transformations (including all triangle meshes).
Interpolation of non-PCM related meshes is out of our scope.

7.1 Interpolating the Mébius error

Given the corner reciprocals X = (cq + d) ™", and for every inner
edge ik between faces f, g, we define the Mobius error T';:

Tit = Xgu X7 p = (coqn +dg) ™" (cran +dy). )

And similarly for the complex z values. With comlpatibility con-
ditions (4) and (7), we have that 'y = Xy, X for complex
numbers, and T = Qi X5 X a 11 q;,cl for quaternions. The M&bius
error is multiplicative: I';x = 1 when two equal corner reciprocals
mark a single Mobius transformation for both adjacent faces.

Using Mébius coefficients directly For interpolation, we do not
employ vertex positions w as variables. Thus, the compatibility
conditions do not suffice, since corner variables in a single polygon
might not constitute an actual Mobius transformation of the face. To
counter that, we employ the Mobius denominator coefficients ¢, d
directly, and our constraints are still quadratic, as we see next.

Relation to the cross-ratio In two dimensions, we simply get
(Tir)? = crili, 4, k, 1]/ croli, 5, k, 1]. The quaternionic cross-ratio

AMAP

/ N
0l &
10
0 B
{ < iter.
—3llog(err)
—  c—

0° cire 5° 0 MC 0.05 0° IAP 1°

Figure 13: AMAP deformations of polygonal meshes. Original (left)
and AMAP (center) show concyclity values (measured by the circle
intersection angle on a diagonal of the quad) which are preserved.
MC and IAP values (right) are perfect within every quad, as per a
single Mobius transformation of each.



P

0 MC 1

0 TMC T

Figure 14: Mobius error Interpolation. The MC errors measured
are bounded and are interpolated between the meshes, as evident in
color and in the histograms.

does not exhibit a similar relation, but it is easy to verify that the Mo-
bius error modulus and phase are the length and the phase cross-ratio
quotients, respectively. The M&bius error is thus a Mobius invariant:
it is unique up to a (right) multiplication of all X by a constant
(quaternion or complex number), which is the same as a Mobius
transformation. This means that mesh M and the set of Mobius
errors, define M only up to a global Mdbius transformation.

Interpolation algorithm  Our interpolation algorithm proceeds in
the following steps:

1. Extract the Mobius errors I';5 from meshes Mg, M.

2. Interpolate: T'sx (t) = (T'r)".

3. Compute interpolated Mobius coefficients ¢, d from the pre-
scribed T (¢), and reconstruct an intermediate mesh M’ (t).

4. Produce the desired interpolated mesh M () from M’ (t) by
applying a global M&bius transformation.

There are several advantages of using this type of Mdbius error inter-
polation: first, the length and the phase cross-ratios are interpolated
gradually. Second, the Mobius error, for almost all practical cases,
holds Re(I";x) > 0. Furthermore, in AMAP deformations we often
have I';;, = 1. Therefore, we have a meaningful logarithm of I';x,
and can compute the power of ¢ unambiguously. Third, like in [Chen
et al. 2013], the error is intrinsic, in the sense that it only interpolates
discrete conformal quantities and not local rotations. And last, a
necessary (but not sufficient) condition for a set of prescribed M&bi-
us errors to be integrable (i.e., form integrable corner variables) is
erN(i) I'sx = 1. This is kept under the power of ¢.

7.2 Computing the Mobius coefficients

Computing the M&bius coefficients ¢, d is done by prescribing the
interpolated Mobius error I'(¢) to Equation (8), and minimizing:

V{5, k) € €, Brres =
S 1(erzr +dp) Ta(t) — (cozr + dg)[”
+1(co2i +dg) Tk () — (cs2i + dy)|?
S| (eqqn + dg) Tir(t) = (crqr + dy) |
+l(crqi + dy) g Tingin — (coi + dg) |2

2D

3D

subject to the quadratic reciprocal (but equivalent) versions of the
edge compatibility conditions of Equations (2) and (7):

(crzitds)(zin) "  (crantdy) = (cozitdy)(zin) " (cozr+dy),
(crap+ds)(qin) "' (crgitds) = (Coqr+dg)(qin) " (Cogit+dy).

To handle the global Mobius transformation ambiguity, we first
reconstruct an intermediate mesh M’ (¢) arbitrarily, by choosing any
triangle h and setting ¢, = 0, dp, = 1. To initiate the optimization,
we compute an unconstrained solution to the quadratic energy FEprgs.
We get a quadratic energy in 2(|F| — 1) complex or quaternionic
variables, and |€| quadratic compatibility conditions.

SAYYY

Figure 15: Interpolation of MC-equivalent meshes. We show the
quasiconformal error (MC is zero throughout), which interpolates
nicely, albeit not optimized for. The arm interpolates smoothly and
independly with the articulation of the fingers.

MC error interpolation In accordance with our framework so far,
|Tix| is the edge-based MC error. In order to interpolate meshes with
a bounded MC error, we prescribe I';; and constrain the following:

lerar + d P |Dan(t)[* = |egqn + dg|?,
legqi + dg|*ITir(8)* = |crqs + dy|*.

And similarly for complex z. This results in extra 2|€| quadratic
constraints. [AP-bounded interpolation is more involved, and again
not very useful in 3D, and we choose to omit it from this work.

7.3 Interpolating the global transformation

Two dimensions We choose three points on the mesh, and com-
pute the coefficients a, b, ¢, d of the global initial transformation

Moy — M. We then interpolate (Z((g Z((i))) = (‘; Z)t to obtain
the transformation Mo — M(t). In order to avoid problems with
branches of matrix powers, we choose the three points in both initial
meshes which are as close as possible to each other (assuming the
meshes are initially aligned together), seeking a near identity. We
compute the global transformation M’ (t) — M (0) similarly, and

then compose both transformations to get M’ (¢) — M (¢).

Three dimensions Since we cannot simply reposition three or
four points (see the discussion in Section 5.1) we interpolate a sphere
on the original mesh M into one on M in the following manner:

[i] Choose three corresponding points p;, p;, pr on Mg and M;.
[ii] Choose a fourth non coplanar point p; on M, and respectively
on M, defining spheres Sp, S:. [iii] Find the translations ¢ € H
and similarities r € H that transform both spheres into the origin-
centered unit sphere: Uy = ro(So — ¢0)To, and respectively for S;.
Transforming the corresponding three points, we get two inscribed
triangles (circles) within the unit sphere. [iv] Find the unique Mo6-
bius transformation between the two triangles that preserves the
unit sphere. It is unique by the stereographic projections of the unit
sphere to the plane (such that p; for each mesh transforms to the
same halfspace), and can be found by solving the following small
nonlinear problem in the Mobius coefficients a.,, by, cu, d. € H:

@uPijjik + bu = Culijjik + du,  |aupr + bu| = |cupr + cul,

and adding imaginary-preserving conditions (6). [v] Compose the
transformations to obtain Mg — M;:

a b\ _(r t ay by gt —rgtto
¢c d)—\N0 1) \ew du) L O 1 ’

t=1

Figure 16: Interpolation of 2D MC-equivalent meshes.
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Instead of taking a matrix power, which might result in non imagi-
nary-preserving transformations, we simply blend linearly by ¢ with
the identity matrix to achieve a(t), b(t), c(t), d(t) as before.

Mesh interpolation in three-dimensions is demonstrated in Figure 14,
and MC-bounded interpolation is presented in Figures 15 and 16.

8 Optimizing with quadratic constraints

We use a variation of the guided projection Gauss-Newton-based
algorithm of [Tang et al. 2014]. Given variables x, an energy term
with the structure E(z) = >, axF7 (), and a set of constraints
Ci(z) = 0, and with an initial solution x¢, we update the solution
in each iteration ¢ as follows: x; = x;—1 + n:D;, where D; is a
search vector defined below. The value of 7 is determined by a
bisecting line search: we begin with 7 = 1 and test if the maximal
(L) error of both energy and constraints is lower with x; than with
x;—1. If not, we halve 7 and test again. If ) < 10™° we move to the
next iteration without change. The direction D; is found by solving
JiT Ji = —JiT D;, with the Jacobian J;, consisting as follows:

Ji(xi) = (aJr, B 1In, JC)T,

where Jr is the Jacobian of the terms F}, I, is the identity matrix
(closeness to the previous iteration), and J¢ the Jacobian of the
constraints C'(z). We set 3 = 10™° constant in all iterations, and
reduce the value of o by half in each iteration, to let the system
converge to the constraints. If max(a) < 10™% and we are not con-
verged, the algorithm fails, which means the results do not subscribe
to the intended values (e.g., MC is not achieved). In practice, we
never encounter this situation (see Figure 23). For all our energies
(e.g. Eamap for deformation) we begin with v = 10.

9 Comparisons

‘We compare our results with state-of-the-art relevant methods. For
fair comparisons, we make small adaptations to our deformation
algorithm, that we explain within context.

2D deformations We compare our 2D deformation to LSCM
deformation [Lévy et al. 2002] in Figure 17, and BDMS [Lipman
2012] in Figure 18, as conformal deformation algorithms. Mo-
bius transformations encourage local injectivity, avoiding drastic
changes in the cross-ratio. This is evident in contrast to LSCM,
where our result is locally injective, while the quasiconformal error
is comparable. The comparison with BDMS is done by extracting
our maximal quasiconformal error (QC = 1.67), and using it in
order to bound the distortion with the LSCM energy. Both results
are locally injective with comparable error distribution.

Conformally-equivalent triangle meshes We show the validity
of our MC transformations by reproducing our results with [Spring-
born et al. 2008] in the following manner (see Figure 19): we deform
our mesh with positional constraints, and prescribe the resulting
boundary curvature to [Springborn et al. 2008]. The result is prac-
tically indistinguishable. With a given boundary, there is a unique

AMAP-MC,
1 QC 1.67
Figure 18: Comparison of MC-optimized deformation with BDMS.

MC transformation of a domain, and so this is a good sanity check.
In practice, [Springborn et al. 2008] is not defined to work with posi-
tional constraints, and the boundary curvature is prescribed directly.

%AMAP ° MC

orig.

SRR I %
T, % ,00‘\’ R
Figure 19: Springborn08 reproduction. Basic AMAP (center) con-
sequently optimized for MC (right). Hausdorff distance between

Springborn08 with the same boundary conditions and our MC-
optimized is 6.5 x 1075,

Planar shape interpolation with bounded distortion Chen et
al. [2013] (see Figure 20) interpolate in 2D by linearly blending
squared edge lengths. In fact, our MC interpolation in 2D is equiva-
lent to blending edge lengths logarithmically: 1(t) = 1(0)*~*1(1)".
This does not trivially extend to three dimensions, though. Their re-
sults blend more isometrically compared to ours, but lack the ability
to precisely maintain the length cross-ratios. Both are injective and
induce quite similar distribution of the quasiconformal distortion,
and have bounded errors compared with the input meshes.

Comparison with spin transformation Since the method of
spin transformations [Crane et al. 2011] does not have the abil-
ity to enforce positional constraints, we use a mesh deformed by
ARAP [Sorkine and Alexa 2007] and project it onto our AMAP
space. The projection was done by solving the AMAP optimization
with the prescribed mesh as the initial solution, with its vertices as
soft constraints (with a weighting like Famap). See Figure 21.

Comparison with circular mesh deformation In Figure 22, we
compare with two methods for concyclity-preserving deformations:
Form-Finding (FF) [Tang et al. 2014] and ShapeUp [Bouaziz et al.

1 QC 1.3

Figure 20: Comparison with bounded-distortion planar interpola-
tion for two MC-equivalent meshes.
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Figure 21: Comparison of AMAP with Spin Transformations. Qua-
siconformal error distribution is similar.
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Figure 22: Comparzson wzth Form-Finding (FF) and ShapeUp (SU)

2012], with the same projection mechanism as described above.
Note that our PCM equivalence preserves the relative concyclity
of all faces in the mesh, while FF optimizes for it, at the price of
conformality loss (ShapeUp stops at a tolerance of 5°). Our result
has the least quasiconformal error spread.

Robustness We depict the discrete nature of our formulation in
Figure 23 with small and highly-constrained meshes. The Pipes
circular mesh comprises 24 square faces, and 6 boundary loops, but
we manage to deform and interpolate it faithfully. The Torus mesh
is triangular with 50 vertices. We deform it with zero MC error.

Quasiconformal convergence In Figure 24 we empirically
demonstrate that adhering to our framework with MC constraints
can induce the convergence of the quasiconformal error in the limit.
The mesh is refined by loop subdivision.

10 Discussion

Implementation details Our code and viewer environment are
implemented in C++ using libigl [Jacobson and Panozzo 2014],
and run on an Macbook Pro with 2.2 GHz Quad-Core Intel Core
i7 processor, and 16Gb RAM. In two dimensions, for meshes with
less than 4500 faces, our algorithm works interactively (less than 1
second for interaction or interpolation step). In three dimensions,

B Do

Figure 23: Our framework on highly-constrained configurations.
Deformation and interpolation of the Pipes mesh (left), and of the
torus mesh (right).

Whflqfiqfiet

’ 1.123757
max  1.528463 1.371148 1.222339 10117339 1.0891878

mean 1.10083 1.0482919 1.0237309 30592 1.00586303
#faces 478 1912 7648 - 122368
I 0
1 QC  1.25

Figure 24: Convergence of an MC-optimized
deformation with refinement (loop subdivision).

we get interactive rates with less than 3000 faces.

Shortcomings We empirically find our optimization to converge
to the constraints, even for difficult cases. However, it is not guaran-
teed in theory, since our framework is nonconvex. Moreover, a rather
large number of variables are employed (e.g. 7 |V| quaternions for
3D deformation). This can be alleviated by deforming the mesh
locally with most faces fixed.

Future work We believe our approach to discrete conformal trans-
formations is potentially useful for many applications, such as sur-
face flows and parametrization. We plan to study PCM transfor-
mations of tetrahedral meshes, for volumetric deformations with
reduced discrete conformal distortion.
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A Imaginary-preserving transformations

Imaginary-preserving conditions (Equation (6)) We look for
sets a, b, c,d € Hs.t. Vg = (0,vq) € ImH we have (ag + b)(cq +
d)~! € ImH. Developing:

(ag +b)(cqg+ d)™" = (ag + b)(Ge + d)/|cq + d|>.
The norm in the denominator is scalar and thus irrelevant. We obtain:
(ag + b)(Ge + d) = |g|*aé + bd + aqd + bge € Im H.

For this expression to be imaginary for all ¢, we see that ¢, bd €
Im H is required. In vector notation, the other terms spell:

0 = Re(aqd + bge) = Re(dag + beq) = (v4q,vq) + (Ve vg),
for all v, € R®. Consequently, vz, + v, = 0 and thus ad — bc € R.

Imaginary-preserving edge transformation For general quater-
nionic Mdbius transformation m(q) = (aq + b)(cqg + d)~* s.t.

(“/ v )= (2 3)71 we get [Frenkel and Libine 2008]:
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m(qr) —m(g) = (&' — qic’) " (qr — qi)(cqr +d) ™"

=(a' — qu¢) gk — q:)(cqi +d) .

Imaginarity conditions (6) give a simple expression for the inverse
a’ b _(a —1 (= N1/ 77
(44)=(e4) "= (@d+a) ' (28),

as easily verified by multiplying from the right by (‘; Z). Note
that ad — bc € R < ad + &b € R. Consequently, multiplying
from the left hand side and the uniqueness of the inverse implies
ad + ¢b = ad 4 bc. We mention that the conditions ad + bc € R,
ab, cd € ImH are equivalent to (6).



