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On multiple translative tiling in the plane

Qi Yang

Abstract. This paper shows that in the plane, a multiple translative tile is a multiple lattice
tile.

1. Introduction

Let K be a convex body with non-empty interior int(X) and boundary 0K, and let X be a
discrete multiset in E¢. We call K + X a translative tiling of E¢ and call K a translative tile if
K + X = E? and any pair of translates int(K) + x; are disjoint. In other words, K + X is both a
packing and a covering in E? . Particularly, if X is a lattice in E? , we call K 4+ X a lattice tiling
of E¢ and call K a lattice tile.

Apparently, a translative tile is a convex polytope. It was shown by Minskowski [§] in 1897
that every translative tile must be centrally symmetric. In 1954, Venkov [II] proved that every
translative tile must be a lattice tile. Later, a new proof for this beautiful result was independently
discovered by McMullen [9].

Let X be a discrete multiset in E? and let k be a positive integer. We call K + X a k-fold
translative tiling of E? and call K a translative k-tile if any point € E? belongs to at least
k translates of K in K + X and every point # € E? belongs to at most k translates of int(K)
in int(K) + X. In other words, if K + X is both a k-fold packing and a k-fold covering in EZ.
Particularly, if X is a lattice in E¢, we call K + X a k-fold lattice tiling of E¢ and call K a lattice
k-tile. We call K a multiple translative (lattice) tile if K is a translative (lattice) k-tile for some
positive integer k.

In 1936, multiple tiling was first investigated by FurtwAdngler [2] as a generalization of
MinkowskiaAZs conjecture on cube tiling. For more information, see [I0], [5] and [14]. Simi-
lar to MinkowskiaAZs characterization, it was shown by Gravin, Robins and Shiryaev [4] that a
translational k-tile must be a centrally symmetric polytope with centrally symmetric facets. As an
analogy to the beautiful results of Venkov [11I] and McMullen [9], it is natural to ask if a multiple
translative tile is a multiple lattice tile.

In 2000, Kolountzakis [6] studied the structure of a multiple translative tiling by proving that,
if D is a two dimensional convex domain which is not a parallelogram and D + X is a multiple
tiling in 2, then X must be a finite union of 2-dimensional translated lattice. In 2013, Gravin,
Kolountzakis, Robins and Shiryae [3] discovered a similar result in E3.

Let 7(K) denote the smallest integer k such that K can form a k-fold translative tiling in E?,
and let 7*(K) denote the smallest integer k such that K can form a k-fold lattice tiling in E¢. For
convenience, we define 7(K) = oo if K cannot form translative tiling of any multiplicity. Clearly,
for every centrally symmetric convex polytope we have 7(K) < 7*(K).

At the end of [3], several open problems were proposed. One of them is: Prove or disprove
that if any polytope k tile E? by translations, then it is also m tile E? by lattice, for a possibly
different m. i.e. Prove or disprove that 7(K) < oo imply that 7*(K) < oco. This paper confirms the
two-dimensional case of this problem. We acknowledge that this result is independently discovered
by Liu [7].

In 2017, Yang and Zong [12] studied the multiple translative tiling with given multiplicity.
Later, Zong [I5] characterized all the two-dimensional five-fold lattice tile. Afterwards, Yang and
Zong [13] showed that in the plane 7(P) = 5 imply that 7*(P) = 5 and thus characterized all the
two-dimensional translative tile. There is very little known in relations between 7(P) and 7*(P),
even in the plane.
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The main result of this paper is the following theorem :

Theorem 1. In the plane, a multiple translative tile is a multiple lattice tile.

2. Preparation
To prove theorem 1 we need the following known results.

The structure of a multiple translative tiling in the plane

Theorem 2 (Mihail N.Kolountzakis [6]). Suppose that P+ X is a multiple translative tiling,
where X is a multiset in the plane. If P is not a parallelogram, then X is a finite union of
two-dimensional lattices.

By slightly modifying the method used in U.Bolle [I], we can get more information about the
structure of a multiple translative tiling. Without specific statement, assume that P+ X is a k-fold
translative tiling in the plane for some positive integer k.

Definition 1 (U.Bolle [1]). Let L(e) be the straight line containing e, where e is an edge of
P+xandx e X.
A point p € L(e) is called a normal point if there is an ¢ > 0 with

(B:(P)\L(e)) N (| (x+0P)) =0,

xeX

where B.(p) denotes the open circular disc with center p and radius €. Since X is a discrete
multiset in E2, one can deduce that almost all points of L(e) are normal and the non-normal
points form a discrete set.

For normal points we define two functions n;(i = 1,2) by

Ni(p)={x€ X |x+ P Ccd{H;} and p € x+ 0P} (1)

ni(p) = |Ni(p)| (2)

where H;(i = 1,2) are the two half-planes defined by L(e) and c¢l{H;} are the closure of {H,}.

In fact, n1(p) = na2(p) for all normal points p. For, if B; = B.(p) N H;, each point in B; is
cover exactly k times, and if we cross L(e) in p from By to Bs, then we leave n; translates of P
and enter no translates of P.

Assume that P is a centrally symmetric polygon with center o and 2m edges for some positive
integer m > 4. Let vi,va,...,va,, be the 2m vertices of P enumerated in the counterclockwise order.
Define €, = Vi1 —V; (1 S 7 S 2m,v1 = V2m+1), e;‘ = Vitm — Vit1, 1 S 7 S m.

Lemma 3. Suppose that x € X. For each i (1 < i <m), either x — e; or x — e’ belongs to X.

Proof. Assume that x — e ¢ X and x — e; ¢ X. Let L be the line determined by e; + x. Since
the value of n; of the normal points on the line L can only change at endpoints of translates of e;.
Let R be the endpoint v; + x of e; + x, let @1 and @2 be normal points of L separated by R such
that there are only normal points between R and Q;.

Since x — e; ¢ X, then we have n1(Q1) > n1(Q2) and so n2(Q1) # n2(Q2) . It is easy to see
that R is an endpoint of a translates of e;4,,, as shown by Figure 1. By assumption, the other
endpoint R* of e; +x cannot belong to the same translate of €;,,, then we have na(Q1) < na(Q2),
a contradiction. As a conclusion, we’ve proved the lemma 3. H



v, +x=R* e, \yv,+x=R

Figure 1

Theorem 4 (Bolle[I]). A convex polygon is a k-fold lattice tile for a lattice A and some positive
integer k if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

1. It is centrally symmetric.

2. When it is centered at the origin, in the relative interior of each edge g there is a point of 1A
3. If the midpoint of g is not in 1A then g is a lattice vector of A.

3. Proof of Theorem 1

By Theorem 2, we can easily deduce that X can be represented as

Ul

where A; N A/ is at most one-dimensional sublattice, for any 1 < j # j' <.

lJ
A +x x‘EEQ) (3)

Lemma 5. For each 1 < j < [ there exists some positive integer §; such that either e; or e
belongs to 7 A foralli =1,2,.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we are going to show that there exists some positive integer 1
such that either e; or e} belongs to %Al foralli=1,2,....m

First, the following will be shown:

(i) For each 1 <7 <m,

pi€; + qief € Ay, where p;, ¢;(1 <1 < m) are some non-negative integers and can’t be zero at
the same time.

Given A + x¥, the lattice A; + x% can be divided into two parts A and B,

A={xe A +xf|x—e € X}

B={xecA +x}|x—e € X}

and obviously, AU B = A; + x} by lemma 3.
Since A1 NA; (j # 1) is at most one-dimensional sublattice, so ((A—e1)NA;)U((B —e])NA;)

for j # 1 is at most one-dimensional sublattice. Therefore there must be a lattice A1 + xd’(k D 1<

¥(k,1) <1ly) such that

(A—e) N (A +xY®D) or (B—ef)n (A +xVED)

contains infinite elements and is two-dimensional.

So we have either x¥ — e; = xlf(k’l) or xf —ef = xlf(k’l). Then we can define a morphism v
from {1,2,...,11} to itself:



1(k) = ¢(k, 1)
such that x} —e; = xqfl(k) or xf —ef = qupl(k).
In this way we get a sequence {a;}(a; € {1,...,11}) with
ai+1 = P1(ai)

Clearly, there exist two elements ay,, an, of this sequence that a,,
exist non-negative integers p;, ¢; such that

—pie; —qel € A(1<i<m)
where p;, g; are not zero at same time.

Suppose that u, v are the basis vectors of Aj, then we have that

pie; + gie; = a;u+b;v
where a;,b; € Z .

It’s easy to see that

~

1

ef =) —(ex)+ > ex2<i<m)

k=1 k=i+1

m
e] = E ek
k=2
m
So

m
pie1 + q; Zek =aiu+byv

k=2
i—1 m

qi Z —(exr) + piei + qi e =au+bv(2<i<m)
k=1

k=i+1

Define I = {1 <i<m:¢q =0andsoe; € %Al} and I' = {1,2,..m}\I, and denote the

= ap,, which means there

(®)

indicator function of I’ by §;.. Then the above equation can be represented as follows:

i—1
gi Yy —(er)or (k) + op:(i)
k=1

k=i+1
where a, b} are rational numbers.

|I’|. Then we have

pi€i + ¢ Z dr (k)ex = aju+byv

9)

For convenience, those edges in {e;};c;s can be re-enumerated in original order, and denote by
ei(1<j <), where I'

G e @l €]
—q2 P2 ... q@| |e - B [U]
—qr —-qr ... pr e;l

where all entries of B are rational numbers.

By a series of linear matrix transformation , we get

1 1] e}
-1 phy ... 1] |e€h _p |
-1 -1 .. | ey



where pf(1 < i <[’) are non-negative rational numbers and all entries of B’ are rational numbers.

Define

[ 1
1 A 1

AWy pp) = | (0
-1 =1 .. D)

Next, we are going to prove that if p; > 0 for each 1 <4 <[’ and some p}; > 0, then A(p}, ..., p},)
is invertible. We are going to prove this assertion by induction on I’.

It is obvious that the assertion is true while I’ = 1. Assume that the assertion holds for
!'<n-1.

Next, we are going to prove this assertion holds when !’ = n. The determinant of A(pj,...,p})
can be seen as a function of variables p, ...,p},. It is easy to calculate that the partial derivative
of A(p},...,p},) respect to pj(1 <i <1')is A(p},...,P;_1,Pit1,--» Py ), by the assumption, which is
greater than 0.

Clearly, A(0,0,...0) = 0 when !’ is odd, otherwise A(0,0,...0) = 1. As a conclusion, we’ve
proved the assertion.

When p) =0 for all 1 <4 <1, then g;ef € A; for i € I’ and e; € A; for each ¢ € I.

When p; # 0 for some 1 < ¢ < I/, then A(p],...,p},) is invertible, so there exists an invertible
matrix A(p},...,p},) ! such that

°
e2 = 14(1)/17 ...7p;/)_1BI |:u:|
v
S
Since all entries of A(p],...,p),)”" and B’ are rational numbers, there exists a positive integer
1 such that all entries of 81 A(p), ...,p, ) "' B’ are integers, i.e. e; € =~ A; for each i € I'.
1 1 g B

As a conclusion, we’ve proved that there exist 1 such that for all 1 < i < m, either e; or e
belongs to %Al. Similarly, we can prove the case of any other lattice A;(1 < j <), lemma 5 is
proved. B

By lemma 4 and lemma 5, in order to prove Theorem 1, it is suffice to show that for some A;,
there is a point of %AJ— in the relative interior of e; for each i(1 <i < m).
J

Lemma 6. ii) With above notations, for some j(1 < j < 1), there exists a point of %ﬂAJ— in the
J

relative interior of e; for each 1 < ¢ < m, where f3; is some positive integer.
Proof. To prove lemma 6, it is sufficient to discuss the following two cases:

Case 1. For some A;, there exists some i(1 < i < m) such that pe;, and ge; € A;, where
p.q € Q\{0}.
By lemma 5, it is easy to deduce that for all i(1 < i < m), ¢;e} € A; for some positive ¢; € Q,
so there exists some positive integer 3; such that e} € %Aj for all e}, the middle point of every
J

edge e; of P belongs to %&Aj, lemma 6 holds.

Case 2. For each Aj(1 < j <), pe; and ge] can not belong to A; at the same time for each
1 <i < 'm, where p, ¢ are arbitrary non-zero rational numbers.

In this case, we are going to prove that lemma 6 holds for A; ( The argument for other lattice
A; is similar). If e belongs to %Al for some positive integer 5, then the midpoint of e; belongs
to the lattice %Al. Otherwise e; € %Al for some positive integer 3, then it is suffice to show that
there exist g € %Al such that g — e} = Ae; for some A € R.



Assume that e* ¢ LA, for any positive integer 3. Then we have e; € +A; for some positive
1 B Yy g 3

integer 3, which means that pe; € A; for some positive rational number p. Define Q = {A; —l—x;?, 1<
j <1,1 <k <lI;}. For convenience, we may assume that ye; and u are the basis vectors of lattice
A1. Denote the line containing e; + x} + nu(n € Z) by L(xi,n).

Let p;’" be a normal point in the relative interior of e; + x1 + jue; 4+ nu for each j € Z. Since

ny (pjln) = nz(p;’n) > 0, then we define

1, 1, 1,
Pin = {Yj i Y; "e N2(Pj "}ez

Apparently, we can find an infinite subset I'} ,, of T'1 ,, which its elements are contained in the
same translated lattice in €, denote the corresponding lattice by A(T'y ).

Define W1 = {n € N:pey ¢ A(T'y ,,)for any p € Q}. If |W1| < oo, then [N\W;| = co and so we
can find an infinite subset W7 of N\W; that the corresponding translated lattice A(T'1,,,) for every

n € W/ is identical, denote this lattice by A(1). For each n € W7, let p?’" be a normal point in the

relative interior of the edge e; + yjl.’" for le_

define I' ,, as follows:

™ eT,,. Since nl(p?") = n2(p§’") > 0, by analogy,

Ty, = {yj271 : y?’" € Nz(pg’") for j such that yjl-’" el .} (11)

then we can find an infinite subset I'y ,, of 'z, such that its elements are contained in the same
translated lattice in €, denote the corresponding lattice by A(T'z ).

/ 2,n

om =1y 1¥in € Al2,5)} (12)
p(2)‘n plz-" pz.n
1

€ XX, +nu e,
L(x},n) p." P’ p.”
..... P+X|+nu X|Hjue, +1| oeoen
Figure 2

Similarly, we can define the set Wy = {n € W/ : pe1 ¢ A(T'2,)for any p € Q}. If |[Wa| < oo,
then we can define an infinite subset W3 of W{\W,. Next, we are going to use induction to define
the notations appeared in the following argument.

Suppose that we have |[W}| < co(k > 2), and |W)_,| = oo. Then there is an infinite subset
W, of W}_,\W}, that the corresponding translated lattice A(T'x ) for every n € W} is identical,
denote this lattice by A(k).

Let p?“’n be a normal point in the relative interior of the edge e; + y?’n for y?’n €T}, and
ne Wwj.
Since ng (p?"’l’") = ng(p;ﬁl’") > 0, define I'yy1 ,, as follows:
Tpsrn = {y; 70" yith™ € No(ph*h™) for j such that y}" € T}, .} (13)



then we can find an infinite subset I', in of I'y41,n, which its elements are contained in the same
translated lattice in €2, denote the corresponding lattice denote by A(T'k11n)-

k41, k41,
Fi’c-‘rl,n = {Yj+ " yj+ "€ ATkg1,n) N F;c+1,n}

and define Wi 1 = {n € W[ : pe1 ¢ A(k+1,n) for any p € Q}.

Since || < oo, there are only two possible cases: (a) |Wy+| = oo for some positive integer
kE*(k*>1); (b) A(K) = A(K") for two different positive integers &, k”.

(a) If |Wy«| = oo for some positive integers k*(k* > 1), then there exist two elements n;,ng of
Wi such that A(k*,ny) = A(k*, n2).

By the definition of A(k*,ny), u’xe1 € A(k*,n1) for some p/ € R, and by the definition of Wy,
p' is an irrational number. Again, by the definition of Wi, g * €5 € A(k*,n;) for some positive
rational number q.

By the definition of A(k*, ny), there exist two elements yf/* e A(k*,n1) and yf;’m € A(k*,nq)
such that:

y;?,*’"l =x] +nju—k*el + \ze; (14)
E*na 1 ® sk
vt =%1 + 4nou— k¥e] + \seq (15)

where A3, Ay € R and some j', j" € Z.
Combined (14)-(15),

y;-c,*’"l - y;-c;’m = (n1 —n2)u+ (A3 — \)eq (16)

Since p'e; and ge} are linearly independent, then we have

k*,n1 k™, n2

vy "=y = ap'er + bgej (17)
where a,b € Q and bg # 0 (since ny # na).
Since u and e; are linearly independent, then we have
e}‘ = /\5u + /\6e1 (18)
When A5 € Q, then there is a point g in the lattice %Al such that

*
g—€ = As€1

which means that for some positive integer 3, there is a lattice point of %Al in the relative interior
of eq.

When A5 ¢ Q, combined (16),(17) and (18), we have

yf,*’"l — yf;’"z = ap'e; + bg(Asu + \geq) (19)

and
(n1 —no)u+ (A3 — \y)er = ap'e; + bg(Asu + Ageq) (20)
(n1 — Nng — bq)\5)u = (CL,[LI + quG + A4 — )\3)81 (21)

Since A5 ¢ Q , the left side of the equation (22) is not equal to zero. But u and e; is linearly
independent over R, then we get a contradiction.
(b) A(K') = A(K"). Suppose that ¥ < k”. By the definition of W'(k’) and W’(k"), we have that
W'(k") ¢ W/(K'). Let ny € W'(K") , let y;c, e A(K") and yf//’m € A(K") for some positive
integers j’, 7",



= x4 npu - et + Ase (22)
y?,/,/’"l =x] +nju—k’e} + \se; (23)
for some real numbers As, A4.
Then we have
v =y = (K — K)el + (A3 — e (24)

Let ngy € W/(K') and ny # ng, and let y;-c;’"z € A(K'), then we have
yom2 = xl 4 ngu - Kef + Ases (25)

y;-c*’nz - y;c/ M= (ng —ni)u+ (A5 — A3)er (26)

Suppose that %(yf;"z - y?:’"l) € A(k') for some positive integer h, by the definition of A(k’),

per € A(K') for some real number p. Since A(k') = A(K"), y;?,/,/’"l - y;?,/’"1 can be represented as
the linear combination of %(yf;m — yf/l ") and pes:
"o I z " "'
vy = ﬁl( W=y zape (27)
where z1, 20 € Q.
Combined equations (24),(26) and (27), we have
N 1
(k” — k')91 + ()\3 — )\4)61 = 21 % ((nz - nl)u + E()\5 — )\3)61) + zou€q (28)

Simplify the equation (29), we have

el = qu+ e
for some rational number ¢; and some real number 1.
As a conclusion, we’ve proved that there is a positive integer S such that there is a lattice point
g in the lattice %Al such that
g—e] = )ep
for some real number A.
Similarly, for each i(1 < ¢ < m), we can prove that there is a positive integer 5, such that there
is a lattice point g in the lattice %Al that
g—e; =\e;

for some real number );. As a conclusion of the above cases, we’ve proved lemma 6.
By Theorem 4, lemma 5 and 6, we’ve prove that there exist some j, for some positive integer
Bj, P+ %AJ— is a multiple lattice tiling, Theorem 1 is proved.
J
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