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Tilings of the sphere by congruent regular triangles and
congruent rhombi*

Qi Yuan!, Erxiao Wang?

Abstract All edge-to-edge tilings of the sphere by congruent regular triangles and con-
gruent rhombi are classified as: (1) a 1-parameter family of protosets each admitting a
unique (2a®, 3a*)-tiling like a triangular prism; (2) a 1-parameter family of protosets each
admitting 2 different (8a®, 6a)-tilings like a cuboctahedron and a triangular orthobicupola
respectively; (3) a sequence of protosets each admitting a unique (2a®, (6n — 3)a*)-tiling
like a generalized anti-triangular prism for each n > 3; (4) 26 sporadic protosets, among
which nineteen admit a unique tiling, one admits 3 different tilings, one admits 5 different
tilings, three admit 2 different tilings, two admit too many tilings to count. The moduli of
parameterized tilings and all geometric data are provided.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, all edge-to-edge monohedral tilings of the sphere by congruent simple polygons
(assuming the degree of all vertices > 3) have been fully classified after many authors’ efforts,
see [12, 13, 11, 14, 15, 16, 3, 8, 9, 10, 5]. Multihedral tilings of the sphere by regular polygons
have just been classified in both edge-to-edge and non-edge-to-edge cases, see [2]. However,
multihedral tilings of the sphere by general polygons are rarely studied.

In this paper, we will start the study of edge-to-edge dihedral tilings of the sphere by
congruent triangles and congruent quadrilaterals, and fully classify the equilateral case. In
other words, we classify edge-to-edge tilings of the sphere by congruent regular triangles and
congruent rhombi (see Fig. 1) with edge lengths a, and all vertices have degree > 3. We will
simply call such tilings (a®, a*)-tilings. We also denote the angle of the regular triangle by a and
denote the angles of the rhombus by 3,~. Without loss of generality, we assume that 3 > ~.

We use o B'9™ to mean a vertex having k copies of a, [ copies of 3, etc. The anglewise
vertex combination, abbreviatled as AVC, is the collection of all vertices in a tiling. Then the
notation T'(2a®,3a*;6a3v) means the tiling has exactly 2 regular triangles, 3 rhombi and 6
vertices /87y, and is uniquely determined by them. In general there may exist several different
tilings with the same set of vertices. Then we use {8a?, 6a*; 12023~ : 2} to mean that there are
2 different tilings.
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Figure 1: The regular triangle and the rhombus.

The icosahedron naturally gives a monohedral tiling 7(20a®; 12a°), in which any two ad-
jacent regular triangles can be merged into a rhombus i.e. 8 = 2a = 2v that produces some
(a3, a*)-tilings. We will call all such (a®,a*)-tilings to be of the icosahedral type. We also
have the octahedral type (the tetrahedral type is dismissed since it has vertices of degree 2).

The very useful tool adjacent angle deduction (abbreviated as AAD) has been introduced
in [14, Section 2.5]. We give a quick review here using Figure 2. Let “I” denote an a-
edge. Then we indicate the arrangements of angles and edges by denoting the vertices as
lalalBIBl or lalBlalBl. The notation can be reversed, such as lalalglgl = 1818lalal; and
it can be rotated, such as lalalBlBl = lalglglal. We also denote the first vertex in Fig-
ure 2 as pla---,1p181--- ,alg - lalalpl---, and denote the consecutive angle segments as

B1B, 18181, al B, lalal 1.
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Figure 2: Different Adjacent Angle Deductions of o?32.

We write *0* to mean A, i are the two angles adjacent to @ in a tile. The first picture has
the AAD |®a®l*a|7 877 87|, which gives ladal - -, lalyl-- -, lylyl- - the second has the AAD
a7 B7|%a|7 87, which gives lalyl---.

Let fa, fo be the numbers of triangle tiles and quadrilateral tiles; Sa, S¢ be the areas of
triangle tiles and quadrilateral tiles. We have f,Sa + foSo = 47 (the radius of the sphere is
always 1).

Theorem. All (a3, a*)-tilings are classified as:

1. A 1-parameter family of protosets each admitting a unique tiling T'(2a®,3a*; 6a37Y) like a
triangular prism. (See the 1st of Fig. 3);

2. A 1-parameter family of protosets each admitting 2 different tilings {8a®,6a*; 12023~y : 2}
like a cuboctahedron and a triangular orthobicupola respectively. All oB~y vertices are
lalBlalyl in the first tiling. By flipping half of the first, we get the second tiling which has
siz lalal Blyl near the equator. (See the 2nd and 3rd of Fig. 3);

3. A sequence of protosets each admitting a unique tiling T(2a%, (6n — 3)a*; 6aBy™, (6n —
6)327) like a generalized anti-triangular prism for each n > 3. (See the 4th, 5th and 6th
of Fig. 3 when n = 3,4,5);

4. Twenty-siz sporadic protosets as listed in Table 1, among which nineteen admit a unique
tiling, one admits 3 different tilings, one admits 5 different tilings, three admit 2 different
tilings, two admit too many tilings to count.



Figure 3: Some 3D pictures in the first, second and third classes.

(fas fo) Page a, B,7; a all vertices & tilings
(4,1) %,1,7:5; % 4025, 1a*
(6,3) 5 L,5 3 60z26Z 20373
(4,4) 11,1 40372, 4028
(6,2) 9 22742 4028, 2032, 1o
(4,2) 4028, 20~
(4,2) i1,44 207,202, 203y
(6,1) 2028, 203, 20
8.2) 0.4335,0.6992,7 = 3, 0.4153 80
(32.6) 10 [ 0.3621,0.5513,y = §;0.2427 240"
(8,18) 0.3596,0.5467,7 = 5;0.2326 240 % : 2
(4,3) 8 %, %, %; 0.4326 3a6?%, 303y, 193
(4,4) 17 | 0.4296,0.7851,0.5703; 0.4094 407, 4027
(38.3) 20 | 0.4195,0.7412,0.5804; 0.3918 605, 30277
(4,12) 13 0.3754, 2,0.4789; 0.2884 120877, 45
(8,12) 19 0.3701,0.6298, 1;0.2716 60257, 120572
(20,6) 25 0.3807,0.8578,0.2385; 0.3040 12033, 6a*4?
(8,24) 17 0.3541,0.5729, 1;0.2082 24a3%, 67"

(20,12) 10 | 0.3614,0.6385,0.4577;0.2401 | 120257, 1242

(20,12) 29 | 0.3733,0.8798,0.1866;0.2820 | 120°3, 1202572

(20,24) 25 | 0.3510,0.5877,0.4734;0.1027 | 24a %7, 120°72

(44,12) 28 | 0.3590,0.9229,0.1024; 0.2301 24P B, 120572

(20,60) 23 0.3421,0.6289, 2;0.1379 60a5%y,127°
(16,6) 0.3861,0.8415,0.2805; 0.3188 120363, 403~3

(32,12) 29 0.3650,0.9049,0.1349; 0.2536 2403, 60t ~2

(30,30) 0.3480,0.9558,0.0519; 0.1766 60075, 120777

(20,36) 24 0.3465,0.6089,0.4356; 0.1675 | 36527, 12a2~3 : 2
(32,6) 26 | 0.36%6,0.8939,0.1566; 0.2665 | 1203, 12057 - 5

(20 — 2, m) e
—2m,m 9 4 2 a? By, afy?, ,
S 7 242.0.3524 a57a477a37;,
a?~y3 oyt A0 7
(12 + k)aB?, ka’~*,

(20,24) 16 | 0.3579,0.8210,0.2315;0.2257 | (24 — 2k)a2By? : ?

0<k<12

Table 1: 26 sporadic protosets.

The notation ? means the protoset admits a large number of different tilings, and we have
not figured them out yet. The other 3D pictures are shown in Figure 4.



The numerical geometric data is listed in Table 1, where the angles and edge lengths are
expressed in units of m, and the last column counts all vertices and also all tilings when they
are not uniquely determined by the vertices. A rational fraction means the precise value. A
decimal expression, such as a = 0.4158, means an approximate value 0.41587 < a < 0.41597.
Moreover, the exact formulas are provided in the appendix.

Figure 4: All 3D pictures in the fourth class except for two polymorphic ones.
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2 Basic Facts

Let v, e be the numbers of vertices and edges. Let v, be the number of vertices of degree k. We
have Euler’s formula and basic counting equalities:

2:’U_€+fA+f<>7



26:3fA+4f<>ZZkvk:3v3+4v4+5v5+...’
k=3

v:ka:vg+v4+v5+-~-.
k=3

Then it is easy to derive

1
v=2+ 5 a+ fo, (2.1)
3fa+2fo=124+2> (k—3)vp =12+ 2v4 +4vs + 6vg + - -, (2.2)
k=4
vst+ fa =8+ (k—4)vp =8+v5+2v6+ -, (2.3)
k=5

o0
3U3+2U4+U5:12+2f<>+2(]€—6)1}k212+2f0+v7—|—21}8+~-~. (24)

k=7

We note that f, is even and > 2 by (2.1). The equality (2.2) show that f, = 2, fo = 3 for
vy = 0(k > 4), which is the simplest one. There must be some vertex of degree 3, 4 or 5 by
(2.4).

We also have some geometric equations:

cosa = cos? a + sin® a cos

«

= cot acot —

= cot g cot % (2.5)
Then we deduce that

(cot g cot %)2 + [1 — (cot g cot ;)2] cos a — cot g cot % =0, (2.6)
cot g cot % — cot acot % = 0. (2.7)
Lemma 1. The simple application of the AAD:
o There must be lalBl--- and lalyl--- in an (a3, a*)-tiling.
o If3%2--- orlBlBl--- is not a vertex, then lylyl--- can never be a vertex.

Lemma 2. In an (a,a*)-tiling, we have %ﬂ <a<mf> %7‘(,5 +y>mand0<a< %ﬂ'.

Proof. Since 3a = w+ S, and 2(8 + ) = 27 + So, we have a > %7‘( and S+ >m. By g >7,
we get 5 > %w.

If o > 7, then S,y > 27 and f, S, > 4n. This implies that foS¢ < 0, a contradiction. So
a < Ti.e. %77<oz<7r.

If @ — m, then S, — 27, which imply the three vertices of the regular triangle are on the
same equator and a — %77. So0<a< %w. O

We will call an (a3, a*)-tiling or its protoset convex when 8 < m, concave when 3 > T,
and degenerate when § = 7.



Lemma 3. In any (a3, a*)-tiling, we have
e 0<a<jme=in<a<im<pf<m;
) a:%w<:>a:%7r,6:7r;

1 2 1
e sT<a< T gn<a<m<f<2T.

N

b

Proof. Let AN AB be the spherical isosceles triangle with NA = @, N be the pole, O be the
centre of sphere, | be the equator and Iy, be the latitude lines.
IfNA= %ﬂ‘, then ABisonland /ZNAB = %71'. IfNA< %ﬂ', then A, B are on [; and AB is
above the [;. Since NAL l1, we get LNAB < %77. Similarly if NA> %w, then ZNAB > %77.
By considering the base angle, we have the same things happening for NA. Therefore we
get this conclusion. O

Figure 5: Proof of Lemma 3.

In fact, we see that 25 4+ 2y — 2w < 47 i.e. § < 7 + 7y in the third of Figure 5.

Lemma 4. In an (a®,a*)-tiling, o® can never be a verter.

Proof. The vertex o® means S, = m and 3 < f, < 4. Since f, is even, f, =4 but fo.S¢ =0, a
contradiction. Therefore, o is not a vertex. O

Lemma 5. In a convex (a®,a*)-tiling with v < B, all vertices of degree 3, 4 or 5 are shown in
Table 2.

degree \ vertex ‘
3 aB?, B3, aBy, 8%y, av?, By% P
4 o3B,a%B% o, oy, o’ By, aB%y, 0’ apy?, o, B3, 7
5 ob,a’B, a0y, 0392 a?By?, a3, By, ot By A0

Table 2: Vertices of degree 3, 4, 5 for v < f < 7.

Proof. By Lemma 2 and 3, we have 8+ > 7, § <a< §<fB<mand 0 <y <f. If a” Bt
is a vertex, then we get 0 <n<50<m<3,l>0,n+m+1>3.
By Lemma 4 and 2o + v < 2a + 8 < 2w, we know a?,a?3 or a?y can never be a vertex.
By 38 + v > 28+ 2y > 27 and 4a < 27, we know 337, 3292 or a* can never be a vertex.
When the degree is 5, we know 32 - - - can never be a vertex by 38+~ > 27 and 2a+33 > 2.
By 28 + 27 > 2m, 2a + 28 + v > 27 and 3a + 28 > 27, we know 32 --- can never be a vertex.
By 3a+ B8+ v > 27, we know o337y can never be a vertex.
Therefore, we get all vertices of degree 3, 4 or 5 as listed in Table 2. O



Lemma 6. In a convez (a®,a*)-tiling, if B =, then a < 8 < 2a.

35 Blayy) 35
\ _— —B(57/12,9)
T b=y

25 ~~ * (av,20))

Figure 6: Proof of Lemma 6.

Proof. By Lemma 3, we have 0 < a < 37,37 < o < 3w, and 0 < y < 8 < m. By (2.5), we get

3 = 2arccot (cos atan g) = 2arccot (cot a cot % tan Z) .

2
If a or « is fixed, then we derive that
cosa

B =— < 0.

cos? 3 + (cosasin )?

So B is strictly decreasing with respect to 7 (see the second of Figure 6). Moreover, there is
a special case that two regular triangles can be merged into a rhombus i.e. § = 2a > a = 7.
When £ =, we have a < v and < 2a i.e. a < 8 < 2a. O

Lemma 7. In a convex (a®, a*)-tiling, if B = 2a = 27, then the tiling must be of the icosahedral
type.

Proof. The 3 = 2a = 2y means the rhombus is made of two regular triangles. So the (a3, a*)-
tiling induces an a’-tiling. By Lemma 3, we have %w <a< %w. Hence o is the only vertex
and we get the icosahedron. O

Lemma 8. In a convex (a®, a*)-tiling, if v = o or B = ky + (2 — k)a for some constant k > 0,
then the tiling must be of the icosahedral type.

Proof. When v = «a, we get § = 2« by (2.7). In the proof of Lemma 6, we know [ =
2arccot, (cosatan %) is strictly decreasing with respect to - for fixed a or . When k > 0,
B = kv + (2 — k)« is increasing with respect to . So the two equations together have at most
one solution. But v = «, 8 = 2a is an obvious solution to both equations. By Lemma 7, the
convex (a®, a*)-tiling must be of the icosahedral type in either case. O

We will call an (a®,a*)-tiling or its protoset rational when all angles («, 3,7) are rational
multiples of 7.

Lemma 9. If the protoset is conver and rational, then the angles (a, 8,7) must be (%, g, %)7‘(,

(%, %, %)7‘( or (o, 2a, @) for any a € (QN (%, %))71’

Proof. By Lemma 3, we have %ﬁ <a< %ﬂ <B<mand B>, B+v>m Let v = e,y =
ez = . Then we derive 2%y + 222 — xyz —xy — 2z —x +y + 2z = 0 by (2.7).

Now we use the programs of [4, 7] in https://github.com/kedlaya/tetrahedra/ to compute
the cyclotomic points for this equation. It turns out that the only solutions within our range

are the ones stated. ]


https://github.com/kedlaya/tetrahedra/

Proposition 10. Any convez rational (a®, a*)-tiling is either of the icosahedral type or T (4a3, 3a*;
30y, 3a8%,9%).

Proof. When (o, 8,7) = («, 2a, «), the (a?, a*)-tiling must be of the icosahedral type by Lemma,
7. When (o, 8,7) = (2, 37, ;—1)7r a3 is the only vertex, contradicting Lemma 1.

N
<

Figure 7: T(4a3,3a%; 3037, 3a8%,73).

When (a, 3, ”y) (5,%,2)m, we have the AVC C {a®y, 3% 73}. The AAD Iy#l°al--- of

ady gives lalpl--- = aﬂg and the AAD IBY13l--- of aB? gives Iylyl--- = 43, So v must
appear, which determmes Ty, T>, T3 in Figure 7. Then 82-.- = of? determines Ty, Ty, Ts;
a?y--- = a3y determines T7. The tiling is completed and the 3D picture is the 12th of Figure
4. O

A vertex a™ 3"24™ can be efficiently represented by its vector type n = (njnang) € N3.
We will use both representations interchangeably afterwards for convenience.

Lemma 11 (Irrational Angle Lemma). Given two different vertices I, m € N3 in an (a3, a?)-
tiling with some irrational angle, if there is another vertex n, then l, m,n are linearly dependent.
In other words, the square matriz of I, m,n has determinant 0.

Proof. By the vertices I, m,n, the angles satisfy a linear system of equations

l « 2
m Bl=12]|m
n 0 2

If I, m, n are linearly independent, then the system has a unique rational solution, a contradic-
tion. O

In Section 4 and 5, we will use Lemma 11 to handle the convex (a?,a*)-tiling with some

irrational angle, which imposes strong constraints on all possible vertices. But before that, we
will discuss the short and easier concave and degenerate cases first in the next section.

3 Concave and degenerate cases > 7

Since all vertices have degree > 3, 82--- is not a vertex. By Lemma 1, lylyl--- can never be a
vertex and lalfl- -+ must appear.

B>

By Lemma 3, we have 17 < a < 7 and lalgl--- = a3y, which determines Ty, T, T3 in Figure
8. Then IBslysl- - = I351yslal determines Ty, laglBsl--- = By determines T5 and we get a

tiling like a triangular prism.
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Figure 8: T(2a%, 3a*; 6a37).

B=m

By Lemma 3, we have o = 7 and lalgl- - = a2, aBy.
Case afy
We have v = Im. In Figure 9, afy determines T, T3, Ts; 18Il = I8lylal determines Tj.

When one of laglBsl--- and laylBsl - -+ is aB, the tiling is the same as Figure 8. When they
are o3, Ty, Ty are determined and the 3D picture is the 6th of Figure 4.

®
E)
[0
)
®
Figure 9: T(4a3,2a%; 2087, 2023, 2a37).

) @

Case of
By o2 = IB7|*alal and similar proof of Lemma 5, we get lalyl--- = apy2, a2y, a2, oy,
a3~? o243, and lalBl- - can only be of3.
a g) v a a7 a7 a7
@ OO @ ®
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Figure 10: lalyl--- = apy?, a?y, a2, oy, o342, 43,
When lalyl- - = af~?, we have v = . The vertex a3y* = lalylBlyl determines Ty, - -+ , Ty
in the first of Figure 10; I8yl --- = 18lylal- - = I8lylalyl determines T, Ty, Ty; lalpl - - - = o283

determines Tg.
We omit the details and claim that the other possibilities of lalyl--- produce exactly the
other tilings in Figure 10. The 3D pictures are the 3rd, 1st, 5th, 7th, 4th and 2nd of Figure 4,

respectively.



4 Convex case 7= § < 7w with some irrational angle
By Lemma 3 and 6, we have § < a < § < 8 < 2a. By Lemma 1 and similar proof of Lemma

5, we get lalpl--- = af?, a8, a?B?, B, a*B. The Lemma 11 implies that there is only one
kind of vertex in all such tilings.

Case lalgl--- = ap?, AVC c {af?}
By the AVC, we can get a tiling which is the same as Figure 8.

Case lalgl--- = ap?, AVC c {ap?}

The vertex 3% determines T4, T», T3, Ty in Figure 11; a8 - - - = o3> determines Ty, Tg, T%. Since
the symmetry of the partial tiling and 2 - -- = a3, we have four cases:

Figure 11: a3 is the vertex.

In the third and fourth cases, we get o2 - - -, contradicting the AVC. In the first case, we
can determine Tg, Ty, - - - ,To as the first of Figure 12 and its 3D picture is the 10th of Figure 4
corresponding to the rhombicuboctahedron. In the second case, we get a different tiling as the
second of Figure 12 and its 3D picture is the 11th of Figure 4 corresponding to the elongated
square gyrobicupola. By rotating the partial tiling with the red boundary 45°, the first tiling
will become the second.

Case lalgl- - = o262, AVC c {a?5?}
The vertex o282 is lalalplpl or lalplalBl. In the third of Figure 12, lalalsl3l determines
T, Ty, T3, Ty; B2 -- = a?B? determines Ty, Ts; a? - - - = a2 determines T%, - - - , Tyo. Similarly,

T11,Th2, T3, Ti4 are determined and its 3D picture is a triangular orthobicupola. Next o232
can only be lalglalBl. Then we get a new tiling in the fourth of Figure 12 and its 3D picture
is a cuboctahedron. By rotating the partial tiling with the red boundary 60° or flipping the
partial tiling with the red boundary, the first tiling will become the second.

Case lalgl. .- = a8, AVC c {a?3}

By the AVC, we can get a tiling in the fifth of Figure 12 and its 3D picture is the 8th of Figure
4 corresponding to one of the anti-prisms.

Case lalgl--- = a'p, AVC c {o'5}

In the sixth of Figure 12, o*8 determines T1,--- ,T5, af--- = o*B determines Tg, - - , Ti3.
Since the symmetry of the partial tiling and o - - - = o*3, we might as well take lazlaglagl--- =
laslagloglad Bl which determines Th4, Ths5. Then we can determine Thg, - - - , T3g and its 3D picture

is the 9th of Figure 4 corresponding to a snub cube.
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Figure 12: lalgl--- = aB3,a?82, o3, o* 6.

5 Convex case 7 < f < m with some irrational angle
By Lemma 2 and 3, we have 3+ >, § <a < § < <, and 0 <+ < . By Lemma 5, we

only need to discuss the vertices in Table 2 case by case. In each case, we can get the AVC by
Lemma 11.

11



5.1 The vertex types of degree 3
Case ay?

The AAD laly?184| of ay? gives IBI5]---. Similar to the proof of Lemma 5, 52--- can never
be a vertex.

Case 372
By 38 > 8+ 2v = 2m, we have m > 3 > %’T, a< 5 <y< 2?” < 2a. The vertex 472 determines
Ty, Ty, T3 in the left of Figure 13; 82 - -- = a8? determines Ty; 37 --- = 72 determines T5. But
af~y--- appears, contradicting B~ - - = 2.
@
‘B 7 ©
®| D« @
"o
5
Figure 13: 372 or a3y is a vertex.
Case afy
Similar to the proof of Lemma 5, 82--- can never be a vertex. So lylyl--- can never be a
vertex by Lemma 1. In the right of Figure 13, a8y determines Ty, T5, T3, 18yl --- = 18lylal
determines T}, and we get a3 --- = afy, a?B, 3.

When one of lailBsl -+ and laglBsl--- is aBy, the tiling is the same as Figure 8. When
one of them is a3, we get v = . Then we conclude that either there is no tilings or there is
tilings which must be of the icosahedral type by Lemma 8. In a similar discussion later, we will
omit the details. When they are o33, Ty, Ty are determined and we get v = 2a. But a3y ---
can never be a vertex.

Case /°

We have 8 = 27,y > +m. By 8% = 18717318l and similar proof of Lemma 5, we get lylyl--- =

aBy?, By, a2, a2 oy o ot ot 40

Figure 14: T(4a3,12a%*; 120372, 433).

12



When Iylyl--- = aBy?, we get the AVC C {8%,a87?} by Lemma 11. The vertex 33

determines Ty, Tb, T3 in Figure 14. By the symmetry of the partial tiling and 42 - - - = a372, we
might as well take |volysl--- = lyalyslal8l which determines Ty, Ts; a3 - -- = aB8vy? determines
Ts, T7. Similarly, Ty, Ty, -+ ,T1¢ are determined and the 3D picture is the 15th of Figure 4.
[yl AVC C a set Conclusion
sy (8%, 87"}
P2 135, 0577

2,3 | {3%,a°+F} | Noaf---, contradicting Lemma 1
a7k7 k=34 {537 a’Yk}
k=45 {8%,4*}

Table 3: The simple cases when 32 appears.

Case %y
By 32y = Iv#17518] and similar proof of Lemma 5, we get 18ly] - - - = 52y, a8y (h > 3),a2B+7 (5
> 2), ByF(k > 4).
Subcase I8l = By*(k > 4), AVC C {827, B, 7% ~1}
There is no the vertex af - - -, contradicting Lemma 1.
Subcase 184l --- = aBy"(h > 3), AVC C {82y, aBy", a2~ 11

When |ylalyl--- appears, T1, Ty, T3 are determined in Figure 15. Then one of layl3sl- -
and laq1Bsl -+ must be af? - - -, contradicting the AVC. So aSy" = lalglyl-- -1yl

/o/N2\

Figure 15: lylalyl--- appears.

If h = 3, then lalBlylylyl determines T1,--- ,T5 in Figure 16; af--- = aB~y® determines
Ts,--- ,Tho; B2+ = %y determines Ti1,--- ,The; B>+ - = a3 determines Ty7. The 3D
picture is the 4th of Figure 3. If h > 3, then we have the same tilings T'(2a%, za*; 6a 87", y327).
By y+3 =2 and 3h 4+ § = 2, we get = 6h — 3,y = 6h — 6.

Figure 16: T'(2a%, 15a*;6a473,125%y).
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By v =27 —28,a = (1 — h)2x + (2h — 1)8 and (2.6), we obtain 2cosacosf — cos 3 —
cosa = cosa(2cosfS — 1) —cosfB = 0. Let f(h,8) = cosa(2cos8 — 1) — cos 3, we have
fz=—(2h—1)sina(2cos B — 1) +sin B(1 — 2cos ).

. P —— Z4+(h—1)27 27
Since a € (3,5), we get B € (Bmin, Bmaz), wWhere Bpin = Sgp—— = T — 35— >
20, B = o2 = B < . Obviously, f5 > 0, (b, Bin) < 0, f(h, Binaz) > 0
This implies that Vh >3, f(h,B) = 0 has a unique solution in (Bmin, Bmaz). Moreover,
dg 1 —(2cos 8 — 1)sina(28 — 2m)
i A ; > 0.
fa fs
This means (3 is monotonically increasing with respect to h.
By hm Bmin = lm Boee = m, we get lim S =m, lim v = 0. We observe that
Sico h— 400 h—+o00 h—+o00
there are three a-edges between the poles, so lim = % and lim « = arccos %
h—+oo h—+oco
Subcase 1811+ = a2y1(j > 2), AVC C {2, 02817, 021}
As shown in figure 15, when lylalyl--- appears, we get two lalgl--- = lylalalgl---. But
af? .- appears, contradicting the AVC. So Ilyl--- = o287 = lalalyl - - determines Ty, Ty, T3
in Figure 17. Then |Bslasl - - is either |B3s3laslal -+ or [Bslaslyl---

Figure 17: lalalyl--- appears.

When |33laslal--- appears, |8slaslal - = I3s5laslalyl--- determines Ty, Ty in the first;
IBslagl - - - = IBslaylalyl - - - determines T, T%. Similarly, T, Ty are determined but o®--- ap-
pears, contradicting the AVC.

When |Bslaslyl--- appears, Ty is determined in the second. Then |84laslaql--- = o2p47
determines Ty, Ts; B2--- = 2+ determuines T%. Since lasglaqlysl--- appears, 185laql-- =
1Bslailyl- - - = lylalBslaylyl - - - determines Tg, Ty, Tho. Similarly, we can determine 141, Tig, Th3

but a3?--- appears, contradicting the AVC.

Subcase |31yl --- can only be 82y
Then we have the monohedral tiling in Figure 18, a contradiction.

Figure 18: T(fo 82y, 2v/0/?).
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Case o2

By 28+ 2y > 21 = a+ 28, we have 2y > o > i i.e. v > tm. The AAD lalg71 8l of af? gives
Similar to the proof of Lemma 5, all possibilities of Iylyl--- are listed in Table 4.

lylyl -
s ] ﬁvj @673[3’5{3, gzﬁvl‘;, azﬂﬁvQ
VoA Y LY LY LYY LY
ar’, a75, CWG, a% ar®, ay’
0[2"}/2 Oé ,_y Oé f)/ a276 0[2’77
a373’a3fy47a375
a4,}/2 a473
Table 4: All possibilities of lylyl---
[yINT - AVC C a set Conclusion
By, k=4,5,6 {aB?, 87"} -
k=346, 11 0,7 No a7y - - -, contradicting Lemma 1
Table 5: The simple cases when /3% appears.
Subcase lylyl--- = apy*(k = 3,4), AVC C {aB?, aBy*, ay?*}
As shown in Figure 15, when |vylalyl--- appears, we get two lalBl--- and one of them must
be lalBlyl---1yl. Since lylyl--- is either lylalyl--- or lalglyl---Iyl, there must be lylylyl ---
which determines 77,75, 73 in Figure 19. Then 2. = a3? determines Ty,T5. But a2y --

appears, contradicting the AVC.

SCRE

Figure 19: lylylyl--. appears.

Subcase lylyl--- = a?p42, AVC C {afB?,a?B72, a3y*}

Similarly, when lylalyl--- appears, one of the two lalgl--- must be a?3v2. Moreover, the
vertex a3y* has four arrangements in Figure 20. In the first, if laiglyslagl - -+ = lagglyslaglyl - - -,
then a?B8v? appears; if laiglyslagl -+ = lagolyslaglBl- - -, then it is a?B72; if lagglyslagl -+ - =
laglyslaglal - -+ = Iylagplyslaglalylyl, then a?Bv? appears. Since the others have |ylalyl---,
there must be the vertex a?372.

Figure 20: The vertex arrangements for a®~%.
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Without a3y?*, we have the tiling 7'(20a?, 24a%; 12032, 24a%37?) with 24 different tilings in
Figure 21.

|
(

2N

/b‘ﬁs
&
i
pﬂl
\&Z

{

TN AN TR (V\K
OO0
RN AN A )

Figure 21: T'(20a?,24a*; 12082, 2402 37?).

In these tilings, we find a module in Figure 22. The flip of the module with respect to line L
keeps the angle sums of all vertices and transforms the tiling to a new tiling 7'(20a3, 24a*; (12 +
k)aB?, (24 — 2k)a? B2, ka3~*), where 0 < k < 11. For example, A, B are vertices of degree 5,
by flipping, A become a vertex of degree 7 and B become a vertex of degree 3. This indicates
that for every vertex of degree 7 added, one vertex of degree 3 will be added and two vertices
of degree 5 will be reduced.

Yo

B anyy

Figure 22: The basic module.

Since the diversity of the number, arrangement and position of a3y* and a?3+2, the com-
plexity of the tilings is greatly increased.

Subcase lylyl--- = av*(k = 3,5,7,9), AVC C {32, ar*}
There must be |ylylyl---. As shown in figure 19, we get a?y-- -, contradicting the AVC.

Subcase lylyl- - = a?42, AVC C {afB?, a?+?}

Figure 23: T'(4a®,4a*; 4082, 4a%4?).
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In Figure 23, o3% determines 11,75, T3; v2--- = a?v? determines Ty, Ts; o? - = a?4?

determines T, Tr; ay? - - - = a®y? determines Tx. The 3D picture is the 13th of Figure 4.
Subcase lylyl--- = a2~4*(k=4,--- | 7), AVC C {aB?, a?~*}

When |vylalyl--- appears, one of the two lalgl--- must be lylalgl---, contradicting the
AVC. So a?~% = lalalyl---1yl. As shown in figure 19, lalylal--- appears, a contradiction.
Then lylyl--- = a®4*(k = 3,5) is also impossible.

Subcase lylyl--- = a*y*(k = 2,3), AVC C {afp?, a*~y*}

Similarly, lylalyl--- is not a vertex. When k = 2, a3? determines Ty, Ty, T3 as the first
of Figure 24; 72--- = a*y? determines Ty, -- ,T7; a?--- = a*y? determines Ty, Ty, Tio, Th1;
afB--- = aff? determines T1o, Tiz. But Iyialaulaslaglyisl - = lyislaglaslaglyislal, a contra-
diction.

@ @
B B o
O
o ® 4 @
3 Y
2/0Y/0\@ Q@
Figure 24: Iylyl--- = a*~*(k = 2,3).

When k = 3, we get Iylyl--- = lalalalalylylyl, Iylylalalylalal. The latter determines

T.,T5, T3 as the second of Figure 24; af--- = af? determines Ty, T5. Then Iy lyolysl-- =

lalalalalyglys sl and lalalalalylylyl must appear. Similar to the first of Figure 24, lylalyl---
appears, a contradiction.
Case 72

We have v = 2% < 2a. The AAD |y?15lyl of 4% gives I131- - - . Similar to the proof of Lemma
5, B%--- is not a vertex.

5.2 The vertex types of degree 4
If there is no vertices of degree 3, then f, > 8 by (2.3).

Case v*

We have v = Z > a. By 7* = [7#1°yl4ly| and similar proof of Lemma 5, we get 818l - =
af? af?y, o’

Subcase 1818l --- = aB®, AVC C {y*, a3}
There is no the vertex asy- - -, contradicting Lemma 1.

Subcase 1818l --- = a?p%, AVC C {7*, a?B%, aBy?}
As shown in Figure 19, we get a?y---, contradicting the AVC.

Subcase 1818l -+ = ap?y, AVC C {+*, aB?y}

In Figure 25, v* determines Ty, Ty, T3, Ty. By the symmetry of the partial tiling and 5% - -- =
aB?y, we might as well take 18118l -+ = [811821vlal which determines Ty, Tg; 1811841 -+ =
|811B4lalyl determines 1%, Tg. Similarly, we can determine Ty, --- ,T12. Then Ti3,Ti4, -+ , T3
are determined and the 3D picture is the 18th of Figure 4.
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Figure 25: T'(8a?, 24a*; 24032, 67%).

Case o?3?
By 28 + 2y > 21 = 2a + 283, we have v > «a. If there is a vertex a?32 = lalalp|73l, then we
get Iylyl- - = aBy?, Bv3, a®92, a?~3, ay3, ay?,4° by similar proof of Lemma 5.
[yIyl--- | AVC C a set Conclusion
3 757 5.3
5,;:) {{aaf 52’ ﬂ,y 75}} No ary- -+, contradicting Lemma 1
Table 6: The simple cases when lalalglgl appears.
Subcase lylyl--- = ay*(k = 3,4), AVC C {a?8%, ay*}
By av* = lylylyl-- -, we get a?y--- as shown in Figure 19, contradicting the AVC.
Subcase lylyl--- = a?43, AVC C {a?82, a3}
®)
B B
® )
@) 0
N @
555 p
@@ 5 @pl @ | O |g
/6 Y @ EIVANY
Y ¥ B
© & ©
Figure 26: lylyl--- = a2~3.
In Figure 26, lalalBl3l determines Ty, Ty, T3, Ty. When lyslysl- - = lylyslylalal, Ts, Ts, T

18



are determined in the first. Then we can determine Tg,--- ,T15 but afvy--- appears, contra-
dicting the AVC. Therefore, ly4lysl- - - = lylyslalylal determines T5, Ty, Tt in the second. Then
we can determine Ty, - -- ,Th; but v*--- appears, contradicting the AVC.

Subcase lylyl--- = apy?, AVC C {a?8?%, a2}
In the first of Figure 27, lalalsl3l determines T1, Ty, T3, Ty. By the symmetry of the partial
tiling and v2 - - - = a2, we might as well take lyslyyl - - - = Iyslyslall which determines T, T.

Then we can determine T7,Tg, -+ , Ty and the 3D picture is the 16th of Figure 4.

Figure 27: lylyl- - = aBy?, a3~2.

Subcase lylyl--- = a342, AVC C {a?52%, a~?}
In the second of Figure 27, lalalplal determines Ty, Ty, T3, Ty; v% -+ = a3v? determines
T5,Ts, Tr. When lyglaql--- = lylalal -+ we get laglaglal -+ - = laslaglalylyl. But 18laslysl
- appears, contradicting the AVC. So ly4lasl - -+ = lylaglylalal determines Ty, Ty, Th. Then
Ti1,- -+ ,T39 are determined and the 3D picture is the 19th of Figure 4.

Figure 28: «?32 can only be lalglalgl.

2

Now the vertex a?3? can only be lalglalsl which determines Ty, T, T3, Ty in Figure 28. By
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similar proof of Lemma 5, we have 8% --- = a?32 . So IBIBl--- is not a vertex. Then lylyl---

can never be a vertex and lalyl--- = lalylglyl, lalalylalyl, ay.

When lalyl - - - = lalyl8lyl, we have the AVC C {lalglalgl, lalylglyl}. Then one of laglygl - - -
and laslysl -+ must be lalylylsl, contradicting the AVC.

When lalyl--- = lalalylalyl, we have the AVC C {lalglalBl, lalalylalyl}. Then we can

determine T5,Tg, -+ ,Tg in the second of Figure 28. But af~v--- appears, contradicting the
AVC.

When lalyl--- = a*y, we have the AVC C {lalglalgl,a*y}. Then we can determine
Ty, - -+ ,To in the third of Figure 28. But o - -- appears, contradicting the AVC.

Case ay®
We have v > 37 > o. The AAD laly?19lyl of a® gives 515l --. By similar proof of Lemma
5, B2 .- is not a vertex.

Case a?v?

We have v > im > . By similar proof of Lemma 5, 8%- - - is not a vertex. So lylyl--- is not a
vertex by Lemma 1. This implies o>y = lalvylalyl which determines Ty, T», T3, Ty in Figure 29.
Then we can get lalgl- -+ = 38 and the AVC C {a?y?,a38}. Then Ty, - - , Tj; are determined
and the 3D picture is the 14th of Figure 4.

Figure 29: T'(8a?, 3a*; 60383, 3a%42).

Case afy?

Similar to the proof of Lemma 5, 82--- is not a vertex. So lylyl--- can never be a vertex
by Lemma 1. Then aBv? = lalylglyl determines Ty,T5, T3, Ty in Figure 30. We can get
18Iyl - - = |8lylalyl which determines Tk, - -- ,Ti2. Then o?8--- = o*B determines Tis, - -, Tho

and the AVC C {aBv%,a*B}. But o’ --- appears, contradicting the AVC.

Figure 30: af7? is a vertex.
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Case o’y

We have v > 27 > . Similar to the proof of Lemma 5, 32 -- is not a vertex. So lylyl--- can
never be a vertex by Lemma 1. By oy = Iv#|%al - -, we get lalgl - -+ which is not a vertex.
Case 73
We have v > m. Then the AAD |yP1°41 ... of By3 gives IBIBI- - = a3, aB%y.
Subcase 18181 -+ = aB®, AVC C {873, a3}

There is no the vertex a-y- - -, contradicting Lemma 1.
Subcase 18181 - -+ = af%y, AVC C {Bv3,aB%y}

Figure 31: 1818l -- = aB?y.

In Figure 31, 33 determines Ty,T»,T3,T4. By the symmetry of the partial tiling and
B2 -+ = aff%y, we might as well take 851341 - - - = lylalBsl 34| which determines Tk, Ty in the first
and second; a7y --- = af?y determines T%, Tx; 827 - -+ = a%y determines Ty; aBy --- = af?y
determines T1p. When ly7lhgl- -+ = ly7lyglBlyl, 18slyi0l - -+ = 873 determines T in the first;
ly10ly6! - -+ = ly10ly6lyl -+ - determines Tho; B2y -+ = %y determines Tis; aBy--- = af?y
determines Th4. But ay?--- appears, contradicting the AVC. So ly7lysl- - - = ly7lyglyl 8l deter-
mines 111, T1» in the second; aBy - - - = afB?y determines Th3. But ay?--- appears, contradict-
ing the AVC.

Therefore, 1551841 - - - = lalylBs1341 and 1831851 - - - = lalylB33185] which determine Ty, - - - , T
in the third. Then Ty is determined. But one of lagly7l--- and laglysl - - - can never be a vertex.

Case af33

We have 3 < 37 and v > 37. Then the AAD lalg717 8131 of a8® gives lylyl - -+ = a34? and the
AVC C {aB3,a34?}. Similar to Figure 19, o?3- - appears, contradicting the AVC.

Case a?p3y

By 2a + 28 > 2o+ 3+ = 27, we get « + 8 > m. Similar to the proof of Lemma 5, 32---
is not a vertex. So lylyl--- can never be a vertex by Lemma 1. Then we have 87 --- = o237,
aB---=a?py.

If there is a vertex a?3y = lalalBlyl, then Ty, - - - , Ty are determined in Figure 32. By the
symmetry of the partial tiling and af3 - - - = o237, we might as well take |34la;l - - - = |84laq lalyl
which determines T%7,Ts. Then we can determine Ty, - ,T12. Since 4a < 2w, T3 and T4 are
determined when 5a < 27. When 5a < 27, laglaslaglagglagsl- -+ is not a vertex. When 5o =
27, we get a tiling in the second. By calculation, we have 8 = 2a = 2y = %7‘(‘. Then the tiling is
of the icosahedral type by Lemma 7. So |B84lail--- = |84lailylal and 183lagl - - - = 1B3laglylal.
Then we get a tiling as the first of Figure 33, which is the same as the third of Figure 12.
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Figure 32: lalalBlyl appears.

Now a2y can only be lalBlalyl, and we get a tiling as the second of Figure 33 which is the
same as the fourth of Figure 12. We notice that the red line divides the tilings into two same
modules and the first tiling becomes the second by flipping one of the two modules.

~

Figure 33: T'(8a3, 6a*; 12a%87).

Case aff%y

By 28+ 2y > 2mr = a4+ 28+, we get v > «a. Similar to the proof of Lemma 5, we can
get B2--- = aff%y and Bvy--- = af?y. If there is a vertex a2y = lalg?17B8lyl, then we get
iyl =97, art a®y®, 0?2,

Subcase lylyl--- =~5 AVC C {aB?%v,~°}

Figure 34: T(20a3, 60a*; 6032y, 127°).

In Figure 34, v° determines Ty, --- ,Ts. By the symmetry of the partial tiling and 32 - =
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aB?y, we might as well take 181185]--- = 131185lalyl which determines Ty, T7. Then we can
determine Tg,--- ,T5, - and we get a tiling whose 3D picture is the 23rd of Figure 4.

Subcase lylyl- -+ = ay?, AVC C {af%y, av*}
The vertex ay* determines T7,--- , T in Figure 35. By the symmetry of the partial tiling
and af--- = af?y, we might as well take laylBs!--- = laglBs518lyl which determines Tg, T%.

Then Tk, - -- ,T39 are determined. But |835ly36ly39l - -+ appears, contradicting the AVC.

Figure 35: lylyl--- = ay*.

Subcase lylyl--- = a?4?, AVC C {af%y, a?y3}

Figure 36: {20a3, 36a*; 363%v, 120273 : 2}.

In Figure 36, lalBlBlyl determines T4, -- -, T4. When laq|84l- - = log 18418, Ty, Ty, Tr are
determined. We see that the partial tiling is rotationally symmetric by rotating 120° around
the center of T7. Then we have the following situations:

o Iy5lyal - = Iyslyslylalal;
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o Iyshyal--- = Iyslulalalyllyrlyl - - - = Iyzlyglal - - Jyslyel - - = Iyslylal - - -
o Iy5lyal - = Islyalalylal vyl - - - = lyrlvslalylallyslysl - - - = Iyslyslalylal.

In situation 1, we can determine Ty, Ty, 719 in the first of Figure 36. Then 771, -- ,Ths are
determined. When ly7lyglagsl - -+ = Iyzlyglanslyl - - -, we get |8lagslyasl - - - = 18lanylyasl Bl But
Iyl Ba3lya0l - - - appears, contradicting the AVC. So ly7lyglagsl- -+ = ly7lyglagslalyl determines
Ty, Ths. Similarly, Tog, T3¢ are determined. Then we can get a tiling and the 3D picture is the
27th of Figure 4.

In situation 2, we can determine Tg, Ty, -- ,T12 in the second of Figure 36. Similarly, we
get a different tiling and the 3D picture is the 28th of Figure 4.
In situation 3, we can determine Tg,--- ,T3 in the first of Figure 37. Then T4, 715,116 are

determined. But 372 --- appears, contradicting the AVC.

Figure 37: lylyl .- = o243,

When la|84l -+ can only be lalg4yI8l, Ts, Ts, - - - , Ty are determined in the second and
third of Figure 37. By the symmetry of the partial tiling, we might as well take lyolaylygl- -+ =

lv2lan Ivslalyl. Then we can determine Tig, 711, - ,Tig in the second. But B2 --- appears,
contradicting the AVC. Hence lyalaglysl - - - = Iyalag Iyslylal and Iyglazlygl - - - = lyglarlyslylal.
Then we can determine Tyg,---,T19 in the third. Since the partial tiling {719, T12, 75,18}
appears, laiglfisl - -+ = laiglBisly! Bl determines Thg, To1. But o?Bv--- appears, contradicting
the AVC.

Subcase lylyl- -+ = 342, AVC C {af%y, a®4?}

Figure 38: T'(20a3,24a%; 24082y, 12a3~?).
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In Figure 38, lalBlBly| determines T3, - - - , Ty, v2 - - - = a®4? determines T5, Ty, T, etc. Then
we get a tiling and the 3D picture is the 21st of Figure 4.

Now o327y can only be lalglylgl which determines Ti,---,T}3 in Figure 39. Similar to the
proof of Lemma 5, we can get oy --- = a?72,a’y. When laslyrlaglagsl - = a2, we get
|"}/11|0612|6| e = |’}/11|0112|ﬁ|ﬂ|, a contradiction. So |0412|"}/7|018|0413| v = a4’y and |Oé6|")/3|058|0[13|
.- = a*y determine T4, T15, and we get the AVC C {aB?%y, a*y}. But lagglagslagsl- -+ is not
a vertex.

Figure 39: af?y can only be lalBlyIAl.

Case o?f

By a < 3, we have a + 8 > 7. Similar to the proof of Lemma 5, (2. is not a vertex. So
lylyl--- can never be a vertex by Lemma 1, and o?--- = a8, a2872, 02873, a’7*(1 < k <
5),a%y*(2 < k < 4),a%y3. Obviously lalalgl--- can only be lalalalsl. As shown in figure 15,
when |vlalyl--- appears, we get two lalBl--- which are lalalalAl.

In the left of Figure 40, o3 determines T7,--- ,Ty. When lazlasl--- = laglaglyl-- -, Ty
is determined, and |Bslaslyil - = IBslaslyilal -+ = IBslaslyilalyl determines Ts, T7. Then
we get the AVC C {a?8,a2Bv?} which determines Tg,--- ,T13. But o®y--- appears, con-
tradicting the AVC. So laglasl - # laslaslyl-- -, laglagl--- # laslaylyl--- and they are

4.2 5 5.2 5.3 3
a*ye oy, ays et ol B

Figure 40: laslasl- -+ = laglaslyl - -+ or Iylalal - - - appears.

If Iylalal--- appears, then Ti,T5,T3 are determined in the right of Figure 40. When

[Bilagl -+~ = 1B laglyl - - -, Ty, Ty are determined, a contradiction. So I8;lasl - -+ = 1B laslal - - =
181 laslalal.
Subcase lazlagl -+ - = a?y2, AVC C {a?8, ay?}

The vertex laslasl--- = laglaslalylalyl determines Tk, - - - , Tz in Figure 41. Then we can

determine Ty, --- ,T5¢ and the 3D picture is the 17th of Figure 4.

Subcase lazlasl -+ = a®y, AVC C {38, a®v}
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Figure 41: T(20a?,6a*; 12023, 6a*~?).

In the left of Figure 42, a®y determines T3, --- ,Tg; aff--- = a3 determines T%, - -- , Tho;
a?y--- = oy determines 111, T2, T13. By the symmetry of the partial tiling, we have the
following situations:

o larlaglaisl - = lazlaglaisl Bl and laglaiglogil - - = laglaiglag18l;

o lazlaglagsl--- = lazlaglagsl Bl and laglagglagy ! -+ - = laglajgla Iylalal;

o lazlaglagsl--- = lazlaglagsl Bl and laglagglagy ! -+ - = laglajglay lalylal;

o lazlaglagsl--- = lazlaglagsl Bl and laglagglagy ! -+ - = laglagglag lalalyl;

o larlaglagsl - lazlaslasl- - laglaiglagi] - - laglaglasl - - - are not o34.

Figure 42: lazlaglaisl--- = a8 and laglaiglagl--- = o3p.

In situation 1, we can determine 714,715, - ,To¢ and the partial tiling is symmetric with
respect to line Ly. The rest of the region is a regular heptagon of angle 5. By f = 2a + v, it is
not difficult to find that the tiling of the regular heptagon is unique as the right of Figure 42
which is symmetric with respect to line Lo. Therefore, we get four different tilings and the 3D
pictures are the 29th through the 32nd in Figure 4.
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In situation 2, we can determine Tiy4, - -- ,Ty7 in Figure 43. By lagslagslasi|- -+ # lasglagsl
a118l, we can get a new tiling whose 3D picture is the 33rd of Figure 4.

Figure 43: lazlaglaisl--- = o8 and laglaiglag ! - - - = laglagglag: 1ylalal.

In situation 3, we can determine T4, - ,Tog as the first of Figure 44. But it is the same
as the left of Figure 42.

Figure 44: The other situations of laslasl - - = a’y.

In situation 4, we can determine T}y, - - - , Th7 as the third of Figure 44. Then lagrlagslagsl - - -
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= lagrlasslagslalalyl and lagilagglais! - = lagilaiglagslalalyl determine Thg, - - -, T33. But
lagylaraslysol - - - is not a vertex.

In situation 5, we can determine 114 as the second of Figure 44. If lajslarlaglagsl--- =
lalylaslorlaglarsl and loagslazlaslasl - - = lalylagdlarlaslasl, then o482 - - appears, a con-
tradiction. So we might as well take lagslarlaglaisl- - = Iylalagslorlaglorsl which determines
Tis,--- ,T5. But af?--- appears, a contradiction.

Subcase lazlasl -+ = a®y2, AVC C {a?8, a2}

The vertex lazlasl--- is laslaslalylalylal, laslaslalylalalyl or laslaslalalylalyl. When
laslasl - - - = laslaslalylalylal, Tk, - - -, Ti4 are determined as the left of Figure 45, contradicting
lalayl - - - # laglaglyl - - When laslasl- - - = laslaslalylalalyl, Ts, - - -, Ths are determined as
the right of Figure 45. But laqgloylyilonslassl -+ is not a vertex.

Figure 45: laglasl--- is laslaslalylalylal or laslaslalylalalyl.

Hence laslasl - -+ = lazlaslalalylalyl determines Tk, - - -, Ty in Figure 46. Then we can get
a tiling and the 3D picture is the 22nd of Figure 4.

Figure 46: T(44a®,12a%; 24033, 12a°4?).

Subcase lazlagl -+ = a®y3, AVC C {a?8, a3}
The vertex laslasl--- = laslaslalylalylalyl determines Ty, --- , Ty in Figure 47. Then
Ty1,--- , T3 are determined. When lagglaggl -+ = a®43, lagglagslalylalylalyl will appear,
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contradicting lagglangl -+ = lasglasglasgl---. So lagglassl--+ = a?B. Similarly we have
lagy lagsl -+ = a3B. But Iylasglyarlaiglyiglagglyl - - - appears, contradicting the AVC.

Figure 47: laslasl - -+ = a®~3.
Now laglasl - - - and laslayl - - - can only be o3, which determines T, T, T+ in Figure 48. Then
we get Iylalyl--- = a?py2, 02873, a®y*(2 < k < 5),a*y (2 < k < 4),a%3,
Figure 48: laglasl--- = a8 and laslayl --- = o3p.

Subcase lylalyl--- = a?8y2, AVC C {33, a?37?}

We might as well take Ivglaslyzl--- = lyglaslys18lal which determines Ty, Ty in the first of
Figure 49. If laglBsl - - - = laglBslal - - -, then laglBsl - - - = laglBslalal. But lalaglygl - - - appears,
a contradiction. So lyilaslysl -+ = IyilaslvslBlal determines Thg, Th1. Similarly, Tio, 713 are

determined. Then we can determine 114, --- ,T32 and the 3D picture is the 20th of Figure 4.

Subcase Iylalyl--- = o*+*(k = 3,4,5), AVC C {a38,a*~*}

The vertex o*~4* can only be lylalylal---lylal. When k = 3, we can determine Tk, - -, Tho
in the second of Figure 49 and the 3D picture is the 24th of Figure 4. When k = 4,5, we have
the same tilings and the 3D pictures respectively are the 25th and 26th of Figure 4.

Subcase lylalyl--- = o283, AVC C {a33, a?373}
We might as well take lyglaslysl--- = lyglaslyz18lylal which determines Tx, Ty, Thg in the
first of Figure 50. Then T11,--- , Ty are determined. But lagglyslaglyilagl--- appears, con-

tradicting the AVC.

Subcase lylalyl- - is others
There must be lylalal-- -, which determines T}, 75, T3 in the second of Figure 50. Then we
can determine Ty, T5. But laglasl- - - # laglaslBlal, a contradiction.
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Figure 49: T(20a®,12a*; 12033, 12a%57?) and T(16a3, 6a*; 12033, 4a3+?).

Figure 50: lylalyl--- is others.
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5.3 The vertex types of degree 5

Similar to the proof of Lemma 5, 82--- can never be a vertex. So lylyl--- can never be a
vertex by Lemma 1. This implies that v°, 3v%, ay*, a?+? or ay> can never be a vertex.

Case o°
In Figure 51, a® determines T7,--- ,T5. By similar proof of Lemma 5, lalalgl--- is not a
vertex. Then laglasl--- = laloglaslal - - = o determines Ty, Ty, Tx. Similarly, Ty, - - - , Tho are

determined. But it is a monohedral tiling, a contradiction.

Figure 51: T(20a3; 12a°).

Case a3~?
The vertex a34? = lalalylalyl determines Ty, --- ,Ts in Figure 52. Similar to the proof of
Lemma 5, aff--- = a*j determines Tg,--- ,Tig. Then we have the AVC C {a®vy2, a*3}, and

Ty7,--- , T34 are determined. But o283y --- appears, contradicting the AVC.

Figure 52: a?4? is a vertex.

Case o?j3v?
<o @
Figure 53: o282 = lalalylalAyl.
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By 28+ 2v > 27 and 3a + 8 + v > 27w, we have § > 2« and « > «y. Similar to the proof of

Lemma 5, we get a?f3--- = a?8v2. Then lalalgl--- is not a vertex. When |ylalyl--- appears,
we get two lalBl--- which are not vertices. So a?37? = lalalylBlyl determines T1,--- ,T5 in
Figure 53. But layl8sl-- - is not a vertex.

Case a'y

By 2a < m, we have 2a+ v > m. The AAD |y8l%al--- of a*y gives lalBl---. Similar to the
proof of Lemma, 5, lalgl - - - is not a vertex.

Case o*f3

By 3a+ B+ > 27, we have v > «. Similar to the proof of Lemma 5, a8y --- and oy --- can
never be vertices. The AAD I37%al--- of a*j gives lalyl-- -, which is not a vertex.
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Appendix: Exact geometric data

As a, B,7; cosa = cot acot § = cot 8ot 2 all vertices
o 2 2 2 2

o € [arccos(3),m),y =21 —a — B,
(2,3) | B = 2arccot (— V8 cos 3:?&2 Cosa_l). 6a By
1

When a = arccos(g), we have 3 = v = arccos(—%).

o € [arccos(1), 27),v = 27 — 20 — 3,

3
sin /20591 | co5(2a0)4-cos o
(8,6) | B = 2arccot (f “”“‘S’i;(;a) ()t ) 12028y

When « = arccos($), we have 8 = v = arccos(—3).

Table 7: Two 1-parameter families of protosets.

(fas fo) a, 3,7; cosa = cot acot § = cot g cot 3 all vertices

vy=2r-28,a=(1—-n)2r+(2n—1)5,
cos((2n —1)B) = ==

; . 2cos B—1" " 9
(2,6n—3),n>3 lim S=m, lim v=0, 6aBy™, (6n — 6)5%y
n—-+oo n—-+o0o
lim a=2Z, lim « = arccos .
n——+oo 3 n——+oo 3

Table 8: A sequence of protosets.
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(fa, fo) @, 3,7; cosa = cot a cot § = cot g cot 3 all vertices
a=20 y=p,
(8,2) 1-v24/3462 8a*f
B = 3arccos | ——F———
a=228 =8,
(82,6) | 5 _ ) aresin (19+3v33) 3 —2(19+3v/33) 3 14 2408
B 6(19+3/33) 8
a=21—-38,y=0
1 3 ’ 24 3
(8,18) B = 2arctan /7 — 4v/2 of
a=21—208,y=28—m,
(474) B — aI‘CCOS(liéli\/ﬁ) 40452,4042’}/2
_ 2r—pB _ _ B+mw
a="37= 3
8,3 603 8. 3a2~2
(8,3) ﬁ:6arctan( 3(9—4\/5)) ”f, 30"y
a = %77_27)6: %7'(',
1.1 3 1
c6bd —b144/(—b+9c3 ) Vb+8y/C
(4,12) | v = arccos ( 1 ) 12a3+%,4p°
4cBbE
c=17+2V41,b=c3 +3c3 +5
Q=7 — 57’7 = %7
[ = arccos (—52“6714)
(8,12) =a e 60282, 12a8+2
c=(8+6V78)".
a = QW;ﬁ v = 253_7"
2 ’ ’ 1203 4.2
(20,6) B = —6arctan (3 +2v3 - V24 + 14\/3) @”f,6a%y
_ _ 3 a
y=5.0=47—-7%,
(8,24) | @ = arcsin (1—26 (b \ ——bc2+1%;/€c—12b)> 2402, 67
1
c= (108 + 12\/69) Pb=4/<H2
(20,12) | a=m—B,y= 35;”75 = 2arcsin <1+g/§> 1202532, 120342
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(fa, fo) a, 3,7; cosa = cot acot § = cot g cot 3 all vertices
OL:271'3—[;?’,_)/:271'6—57 1
(—3%2%& —3-12%b%+252b%c%)5
B = arcsin —T
12b4 c12
(20,12) | ¢ = 1597545 + 5291+/1689, 12038, 1202572
b=/(18¢2)% 1120 (12¢)5 + 35592,
1 5 1 1
d = —35592 - 25b + 240 - 28b (3¢)F — v/2b (9¢2)
+ 2340 - 25 \/c.
a =48 — 2,y =41 — 6f,cos f € (—1,0),
(20,24) c0s § = RootO f(2°4 25 —42* 325 432° 1) 24082y, 12032
— : _
o= 271'3—577: 56547r, 1
) ( (~6v3bT —6a% +3060% c2)? >
B = arcsin T
12b8 c4
b a b a ’y
(44,12) N 2403, 120542
c = (38969189 + 564000v/1473) * ,
b=c2 — 115¢ + 101641,
d = (—3b — 1035¢) Vb + 365761/3¢3.
o = %7'('—267’}/: %777
P
(\/é(bd+33\/§cg) 2 y3c5d% —/3d3 )
B = arccos —
24c2d2
(20,60) 1 600327, 12+°
c= (—774\/5 + 10070 + 61/85830 — 7890\/5) ’,
b= —c? 4 245 + 43¢ — 460,
d = \/2¢® + 43¢ — 48+/5 + 920.
o= —2”37[3,7 = &, = arcsin (%)
1 3 3~3
(16.6) | ¢ = (18559 4 3321/—47) 7 , 120°5, 4o’y
b= (v=3—1)c+164c — 952 — 952/=3.
_ 2n—p _ 2B—m7
a - - ?fy - b
(52.12) B = arzsin (5*\ﬁ3 240”3, 6oty
8
_ 27—p _ 5p—4m
a - 3 ?fy - 15 b
(80,30) . (=2v5-6)v/5-2V5+/130-10v5 6003, 12a°~°
B = arcsin %0
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(fa, fo) @, 3,7; cosa = cot a cot § = cot g cot 3 all vertices
a =47 — 66,y =48 — 2,
1
. (19516464—24642\/§b+111\/6(bd+e)%) 2
3 = arcsin =358
1
c= (108 + 12\/849> 5
(20,36) | = \/ (~6v/849 + 54) 2 + 1152 + 15552, 36032y, 12024
d= (5217\/§ + 2997\/283) 2 4 3271392/3 +
(—223776\/3 + 10656\/283> c,
e= (147852\/849 - 1330668) ¢ — 28387584c¢
+ 766464768.
a= 2”3_[37'7 = 75554”75 = arcsin ( v Efbc>
(32.6) | ¢ = (—756+ 84\/53)% ’ 12073, 1205y
b= (1++v=3)c®+15c+ 84 — 84y/=3.
asz—Qﬁ,’yz%ﬁ—ﬁ, 2 7. 3.4
_ 12 + k)ap=, ka~*,
8 = 4 arccos ( v ;;cbc) ( )
(20,24) (24 — 2k)a?B+?

o= (284 84/73)%
b= (1++/-3)c* —32c+ 28 —28y/=3.

0<k<12

Table 9: 20 sporadic protosets with some irrational angle.

36



References

[1] C. Adams. The tiling book: An introduction to the mathematical theory of tilings. Vol.
142. American Mathematical Society, 2022.

[2] C. Adams, C. Edgar, P. Hollander, L. Jacoby. The Rest of the Tilings of the Sphere by
Regular Polygons. preprint, arXiv: 2101.10743, 2021.

[3] Y. Akama, E. Wang, M. Yan. Tilings of sphere by congruent pentagons III: edge combination
a®. Adv. Math., 394 (2022), 107881.

[4] J. H. Conway, A. J. Jones. Trigonometric diophantine equations (On vanishing sums of
roots of unity). Acta Arithmetica, 30: 229-240, 1976.

[5] H. M. Cheung, H. P. Luk, M. Yan. Tilings of the Sphere by Congruent Pentagons IV: Edge
Combination a*b. preprint, arXiv: 2307.11453, 2023.

[6] B. Grilnbaum, G. C. Shephard. Tilings and Patterns. W. H. Freeman and Dover, 1987 and
2016

[7] K. S. Kedlaya, A. Kolpakov, B. Poonen, M. Rubinstein. Space vectors forming rational
angles. preprint, arXiv: 2011.14232, 2020.

[8] Y. Liao, P. Qian, E. Wang, Y. Xu. Tilings of the sphere by congruent quadrilaterals I: edge
combination a?bc. preprint, arXiv: 2110.10087, 2021.

[9] Y. Liao, E. Wang. Tilings of the sphere by congruent quadrilaterals II: edge combination
a3b with rational angles. preprint, arXiv: 2205.14936, 2022.

[10] Y. Liao, P. Qian, E. Wang, Y. Xu. Tilings of the sphere by congruent quadrilaterals III:
edge combination a®b with general angles. preprint, arXiv: 2206.15342, 2022.

[11] Y. Sakano, Y. Akama. Anisohedral spherical triangles and classification of spherical tilings
by congruent kites, darts and rhombi. Hiroshima Mathematical Journal, 2015, 45(3): 309-
339.

[12] D. M. Y. Sommerville. Division of space by congruent triangles and tetrahedra. Proc.
Royal Soc. Edinburgh, 43:85-116, 1924.

[13] Y. Ueno, Y. Agaoka. Classification of tilings of the 2-dimensional sphere by congruent
triangles. Hiroshima Math. J., 32(3):463-540, 2002.

[14] E. Wang, M. Yan. Tilings of the sphere by congruent pentagons I: edge combinations a?b%c

and a®be. Adv. Math., 394 (2022), 107866.
[15] E. Wang, M. Yan. Tilings of the sphere by congruent pentagons II: edge combination a®b?.

Adv. Math., 394 (2022), 107867

[16] E. Wang, M. Yan. Moduli of pentagonal subdivision tiling. preprint, arXiv: 1907.08776,
2019.

37



	Introduction
	Basic Facts
	Concave and degenerate cases 
	Convex case =< with some irrational angle
	Convex case << with some irrational angle
	The vertex types of degree 3
	The vertex types of degree 4
	The vertex types of degree 5


