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Abstract

We develop a systematic method for analyzing the causal structure at vertices
in (24+1)—dimensional Lorentzian simplicial gravity. By examining the intersection
patterns of lightcones emanating from a vertex with its simplicial neighbourhood, we
identify 13 distinct causal types of Lorentzian tetrahedra—excluding configurations
with null faces. This classification forms the basis for a topological characterization
of the local causal structure in terms of the number of connected regions on the
triangulated 2-sphere that are spacelike and timelike separated from a bulk vertex.
These local causal data allow us to identify regular causal configurations and new
types of irregular causal configurations, generalizing well-known (141)-dimensional
topologies, such as ‘Trousers’ and ‘Yarmulkes’, to higher dimensions.

We further investigate the dynamical implications of vertex causality by analyz-
ing the behaviour of deficit angles and the Regge action in explicit configurations.
Transitions in ‘vertex—causality’ coincide with discontinuities in the curvature, sug-
gesting discrete topology change. Causally irregular hinges correspond to discrete
conical singularities, while vertex causal irregularities manifest as point-like singu-
larities. Interestingly, we find that vertex and hinge causality are generally indepen-
dent. These results have direct implications for discrete quantum gravity approaches
where the emergence of semiclassical spacetime depends on how causal structures
are encoded within the triangulation.
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1 Introduction

Among the most promising non-perturbative approaches of quantum gravity are those
based on discrete geometric structures, such as quantum Regge calculus [I—1], Causal
Dynamical Triangulations [5, 6], and spin foam models [7,8]. These approaches encode
spacetime geometry through simplicial complexes built from fundamental building blocks
(simplices) with edge lengths or group-theoretic data replacing the metric tensor of con-
tinuum general relativity (GR). In doing so, they offer a natural regularization of the
gravitational path integral, making it well-defined despite its formal ambiguities. A cen-
tral difficulty in such discrete approaches lies in faithfully capturing the causal structure
of Lorentzian spacetimes. In the continuum theory, causal structure is determined by the
lightcones at each spacetime point, and it is pivotal to notions of locality, unitarity, and
the causal ordering of events. Discretized models must encode this lightcone structure
through purely combinatorial or its piecewise-flat geometry—a highly nontrivial task.
In this regard, the ‘Causal Sets’ approach [9, 10], which takes the primacy of causal
order as its starting point, provide an important complement to approaches based on
piecewise-flat geometries.

In Lorentzian Regge calculus, the metric structure is replaced by edge lengths as-
signed to simplices, and the curvature is encoded in deficit angles concentrated at
the hinges (subsimplices of codimension-2), much like in the Euclidean case. These
Lorentzian deficit angles do not only encode curvature but also determine the causal
structure at the hinges. Explicitly, they count how many lightrays cross the regions
around the two dimensional subspace orthogonal to a given hinge [11-13]. These con-
figurations may be viewed as discrete analogues of ‘conical singularities’ in the contin-
uum [14,15], where lightcone structure is disrupted along codimension—2 defects. While



the role of hinges has been extensively studied [12,16—-19], a similar characterization of
the causal structure at lower-dimensional subsimplices (such as edges and vertices in
higher dimensions) has remained largely unexplored. In this article, we address this
gap by providing a detailed analysis of causal structure at vertices in (2+1)-dimensional
Lorentzian triangulations. Causally irregular vertices can be interpreted as ‘point-like
singularities’ (discrete analogues of continuum loci where the Lorentzian metric becomes
ill-defined), often corresponding to topological transitions.

Understanding the role of causal structure, topology change and the emergence of
classical spacetime has become a central challenge in several non-perturbative approaches
to quantum gravity. In spin foam models [7,20,21], the quantum dynamics are encoded
as a covariant path integral over discrete geometries, typically labelled by Lorentz group
representations or area variables [22]. One of the major open questions in this context is
how to properly impose or recover causal structure at the level of individual simplices or
larger triangulation [23-25]. Several proposals have introduced orientation data, time-
ordering, or algebraic constraints to suppress non-Lorentzian contributions and ensure
the correct semiclassical limit [24,26-29]. More recently, effective spin foam approaches
[22,29-31] have highlighted the importance of distinguishing between causally regular
and irregular configurations in the semiclassical analysis. This article contributes to these
ongoing efforts by providing tools to isolate and control causally irregular behaviour at
vertices that may signal topology change or metric degeneracies in discrete gravitational
path integrals.

Other discrete approaches like Causal Dynamical Triangulations (CDT) [6] impose a
preferred global foliation and fixed causal ordering in order to restrict the path integral
to causally well-behaved triangulations. This foliation structure has proven vital in re-
covering extended semiclassical spacetimes with consistent large-scale behaviour [32,33].
More generalized formulations of CDT [34,35] have relaxed the strict foliation condition,
allowing for certain localized causal irregularities while still reproducing the emergence of
macroscopic geometries. Group Field Theories (GFT) [36-38], which provide a second-
quantized field-theoretic generalization of spin foam models, also encode causal structure
through their choice of propagators and interaction kernels. Recent developments have
demonstrated that Lorentzian dynamics and causal correlations can be implemented at
the level of GFT condensates and amplitudes [39—11], opening new pathways toward
understanding the emergence of Lorentzian spacetimes.

In this article, we develop an intrinsic, coordinate—free approach that captures the
local causal structure of a bulk vertex purely from its surrounding simplicial geometry
in 2+1 dimensions. Similar notions have appeared in [34, 35] for a restricted class of
simplicial geometries used in CDT. Our central idea is to determine the vertex—causal
structure by analyzing how the lightcones centered at a vertex intersect its surrounding
simplicial neighbourhood. We introduce a classification of Lorentzian tetrahedra based
on the intersection patterns between the lightcones and the face opposite the bulk vertex.
This yields 13 distinct causal types of tetrahedra when null edges or faces are excluded
(see Proposition 1). Each type corresponds to a unique configuration of lightcone inter-
section curves, typically planar conic sections, on the opposite triangles. More generally,



in 241 dimensions, the neighbourhood of a bulk vertex in a triangulation is homeomor-
phic to a three-ball, with its boundary given by a piecewise-flat 2-sphere S? comprised of
the triangles opposite the central vertex. The intersections of the lightcones centered at
the vertex with the boundary sphere partition the sphere into regions that are spacelike
or timelike with respect to that vertex. That is, regions whose points are spacelike or
timelike separated from the vertex according to the local Minkowski geometry of each
incident tetrahedron. Analyzing the connectivity of these regions defines a natural set
of topological invariants, which count the number of connected spacelike and timelike
domains relative to the vertex. These invariants characterize the local causal structure
and provide the foundation for distinguishing regular and irregular vertex configurations
in Lorentzian triangulations.

This study connects directly to long-standing questions about topology change and
its interplay with causality in quantum gravity [12—-45]. In the continuum theory, the
causal structure of spacetime is intimately tied to its global topology, and topological
transitions occur at the critical points of Morse functions, where pathologies such as
signature change, metric degeneracies, or the emergence of closed timelike curves can
arise [14,46-19]. In the Lorentzian path integral, the consequences of allowing arbi-
trary changes of topology have been a subject of intense investigation [50-53]. At the
discrete level, the classification of local causal structures introduced here provides a con-
crete means of identifying and characterizing irregular causal configurations at spacetime
points. Moreover, we encounter new classes of causal irregularities that arise uniquely
in higher-dimensions in addition to established configurations — such as “Yarmulke-like”
and “Trouser-like” topologies in 1+1 dimensions [12,14,54]. Causal irregular configura-
tions are also strongly tied to spike and spine configurations [55-57], where bulk lengths
attached to vertices become arbitrarily large.

We further study how the local causal structure at vertices influences the dynam-
ics of discrete gravity. Although the Regge action is defined in terms of deficit angles
around edges, its behaviour is highly sensitive to the causal structure at the bulk ver-
tices. We find that both the deficit angles and the Regge action vary qualitatively across
distinct causal regimes, with divergences or singularities appearing precisely where the
local causal structure changes. This interplay between the local lightcone structure
and the dynamics of the lattice provides a natural mechanism for regulating irregular
contributions in the gravitational path integral. Understanding and controlling this be-
haviour has significant implications for the emergence of Lorentzian spacetime structure
in discrete path integrals and spin foam approaches to quantum gravity.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows: In Section 2, we review the
Lorentzian geometry of a simplicial complex, introducing generalized simplex inequalities
and discussing the classical dynamics governed by the Regge action in 2+ 1 dimensions.
Section 3 analyzes the lightcone structure associated with a subsimplex in a Lorentzian
triangulation, focusing on how its local causal structure is determined by the intersection
of lightcones with its simplicial neighbourhood. In Section 4, we present a classification
of the causal types of Lorentzian tetrahedra based on the intersection patterns of the
lightcones at a vertex with its opposite triangle. This allows us to formulate a procedure



for determining the local causal structure of a bulk vertex by counting the number of
connected regions on the boundary sphere surrounding the vertex that are spacelike and
timelike with respect to the vertex. Section 5 explores the dynamical implications of
these causal structures via the behaviour of deficit angles and the Regge action. We
conclude in Section 6 with a discussion of the broader significance of these results and
potential directions for future research.

2 Lorentzian simplicial geometry

In simplicial gravity, spacetime is discretized into a piecewise flat manifold composed
of simplices glued together along their shared codimension—1 faces. For a Lorentzian
spacetime in d dimensions, the fundamental building block is a flat simplex defined
as the convex hull of (d + 1) affinely independent points {v;}¢, known as vertices in
Minkowski spacetime R¥~1. Each flat simplex inherits a causal structure from the
ambient spacetime governed by the Minkowski inner product.

To describe the geometry of a simplex, place an arbitrary vertex, say vg, at the
origin. Then, the set of edge vectors {é’i}le based at vg, where & = v; — vy, completely
characterize the geometry of the simplex. From the edge vectors the squared edge
lengths, angles and volumes of faces of the simplex can be determined. For instance, the
squared length associated with an edge with edge vector é; is given by the Minkowski
inner product s; = (€;,€;) = nabe?eé’, where n = diag(—1,1,...,1). The edge lengths
can therefore be spacelike, timelike or null depending on the sign of its squared length.
The inner product between a pair of edge vectors €; and €, which encodes the angle
between them, can be expressed in terms of edge lengths' as

(€.€5) = 5(si+ 55— s5) (1)
where s;; is the squared length of the edge between the vertices v; and v;. Thus al-
ternatively, a simplex can be uniquely determined by its edge lengths up to Poincaré
transformations.

The inner products of the edge vectors in Eq. (1) define a Gram matrix associated
with the simplex, given by

(€1,€1) (€1,€2) (e1,€q)
G(s) = @’:a) <€2’:€2> <82’:€d> . 2)
(€, €1) (€a,€2) -+ (€a,€q)

Thus for a simplex in Minkowski spacetime RM~1 the corresponding Gram matrix
satisfies G(s) = LnL", where L is the matrix of edge vectors based at the vertex vo.
The squared edge lengths of a simplex satisfy a generalization of the triangle inequal-
ity which ensure that the simplex can be embedded in flat Minkowski spacetime. The
generalized simplex inequalities are determined by the following proposition:

!For an Euclidean simplex, the standard Euclidean inner product between the edge vectors gives the
same expression in terms of the squared lengths.



Proposition 1 (Realizability, c.f. [58,59]). A set of %d(d—k 1) real numbers {s;j}1<i j<d
is realizable as the set of squared edge lengths of a simplex in Minkowski spacetime R1:4—1
if and only if the corresponding Gram matriz G(s) has signature (—,4+,...,+), i.e. it
has exactly one negative and d — 1 positive eigenvalues.

A proof of Proposition 1 is provided in Appendix A. The generalized Lorentzian
simplex inequalities impose algebraic constraints on the squared edge lengths of a sim-
plex. These constraints can also be expressed in terms of the signed volumes of the
subsimplices, computed using the Cayley-Menger determinant [29,60]. Generally, the
inequalities requires that if a subsimplex is spacelike, then all of its faces must also
be spacelike. In contrast, a timelike subsimplex may contain a mixture of spacelike,
timelike, or null faces.

2.1 Lorentzian Regge Calculus

Regge calculus [1] provides a discretization of general relativity in which curvature is
localized on codimension—2 subsimplices (commonly referred to as hinges) within a
piecewise-flat manifold called a triangulation. In Lorentzian signature, the building
blocks are taken to be flat Minkowski simplices, and geometric quantities such as angles
and volumes of simplices are adapted to the causal and algebraic structure of Minkowski
spacetime. We focus here on the (2+1)-dimensional case, which captures the essential
features of Lorentzian simplicial geometry relevant to our study. In 2+1 dimensions, the
fundamental building blocks are flat Lorentzian tetrahedra (3-simplices) embeddable in
RY2. Curvature is concentrated on 1-dimensional edges of the fixed triangulation 7~ and
encoded via deficit angles around each edge. In Lorentzian signature, the dihedral angle
at an edge depends on whether the edge is timelike or spacelike [11-13]. For timelike
edges, the dihedral angles between adjacent faces are given by the standard Euclidean
formulas and are always real. In contrast, for spacelike edges, the dihedral angles are
determined by Lorentzian geometry and can take real or complex values. A careful
treatment is therefore necessary to account for these causal distinctions and to ensure
that the Regge action remains well-defined.

Lorentzian angles between any pair of vectors in Minkowski spacetime can be defined
case by case depending on their causal orientation in RV [I1]. These angles have
been unified through the definition of ‘complex angles’ [12,13,61], which generalizes the
notion of dihedral angles at hinges by analytical continuation to the complex domain.
The complex dihedral angle at an edge e shared by a pair of triangles t,,t; inside a

tetrahedron 7 is defined by
Nab — 14/ NaNb - sz
(3)

@8,7' =1 lOg_ )
V Nav Nb
where )
Na:Ataa Nb:Atb7 Nab:iaVT- (4)
Se Se Se 0Sz



Here?, V., is the squared volume of the tetrahedron, A;, is the squared area of the
triangle t,, s. is the squared length of the edge e, and sz is the squared length of the
edge opposite to the edge e. For the complex dihedral angle defined in Eq.(3), we adopt
the convention that \/—r = 2y/r and log_(—r) = logr — ur for r > 0, where the branch
cuts of the square root and logarithm are on the negative real axis. All quantities in
Eq. (4) can be expressed purely in terms of edge lengths of the tetrahedron. For a
triangle ¢ with squared edge lengths {sq, sp, S}, the squared area is simply given by
Heron’s formula

1
A = G (45055 — (84 + sp — 8¢)%) - (5)

For a tetrahedron 7 = A(vgv1vov3) with squared edge lengths {s;;}o<i<j<3, the squared
volume is given by the Cayley—Menger determinant

0 1 1 1 1

1 10 so1 so2 sos3
VT = W 1 S01 0 S12  S13| - (6)

' 1 sp2 s12 0 so3

1 s03 s13 s23 O

The squared area and volumes can alternatively be determined from the determinant of
the corresponding Gram matrices [12,61].

The complex dihedral angles in Eq. (3) capture the definitions of both Euclidean
and Lorentzian angles. It naturally generalizes planar angles to higher dimensions. For
a timelike edge within a Lorentzian tetrahedron, the corresponding dihedral angle is
defined via Euclidean angles given by 957 = —0O,,; € [0,7]. For a spacelike edge, the
complex dihedral angle defines the corresponding Lorentzian dihedral angle which takes
the form HEL?T = O = 18 —mn/2, where § € R and m € {0,1,2}. The imaginary
part 8 corresponds to the rapidity between the adjacent face normals, characterizing the
hyperbolic angle associated with the Lorentz boost. The integer m, which contributes
to the real part of the dihedral angle, counts the number of lightrays that pass through
the convex wedge formed by the two adjacent faces meeting at e. This wedge lies in the
2D plane orthogonal to the edge e where the dihedral angle is defined. Geometrically,
m contributes to the causal structure of the edge by counting the number of lightrays
intersecting its orthogonal plane. These lightrays originate from a point obtained by
‘projecting out’ the edge e, i.e., by collapsing all points along e to a single vertex. In this
projected two-dimensional geometry, the local lightrays and their intersections become
manifest, allowing one to determine m directly. Further details on the construction of
this projection are given in Sections 3.3 and 3.4.

2The expressions for N,, Ny and N, are also the inner products of normal vectors associated with
the triangles t,,ts. The dihedral angles are defined as the angle between the outward-pointing normals
of two adjacent faces of the tetrahedron, and are measured in the plane orthogonal to the edge (hinge).



The Regge action for a fixed triangulation 7 in 2+1-dimensions then takes the form

SRegge = 1 Z Ve el +1 Z S €l (7)

tl: eeT sl: eeT

where the sums are over timelike and spacelike edges?® respectively, s. denotes the squared
length of edge e, and ¢ and e/ are the corresponding Euclidean and Lorentzian deficit
angles. Explicitly, the deficit angles are given by

£ — 2r — Y 0E., ifee T ’ oL 2r 4+ 3 o 0L, ifeeT° ’

=308, ifecdT ¢ T4+ Y0k, ifeedT
(8)
where the sum of the dihedral angles runs over all tetrahedra 7 incident on the edge e.
The deficit angle at an edge encodes the intrinsic or extrinsic curvature depending on
whether the edge lies in the bulk triangulation 7°, or on the boundary triangulation 07 .
In the Euclidean case, the bulk deficit angle measures the deviation of the total dihedral
angles around an edge e from 2w, corresponding to a full rotation in the orthogonal
2-dimensional plane. In the Lorentzian case, a full revolution crosses four light rays,
yielding an integer contribution m = 4 to the angle sum in Eq. (8). This again leads
to the 27 term in the bulk deficit angle. Variation of the Regge action with respect
to the edge lengths, taking into account the Schlafli identity [1,61], yields the discrete

equations of motion

aSRegge

0v/5¢

which impose local flatness conditions around each edge in the triangulation.

=0 = e=0 Ve, (9)

3 Lightcone analysis in Lorentzian triangulation

A defining feature of a Lorentzian geometry is the presence of a lightcone structure,
which locally divides the tangent space at each spacetime point into causally distinct
regions, i.e., timelike, spacelike and null (see Figure 1a). In the continuum, this structure
is determined by the Lorentzian metric g on a smooth manifold (M, g): at any point
p € M, the lightcone consists of all tangent vectors X € T, M satisfying g(X, X) = 0.
This causal decomposition underlies the notions of causal ordering, locality, and time
orientation in spacetime.

3.1 Causal structure of a simplex

In a piecewise-flat Lorentzian triangulation, the metric is not given explicitly. Instead,
the simplicial geometry is encoded in the set of edge lengths s;; assigned to the 1-
simplices. Each d-simplex is intrinsically flat and can therefore be embedded into a
patch of Minkowski spacetime R"4~! with the standard metric = diag(—1,1,...,1).

3Null edges do not directly contribute to the Regge action, as their lengths vanish identically.
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(b) A Lorentzian tetrahedron A(vgvivevs) with
(a) The future and past lightcones at the origin its reference vertex vy at the origin intersecting
in Minkowski spacetime R':2? divides the local the lightcones at vy (in orange). The intersec-
spacetime region into disconnected parts: two tion traces out conic sections on the opposite
timelike regions and one spacelike region. triangle A(vivqvs).

Figure 1: Lightcones at a vertex in (2+1)-dimensional Minkowski spacetime.

The embedding, determined uniquely up to isometry, allows the reconstruction of the
local causal structure of the simplex with respect to any of its vertices.

Definition 2 (Causal structure of a simplex relative to a vertex). Let 0 ¢ RM~1 pe
a Lorentzian d-simplex with vertices {vg,v1,...,vq} and squared edge lengths s;;. The
causal structure of 0@ relative to the vertex vo, denoted C(o%;1vy), is the partition of o
induced by the two null hypersurfaces defined by

NE@wo) = {z €0 | nu(z —vo)(z —vp)” =0, £(2° —v3) > 0}. (10)

The intersection of N*(vy) with the interior and boundary of o determines the causal
character (spacelike, timelike, or null) of regions within o relative to vg. Two sim-
plices 0@ and 5 are said to have the same causal type at a vertex vy if their lightcone
intersection patterns are topologically equivalent.

Thus, C(c%wvg) encodes how the lightcones centered at vy intersect the simplex,
distinguishing regions that are timelike, spacelike, or lightlike relative to the vertex (see
Figure 1b). Throughout the paper, we shall refer to such regions simply as timelike,
spacelike or lightlike, always understood to be with respect to the reference vertex. This
provides a discrete analogue of the continuum causal structure induced by the local
metric.

3.2 Causal structure in a Lorentzian triangulation

In a d-dimensional Lorentzian triangulation, each vertex v is shared by a collection of
d-simplices forming its star, denoted St(v). Topologically, St(v) is homeomorphic to a
closed d-ball, and its boundary 0St(v) is a triangulated (d — 1)-sphere composed of the
faces opposite to v.



Definition 3 (Causal structure of a vertex neighbourhood). Let v be a vertex in a
Lorentzian triangulation, and let St(v) denote the collection of d—simplices sz incident
on v. The causal structure of the vertex neighbourhood of v, denoted C(St(v)), is the
collection

C(Stv)) = {Clofsv) : of € St(v) },

where each C(od;v) describes the intersection of the lightcones ./\/Z-i(fu) within the corre-
sponding simplex af.

Unlike in the continuum, where the local lightcones are directly defined by the met-
ric tensor, piecewise-flat triangulations do not explicitly encode causality conditions.
Instead, the causal relations must be reconstructed from the edge lengths. In this sec-
tion, we present a combinatorial and algebraic framework for extracting the lightcone
structure at a vertex in a (241)-dimensional Lorentzian triangulation directly from the
squared edge lengths of the incident tetrahedra. We shall mainly restrict attention to
Lorentzian simplices with non-degenerate subsimplices, that is, simplices without null
edges or null faces, so that each edge and triangle has non-zero length or area. Null
faces correspond to degenerate configurations where the induced metric becomes singu-
lar and their volumes vanish. Their inclusion requires a separate treatment of signature
transitions and degenerate Gram matrices, considerably complicating the classification.
Moreover, in the Regge calculus, null hinges do not contribute directly to the action since
the associated volumes vanish. For these reasons, we treat simplices with null faces as
limiting cases separating distinct causal types and leave a systematic treatment of such
degenerate configurations to future work.

3.3 Local vertex—causality conditions in a triangulation

In a generic simplicial Lorentzian geometry, causality conditions can be meaningfully
assigned to subsimplices of codimension-2 or higher [12,35]. This ensures that the sur-
rounding geometry admits a nontrivial lightcone structure when projected orthogonally
to the subsimplex. For instance in 1+1 dimensions, where triangles are the fundamental
building blocks, only vertices (codimension—2) admit a causal structure. In 2+1 dimen-
sions, both edges (codimension-2) and vertices (codimension-3) support well-defined
causality characterizations.

Consider now a vertex v in the bulk of a d-dimensional Lorentzian triangulation.
We use the term causal structure of the vertex or vertex—causality to denote the causal
structure of its local neighbourhood St(v) relative to v. The lightcones N;*(v) centered
at v within each incident simplex o; € St(v) intersect the corresponding boundary faces,
collectively partitioning the boundary triangulation dSt(v) into regions that are spacelike
or timelike separated from v. The causal structure of St(v) can therefore be inferred from
the pattern of the lightcone intersections incident on v. We shall make this construction
explicit in the (2+1)-dimensional case. A vertex v is said to be causally regular if
the combined intersections |J, (J\/'Zi(v) N 8051) form exactly two disconnected timelike
components separated by one connected spacelike component on dSt(v) relative to v.
The two timelike disconnected components correspond to the past and future lightcones

10



at v. Configurations that deviate from this canonical structure are termed causally
irregular. Such irregular causal structures typically arise in pathological spacetimes,
for instance those describing spatial topology change.

More generally, in any dimension d, one can define causality conditions not only at
vertices but also at edges, triangles, and other faces (up to hinges of codimension 2).
These conditions, referred to as vertex—causality, edge—causality, triangle—causality, and
so on, each describe the causal structure of the local neighbourhood of a subsimplex.
Let o* be a Euclidean subsimplex of dimension k < d — 2. Projecting? ¢* orthogonally
to a point p, and applying this projection to all simplices in its star St(ak), yields
a lower-dimensional simplicial complex St(p) in the local neighbourhood of the point.
The resulting complex is homeomorphic to a ball in R?~*. The causal structure of the
subsimplex ¢* is then determined by the intersection of the lightcones emanating from
the projected point with the boundary of this spherical ball. In particular, projecting
out a hinge always reduces to a two dimensional local neighbourhood. Hence, hinge—
causality becomes equivalent to the notion of vertex—causality in two dimensions, which
is a well-understood concept in simplicial gravity [11,12].

In this article, we focus on the analysis of vertex—causality in 241 dimensions. Our
goal is to construct a practical framework for determining vertex causal structure using
local data (specifically, squared edge lengths) and to assess its implications for discrete
curvature, topology change, and quantum gravitational path integrals. To this end, we
begin by classifying the causal types of triangles and tetrahedra based on edge signatures
and develop a practical procedure for reconstructing the lightcone structures at a vertex
from purely local data (edge lengths of neighbouring simplices).

3.4 Classification of triangles in Minkowski spacetime

Triangles (2-simplices) are the building blocks of (1+1)-dimensional simplicial geome-
tries [51,62,063]. At any point in Minkowski spacetime R'!  the two null directions
separate the region around the point into four quadrants (see Figure 2). Thus, a tri-
angle may contain zero, one, or two lightrays originating from a vertex (placed at the
origin in R"!) and intersecting the triangle’s interior. The number of such intersections
determines the contribution of the triangle to the causal structure at that vertex in a
triangulation.

Consider a triangle A(vpviv2) in Minkowski spacetime, let s, so denote the squared
edge lengths incident at vertex vp, and s12 the squared length of the edge e(vv2) opposite
the vertex vg. The Lorentzian triangle inequalities are satisfied iff

T(Sl, S9, 83) = 45189 — (Sl + So — 812)2 <0,

i.e., the triangle’s squared area is strictly negative. The number of light rays at the

4The projection of a k-simplex o} leads to a quotient space ]Rl’d_l/Vk, where £k < d and Vj, is a
subspace of R¥~! spanned by 0. This quotient space is isomorphic to either Euclidean or Minkowski
spacetime if oy, is timelike or spacelike respectively [11].

11



vertex vy of a triangle can be determined by evaluating the angle

(51 + 82 — 812) — 1/45152 — (81 + 82 — 812)2
2,\/51/52 ’

which is the two-dimensional case of the complex dihedral angle in Eq. (3). We categorize
causal triangles (as displayed in Figure 2) based on the signature of the two edges incident
at vg and the number of light rays at the vertex vy as follows:

t t t
T1 ] T2 I T3 1
% I % '1‘ % :IT
t t

T4 1 T5 1

Oy, = —2log_ < (11)

Figure 2: Types of triangles (in black) in Minkowski spacetime R>!. Each panel shows
the lightrays (in red) through the vertex vy placed at the origin. The timelike regions
are shaded in gray.

Timelike edges: The two edges incident at the vertex vy are timelike i.e., 51,59 < 0.
There are two subcases:

e T1. No lightray intersection: The two edges lie in the same quadrant and the
lightrays at vg do not intersect the convex wedge bounded by the timelike edges.
The angle ©,, = 13 is pure imaginary with § > 0, and the edge e(v1v2) opposite
to vg can be either spacelike or timelike.

e T2. Two lightrays intersection: In this case, two lightrays at vy intersect the
interior of the triangle A(vgviv2), and the angle takes the form ©,, = 15 — 7 with
B > 0. The edge e(v1v2) opposite to vy is timelike, and has the longest (absolute)

length, satisfying \/|s12| > /|s1| + /|s2|-

Mixed signature: Let one of the edges (say s; > 0) be spacelike and the other timelike
(s2 < 0), lying in adjacent quadrants.

e T3. One lightray intersection: One of the lightrays at vy intersects the triangle
A(voviv2). The angle at the vertex satisfies ©,, = 15 — 7/2, where 5 > 0 if the
opposite edge e(viv2) is spacelike and 5 < 0 if e(v1v2) is timelike.

12



Spacelike edges: Here, both edges based at the vertex vy are spacelike i.e., s1, s9 > 0.
There are also two subcases:

o T4. No lightray intersection: The lightrays at vy do not intersect the convex wedge
bounded by the two edges at vy. The angle ©,, = 13 is pure imaginary with 8 < 0,
and the edge e(v1v2) opposite to vy can be either spacelike or timelike.

e T5. Two lightrays intersection: Two lightrays at vg intersect the triangle A(vov1v2),
and the angle at vy satisfies ©,, = 18— with 8 < 0. The edge e(v1v2) is spacelike,
and has the longest length, i.e., \/s12 > \/S1 + +/S2.

The type of a Lorentzian triangle can therefore be inferred directly from the signature
of the edges incident at vy and the angle ©,,,, without constructing an explicit embedding.
These classifications, displayed in Figures 2, exhaust all the causal triangle types in R
and serve as the foundation for classifying Lorentzian tetrahedron in R'2. Note that
in 241 dimensions, a tetrahedron can contain a triangular face that satisfies the usual
Euclidean triangle inequalities. We shall denote such Euclidean triangles as type E,
which are distinct from the Lorentzian triangle types discussed above.

4 Vertex causality in 241 dimensions

In 241 dimensions, tetrahedra (3-simplices) are the fundamental building blocks of
Lorentzian triangulations. There are now two sensible notion of causality: hinge—
causality located at the edges, and vertex—causality at vertices. Hinge—causality is well
understood, as one can apply the analysis for 141 dimensions presented in section 3.4.
Specifically, one projects each tetrahedron sharing a given edge along that edge into a
triangle orthogonal to it, thereby forming a simplicial 2-complex where the shared edge
becomes a vertex and each contributing tetrahedron maps to a triangle. For a spacelike
edge, the projected triangles are necessarily Lorentzian, as the spacelikeness of the edge
ensures that the timelike direction remains. Now the number of light rays can be easily
counted using the methods described in 1+1 dimensions. The causal structure at a ver-
tex is harder to access: Lightcones are now actual cones instead of discrete null rays, so
simply counting rays is no longer possible. Nevertheless, we retain the idea of determin-
ing the intersections of each tetrahedron with the lightcones emanating from the vertex
individually. In analogy with the types of triangles introduced in Section 3.4, the follow-
ing section categorizes Lorentzian tetrahedra based on the structure of its intersection
with the lightcones at a vertex in R12.

4.1 Causal classifications of Lorentzian tetrahedra

Consider a tetrahedron A(vgvivevs) with vg as the reference vertex placed at the origin
in RM2. The geometry of the tetrahedron is characterized by its six squared edge lengths
{8sij}o<i<j<3. We shall denote the squared lengths of the edges incident at the vertex
vo by s; = so; Vi € {1,2,3}. The signature of s; determines the position of the vertex
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v; with respect to the lightcone at vg. We shall use the following shorthand notation
Sx = (81, 82, 83, S12, S13, S23) to denote the squared edge lengths of a tetrahedron type X,
where the ordering follows the edge labels at vertex vyg.

Given the squared edge lengths of a tetrahedron, its embedding in R%? can be con-
structed by fixing the reference vertex vg at the origin and determining the exact po-
sitions of the other vertices through the edge vectors. These edge vectors, forming the
columns of a 3 x 3 matrix L, can be obtained via a decomposition of the Gram ma-
trix of inner products in Eq. (2) as G(s) = LnL', where n = diag(—1,1,1). If the
Gram matrix G(s) is non-degenerate and the squared edge lengths satisfy the general-
ized Lorentzian simplex inequalities (see Proposition 1), then the matrix of edge vectors
L can be determined up to global Lorentz transformations. This construction gives
an explicit embedding of a tetrahedron in R"? and allows us to characterize its causal
structure of relative to a vertex (see Definition 2).

To systematically classify the causal types of a tetrahedron A(vovivevs), we exam-
ine the intersection of the lightcones N'*(vg) centered at vy with the opposite triangle
A(vivous). Here, the term ‘causal type’ distinguishes distinct configurations of how the
vertices of A(vivgvs) lie relative to the lightcones at vg. This information will be essen-
tial in the analysis of larger triangulations. Using barycentric coordinates, any point on
this triangle can be expressed as

z(a,B)=(1—a—B)vy +ave+ Pz, for 0<a,f<1, a+p5<1, (12)

where each point lies in the affine span of its vertices v1,vo, v3. The causal character of
a point x(a, ) relative to vy is determined by the Minkowski norm (z(«, ), z(a, §)).
The set of points where this norm vanishes (where the opposite triangle intersects the
lightcone) traces out conic sections® which divides the triangle into regions that are
spacelike and timelike with respect to vg. The coordinates used in these constructions
are not chosen externally but are implicitly determined by the intrinsic edge length data
via the Gram matrix. Consequently, all geometric and causal information, including
lightcone intersections and causal types, are derived from the edge lengths alone, without
reference to any background coordinates.

Remarkably, the causal type of a tetrahedron is almost completely fixed by the
causal types of the three triangles {A(vov;v;)}i<i<j<3 that share the reference vertex
vo. In most cases, the causal types of the three triangles hinged at vy (as detailed
in Section 3.4) uniquely determines the lightcone intersection patterns on the opposite
triangle A(vivvsg). Only in a few cases is additional geometric information, such as
a dihedral angle, needed to distinguish between otherwise similar configurations. We
shall now classify Lorentzian tetrahedra by the intersection patterns of the lightcone at
vo with its opposite face (see Figure 1b). Each pattern determines one of the thirteen
distinct causal types of tetrahedra, which we describe as follows:

5The conic sections may appear as hyperbola, parabola or an ellipse on the triangle depending on the
edge lengths of the tetrahedron.
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A. Timelike vertices: Consider the case where all vertices of the triangle A(vivav3)
lie within timelike regions relative to the lightcones at vg. Thus, the three edge vectors
connecting vy are timelike, i.e., s; < 0 for all i € {1,2,3}. There are two distinct subcases
to consider:

e Al. No lightcone intersection: All three vertices lie entirely within either the
future or the past lightcone. The opposite triangle A(vivgvs) is thus fully con-
tained in a causally connected region® (either future- or past-directed) and does
not intersect the lightcone at vy. All three triangles incident at vy are of type T1.

e A2. Two lightcone intersections: In this configuration, two vertices of the triangle
lie within one timelike region (e.g. v1,v9, in the future lightcone), while the third
lies in the opposite (vs in the past lightcone) relative to vg. Thus, the opposite
triangle A(vivgvs) intersects the two lightcones at vg. The edges e(viv3), e(vavs)
connecting vertices across lightcones intersect both future and past lightcones and
are timelike, as they belong to type T2 triangles (incident at vp). The third edge
e(v1vz) belongs to triangle type T1 and does not intersect the lightcone.

1U3 1U3
(A1) (A2)
p p
0 U1 V2 0 U1 V2
0 « 1 0 [0 1

Figure 3: Causal tetrahedra types A1l and A2 via lightcone intersections with the op-
posite triangle A(vjv9vs3) relative to vertex vg. The timelike regions are represented in
gray, while the white regions are spacelike with respect to the Minkowski norm centered
at vg. The red curves indicate the locus of lightlike points where the triangle intersects
the lightcones at vg.

To visualize the distinction between type A1l and A2 tetrahedra, Figure 3 dis-
plays the lightcone intersection patterns on the boundary triangle A(vjvovs), using the
barycentric coordinate parametrization introduced in Eq. (12). The configurations are
constructed from explicit examples of tetrahedra with prescribed squared edge lengths
that satisfy the Lorentzian simplex inequalities (as guaranteed by Proposition 1). The
squared edge lengths used for the examples in Figure 3 are given by

Sa1=(-1,-1,—-1,1,1,1), and Spz=(-1,-1,—1,6,—6,—6).

5Tn this configuration, all three edges from vy are future- or past-directed timelike vectors, and the
triangle lies in a spacelike hypersurface at fixed proper time from the origin. Also, the squared edge
lengths s12, s13, s23 may be spacelike or timelike, and the triangle A(viv2v3) may satisfy either Euclidean
or Minkowski triangle inequalities. If an edge connecting the vertices v;,v; is timelike, then the ‘longest’
edge of the triangle A(vov;v;) is either s; or s;.
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For type A1, the opposite triangle does not intersect the lightcone and lies within one
timelike region. In the type A2, the triangle intersects both the past and future light-
cones of v, resulting in two lightcone intersection curves which separate the triangle
into two disconnected timelike regions and one spacelike region.

B. Two timelike, one spacelike vertices: Two vertices of the opposite triangle,
say v1 and vy, lie within timelike region(s), and the third vertex v lies in the spacelike
region. Thus, the squared edge lengths based at vy satisfy s1,s9 < 0 and s3 > 0. This
configuration also admits two subcases:

e B1. One-lightcone intersection: Both timelike vertices v, vo lie within the same
timelike region. Thus, the edges e(v1v3) and e(vqv3) intersect the same lightcone,
while the edge e(v1v2) connecting the two timelike vertices does not intersect the
lightcone. The triangles hinged at vy are of types T3, T3, and T1.

e B2. Two-lightcone intersection: The two timelike vertices lie within opposite
timelike regions relative to vg. The edge e(viv2) connecting the vertices in opposite
timelike regions intersects the two lightcones at vg. The triangles hinged at vy in
this case are of types T3,T3 and T2.

1U3 17)3
(B1) (B2)
g g
0 U1 () 0 h V2
0 o 1 0 a 1

Figure 4: Tetrahedra of type B1 and B2 via lightcone intersections with the opposite
triangle A(vivgvs) relative to vertex vy.

To illustrate the causal tetrahedra of type B1 and B2, Figure 4 displays the boundary
triangle A(vivovs) using the barycentric parametrization. For the examples used in
Figure 4, the squared edge lengths are selected as

Sg1 = (-1,-1,5,5,5,5), and Spz = (—1,-1,5,—5,5,5).

These sets of length data satisfy the Lorentzian simplex inequalities. In the type B1,
where both timelike vertices lie in the same causal region, the intersection of the light-
cone with the opposite triangle produces a conic section, dividing the triangle into one
connected timelike and one connected spacelike region. In contrast, the type B2 tetrahe-
dra has the two timelike vertices in opposite causal regions. The corresponding lightcone
intersection consists of two lightcone intersection curves, separating the triangle into two
disconnected timelike regions and one spacelike region as shown in Figure 4.
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C. One timelike, two spacelike vertices: Let v; lie in a timelike region relative
to vy, and v, v3 lie in a spacelike region. The squared edge lengths based at vy satisfy
s1 < 0 and s9,s3 > 0. A common feature of this group is the lightcone intersection along
the edges e(vivg) and e(vivs). The triangle A(vivgvs) therefore intersects at least one
of the lightcones incident at vy along these edges, and these two intersections belong to
the same lightcone. Depending on the placement of vy and v, the edge e(vavs) may or
may not intersect a lightcone. In this case, A(vpviv2) and A(vgvivs) are both type T3
triangles. There are three distinct subcases to consider:

e C1. One-lightcone intersection across two edges: The edge e(vv3) remains in the
spacelike region relative to vy, and does not intersect any lightcone. The triangle
A(vguavs) can either be spacelike (type E) or timelike of type T4.

o C2. One-lightcone intersection across three edges: The same lightcone intersecting
the edges e(v1v2) and e(vyvs) also intersects the edge e(vqvs) twice. The triangle
A(vguavs) is therefore of type T5.

o C3. Two-lightcone intersections: Here, unlike in the type C2 above, the second
lightcone intersects the boundary edge e(vov3). As a result, the triangle A(vjvov3)
intersects both future and past lightcones incident at vg. The triangle A(vovovs)
is again of type T5.

103 103 103
(C1) (C2) (C3)
B B B
vy vy U
0 V2 0 V2 0 U2
0 [0 1 0 (6] 1 0 (6] 1

Figure 5: Tetrahedra types C1, C2 and C3 via lightcone intersections with the opposite
triangle A(v1vqvs) relative to vertex vy.

To further illustrate the distinction between the causal structures of tetrahedra within
type C, Figure 5 shows all the three subcases according to intersection of the lightcones
at vg with the opposite triangle A(vjvavs). The examples in Figure 5 are constructed
using the following squared edge lengths:

Sc1=(-1,1,1,-1,1,1), Sc2=1(-2,2,2,2,2,9), Scsz=(-1,1,1,—-1,-6,6),

satisfying the Lorentzian simplex inequalities, and the barycentric parametrization in
Eq. (12). Alternatively, one can use the triangle types incident on vy to determine
the causal types. The tetrahedra types C2 and C3 in particular share the same set
of triangle types, {T3, T3, T5} incident at vyg. Apart from the triangle types, the
distinguishing feature between these two cases lies in the form of the complex dihedral
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angle (as defined in Eq. (3)) at either of the spacelike edges e(vov2) and e(vgvs). For
type C2, the dihedral angles take the form ©¢; , = m 413, and for type C3 the dihedral
angles are purely imaginary ©g; » = 1 for i = 2, 3.

D. Three spacelike vertices: Lastly, consider the case where all vertices of the trian-
gle A(vivavs) lie in the spacelike region relative to vy, so that all three edges connected to
vo are spacelike, i.e., s; > 0 for i € {1,2,3}. There are six distinct subcases, determined
by the intersections of the lightcones with the triangle A(viv9v3) as follows:

e D1. No lightcone intersection: All edges of A(vjveus) lie entirely outside the
lightcones, and do not intersect any lightcone. Thus, the triangle A(vivqv3) con-
tains one spacelike region. Here, each of the triangle incident at vy can either be
spacelike (type E) or timelike of type T4.

e D2. One-lightcone intersection inside triangle: The interior of the triangle A(viv9v3)
intersects a exactly one lightcone, but the boundary edges do not. The resulting
intersection gives a closed conic section inside the opposite triangle. All edges of
the triangle are spacelike”.

e D3. One-lightcone intersection across one edge: Exactly one edge (e.g., e(vavs))
intersects one lightcone. The edge belongs to the triangle A(vgvavs) of type T5.
Each of the remaining two triangles incident at vy belongs to either type T4/E.

e D4. One-lightcone intersection across two edges: Two edges (e.g., e(v1vs), e(vavs))
intersect the same lightcone, while the third edge does not. The incident triangles
types are {T5, T5, T4/E}.

e D5. One-lightcone intersection across three edges: All three edges intersect the
same lightcone. Each of the triangle incident on v is of type T5, thus all edges of
the triangle A(vjvous) are spacelike.

e D6. Two-lightcone intersection: Two edges of the triangle A(vjvous) intersect dif-
ferent lightcones. For instance, e(v1v2) intersects the future lightcone, and e(viv3)
intersects the past lightcone. The incident triangles types are {T5, T5, T4}.

To examine the causal configurations that arise when all three vertices opposite the
vertex vy are spacelike separated from it, Figure 6 represents the six subcases of type D
tetrahedra. These examples are constructed from explicitly chosen squared edge lengths
that satisfy the generalized simplex inequalities, given by:

SDl = (27272727277)7 SD2 - (27272777 77 7)7 SD3 - (27272777 77 9)7
Spa =(2,2,2,7,9,9), Sps=1(2,2,2,9,9,9), Spe=(2,2,2,9,9,-9).

"For the tetrahedron type D2, we only encountered examples or configurations where all the triangular
faces of the tetrahedron are spacelike, i.e., of type E.
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Figure 6: Causal structure of the boundary triangle A(vjvqvs) for the six subcases, when
all three vertices are spacelike relative to the reference vertex vg. We follow the same
color conventions in Figure 3 to describe the lightcone intersections and partitions.

The distinctions between the subtypes are governed by how the lightcone intersections
trace out timelike and spacelike regions within the triangle A(vjv9v3) using the barycen-
tric parametrization. Alternatively, the triangle types incident on vy can be used to de-
termine the lightcone patterns and causal types. See [64] for extra conditions needed to
distinguish between the pairs of tetrahedra types (D1, D2) and (D4, D6), in addition
to their similar triangle types incident on vy.

This classification of causal tetrahedra® into types A1 — D6 exhaust all the distinct
local causal structures that arise from the intersections between the boundary triangle
A(v1vgvs) and the lightcones at a reference vertex vg. The results are summarized in
the following proposition:

Proposition 4 (Causal classification of Lorentzian tetrahedra). Consider a tetrahedron
A(vovivavs) in Minkowski spacetime RY2 with no null edges and no null triangular
faces. The causal structure of A(vovivavs) relative to a reference vertex vy (as provided
in Definition 2) is uniquely determined by the causal positions of the vertices (v1,va,v3)
relative to the two lightcones at vy and the intersection of the lightcones at vy with
the opposite triangle A(vivovs). There are exactly 13 distinct vertex causal types of
Lorentzian tetrahedra under these conditions.

A constructive proof of this, along with further details concerning the exact set of
edge lengths and equations distinguishing the types, is discussed in [64]. These 13 types
of causal tetrahedra shall be used as fundamental building blocks to analyze the causal
structure at a vertex in a (2+1)-dimensional triangulation.

8Each tetrahedron considered here has a mixture of either spacelike or timelike faces, but not null.
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4.2 Causal structure at a vertex in a triangulation

In a (2+1)-dimensional Lorentzian simplicial complex, the causal structure associated
with a bulk vertex v is determined by the local causal character of the simplices incident
on v. Specifically, the causal structure of the vertex arises from how the local lightcones at
v, within each incident tetrahedron, intersects the surrounding triangulated 2-sphere, i.e.,
its boundary star dSt(v). Each tetrahedron incident on v belongs to one of the 13 causal
types (see Section 4.1 and Proposition 4), characterized by the lightcone intersections
with the triangle opposite to v. As a result, each tetrahedron induces a specific causal
character on its associated boundary triangle, and the collective arrangement of these
causal assignments across 9St(v) determines the overall causal structure of the vertex.

A key requirement in constructing a well-defined causal structure in a Lorentzian
triangulation is the continuity of lightcone intersection curves across shared faces of
adjacent simplices. In Regge calculus, the geometry (provided by the edge lengths) along
the interface between a pair of simplices is locally consistent, i.e., the induced metric on
a face shared by the two simplices agrees. Thus, one can introduce a coordinate system
for any two simplices in which the metric is differentiable across their shared face. Let
71 and T2 be two adjacent tetrahedra in St(v) sharing a triangle, and let C; and Ca be
the planar conic sections obtained by the intersection of the lightcones at v with the
respective boundary triangles in dSt(v). The adjacent opposite triangles share an edge
e € 0St(v). Then the condition

Cine=CyNe, (13)

ensures that the lightcone intersection curves are continuous across the shared edge e,
i.e., they meet at the same set of points along e. However, since C; and C5 lie in distinct
planes, their tangent directions ”gi (where 7 denotes an affine parameter along the null
curves) generally differ across the shared edge e. As a result, the lightcone intersection
curves are not necessarily smooth across the interface. This non-smoothness reflects the
piecewise-flat nature of the triangulation and the localized curvature along the edges
characteristic of Regge geometry.

Together, these conditions ensure that the resulting conic sections are continuous
and piecewise-smooth? on dSt(v). This gluing condition is reminiscent of treatments of
geodesic propagation in Regge calculus [65], describing a discrete refraction law for ligh-
trays across hinges. There, geodesics refract across faces according to the local geometry
without singularities or divergences at the hinges. This reflects the local flatness of each
simplex and the consistent gluing of the simplicial metric data across shared faces.

Moreover, in Regge calculus, the causal structure of edges (whether spacelike or
timelike) across shared triangular faces in a Lorentzian triangulation is preserved. As
a result, the regions that are classified as spacelike or timelike across adjacent bound-
ary triangles in 0St(v) also transition in a continuous and piecewise smooth manner

9This is another reason why null faces were excluded from the construction so far. This implicitly
excludes a class of causal irregularities where two lightcones may intersect tangentially along a shared
null ray.
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along their shared edges. This allows one to infer the causal structure in the neighbour-
hood of a bulk vertex v by analyzing the induced geometry on the boundary spherical
triangulation. The procedure is summarized as follows:

1. Choose a bulk vertex v and identify its associated simplicial neighbourhood St(v).

2. Extract the triangulated 2-sphere dSt(v) formed by the collection of triangles op-
posite to v in each incident tetrahedron.

3. Use the squared edge length data Sy of each tetrahedron to determine its causal
type, and trace out the lightcone intersection curves on the corresponding opposite
triangles in 0St(v), which generically yields conic section(s).

4. Connect the conic sections of neighbouring tetrahedra. Identify and count the
number of connected spacelike regions Ny, and timelike regions Ny on 0St(v),
separated by the piecewise smooth lightcone intersection curves.

52

Figure 7: Ilustration of a regular causal structure at a bulk vertex. The lightcone
intersection patterns results in two timelike regions and one spacelike region separated
by lightcone intersection curves on the boundary sphere S2.

The resulting data (Ng, Vi), which enumerate the number of connected spacelike
and timelike regions on the boundary spherical triangulation dSt(v), provides a precise
and geometrically meaningful characterization of the local causal structure around each
vertex v in a Lorentzian triangulation. In particular, a vertex v is said to be causally
regular iff (Ng, Ny) = (1,2), i.e., there are exactly two closed lightcone intersection
curves which intersect the triangulated boundary sphere as displayed in Figure 7. These
two curves partition dSt(v) into a single connected spacelike region and two connected
timelike regions, reflecting the canonical causal ordering expected at a generic spacetime
point in continuous Lorentzian geometry. This regular configuration mirrors the local
causal structure of smooth Lorentzian manifolds, where at each point the lightcones
divide the tangent space into precisely two causally disconnected timelike sectors and one
spacelike sector in between. Any deviation from this regular structure, where (Ng, Nyj) #
(1,2), signals a causal irregular structure. Such configurations represent a breakdown
of the standard Lorentzian causal structure, and may signal causal pathologies, local
signature changes or topology change in discrete geometries.
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4.3 Causal irregular configurations

The causal structure at a bulk vertex v within a Lorentzian triangulation can now be
systematically classified using the pair of topological invariants (Ng, Vy;), which respec-
tively count the number of connected spacelike and timelike regions on the boundary
star 0St(v). These quantities are determined by the intersection pattern of the light-
cones centered at v with the simplicial neighbourhood St(v). Configurations where this
structure deviates from the canonical structure provide a precise and intrinsic notion of
causal irregularity at a vertex. Such irregular configurations are of physical relevance,
as they correspond to localized breakdowns of Lorentzian structure and may signal dis-
crete analogues of topology change, signature change, or causal singularities at point-like
sources. While every individual tetrahedron satisfy the Lorentzian simplex inequalities,
the global causal structure encoded in the boundary triangulation of a vertex may still
exhibit nontrivial causal structure. These configurations may contribute non-trivially to
discrete gravitational path integrals [12, 14,34]. We identify four broad classes of vertex
causal irregularities that arise in generic Lorentzian triangulations:

1. Yarmulke-like configurations (Ng < 1, Ny < 2): These configurations are
characterized by less than two timelike regions on the boundary sphere 9St(v), implying
fewer than two lightcones at the bulk vertex v, as illustrated in Figure 8. The most
extreme case with no timelike region (Ng, Ny) = (1,0), represents an acausal configu-
ration where every point on the boundary sphere is spacelike separated from the bulk
vertex v. Although each incident tetrahedron is Lorentzian, the vertex fails to admit a
causal structure in its neighbourhood. This suggests the presence of a point-like causal
singularity, analogous to a signature-changing point in continuum geometry. Such con-
figurations mimic Euclidean-like patches within an otherwise Lorentzian triangulation.
Configurations with one timelike region (Ng, Ny) = (0,1) or (1, 1) correspond to scenar-
ios where the points with timelike separation to v are either all in the past or all in the
future of the bulk vertex v. These configurations resemble Yarmulke topologies which
describe the ‘birth’ or ‘death’ of a universe from a single cap.

() (b) (c)

Figure 8: Yarmulke-like configurations: These configurations have less than two light-
cones on the boundary triangulation. The timelike regions are shaded in gray.
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2. Trouser-like configurations (Ng = 1, Ny > 2): For these configurations, the
number of timelike regions on the boundary star dSt(v) is more than two, exhibiting more
than two lightcones at the bulk vertex v. See the left panel of Figure 9 for an illustration.
They are natural generalizations of Trouser spacetimes in 1+1 dimensions and describe
localized topology change, such as the branching or merging of causal domains or the
creation of baby universes. The geometry around the vertex exhibits nontrivial causal
branching, which may reflect Morse-type critical points where discrete topology change
becomes dynamically relevant.

(a) Trouser-like configuration (b) Spatial-splitting configuration

Figure 9: The two classes of causal irregular configurations where either Ny or Vi is
greater than the regular structure.

3. Spatial-splitting configurations (Ng > 1, Ny > 1): These configurations arise
when multiple spacelike regions appear on the boundary star dSt(v). The timelike re-
gions in causally regular configurations are simply connected and form disk-like domains
on the boundary sphere dSt(v). In contrast, these irregular configurations feature time-
like regions that develop “holes” (punctures or voids that are themselves spacelike),
forming an open subset homeomorphic to an annulus or higher—genus punctured disks
on the boundary sphere. As illustrated in the right panel of Figure 9, such configurations
resemble a spatial split, where disconnected spacelike regions puncture otherwise simply
connected timelike sectors. These situations indicate a branching of causal structure
that may correspond to topological bifurcation or degeneracies in the Lorentzian metric.

4. Indistinguishable lightcones: While each tetrahedron individually distinguishes
between past and future cones at a vertex, the gluing of multiple tetrahedra around a
common vertex may result in a merging of lightcones that obscures this separation as
illustrated in Figure 10a. This leads to configurations where the direction of time is
locally ambiguous or where the past and future are indistinguishable. Such situations
can mimic discrete analogues of closed timelike curves (CTCs), and may represent causal
pathologies or artifacts of coarse triangulation. These configurations often involve tetra-
hedra that intersect both future and past lightcones (such as tetrahedra types A2, B2,
C3 and D6 in the classification of Section 4.1) and can, in many cases, be resolved
through a refinement of the triangulation. See Figure 10b for an illustration of such a
resolution.
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(b) With a new bulk edge, the apparent ir-

(a) Since the uppermost triangle A(vovsvy) regularity appears to be resolved, as no tetra-
is Lorentzian, the timelike region lies in both hedron now intersects two separate timelike
the past- and future-oriented lightcones. regions.

Figure 10: An example of an indistinguishable lightcone at a vertex. This ambiguity
can be resolved by refining the triangulation: subdivide the problematic tetrahedron by
introducing an edge to remove the double lightcone intersection and restore a distin-
guishable causal structure.

From the continuum perspective, these various causal irregularities serve as discrete
analogues of singular structures. Causal irregularities at hinges correspond to conical
singularities, while causally irregular vertices can be viewed as point-like singularities—
locations where the lightcone structure degenerates or topological transitions occur. The
classification developed here thus provides a systematic framework for identifying and
regulating such singularities in discrete gravitational path integrals. This may offer new
insights into the interplay between causal structure and topology in non-perturbative
approaches to quantum gravity.

5 Causal structure in simplicial gravity

Having classified all vertex causal configurations in (2+1)-dimensional Lorentzian tri-
angulations, we now turn to their implications for the discrete gravitational dynamics
governed by Regge calculus. In this framework, curvature is encoded discretely via
deficit angles around edges (hinges in the higher-dimensional generalization) and enters
the action through localized contributions at each edge. Our focus here is to examine
how vertex causality interacts with these deficit angles, and whether causal structure at
vertices can be anticipated from that of the edges or from the behaviour of the Regge
action.
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5.1 Examples: Deficit angles and vertex causal structure

We consider the simplest non-trivial triangulation containing a single bulk vertex, shared
by four tetrahedra to provide examples. This configuration is denoted by

Tiqa = A(U0U1U2’U3) U A(UOU1U2U4) U A(UOU1U3U4) U A(U002U3U4),

where vg is the bulk vertex. The complex has ten edges and ten triangles, including
four bulk edges e(vov;) for ¢ = 1,2,3,4, and a boundary sphere 9St(vg) formed by
the four triangles opposite vy in each tetrahedron. Combinatorially, this boundary is
just a tetrahedron A(vivavsvy), the simplest possible triangulation of a 2-sphere!®. This
structure is equivalent to the final configuration in the 1 — 4 Pachner move [66], obtained
by inserting a vertex into the center of a boundary tetrahedron.

Let s; denote the squared lengths of the bulk edges e(vgv;) and s;; the squared lengths
of the boundary edges e(v;vj). The Regge action for this triangulation can be expressed
in the form (equivalent to Eq. (7))

4
SRegge(ﬂA) = - Z V |S’L| 601'(5) - Z \/ ‘Sij’ 6ij(8)a (14)
=1

i<j

where the deficit angles do; and d;; encode the curvature localized on bulk and boundary
edges, respectively. These are defined via

o Jem+ > - Ooir if s; < 0 (timelike) (15)
R (2m 4> Opir) if s; > 0 (spacelike)
and
™ kij + ZTD(U) 91’]’,7’ if Sij < 0 (timelike) 16
" —1 (7r kij + er(ij) 9z‘j,r> if s;; > 0 (spacelike) ' (16)

Here, k. € Q depends on number of connected components at the boundary edge'!.
The complex dihedral angles O, ; are defined using Eq. (3), and may be real or complex
depending on the causal nature of the edge and the adjacent triangles.

Although vertex causality provides a natural geometric characterization of the local
lightcone structure centered at the bulk vertex vg, it does not enter the Regge action
directly. Instead, the Regge action depends entirely on the distributed curvature at
the edges, encoded in the deficit angles. A natural question is whether the two no-
tions of causal structure, hinge—causality (lightcone structure at the bulk edges) and
vertex—causality (lightcone structure at the bulk vertex), are correlated. That is, does
a causally regular vertex always produce causally regular edges, vice-versa, or can one
find mismatches between the two causality notions?

OFvery triangulation of the 2-sphere necessarily contains an even number of triangular faces. This
fact follows from the Euler characteristic of a sphere and the combinatorial identity 2E = 3F', which is
valid for closed simplicial surfaces where each edge is shared by exactly two triangles.

"Typically k. = 1 correspond to the discretization of the Hawking-York boundary term [67]
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To investigate this, we examine three illustrative examples in which we fix the bound-
ary data Sy = (s12, S13, S14, S23, S24, S34) and vary the bulk squared edge lengths s; = a,
fori=1,...,4 uniformly. For each example, we analyze the behaviour of the bulk deficit
angles and the Regge action as functions of a, while simultaneously tracking the causal
structure for the bulk vertex vy via (Ng, Ny1). We provide visualizations of the lightcone
intersection patterns on the triangulated boundary 2-sphere dSt(vg) for each example.
Each pattern is represented as a planar unfolding of the four boundary triangles, from
which the invariants (Ng, Ny) can be inferred by conceptually refolding the triangles to
reconstruct the triangulated boundary 2-sphere or tetrahedron.

Before turning to explicit examples, it is important to clarify the nature of the
boundary complex of the triangulation 7i_4. Although this boundary complex is topo-
logically equivalent to a tetrahedral surface, its geometry does not necessarily coincide
with that of a single flat tetrahedron'?. The individual boundary triangles are glued
along shared edges of adjacent simplices, but the resulting boundary geometry may not
embed globally as a single tetrahedron in RV2. The examples considered below repre-
sent consistent simplicial configurations with non-degenerate local geometry, but with
distinct geometric realizations of the boundary data. Our focus will be on analyzing the
bulk vertex—causality in each case.

Example 1. We begin with an example in which the boundary geometry is Lorentzian.
The boundary data is chosen as

8(91 = (37 37 27 _37 27 2)a

and satisfies the Lorentzian simplex inequalities for the boundary tetrahedron A(vivovsvy),
i.e., the corresponding Gram matrix has signature (— + +). For this configuration, the
triangle inequalities for all the four bulk tetrahedra are satisfied for the bulk edge length
in the finite interval 3/5 < a < 4/5.

Figure 11 shows that the bulk deficit angle dp; remains real within this interval, and
the corresponding Regge action Sgegge is real-valued. No divergences or branches occur.
The causal data on the boundary sphere remain fixed at (Ng, Ny) = (1,2), confirming
that the vertex is causally regular throughout (see Figure 12). This example therefore
provides a configuration where the edge and vertex and causal structure are both regular.

Example 2. We next consider an example where the boundary data corresponds to a
Fuclidean tetrahedron geometry. Specifically, we choose

So2 =(1,1,2,1,2,2)

which satisfy the Euclidean simplex inequalities for the boundary triangulation 9St(vo),
i.e., the corresponding Gram matrix has signature (+,+,+). This indicates that the
boundary tetrahedron is embeddable in Euclidean space, and hence the complex Ti_4
cannot be embedded in R12. For this choice of boundary data, each of the four tetrahedra

1211 cases where the boundary tetrahedron is geometrically flat and the bulk vertex wvo lies inside it,
the full triangulation 71-4 can be embedded in RY2,
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Figure 11: Bulk deficit angle dp; and Regge action Sgegge as functions of the squared
bulk length a for Lorentzian boundary data Sgo. Both quantities remain real in the
admissible range 3/5 < a < 4/5. The right panel provides a zoomed-in view of the
Regge action to show its smooth behaviour.

Vg
V2 U3

V4 AV V4
U1

Figure 12: Snapshot of the vertex causal structure for Example 1 with boundary data Spq
within the region 3/5 < a < 4/5. The lightcone intersection patterns on the boundary
sphere shows a regular causal structure.

of the complex 7.4 satisfy the Lorentzian simplex inequalities provided the common
bulk squared edge length satisfies a < 1/3. This infinite range for the bulk lengths is
reminiscence of spike configurations studied in [55].

Figure 13 plots the bulk deficit angle dp; and the Regge action Sgregge as functions
of a. Two qualitative transitions occur at @ = 0 and a = 1/4, where the imaginary
parts of the dihedral angles dy; are discontinuous and the Regge action becomes non-
differentiable. The corresponding change in vertex causal structure for the different
intervals are summarized below and visualized in Figure 14.

RegionI (a < 0). All bulk edges are timelike, thus, the bulk deficit angles d¢; are real—
valued. The bulk vertex is Yarmulke-like with a single timelike region and no
spacelike regions, i.e., (Ng, Ny) = (0,1).

Region IT (0 < a < 7). All the bulk deficit angles satisfy Im(dy;) = —2m, signalling
causally irregular edges. The bulk vertex in this case is highly irregular with
(Ns1, Nu) = (4, 1).
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Figure 13: Bulk deficit angle dg1 and Regge action Sgegge versus the squared bulk length a
for the Euclidean boundary data Sy;. The green step function indicates the range
in which all four tetrahedra satisfy the Lorentzian simplex inequalities. Dashed lines

represent imaginary parts. The vertex causal structure transitions at « = 0 and a = i.

RegionIII (1 < a < %). Here, the deficit angle is Im(Jp1) = 0 (as shown in Figure 13),
thus the edge e(vgvy) is causally regular. The remaining edges are also causally reg-
ular except for e(vgvy) whose dihedral angle is complex with Im(dpq4) = —27. The
vertex causal structure is irregular with (Ng, Ny) = (2,2), i.e., two disconnected
spacelike regions and two timelike regions as shown in Figure 14.

on V4 V4
V2 U3 U2 U3 U2 U3
S e
V4 V4 V4 V4 V4 V4
U1 v1 U1
Region 1 Region II Region III

Figure 14: Snapshots of the causal structure of the bulk vertex in Example 2 for the
causally distinct intervals. The grey regions are spacelike, white regions are timelike,
and red curves are lightcone intersections with respect to the bulk vertex. Region I lies
in the interval a < 0, Region IT'in 0 < a < % and Region IIT in i <a< %

This example highlights the independence of edge-causality and vertex-causality. In

Regions I and III, there exist bulk edges with causally regular structures but the bulk
vertex structure is irregular.
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Example 3. In this final example, we consider boundary data that does not correspond
to either a Euclidean or Lorentzian tetrahedron. Specifically, we choose the squared edge
lengths

Saz = (5, 5, =5, =5, —1, —1),

which yield a Gram matrix with signature (— — +). This violates both the Euclidean and
Lorentzian simplex inequalities'. Nevertheless, all four bulk tetrahedra in the complex
T1-4 satisfy the Lorentzian simplex inequalities for squared bulk edge lengths a > 1.

Figure 15 shows that the bulk deficit angle dg; exhibits jumps in the imaginary part
across the transition point a = 5/4. In the interval 1 < a < 5/4, we find Im(dp1) = ,
while for a > 5/4, the imaginary part is Im(dp1) = —m. The edge e(vgvy) is therefore
causally irregular throughout the allowed interval. In contrast, the vertex vy undergoes
a transition in its causal classification. For 1 < a < 5/4, the vertex is causally regular,
with two timelike and one spacelike region: (Ng, Vi) = (1,2). However, for a > 5/4, the
lightcone structure collapses into a single spacelike region i.e., an acausal configuration
with (Ng, Ny) = (1,0), as shown in Fig. 16.

L L L L L 1 L L I L L L I

1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6
a

Figure 15: Jumps in the imaginary part of the deficit angle dp; for non-realizable bound-
ary data Sgs. The edge e(vgvy) is causally irregular across the range a > 1 allowed by
simplex inequalities. In contrast, the vertex causal structure transitions from regular to
acausal at a = 5/4, where the deficit angle dp; becomes singular.

The three examples above reveal several important features about the interplay be-
tween vertex and hinge causal structures in simplicial Lorentzian geometry.

e Discontinuities and Topology change: We observe that changes in vertex—causality
(determined by transitions in the pair (Ng|, IVy1)) often coincide with discontinuities
or kinks in the bulk deficit angles. These discontinuities signal changes in the
lightcone structure and are typically associated with boundary faces becoming null.

13The boundary tetrahedron with this data is only embeddable in R*! with two time coordinates.
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Figure 16: Snapshots of the lightcone intersection patterns for Example 3 on the bound-
ary 2-sphere. The causal structure of the bulk vertex vy transitions from a regular to an
acausal configuration.

Such transitions may represent discrete analogues of Morse-type critical points
where topology change can occur in the triangulated spacetime.

e Behaviour of the Regge action: Interestingly, the Regge action remains real (for
spacelike bulk edges) precisely when the vertex is causally regular. However, con-
figurations where the vertex is causally regular but one or more of the incident
edges are causally irregular often yield complex values for the Regge action. In
these cases, the corresponding edge lengths generically fail to satisfy the classical
Regge equations of motion, . = 0. This suggests that such configurations may be
dynamically enhanced or suppressed in a Lorentzian path integral.

o Mismatch between causality notions: The examples demonstrate that vertex—causality
and hinge—causality encode different aspects of the local light-cone structure. The
observed divergences in curvature and action at transitions in vertex—causality can
be viewed as the appearance or resolution of analogues of point-like singularities
in the discrete spacetime. A causally regular vertex does not guarantee regularity
at the adjacent edges/hinges, and vice versa. For instance, Example 1 (for a < 0)
provides a configuration where the bulk vertex has an irregular structure but the
incident edges remain causally regular'®. See [12,16] for a similar configuration in a
four dimensional triangulation. In contrast, Example 3 in the interval 1 < a < 5/4
shows a configuration where the vertex is causally regular but there are causally
irregular edges incident on it.

The independence established here has practical consequences for discrete approaches
to quantum gravity. Specifically, it shows that enforcing causal regularity at the level
of hinges does not guarantee that the corresponding bulk vertices are causally regular.
Conversely, configurations with causally regular vertices may still contain irregularities
in the causal structure of the incident hinges. Further investigation of the Lorentzian
path-integral is needed to determine the interplay between the different causality notions.

1Note that it is possible to find configurations violating causal regularity at the vertex while all
incident edges remain causally regular, including configurations with spacelike bulk edges. Such cases
can arise in larger triangulations. See [64] for details.
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6 Discussion

This work provides a comprehensive study of the local causal structure associated with
bulk vertices in (2+1)-dimensional Lorentzian triangulations. The procedures for an-
alyzing causality employed here is relevant for discrete quantum gravity models such
as spin foam models, causal dynamical triangulations (CDT), and simplicial Lorentzian
path integrals, where understanding the causal structure is essential for the emergence
of continuum spacetime. The thirteen causal types of Lorentzian tetrahedra classified in
this work naturally generalize the restricted set of tetrahedra used in CDT [35], which
are typically constrained by fixed spacelike and timelike edges. Our framework allows
for arbitrary causal configurations, including those without preferred foliations or those
associated with topology change, and therefore captures a broad range of configurations
relevant to non-perturbative quantum gravity.

Importantly, our causal classification refines the understanding of causal irregulari-
ties in simplicial quantum gravity. In direct analogy with the continuum, where curva-
ture and causal structure can become singular along lower-dimensional defects, hinge—
causality and vertex—causality capture their discrete counterparts. Causally irregular
hinges (edges with non-canonical causal structure in their projected local neighbour-
hood) act as discrete analogues of conical singularities, representing curvature localized
along codimension—2 defects. Similarly, causally irregular vertices, where the lightcone
intersections on the boundary sphere acquire a non-canonical configuration, correspond
to point-like causal singularities that signal a breakdown of the local lightcone structure
in the simplicial manifold. Together, these distinctions provide a geometric framework
for identifying discrete analogues of topology change, and other forms of non-classical
phenomena that may contribute non-trivially to the gravitational path integral.

The classification of Lorentzian tetrahedra also open new avenues for analyzing the
asymptotic behaviour of vertex amplitudes in spin foam models. The causal structure
can in principle be inferred from reconstructing edge length configurations from area
variables [68]. Since the semiclassical limit of spin foams is sensitive to the causal and
geometric properties of the underlying simplices [(9], it would be valuable to explore how
different causal types contribute to the amplitude. Extending geometric reconstruction
techniques (for e.g., [70-72]) to the full space of Lorentzian tetrahedra classified here
could offer new insights into the path integral dynamics and causal structure of spin
foam models.

The methods developed in this analysis have broader significance beyond the set-
ting of 241 dimensions. In fact, this study automatically captures the causal structure
associated with codimension—3 subsimplices in higher-dimensional triangulations. For
example, in 34+1 dimensions, the subsimplices of codimension—3 are edges. Projecting
out such edges yields a simplicial neighbourhood that is topologically homeomorphic to
a three-ball, just like a vertex neighbourhood in 241 dimensions. Thus, the procedures
developed here naturally extend to characterizing hinge—causality in (3+1)-dimensional
triangulations.

Understanding these singular structures, both conical and point-like defects, could
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be essential for identifying and regulating the contributions of non-classical geometries
in quantum gravity path integrals. For example, one might use causal regularity criteria
to define improved measures or selection rules that suppress configurations with patho-
logical singularities, or conversely, to probe regions of the configuration space relevant to
non-perturbative phenomena such as wormholes, causal fluctuations, or signature tran-
sitions. Notably, in the context of topology change in two dimensions, it has been shown
that introducing complexified metrics in the continuum can regularize curvature and
causal singularities [14,53]. It would be interesting to extend such analysis to higher
dimensions and explore whether complex metrics can similarly account for the point-like
causal irregularities identified in this work.

The procedures employed in this work also extend naturally to the study of vertex—
causality in higher dimensions. The construction of local simplicial neighbourhoods, the
embedding of a simplex in R14~! from its edge lengths, and classification of the lightcone
intersection patterns are all geometrically well-defined in arbitrary dimensions. In higher
dimensions, the intersection of the lightcones with the boundary star of a vertex yields
a collection of null hypersurfaces embedded in the boundary (d—1)-simplices. We leave
a detailed study of vertex—causality in d > 4 for future work.
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A Proof of realization of simplex in Minkowski spacetime

Proof. We show first the “«<” direction that a Gram matrix with Minkowski signature
is realizable, which is adapted from the Euclidean case in [59].

Let G be a real symmetric d x d matrix with signature (—,+...,+). By the spectral
theorem, G is diagonalizable, i.e., there exist an orthogonal matrix @ € O(d) and a
diagonal matrix A such that G = QAQT. W.l.o.g., we assume the negative eigenvalue
to be A11, else reorder the basis. Now, define the realization matrix

L=QAl (17)

using |Al;; == |Ajj| to ensure the existence of a real square root. By construction,
|Aln = A holds, where n = diag(—1,1,...,1) is the Minkowski metric. To prove that L

32



is the realization matrix which contains the edge vectors {e;} of a simplex, we show:
LnL' = QV[AlnvVIAlQ"
2
=Q(VIAl) nQ
=QAQT =G. (18)

Thus, the pairwise inner products of L reproduce the squared lengths s;; of a simplex
under the Minkowski inner product.

We now prove the “=" direction that the Gram matrix of a Lorentzian simplex has
Minkowski signature. By Sylvester’s law of inertia [73,74], the signature of a symmetric
matrix is invariant under congruence. That is, two square matrices A and B have the
same signature if and only if there exists a non-singular matrix @ such that B = QAQ .
Choosing A = n and @) = L as the previously defined realization matrix, we get from
G = LnL" that the Gram matrix is congruent with the Minkowski metric 7 if L is
non-singular, i.e. det(L) # 0. With the rows of L being the coordinate vectors of
the realization, these vectors must be linearly independent and non-zero. Hence the
proof. O
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