- %e [
CLEAN PAPER

/}!ﬁ\

WHAT THE PAPER SAYS - WHAT IT DOESN'T - WHY IT MATTERS

ékﬁwr‘dgﬂ&ugmﬁiv

non- 3 w R3 é_ construct &%y p- Bonnet S.S J & Sageman-Furnas ys\ Hoffmann Bobenko.
S e _oe 5 5.&@ bad (@ K, L% 3\as yo\ (o Asce o isometry o tori )o@ congruent
Nows Bonnet Ne e\ 3\as N cune Aae e isometry ambient &S 5o generic ys\ » analytic
3y S NS éa..u S ol o FIRVEN Je 0595 O\ gw uniqueness analytic'S Cohn-Vossen—Berger s\
uniquely S & da‘ﬂ ESS &3 geometric reduced \wio **S 0 b\ + S $ 2 WS & 5

—o &S dﬁ_i_ LSS el

Written by Laura Nesso - Cross-checked by Vera Rubin - Edited by Michele Renda - Figures by Nova Vela - Al-assisted,
human-reviewed

Paper: Compact Bonnet pairs: isometric tori with the same curvatures, Alexander I. Bobenko, Tim Hoffmann, and Andrew O. Sageman-Furnas,
Publications mathematiques de I'THES - DOI: z-00159-025-s10240/1007.10


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10240-025-00159-z

B i Ko ool § e S0

Db Lol gl glo & o T el § a8 08 b ) Ko 2 LL S sl o8 S GT S S e
e pb ol 2 S § e o ge -2 b ey 1S SO e s e s S 5 e g (ol ST e S
—aS 3K S S Lsl om0 Jﬁﬁ)‘i-chﬂj,cﬁf s bl Alg sl S

353 Sur-Laug) 5l Lol Jols $1_m G e 35 8y L& G o S c B 00L) Cpp Sloglas
-5 2 e » L uniquely S Yo three-dimensional S e &5 Gk 5o pne U5

o ol ke = S pedan &8 ol & Sageman-Furnas Andrew 4! Hoffmann Tim Bobenko« Alexander
isometric — _y: doughnuts J,5 vlc Aef\ (olaw g doughnut — tori g (e s Y U (8355 S é)’ o
reflect |, translate rotatec & (K| -+ congruent oy Ko & s S 5.\,:* L) § ol 2 bl pllas ol e
- immersions (a2 g5 #ly oy (e Mo B b Vo gt e 2 g i_}/

22l 15 e S sl g ) Ws — s 25 Bonmet S5 e 0b) § at ]

b § L
-2 35 &‘;OL‘}\”LSQLJ-’ N et il

2 aay By She 51 § o 5 e S e ol 5 sle e K 8 Gl b 5 0 bl & SR
Lpags Ko b s pups -2 55 vl ole § & Ko le 5 Qb Mob OB Fam s s de sols
S 2 1S a8 Bonnet $eud —2 55 Slagkes ool oS (e 2l s > s e oo e K& fundamental

uniquely <S5 motion rigid immersion § o 2§ (&, 5 Olsluws compatibility .l I3 bending e sl SR };\
-&_ s determined

5.\:?1 Gaussian S ¢ 5 >l Ls § F i3 bending f\ Ly Jlsw 9 05L ) & Bonnet Ossian Pierre g 1867 S
o5 4 s &% characterize $° — S i 5.\,& Lyl + SHe K 2 Gl L intrinsically e ST
T

edaa ole i 3T e lu L Ob S exceptional e awdis _2 ra\ Ld 258 2 O Ol (o Oyge 25F
a8l S o o 3m g0 e e EKS W K S g mdlse NS _2 Gl s (.KL; Ol uniqueness ple Ol=
_0ph il e e Yo K 05 s K S b

s ol 38 tori ol K0 & 2 ble LS Jeus Bonnet o 5 ol

Ll 2 cpatas

e & gy K o isometry preserving-‘f.\:.ei-b}\ o o 2§ construct e KK tori 4)e® e R3 (pitas
Ogss $o e g K o8 S Shr Lyl ) b e K Jol Jals b ST Ll pllas e -2 Gaze


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bonnet_theorem

ngLiJ HE CLEAN PAPER

- congruent (yeeaw
258 133,48 8 W Gy fim awikis series-Cilb g — b ML g Tori -y curiosity gsde Sl & o -l

ndlsze e« isometry ambient .S Jle S O aosb 258 5 e 5 b dias sl — L2 S LS 5e S
- many uncountably & 5 ) J () 2 3¢5 Seliy Jeb S el S e oS N0y -

K § o w2 B Jlszal S Gl s (edew isothermic 1 « 5 Bonnet » -2 TS5 aul, K @yt
Ot O fu s e tori isothermic sl (e - 28, C5le ol coordinates J\!—EJ@: e e & class
2650 pian & 35 14y 15 Bonnet e« torus (ol Csle S g <2 3 planar Olib S S Y 54;«\ o
~wkia dffierential discrete ¢ 4| &« Ol £ computational , decomposition quad 7 x5 5 torus K| &b S B

R Ly ) S e o

k2 Ol gdy ae s lelcf» 2 L K a5 geometric s e tori o5 NI A S W O gl o (S
gf:i\)i oo s ol s 2 piys K e torus K| “bubbles” e % plae (e 1 Figure S Cpnan 2 G S
Sa b calbe b3 lie o SV (o K8 S By e 0 Ve S 2 1S o Kpen 6

[figure_pair pending]

33 $ torus Py 0y & ‘_;f Al 4 osb < figure paired ks ¢sde § tori Bonnet-|; & _x 1 Figure S L
ol e (&5 ode e 28 s S coordinates CL’N Glls (Y mesh G v _ s tori (il 4o s B S oy 23l

e Olelae Loz, b f\, bubbles «_% :2_ mismatch e <SG § pm - LS loops j\}—g.\:si Glae s> coloured
o g K S o) ol S 15 § i 0gips s, b5 llas e § o YL (e

oy UsS contradiction .

-w){%—uui%li&bbaw“:uﬁr'&w@

uniquely b 8 o S8 — St Ll plus S — S B3 T ol KU S 2 kS 4w
5.\:?1 Loyl _2 b5 Jlascu) Oleglas bending richer .28 uniqueness SGwd Ko -t 36 S s oS csla
bending &eﬂﬁ» & 35 bend L::fﬁlla..g\ Cla»,gﬂlali S S 2 ks by <2 » K curvatures principal 55

-GS uy bt Olagas ) 5

No Ko (o 5K § agree (p bending Lyl , i las a4l Lob Jls o) e g5 2 35 g L ool
- a2 arrangement 5 bending _pe

determine ;S — 5 42 Lyl + S5 generically :2 221, Introduction -2 plc ambiguity 5SS o s Alie
e 55 M sl e (eSS S i Shey S & G S S Ol - exceptional «_% s Bonnet & 3§
oS e g Ol s (P — A smge 81y exception g



s» immersions | S5 congruent- ¢ 53 (o Mo Euclidean three-dimensional § :&_ Jt.s Bonnet P
-&dhﬁg‘)\}q-gW?dﬁ@f)é@b}\@&\j‘bu}&&ﬁ))‘dﬁAilx:ﬂc‘_isometry}q-w@x

s S o M &S isometric 43 e three-S& Euclidean & :2_ Jt.s Cohn-Vossen-Berger | « s>
2ol g Ol 3 S tori M< T eal, @) Yo & e o isometry ambient o

§ Jlaf! , modfiications (2lis L regularity F ke uniqueness- & S 2a & et eSS la (..a\ Analyticity
neighbourhoods 3las S e s 59y Jie -8 € Ls Joy bump e K K s o e lsP e tori m - L;.<..~
- Ler (e seam repair oS (2 1 Mg e Csle ()8 G oyt congruent locally g xS

ﬁ_vﬁ\d‘};%

U.?"LS""LJ""'}JLs@‘)ﬁ‘Lég“}agtib°JL’J‘:‘1('WL$*A9§K.\<_$“§{."L@”)‘J\J’J.§“‘LLQ’L.JUAJL’AL
—uv b e bl Ob,b»‘ff.écf!uybgife_%ﬁu%:)\&gbﬁ J s V’b‘ -&_ 5. o, underidentfiied

S S G gl s g, bending extrinsic ;& dob |als S8 2 L;f) b i 5@ by + Sra
M cals b e Calle slie -yt bending (K bendinge Lewyl 2 olS Ms S & blSs 15 Bonnet
—ut ale? é 9l 5 uniqueness 4 regularity

;&.w\&wyéfguﬂgfu}a&}U\{)l{problemsinverseuyMM-L%AAU@,&L&@L;W@
ks Ol 5 s Ai..,.»cla.« S S e oS s o & e b & b5 determine uniquely
-ﬁ&uub‘ﬁ‘wé‘-:é’_wwiﬁ—

mo Mo Lo

congruent- & 55 (e R3 : é construct «%» Bonnet &8 . & Sageman-Furnas ,,| Hoffmann Bobenko¢
G sl on ME i e i 285 S Ll & K bls lls ) s il oo isometry g tori
€ Cohn-Vossen-Berger ,,! Jiwe Bonnet Ao e ol 3lhe )l ¢t ~daze 2o isometry ambient oS 4 b
Loyl + SThe S 2 bl 6 U5 e 5y S N N e S x> o 059> Jlsw uniqueness

—a 35 L s oS sl uniquely zue S — eSS 3 geometric § F (Ve 5..\,#

2l s S

o 25 construct tori il (w R3 (pdnas (4 ysb (ol - 39550 <5 Bonnet l,e cS5 2 bl K L L
-uy congruent °)/<‘ - TRpPORPS ;ﬁ;\ u.i&.s 5-’@“'-@)\%‘19\.& alas 4ol SR 5 o



ngLi) HE CLEAN PAPER

S constructions |, ﬁ» exploration discrete-geometric ,,) Computational :y: ki Jue! ; & #E K
-ngéojﬂwﬁﬂgsxﬂﬁﬁ; c@ﬁ\w\)ﬁfu}aé‘é/w-é_éﬁwé_aéwj

n -2 3 sy e B 4 uniqueness (2,€ - ambiguous (eaw 7 oesLy L r[f s o o~ b e €
- counterexamples S l.ad Jf» exceptional

isothermic :2_ b Jlaszel g ude § ~wdis dffierential 4, 2_ S5 s &yt limitation: ‘..a\ J s 3 (lc
S Crude Sz A s oz pypde K o ol W€ 5,1 OVl period classfiicationse Bonnet-1} g ¢ jodas
a2 U

EA o Malpd blesl Lesly e O s b Gl y ol ol w2 rb"&la; LSy sleel LS 87 (6,68 ple
o osld § Lesle wedn® S 5 LS Lyt determine K& a3 geometric ; NS e Oy e ) A e

oS §

JsLe

-025-s10240/1007.10 DOI ,(2025) I'THES de mathematiques Publications Sageman-Furnas, and Hoffmann Bobenko,
z-00159
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10240-025-00159-2

arXiv:2110.06335 Sageman-Furnas, and Hoffmann Bobenko,
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.06335


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10240-025-00159-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.06335

	وہ شکل جس کی شناخت مکمل نہیں ہو پاتی
	مسئلہ کیا تھا
	مصنفین نے کیا بنایا
	یہ contradiction کیوں نہیں
	کون سے پرانے سوال بند ہوئے
	یہ کیوں اہم ہے
	صاف خلاصہ
	بلا مبالغہ جانچ

