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Simple local interactions can cause primitive building blocks to self-assemble into complex and functional
patterns. However, even for a small number of blocks, there exist a vast number of possible configurations
that are plausible, stable, and with varying degree of order. The ability to dynamically shift between multi-
stable patterns (i.e., reprogram the self-assembly) entails navigating an intractable search space, which remains
a challenge. In this paper, we engineer the self-assembly of macroscopic magnetic particles to create meta-
materials with dynamically reversible emergent phases. We utilize a boundary composed of magnetic hinges
to confine free-floating magnetic disks into different stable assemblies. We exploit the non-destructive nature
of the magnetic boundaries to create re-programmable two-dimensional metamaterials that morphs from crys-
talline to quasi-crystalline to disordered assembly using the same number of disks and boundary. Furthermore,
we explore their utility to control the propagation of sound waves in an effectively undamped media with rich
nonlinearities. Our findings can expand the metamaterials horizon into functional and tunable devices.

Self-assembled structures are ubiquitous in both natural and
artificial systems1–3. The crystal structures of ribosomes4,
microstructures of various materials5–8, and the formation of
self-assembled molecular structures on graphene9–11 all rely
on particles aligning themselves into a desirable pattern. Self-
assembly of structures is a result of a system attempting to
minimize its own potential energy through the realignment of
its constitutive parts. The self-assembly processes can pro-
duce intricate and operational structures through localized in-
teractions among numerous simpler constituents. Engineering
(i.e., programming) the self-assembly of basic building blocks
not only unveils essential physics but also enables the explo-
ration of exciting applications in manufacturing, drug deliv-
ery, and wave manipulation12–25. Further, the ability to har-
ness reversible (i.e., reprogrammable) self-assembly can offer
novel avenues for tuning structural and material properties on
demand. However, the transition between emerging patterns
with various levels of order and disorder, represents a long-
standing problem26–32.

The self assembly of floating magnets is a problem that
is more than a century old33. Such basic elements represent
an excellent platform to explore emergent out-of-equilibrium
structures, complex collective dynamics, and design rules for
the next generation of materials19. In this paper, we engi-
neer the self-assembly of macroscopic magnetic particles to
create metamaterials with dynamically reversible emergent
phases. We study both the static and the dynamic charac-
teristics of the resulting assemblies. The metamaterials are
composed of free-floating disks (i.e., meta-atoms) with em-
bedded permanent magnets that are confined in-plane within
a programmable magnetic boundary. The confining boundary
is constructed out of identical magnetic links. Each link is
a simple beam with an embedded permanent magnet at each
end. The links are secured to one another through the mag-
netic attraction present when the links are stacked end-to-end
(Fig. 1a). Once the links are secured to one another, the mag-
netic attachments act as hinges that are free to rotate within the
x-y plane (resembling the flexible behavior of a bike chain).
Such flexibility, allows the boundary to morph into various
geometric configurations. All the embedded magnets in the
meta-atoms and the boundary are oriented in the same direc-

tion (i.e., north pole facing upward). The repulsive forces be-
tween the disk’s magnets and the magnetic boundary cause
the disks to self-assemble into their lowest potential energy
locations. The final assembly is a function of the number of
magnetic particles and the geometry of the confining magnetic
boundary (Fig. 1b).

To study the self-assembly of meta-atoms within a con-
fining boundary, we systematically vary both the number of
magnetic particles and the number of edges of the magnetic
boundary34. We consider boundaries with a number of edges,
n = 3-6 (i.e., triangle, square, pentagon, and hexagon) in ad-
dition to n = ∞ (i.e., circle). We simulate the self-assembly
of the particles using the Newmark method35 and observe the
emerging pattern. All disks start at random positions within
the boundary. Then, the position of each disk evolves over
time, governed only by the repulsive magnetic forces acting
on them. It is important to note that no external shaking of
the boundary or the disks is required. Eventually, the system
reaches its equilibrium state where a pattern emerges. Within
each confining boundary shape, there exist multiple intrigu-
ing stable patterns with endless possibilities that emerge re-
gardless of the initial positions of the disks. As an example,
we show case one pattern per boundary-shape with a given
number of magnetic disks (Fig. 2a-e). For a triangle bound-

Figure 1. Concept. a) Schematic of a portion (4 links) of flexible,
bike-chain-like magnetic boundary. b) Wave transmission through
the self-assembled lattice comprised of magnet-embedded disks con-
fined within the flexible boundary.
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Figure 2. Self-assembly of different disk numbers and boundaries. (a-e) Numerical and (f-j) experimental self assembly of (a, f) 31
disks within a triangle boundary, (b, g) 25 disks within a square boundary, (c, h) 51 disks within a pentagon boundary, (d, i) 37 disks within
a hexagon boundary, and (e, j) 25 disks within a circle boundary. (k-t) Numerical (opaque) and experimental (transparent) histograms of the
(k-o) distances and (p-t) angles between the self assembled disks. The Delaunay triangulations are shown in the insets.

ary confining 31 disks, a distorted triangular lattice emerges
(Fig. 2a). Within the square boundary, 25 disks self assemble
into a square lattice (Fig. 2b). Within the pentagon bound-
ary, 51 disks emerge into a quasi-crystal pattern with five-fold
rotational symmetry (Fig. 2c). For 37 disks confined within
a hexagon boundary, a triangular lattice emerges (Fig. 2d).
Within the circle boundary, 25 disks self assemble into an
amorphous pattern (Fig. 2e).

To validate our numerical findings, we replicate the sim-
ulations experimentally. We start by placing each simulated
boundary shape with the specified number of randomly po-
sitioned disks on an air-bearing surface (air-hockey table).
When the air-bearing is activated, the disks float on a thin
layer of air which minimizes the friction between the disk’s
bottom surface and the air-bearing’s surface allowing the mag-
netic repulsion forces to dominate the assembly dynamics.
For all considered boundary shapes, we observe the emer-
gence of identical patterns to the simulated ones (Fig. 4 f-j).

To analyze the resultant patterns, we perform Delaunay tri-
angulation on the disk equilibrium positions within the five
boundaries (Fig. 2k-t). We calculate the histogram distribu-
tions of the distances (bin width 2 mm) and angles (bin width

5◦) of each lattice. Immediately, we note the stark difference
in the distribution of distances and angles between the case of
the hexagonal boundary (Fig. 2n,s) and the circular boundary
(Fig. 2o,t). In the hexagonal boundary, for both the distances
between disks (Fig. 2n) and the angles of the lattice (Fig. 2s),
the distribution is very narrow, indicating uniformity through-
out the lattice. In the circular boundary, the distribution for
both the distances and the angles (Fig. 2t) between the disks
(Fig. 2o) is very wide, indicating variability throughout the
assembly.

To quantify the emerging order, or the lack thereof, of the
numerically simulated emergent lattices, we define a crys-
tallinity index (C.I.) as the addition of the two highest his-
togram bin values to account for statistical variance. In the
case of the hexagonal boundary, the addition of the two high-
est bins for both the angles of the lattice and distances be-
tween the disks, is 100%, indicating high crystallinity within
the lattice (Fig. 2n,s). Conversely, in the case of the circular
boundary, the C.I. for the angles of the lattice and distances
between adjacent disks is 33.33% and 34.85%, respectively,
indicating an amorphous assembly (i.e., no crystallinity) (Fig.
2o,t). In the case of the square boundary, we observe two bell
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shaped histograms for both the histogram of the lattice an-
gles (Fig. 2q) and the histogram of the distances between the
disks (Fig. 2l). This distribution results from the geometry
of the isosceles-resembling triangles formed during Delaunay
triangulation. The distribution aligns with the inherent char-
acteristic of an isosceles triangle (i.e., two smaller angles and
one larger angle, and two similar side lengths and one dif-
fering side length). We quantify this distribution by labeling
the C.I. of each bell curve of the lattice angles and disk dis-
tances histograms. In the case of the pentagonal boundary, we
observe a similar trend of two distinct bell curves present in
each histogram (Fig. 2m,r); however, this distribution is due to
the formation of a quasi-crystalline lattice, instead of isosceles
triangles from the Delaunay triangulation. We experimentally
validate the numerical histogram distributions, by performing
a Delaunay triangulation of the experimental self assemblies
of the lattices, and observe the same trends (transparent bars
in Figure 2k-t).

To understand the dynamical behavior of the emerging pat-
terns, we consider their wave transmission characteristics.
Each pattern, aside from the quasi-crystal assembly within
the pentagon boundary and the amorphous assembly within
the circle boundary, possesses translational symmetry. The
symmetry allows for the conventional use of Bloch analysis
to determine the transmission characteristics through each lat-
tice. The resulting dispersion curves represent a correlation
between frequency and wave number, revealing the expected
transmission regions within the frequency spectrum (Fig. 3a,
b&d). To obtain the dispersion curves of the quasi-crystal
lattice, we implement the supercell method36, where we de-
rive the equations of motion of an artificial unit cell consist-
ing of 19 central disks (i.e., masses) connected by springs and
dampers (see supplemental material) and assume infinite rep-
etition of this unit cell in space (Fig. 3c). For the amorphous
lattice within the circular boundary, there exists no dispersion
curves as there is no translational nor rotational symmetry
(Fig. 3e).

To numerically validate the analytical dispersion curves, we
simulate the frequency response function (FRF) of each lat-
tice using the Verlet method. We excite each lattice with a
chirp signal in the direction of a specified lattice vector (see
supplemental material), and calculate the fast Fourier trans-
form (FFT) of the displacement of a disk along the direction
of the lattice vector to obtain the numerical wave transmission
through each lattice (Fig. 3f-j). The numerical transmission
spectra for each lattice match very well with the analytical dis-
persion curves. To experimentally verify the numerical and
analytical transmission spectra, we excite each lattice with a
chirp signal and track the motion of the disks in time using an
overhead camera. We post-process the images and perform an
FFT on the temporal signal of one the freely floating disks to
obtain the experimentally observed transmission within each
lattice (Fig. 3k-o). The experimental transmission for each
lattice matches well with the analytical and numerical trans-
mission, with the tendency of having a slightly lower upper
transmission cutoff, except in the case of the amorphous lat-
tice within the circular boundary.

All realized patterns are remarkable in their own accord

Figure 3. Wave transmission within the self-assembled patterns.
(a-e) Dispersion curves of the emergent unit cells within each assem-
bly for (a) triangular, (b) square, (c) quasi-crystal, and (d) triangular
lattice. (f-j) Numerical wave transmission within the (f) triangle, (g)
square, (h) pentagon, (i) hexagon, and (j) circle boundary. (k-o) Ex-
perimental wave transmission within the (f) triangle, (g) square, (h)
pentagon, (i) hexagon, and (j) circle boundary.

as they span varying levels of order and symmetry, how-
ever, each pattern contains different number of meta-atoms,
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Figure 4. Re-programmable self-assembly. (a) Experimental self-assembly of 51 disks within an abstract boundary shape (1-4). (b)
Evolution of the magnetic boundary from an abstract shape to a pentagon (5-8). (c) Evolution of the magnetic boundary from a pentagon shape
to a circle (9-12). (d-f) Numerical and (g-i) experimental self-assembly of the 51 disks within the (d, g) abstract, (e, h) pentagon, and (f, i)
circle boundary. (j-o) Numerical (opaque) and experimental (transparent) histograms of the (j-l) angles and (m-o) distances between the self
assembled disks. The Delaunay triangulations are shown in the insets.

boundary magnets, perimeter length (i.e., magnetic links), and
area. This translates to significant change in the required
conditions of the assembly to alternate from one phase of
matter to another. To overcome this limitation, and make it
rather simple to shift between phases, we find a single num-
ber of meta-atoms that can assemble into different states (crys-
talline, quasi-crystal, and amorphous) using the same perime-
ter length and number of boundary magnets. We start by con-
sidering an abstract arrangement of the boundary links with
51 confined meta-atoms resting at random positions (Fig. 4-
a1). Once the air bearing is activated, friction is minimized
and the intrinsic magnetic repulse force drive the meta-atoms
to rearrange themselves (Fig. 4a(2-4)), eventually settling in
an arrangement that resembles a distorted triangular lattice.
With 51 disks within the abstract boundary, we observe the
emergence of a distorted triangular lattice. To ensure the sta-
bility of the emerging assembly, we repeat the experiment nu-
merous times using the same boundary shape, but with dif-
ferent random initial positions of the disks. Regardless of the
initial disk positions, the final emerging pattern is always a
distorted triangular lattice (Fig. 4 g). Furthermore, to verify
our findings, we simulate the self-assembly numerically using
the Verlet method35. Similar to the experiments, we start the
disks at random positions and allow their positions to evolve
over time, governed by the repulsive magnetic forces, until the
system reaches its equilibrium state (Fig. 4 d). Once more,
regardless of the initial positions of the disks, they always

self-assemble in the same distorted triangular lattice. With-
out deactivating the air-bearing, removing or adding disks, or
modifying the boundary linkages, we reshape the magnetic
boundary into a pentagonal shape in real-time and continue to
monitor the evolution of the assembly (Fig. 4 b). The disks
self-assemble into a quasi-crystalline pattern (Fig. 4 h), with
no clear translational symmetry. The final assembly features a
pentagon pattern at the center, surrounded by hexagons from
all sides. Moreover, we also simulate the process numerically
and obtain the same final quasi-crystalline pattern (Fig. 4 e).
Finally, we reshape the boundary further to resemble a cir-
cular shape, while keeping the air-bearing on, and continue
to record the evolution of the assembly (Fig. 4 c). The fi-
nal assembly, similar to that obtained in a parallel numerical
simulation, is amorphous with no clear symmetry (Fig. 4 f,i).

To further quantify the emerging patterns and estimate the
intrinsic order (crystallinity) of the lattices within the flex-
ible boundary, we use Delaunay triangulation (Fig. 4 d-i).
The distributions of lattice angles and distances between the
fixed number of the meta-atoms and the morphing boundary
closely resemble those of the previously obtained assemblies
with similar features. The distorted triangular lattice within
the morphing abstract boundary (Fig. 4 j, m) and the triangu-
lar boundary (Fig. 2 k, p) both show unimodal distributions,
highlighting their similar lattice structures. In the case of the
pentagonal boundary, the distribution of the lattice angles and
distances are also two distinct bell curves, similar to those re-
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Figure 5. Re-programmable wave transmission. (a-c) Disper-
sion curves of the emergent unit cells within each assembly for (a)
triangular and (b) quasi-crystal lattice. (d-f) Numerical wave trans-
mission within the (d) triangle, (e) pentagon, and (f) circle boundary.
(g-i) Experimental wave transmission within the (g) triangle, (h) pen-
tagon, and (i) circle boundary.

ported in Figure 2m,r. In the case of the circular boundary,
the distributions of the lattice angles and disk distances are
single bell curves, that have much larger distributions in com-
parison to the abstract and pentagon boundary shapes (Fig. 4
l,o). We utilize the Delaunay triangulation on the experimen-
tal self assemblies to quantify and experimentally verify the
lattice formations. We determine the crystallinity index of the
distances between adjacent disks and angles of the lattices to
be very close to those of the numerical self assemblies (Fig. 4

j-o).
To understand the dynamical behavior of the morphable

patterns, we consider their wave transmission characteris-
tics. For the abstract boundary, we can define the unit cell
of the lattice, assume infinite periodicity, and analytically de-
termine the dispersion curves and transmission using Bloch’s
theorem37 (Fig. 5a). The lattice present within the pentagon
boundary has no definitive unit cell and therefore no trans-
lational symmetry, preventing the use of conventional Bloch
analysis; however, the same Supercell Method employed ear-
lier can model the transmission through a quasi-crystalline
lattice remarkably well36 (Fig. 5b). The amorphous lattice
present within the circular boundary (Fig. 5c) has no transla-
tional symmetry nor rotational symmetry, rendering the ana-
lytical modeling of transmission through the lattice to be im-
plausible. To numerically validate the analytical dispersion
curves, we simulate the frequency response function (FRF) of
each assembly using the Verlet method. We excite each lattice
with a chirp signal in the direction of a specified lattice vector
(see supplemental material) and take a fast Fourier transform
(FFT) of the displacement (in the direction of excitation) of
a specified disk within the lattice vector (Fig. 5d-f). The nu-
merical transmission within the abstract and pentagon bound-
ary match relatively well with the analytical dispersion curves.
We validate the transmission ranges of the self-assembled pat-
terns experimentally. The experimental transmission matches
relatively well with the analytical and numerical transmission,
with the tendency to have a slightly lower upper transmission
frequency cutoff.

In summary, we have analytically, numerically, and exper-
imentally demonstrated the dynamic tunability (i.e., repro-
gramming) of the self-assembly of magnetic particles. The
resulting patterns span a varying level of order and symme-
try, with our assemblies showing crystalline, quasi-crystalline,
and amorphous patterns. Furthermore, we demonstrate the
transition between all three phases with the same number
of particles, boundary magnets, links and perimeter. In the
instances of translational (i.e., distorted triangular) or rota-
tional symmetry (i.e., quasi-crystal), we analytically modeled
and numerically and experimentally verified the transmission
ranges through each lattice. Our platform can be utilized
to manipulate ultra-low frequency waves, within a relatively
small space. The inherent nonlinear potentials within each
lattice can be harnessed to demonstrate phenomena with no
linear parallel such as amplitude dependent response, bifurca-
tion, chaos and solitons.38–45 In addition, the self-assembly of
the different lattices can be key in creating re-programmable
materials with exceptional properties.29,46–48
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Appendix A: Experimental methods

To fabricate the flexible boundary, we cut each link from acrylic glass using a laser cutter (Full-Spectrum 24 Pro Series),
embed the 3 mm × 3 mm cylindrical permanent magnets 29 mm apart from one another, and assemble the confining boundary
shape atop an air-bearing table (New way S1030002). To fabricate the magnetic particles, we laser cut 51 acrylic glass disks,
each having a diameter of 8 mm, concentrically embed a 3 mm × 3 mm cylindrical permanent magnet, and adhere a glass
slide to the underside of the magnet-embedded disk to further reduce friction. To excite each lattice, we use a mechanical shaker
(type 4810) and function generator (Keysight Technollgies 33512B). We use an overhead camera (Blackfly-S USB3) to capture
the motion of the disks in time and post-process the images using the digital image correlation software (DICe) to obtain the
displacement of each disk in time.

Appendix B: Dispersion analysis for ordered lattices

For each of the considered systems, the eigenvalue problem for the unit cell composed of a single floating disk can be written
as:

[−ω2M + iωC(κ) + K(κ)]ϕ = 0, (B1)

where ω is the frequency, M =

[
m 0
0 m

]
is the mass matrix where m = 0.305 g is the mass of a magnet-embedded disk,

i =
√
−1, C(κ) is the damping matrix as a function of wave number κ, K(κ) is the stiffness matrix as a function of wave

number, and ϕ = [u v]T is the Bloch displacement vector in the x and y directions. The stiffness and damping matrices are
written as

K(κ) = 2

p∑
i=1

{f,d(di)ei ⊗ ei[cos(κ ·Ri)− 1]}+ 2

p∑
i=1

{
f(di)

di
(I − ei ⊗ ei)[cos(κ ·Ri)− 1]

}
(B2)

C(κ) = 2

p∑
i=1

clatticeei ⊗ ei[cos(κ ·Ri)− 1] (B3)

respectively, where p is the number of unit vectors that defines the unit cell, di is the mode value of the distances between the
disks in the lattice in the ith direction, ei are the unit vectors, ⊗ is the dyadic product, Ri = Lei are the lattice vectors where
L is the distance between disks along the same lattice vector, and clattice is the experimentally determined damping value of the
lattice. The stiffness matrix in equation B2 takes into account the repulsive forces between the magnetic particles following an
inverse power law in the form f(d) = Adγ and f,d(d) as its first derivative. For a dipole-dipole interaction22, A = 3µB2/4π,
where µ is the permeability of air and B is the magnetic moment. We perform a Bloch state space transformation49 to formulate
the transformed eigenvalue problem:

[−ω2M(κ) + K(κ)]ϕ = 0, (B4)

where M(κ) =

[
0 M
M C(κ)

]
and K(κ) =

[
−M 0

0 K(κ)

]
are the transformed mass and stiffness matrices, respectively.

To obtain the frequency-wave number relationship of the appropriate lattices, we assemble the stiffness (Eqn. B2) and damping
matrices (Eqn. B3) where the unit vectors for the lattice within the triangle and hexagon boundary are e1 = [1, 0]T , e2 =

[0.5,
√
3/2]T , and e3 = [−0.5,

√
3/2]T , within the square boundary are e1 = [1, 0]T , e2 = [0, 1]T , and formulate and solve

the transformed eigenvalue problem (Eqn. B4) to obtain the dispersion curves using a value of L = 31 mm for the lattice
within the triangle boundary, L = 37 mm for the lattice within the hexagon boundary, or L = 34 mm for the lattice within
the square boundary (Fig. 3a, d, b). By solving equation B4, using p = 3 lattice vectors, the unit vectors are e1 = [1, 0]T ,
e2 = [0.5,

√
3/2]T , and e3 = [−0.5,

√
3/2]T , L = 23mm, and using the experimentally determined damping value cabstract =

5.35× 10−4 kg/s, we obtain the dispersion curves of the distorted triangular lattice (Fig. 5a).

Appendix C: Pentagon lattice analytical modeling

To obtain the analytical transmission through the quasi-crystalline lattices (Fig. 3c and 5b), we implement the supercell
method36. We start by numerically modeling the self-assembly of a lattice with 76 disks confined within a pentagon-shaped
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Figure A1. Unit cell couplings. Defined unit cells (left) and the mass-spring couplings (right) of unit cells with a) 6, b) 19, and c) 40 masses.

boundary and ensure the self-assembly of these disks match the locations of the disks seen within the flexible boundary pentagon
lattice. Then, we define three unit cells of three different sizes resulting in three different number of disks per unit cell: (1) 6
disks, (2) 19 disks, and (3) 40 disks (Fig. A1 (a-c, left)). We define couplings between the disks such that the unit cell has
translational symmetry when repeated in the x-direction (i, i+ 1, i− 1) and y-direction (j, j + 1, j − 1) (Fig. A1 (a-c, right)).
We calculate the static repulsive forces between each pair of disks using the inverse power law f(d) = Adγ and f,d(d) as its
first derivative where A = 9.617×10−11, γ = −4, where d is determined through the numerical simulations for each individual
disk coupling.

We utilize the experimentally determined damping value for the lattice in figure 3, c = 3.114 × 10−4 kg/s and figure 5,
c = 5.73 × 10−5 kg/s, and derive the equations of motion for each unit cell. From the equations of motion, we formulate the
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Figure A2. Pentagon boundary dispersion from figure 3. Generated dispersion curves for three distinct unit cells defined within the
pentagon lattice consisting of 76 disks. Dispersion curves generated for unit cell with a) 6, b) 19, and c) 40 masses.

Figure A3. Pentagon boundary dispersion from figure 5. Generated dispersion curves for three distinct unit cells defined within the flexible
pentagon lattice consisting of 76 disks. Dispersion curves generated for unit cell with a) 6, b) 19, and c) 40 masses.

mass, stiffness, and damping matrices, assume infinite repetition of each unit cell (in order to use Bloch analysis), and assemble
and solve the transformed eigenvalue problem (Eqn. B4) to generate the three sets of dispersion curves of the quasi-crystalline
lattice in both Figure 3 and 5 with three different unit cells (Figs. A2 and A3). In the case of 6 masses per unit cell, we observe
stop bands that does not match with either the numerically nor the experimentally obtained transmissions (Fig. A3a). As the
number of masses included in the unit cell increases, the stop bands (regions of attenuation) shrink, but the overall span of the
transmission region remain relatively similar.

Appendix D: Wave transmission analysis

To obtain the numerically simulated and experimentally verified transmission data (FFTs) (Fig. 5(g-i)(ii, iii), 3(k-o)(ii, iii)),
excited each lattice with a single excitation disk in the direction of a defined lattice vector, and performed an FFT on a single
disk within the same lattice vector (Fig. A4). The lattice within each boundary shape has its own unique lattice vector that
remains consistent throughout the numerical simulations and experimental testing. The FFT of the FFT disk is performed on the
displacement of the disk parallel to the direction of excitation.
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Figure A4. Defined lattice vectors. Numerically simulated self-assembly of lattices with fixed (blue) and flexible (black) boundaries confined
to the a) triangle, b) square, c) pentagon, d) hexagon, e) circle, f) flexible abstract, g) flexible pentagon, and h) flexible circle boundaries. The
excitation disk, direction of excitation, disks included in lattice vector, and disk the FFT was performed on are shown within each lattice and
labeled by the legend.
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