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Abstract

The study of interlocking assemblies is an emerging field with applications in various
disciplines. However, to this day, the mathematical treatment of these assemblies has
been sparse. In this work, we develop a comprehensive mathematical theory for interlock-
ing assemblies, providing a precise definition and a method for proving the interlocking
property based on infinitesimal motions. We consider assemblies with crystallographic
symmetries and verify interlocking properties for such assemblies. Our analysis includes
the development of an infinite polytope with crystallographic symmetries to ensure that
the interlocking property holds. For a certain block, called the RhomBlock, that can be
assembled in numerous ways, characterised by the combinatorial theory of lozenges, we
rigorously prove the interlocking property. By conclusively showing that any assembly
of the RhomBlock is interlocking, we provide a robust framework for further exploration
and application of interlocking assemblies.

1 Introduction

An interlocking assembly consists of rigid bodies, called blocks, which interlock purely based on
their geometric properties and an additional constraint that fixes a certain set of blocks from
moving, the frame. This means that no finite subset of blocks not contained in the frame can
be moved without causing penetrations with other blocks.

Interlocking assemblies, also known as (topological) interlocking assemblies in engineering
applications, show promising features when applied in various areas, see [9]. For instance,
besides applications in architecture, see [10, 18], the concept of interlocking assemblies can also
be applied to extraterrestrial constructions [8] or to interlocking puzzles [4].

However, the mathematical theory behind these assemblies remains rather unexplored, and
verifying the interlocking property leads to a high-dimensional problem as we have to consider
motions for each block simultaneously.

There are several construction methods yielding candidates for interlocking assemblies, see
[3, 1, 13, 12]. A common feature many of these constructions have is the appearance of wall-
paper symmetries, which correspond to planar crystallographic groups. In [13], a definition for
(topological) interlocking assemblies is given in terms of continuous motions. In [22, 21], an
approach for verifying the interlocking property based on infinitesimal motions is given, leading
to solving a linear optimisation problem.

In this work, we connect both of these terminologies and show that we can indeed translate
the definition in [13] into the infinitesimal criterion given in [21], by considering continuous
motions which are differentiable in their starting configuration.

This tool can be used to verify interlocking properties of assemblies constructed with the
methods in [12]. There, the idea is to deform two fundamental domains F, F ′ of a planar
crystallographic group G acting on the Euclidean plane R2 continuously into each other to
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obtain an interlocking block X, which can be assembled by extending the action of G onto R3.
To be more specific, we start with a fundamental domain F in the shape of a polyhedron and
deform the edges of F in the spirit of M.C. Escher in a path-based framework, to obtain a new
domain F ′. If the deformation comes from piecewise-linear paths, we can place F and F ′ into
two parallel planes in R3 and interpolate between them using a triangulation. In Figure 1, we
see an example of this construction.

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 1: Demonstrating the steps for generating interlocking blocks by exploiting a planar
crystallographic group of type p6 (using the international notation [15]), see [12]: (a) First,
we apply the Escher Trick, i.e. obtain a new fundamental domain from a given one. (b)
Both domains yield tessellations of the plane. (c) Next, a block is obtained by interpolating
between the two domains. (d) We obtain an assembly with blocks coloured according to their
arrangement.

The assemblies constructed with the method given in [12] consist of infinitely many blocks,
with each block corresponding to a group element of the underlying planar crystallographic
group.

In Section 4, we show that deforming all edges of a fundamental domain in the construction
mentioned above, leads to an assembly of blocks, where we cannot move blocks using so-called
“sliding-motions” and verify a translational interlocking property in the special case that the
underlying group G is generated by two translations and isomorphic to Z2.

In [12], a family of tiles is constructed called VersaTiles that can be used to construct
blocks that can be assembled in many ways, characterised by generalised Truchet tiles. In one
boundary case, these generalised Truchet tiles are exactly given by lozenges, i.e. a rhombus
obtained by two equilateral triangles. Furthermore, a block is introduced, called RhomBlock,
whose assemblies correspond directly to tessellations with lozenges, see Figure 2.

Figure 2: Two views of the RhomBlock constructed in [12].

In Section 4, we show that any infinite assembly of RhomBlocks coming from a tessellation
with lozenges indeed gives rise to an interlocking assembly with infinite blocks. We can take
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finite subsets of these assemblies to construct finite interlocking assemblies. In Figure 3, we
show an example of an interlocking assembly with 10×10 (in the hexagonal grid) RhomBlocks.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 3: (a) Interlocking assembly with RhomBlocks. (b) Corresponding lozenge tiling with
lozenges coloured according to their orientation. (c) Exploded view of the assembly.

In Section 2, we provide a mathematical description of interlocking assemblies based on
the work presented in [13]. In Section 3, we establish a connection between the mathematical
definition of interlocking assemblies, first presented in [13], and an infinitesimal definition of such
assemblies formulated in [21]. In Section 4, we prove that with additional restrictions on the
construction of assemblies with planar crystallographic symmetries, we obtain the interlocking
assemblies.

2 Definition of Interlocking Assemblies

In this section, we define the notion of interlocking assemblies. Intuitively speaking, an inter-
locking assembly is an assembly of blocks such that a subset of blocks, the frame, is fixed and
no block outside the frame can be removed from the assembly by continuous motions without
intersecting other blocks. Before giving the formal definition of interlocking assemblies, we
first have to define what an assembly of blocks is and what a motion is. We present several
examples of assemblies which either possess the interlocking property or do not. In the last
part of this section, we demonstrate how to prove that an assembly possesses the interlocking
property based on infinitesimal motions. Parts of this section are based on the work presented
in [13].

2.1 Rigid and Continuous Motions

Given a subset X ⊂ R3, we want to describe motions of X in three-dimensional Euclidean
space. It is well-known that a rigid (non-continuous) motion can be obtained by composing a
rotation and a translation given by a three-dimensional vector. Altogether, these motions form
the so-called special Euclidean group. Note that, a rotation in three-dimension space around
the origin corresponds to a matrix R ∈ R3×3 such that R is orthogonal and has determinant
equal to 1, i.e. R · R⊺ = I and detR = 1. The set of all rotational matrices of this form is
denoted by SO(3).

Definition 2.1. The special Euclidean group also known as the set of rigid motions, denoted
by SE(3), consists of elements which can be represented as pairs (R, v), where R ∈ SO(3) is a
rotation matrix and v a translation vector. The group SE(3) is isomorphic to the semidirect
product SO(3)⋉R3 with multiplication given by (R, v) · (R′, v′) = (R ·R′, R · v′ + v).

The special Euclidean group acts on R3 as summarised in the next remark.

Remark 2.2. The special Euclidean group acts naturally on R3 via the following group action

SE(3)× R3 → R3, ((R, v), x) 7→ R · x+ v,
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where R·x is the vector x rotated by the rotation matrix R. The following matrix representation
of SE(3) for a fixed basis of R3 can be used to encode the above action

ρ : SE(3) → GL(4), (R, v) 7→
(
R v
0 1

)
. (1)

For this, we identify R3 with the set Aff (R3) =

{(
x
1

)
| x ∈ R3

}
⊂ R4, also known as the

affine space, and SE(3) then acts on R3 as follows

SE(3)× R3 → R3,

(
(R, v),

(
x
1

))
7→ ρ ((R, v)) ·

(
x
1

)
=

(
R v
0 1

)
·
(
x
1

)
=

(
R · x+ v

1

)
.

From now on, we identify SE(3) with its image of the above-mentioned matrix representation
into GL(4). By I ∈ GL(4), we denote the identity matrix and call it the trivial motion. If
the context allows, we refer to certain elements in SE(3) just by their corresponding rotation
matrices or translation vectors. The set of rigid motions SE(3) inherits a topology as an
isomorphic image of a subset of R4×4 equipped with the operator norm |||·|||2 which, for a given
matrix A ∈ R4×4, is defined via

|||A|||2 = max
x∈R4,∥x∥2=1

∥A · x∥2,

where A · x ∈ R4 is the matrix-vector product of A and x, and

∥x∥2 =
√

x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 + x2

4

is the Euclidean norm on R4.

As shown in the previous remark, the elements of the special Euclidean group act on R3 as
rigid motions. In order to define immovability of blocks in an assembly, we continue with the
more applicable definition of continuous motions.

Definition 2.3. A continuous motion is a map γ : [0, 1] → SE(3) ⊂ GL(4) such that γ is
continuous (using the topology given in Remark 2.2) and γ(0) = I is the identity matrix in
SE(3). Furthermore, we say γ is admissible if γ is a continuous motion and differentiable in 0.
We say that γ is trivial if γ(t) = I for all t ∈ [0, 1] and we write γ ≡ I. For admissible motions,
we further enforce that for non-trivial maps γ the derivate at zero is non-zero, i.e. γ̇(0) ̸= 0.

The assumption that the first derivative of a non-trivial admissible motion does not vanish
is needed to establish a connection between the usual definition of interlocking assemblies and
the infinitesimal version, see proof of Proposition 3.10.

Remark 2.4. The group SE(3) is a Lie group. An admissible motion γ can be differentiated
in 0 to obtain an element in the corresponding Lie algebra se(3). This is due to the fact, that
we can extend the map γ to a differentiable map γ̃ : [−1, 1] → SE(3) by

γ̃ (t) =

{
γ (t) , t ≥ 0,

γ (−t)−1 , t < 0

and the definition of the Lie algebra as the tangent space at the identity element of the under-
lying Lie group, see [17, Chapter 1.4]. The Lie algebra se(3) is a 6−dimensional vector space
with elements of the form (ω, t) = (ω1, ω2, ω3, t1, t2, t3) which can be embedded into the R4×4

matrix-space as follows 
0 −ω3 ω2 t1
ω3 0 −ω1 t2
−ω2 ω1 0 t3
0 0 0 0
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and thus we can define a multiplication of elements (ω, t) ∈ se(3) with elements in p ∈ R3 via

(ω, t) .p =


0 −ω3 ω2 t1
ω3 0 −ω1 t2
−ω2 ω1 0 t3
0 0 0 0

 ·
(
p
1

)
=

(
ω × p+ t

1

)
,

where × : R3 × R3 → R3 denotes the cross product given by

ω × p =

ω2p3 − ω3p2
ω3p1 − ω1p3
ω1p2 − ω2p1

 .

For more on the correspondence of SE(3) and se(3), we refer to [5, Chapter 6].

2.2 Assemblies of Blocks

In order to define interlocking assemblies, we first need to define the notion of an assembly of
blocks.

Definition 2.5. Let ∅ ≠ X ⊂ Rn be a connected, compact set (in the standard Euclidean

topology) with X̊ = X, i.e. X equals the closure of its interior. We call X a block with
boundary denoted by ∂X.

The constraints applied to a blockX are inspired by practical applications and the geometric

shapes of objects in three-dimensional space. Additionally, the use of the condition X̊ = X
serves to exclude any type of degenerations. Frequently, extra restrictions are imposed on X.
For example, when n = 3, we focus on blocks X that have a polyhedral boundary.

Next, we define assemblies of blocks.

Definition 2.6. An assembly is a family of blocks (Xi)i∈I for a non-empty countable index set
I such that Xi ∩Xj = ∂Xi ∩ ∂Xj for all i, j ∈ I with i ̸= j.

This condition enforces that two distinct blocks of an assembly only touch at their boundary
and do not “penetrate” each other, i.e. their interiors do not intersect. Furthermore, we allow
infinite assemblies of blocks, which is compatible with the assemblies constructed in [12] that
carry a doubly-periodic symmetry.

In the following, we provide several intuitive examples of interlocking and non-interlocking
assemblies before giving the formal definition of an interlocking assembly in the following sec-
tion. We start with two ways of assembling cubes.

Figure 4a displays a canonical way of assembling cubes in a doubly-periodic way, i.e. we
translate a given cube in two directions using two vectors x, y ∈ R3. When assembling cubes,
as shown in Figure 4a, it is always possible to move cubes by shifting them upwards, even when
neighbouring cubes are constrained from moving. In Figure 4b, we see an alternative way of
assembling cubes in a doubly-periodic fashion. We can place the assembly between two parallel
planes such that the midsection of each cube, i.e. its intersection with the plane going through
the middle of the assembly, is given by a hexagon. This assembly can be generated with the
method presented in [3], which is based on the well-known statement that any convex body
can be constructed by a finite intersection of half-spaces, see [14]. In Example 3.6, we show the
assembly in Figure 4b indeed gives rise to an interlocking assembly.
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(a) (b)

Figure 4: Two ways of assembling cubes in a doubly-periodic fashion: (a) a simple cube
assembly where grey cubes can be moved even when fixing the red cubes from moving. (b) An
interlocking assembly of cubes which can be generated by the methods presented in [3].

An assembly of regular tetrahedra as shown in Figure 5a (see [7, 11]) gives another example
of an interlocking assembly by choosing a frame consisting of the red tetrahedra to be fixed.
Then it follows that the grey blocks cannot be removed from the assembly by continuous motions
without causing penetrations with other blocks. Figure 5b and 5c show similar assemblies with
non-regular tetrahedra, i.e. tetrahedra whose faces are not equilateral triangles. A frame is not
shown in Figure 5b and 5c, and a possible frame could consist of the outer tetrahedra. All the
assemblies shown in Figures 4b-5c are based on regular tessellations of the plane with wallpaper
symmetries and can be obtained by the intersections of half-spaces as described in [3].

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 5: Collection of assemblies with tetrahedra: (a) regular tetrahedra interlocking with
p4-symmetry frame in red, see [11, 6], (b) non-regular tetrahedra assembly with p3-symmetry,
see [19] for a similar block, (c) non-regular tetrahedra assembly with p6-symmetry.

Before we define interlocking assemblies formally, we provide another example of an assembly
of modified cubes which does yield an interlocking assembly, even though a single block cannot
be removed from the assembly while fixing all other blocks and especially its neighbouring
blocks. This block is obtained by modifying a cube in such a way that on one side a pyramid
is added, which is removed from a different side of the cube, see Figure 6a.

(a) (b)

Figure 6: (a) Modified cube. (b) Exploded view of assembling four copies of the modified cube.
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We can assemble this block in groups of four similarly to the cube assembly given in Fig-
ure 4a. However, the assembly shown in Figure 7a is not an interlocking assembly, as in-
terlocking only occurs in groups of four blocks. The set consisting of the four gray blocks
can simultaneously be moved without causing intersections by applying the admissible motion
[0, 1] → SE(3), t 7→ (R3 → R3, x 7→ x+ (0, 0, t)⊺), see Figure 7c.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 7: (a,b) An assembly with modified cubes. (c) Even though each block is restrained by
its neighbours, four blocks can be moved simultaneously.

2.3 The Definition of Interlocking Assemblies

The following definition ensures that in an interlocking assembly, moving any finite subset of
blocks leads to a violation of the assembly condition.

Definition 2.7. An interlocking assembly is an assembly of blocks (Xi)i∈I together with a
subset J ⊂ I, called frame, such that for all finite non-empty sets ∅ ̸= T ⊂ I \ J and for all
non-trivial admissible motions (γi)i∈T there exists t ∈ [0, 1] and i, j ∈ I (set γℓ ≡ I if ℓ /∈ T for
ℓ ∈ {i, j}) with

γi(t)(Xi) ∩ γj(t)(Xj) ̸= ∂γi(t)(Xi) ∩ ∂γj(t)(Xj). (▷◁)

If we restrict the motions to translations, we say that the assembly is a translational interlocking
assembly.

This definition is equivalent to saying that we cannot move a finite number of blocks not
contained in the frame without causing intersections of blocks.

Remark 2.8. The term topological interlocking assembly is commonly used in the engineering
and architecture literature to describe interlocking assemblies with a peripheral frame or “force”
holding together the blocks, see [9]. In a mathematical context, this terminology may lead to
confusion, as it implies a topological classification (e.g., spheres or tori based on their genus)
that diverges from the primarily geometric nature of these assemblies. To avoid such confusion
and ensure clarity, we employ the term interlocking assembly, omitting the prefix topological.
This decision puts an emphasis on the geometric aspects of these structures and aims to avoid
the potential confusion between topological and geometric concepts.

Moreover, the concept of interlocking puzzles is also compatible with our definition above.
Here, a special block in the assembly labelled as the “key” is used to lock the whole assembly,
i.e. the key viewed as an element inside the block together with any other block yields the
frame of an interlocking assembly as given in Definition 2.7.

The concepts of topological interlocking and interlocking puzzles both deal with the potential
for assembly and disassembly. Specifically, if the frame is no longer fixed, the parts of the
assembly can often be taken apart. This idea is connected to assembly planning, which focuses
on the possibility of moving blocks from a starting position to an ending position without
causing any penetrations, as outlined in [23].
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3 Infinitesimal Interlocking Criterion

In this section, we build on the observation that the definition of interlocking assemblies incor-
porates admissible motions which are differentiable maps of the form

γ : [0, 1] → SE(3), γ(0) = I

and we can differentiate γ in 0 to obtain an element in the Lie algebra se(3), also known as the
algebra of infinitesimal motions acting on R3, see Remark 2.4. This action can be exploited in
order to give a linearised version of Definition 2.7 based on infinitesimal motions, which turns
out to be the one given in [21]. For this, we consider two blocks Xi, Xj inside an assembly of
blocks with polyhedral boundary (Xi)i∈I and assume that the common boundary of the two
blocks, i.e. ∂Xi ∩ ∂Xj can be triangulated by contact triangles. For each contact triangle f
given by three vertices, we compute a normal vector n pointing towards the block Xj. Let p be
one of the vertices of the given contact triangle f . When given two admissible motions γi, γj for
the blocks Xi, Xj, we can differentiate them in 0 to obtain elements in γ̇i(0) = (ωi, ti), γ̇j(0) =
(ωj, tj) ∈ se(3) and act with them on the point p. In Proposition 3.10, it is shown that the
interlocking criterion (▷◁) translates into the inequality

((ωj, tj).p− (ωi, ti).p) · n = (ωj × p+ tj − (ωi × p+ ti)) · n ≥ 0,

which, using the rule that for all ω, p ∈ R3, (ω × p) · n = (p × n) · ω, can be equivalently
formulated as

((−p× n)⊺,−n⊺, (−p× n)⊺,−n⊺) ·


ωi

ti
ωj

tj

 ≥ 0. (2)

The system of inequalities of the form above for a whole assembly are given in Definition 3.3 and
in Proposition 3.10, we show that these inequalities indeed enforce the interlocking property,
as given in Definition 2.7. In Figure 8, we see a schematic illustration of this approach of
modelling face to face contact using infinitesimal motions.

Figure 8: Schematic figure for interlocking criteria (after [21]): For two blocks Xi, Xj and a
contact point p at a contact face with normal n pointing towards the block Xj, we can derive
an inequality corresponding to a non-penetration rule. Here, the motions of each block are
associated with a tuple of infinitesimal motions, consisting of an angular momentum ω and a
translation t.
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Remark 3.1. In [22] an alternative infinitesimal interlocking criteria for convex blocks is pre-
sented. The idea is to replace the contact point p in Inequality (2) by p−ci and p−cj, where ci
and cj are the centres of the two convex blocks Xi and Xj, respectively. Moreover, it is shown in
[22] that this criterion can be translated into an equilibrium analysis using Farkas lemma, which
gives a connection between linear inequalities and linear equalities. This approach of relying
on the centres of blocks is generalised to non-convex blocks in [20] by subdividing non-convex
blocks into smaller convex blocks. In this work, we focus on the definition of infinitesimal
interlocking assemblies as presented in [21], which does not use the centres of each block. This
method can be also used for assemblies with non-convex blocks, and we establish a connection
to the definition of interlocking assemblies in Proposition 3.10.

Since, we also consider infinite assemblies, we first define matrix-vector multiplications of
infinite matrices.

Remark 3.2. Let (aij) = A ∈ RN×N be an infinite dimensional matrix such that for all i ∈ N
the set {j | aij ̸= 0} is finite, i.e. in each row there are only finitely many non-zero entries.
Then we can define the matrix-vector multiplication with a vector x ∈ RN in the usual way. In
some cases, we restrict to vectors with finite support. Here, we write supp (x) = {i | xi ̸= 0}
and say that x has finite support if |supp (x)| < ∞.

The following definition, based on the work [21], establishes a connection between an as-
sembly of blocks with triangulated polyhedral boundary and a set of inequalities described by
a matrix modelling face-to-face contacts.

Definition 3.3. Let X = (Xi)i∈I be an assembly of polyhedra with triangulated polyhedral
boundary, such that if the intersection of two blocks at their boundary has area larger than
zero it is already given by common triangular faces. Let J ⊂ I be a subset of I (possibly
empty). Let C be the number of contact triangles between blocks inside the assembly, which
are each defined by three vertices. Then we define the infinitesimal interlocking matrix AX,J

with 3 · C rows indexed by the defining vertices of all contact triangles and 6 · |I \ J | columns
corresponding to possible admissible motions (ω, t) ∈ R6 for each block not contained in the
frame. For each contact triangle F of blocks i, j ∈ I \ J , where p is a defining vertex of F and
n is a normal vector of F pointing towards the block j, we obtain a row of AX,J of the form(

0, . . . , (−p× n)⊺,−n⊺︸ ︷︷ ︸
i

, 0, . . . , 0, (p× n)⊺, n⊺︸ ︷︷ ︸
j

, 0, . . . , 0
)
.

For a block i ∈ I \ J having contact with a block j ∈ J , we obtain a row of the form(
0, . . . , (−p× n)⊺,−n⊺︸ ︷︷ ︸

i

, 0, . . . , 0, . . . , 0
)
.

The assembly is called infinitesimally interlocked with frame J if

AX,J · x ≥ 0 implies x = 0,

for any x with finite support (the inequality ≥ 0 is understood componentwise). Here, we
identify x with the family (γi)i∈I of infinitesimal motions, where γi ∈ se(3) is of the form
γi = (ωi, ti) ∈ R6. By considering identical rows only once, we can reduce the system into an
equivalent system with fewer inequalities and call the resulting matrix the reduced infinitesimal
interlocking matrix. We define the assembly to be infinitesimal translational interlocked if there
are no translational admissible motions, i.e. we set ωi = 0 for each block and thus only consider
for each block Xi infinitesimal motions of the form (0, ti). In this case, we only need one row
for each face-to-face contact, as we no longer dependent on the points p. The infinitesimal
interlocking polytope is defined as the set of vectors x with finite support and AX,J · x ≥ 0
(componentwise equal or larger than 0).
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Using the cross product in the definition above is tied to the three-dimensional case as the
dimension of SE(3) equals 3, and for general values n the dimension of SE(n) equals n(n−1)

2
.

Remark 3.4. Both the interlocking and infinitesimal interlocking definition can be generalised
to any dimension. In the case of the infinitesimal interlocking definition, we have to adapt
the definition of the rows of the interlocking matrix by changing the part corresponding to
infinitesimal rotations ω which is derived from the fact (p×n) ·ω = (ω× p) ·n, see Proposition
3.10.

Before showing that the infinitesimal definition implies the regular definition of an interlock-
ing assembly, we give several examples of how to compute the interlocking matrix and showcase
that even for assemblies with relatively few blocks, the matrix A can be quite large. We start
with the simple cube assembly given in Figure 4a, and show that its interlocking matrix has a
non-trivial kernel with elements corresponding to admissible motions.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 9: (a) Cube with vertex labels, (b) 3× 3 assembly of cubes, (c) 3× 3 assembly of cubes
with middle cube shifted by the translation (0, 0, 1

2
)⊺.

Example 3.5. We consider a 3× 3 assembly of cubes as shown in Figure 9b. The outer cubes
are fixed and only the inner cube is allowed to move. This cube in the middle can be obtained
as the convex hull of the coordinates in the ordered list:

[(0, 0, 1)⊺ , (0, 0, 0)⊺ , (0, 1, 0)⊺ , (0, 1, 1)⊺ , (1, 1, 1)⊺ , (1, 1, 0)⊺ , (1, 0, 0)⊺ , (1, 0, 1)⊺]

and the other cubes are obtained by translations of this cube in the directions (1, 0, 0) and
(0, 1, 0). The contact-faces of the middle cube to its neighbouring cubes are given by the faces

[1, 2, 3, 4], [1, 2, 7, 8], [3, 4, 5, 6], [5, 6, 7, 8],

see Figure 9a. The corresponding outer normals of the faces above are given by

(−1, 0, 0)⊺ , (0, 1, 0)⊺ , (0,−1, 0)⊺ , (1, 0, 0)⊺ .

By fixing a triangulation of the cube, we can use Definition 3.3 to obtain the infinitesimal
interlocking matrix with rows of the form (−(p × n)⊺,−n⊺), where n is an outer normal and
p is a point belonging to a corresponding face. Note, that we only need four inequalities for
each contact square, as a triangulation leads to redundant inequalities (some triangles share
points and normals). Thus, we only obtain 16 instead of 24 rows and the reduced infinitesimal
interlocking matrix is given as follows:

A⊺ =

 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 −1 0 −1 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0 −1
0 0 −1 −1 0 0 −1 −1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0
1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 −1 −1 −1
0 0 0 0 −1 −1 −1 −1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

.
10



The computation A · (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1)⊺ = 0 implies that an element of the form (ω, t)⊺ =
(0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1)⊺ lies in the kernel of A. This can be interpreted as shifting a cube outside
the assembly along the translation t = (0, 0, 1)⊺, see Figure 7c. Indeed, we can use the map
γ : [0, 1] → SE(3), t 7→ (R3 → R3, x 7→ x+ (0, 0, t)⊺) to shift out the cube in the middle, and
it holds that γ̇(0) = (0, 0, 1)⊺. In general, we observe that for the matrix A to have a trivial
kernel, a necessary condition is that there have to be at least three normal vectors of faces
n1, n2, n3 with ⟨n1, n2, n3⟩ = R3.

Next, we consider the assembly of stacked cubes as given in Figure 10.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 10: (a) 3× 3 Interlocking assembly of cubes, (b) contact faces of the middle cube with
its neighbours, (c) orientation of cubes with integer coordinates.

Example 3.6. In order to describe the example shown in Figure 10 geometrically, we again
consider the unit cube given by the points and faces, as in the previous example.

In order to embed the assembly shown in Figure 10a in a way that the coordinates of all
cubes are integers, we scale the unit cube by a factor 2 such that its side length are all equal
to 2. Hence, we get the coordinates

[(0, 0, 2)⊺ , (0, 0, 0)⊺ , (0, 2, 0)⊺ , (0, 2, 2)⊺ , (2, 2, 2)⊺ , (2, 2, 0)⊺ , (2, 0, 0)⊺ , (2, 0, 2)⊺].

Now, we obtain the assembly shown in Figure 10c by applying the translations v1 = (1, 1, 2)⊺, v2 =
(−1, 2, 1)⊺ to the cube above by translating the cube with i · v1 + j · v2 and i, j ∈ {0, 1, 2}. The
contact faces of the grey cube in the middle are shown in Figure 10b and the resulting inter-
locking matrix determined by the contact faces is then given as follows:

A⊺ =

 −3 −3 −4 −4 4 4 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 3 3 −5 −5 −4 −4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 4 4 −4 −4 −5 −5 0 −1 −1 0 1 2 2 1
1 2 2 1 0 −1 −1 0 −5 −4 −4 −5 4 3 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 −1 −1 −1 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 −1 −1 −1 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 −1 −1 −1 −1

.
Using a linear program solver such as the one available in [16], one can compute that the kernel
of the matrix is trivial and there is no 0 ̸= x ∈ R6 with Ax ≥ 0. Alternatively, we can centre
the middle cube at the origin to receive the following matrix

B⊺ =

 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 −1 −1 −1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 −1 0 0 0 0 −1 −1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0
0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 −1 0 0 −1 0 −1 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 −1 −1 −1 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 −1 −1 −1 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 −1 −1 −1 −1

.
With this matrix, it is straightforward to see that a vector x⊺ = (ω, t) with Bx ≥ 0 has to

satisfy t = 0 and similarly ω = 0. Thus, the assembly is infinitesimally interlocked.

In the following example, we see how admissible motions translate into infinitesimal motions.

11



(a) (b) (c)

Figure 11: Two Versatile Blocks and application of an admissible motion: (a) Initial placement
(b,c) views of applying γ(0.5) to the right block.

Example 3.7. In this example, we consider two copies of a block, called Versatile Block, first
introduced in [13] and studied in [2]. We consider the two blocks shown in Figure 11a with a
contact triangle given by the points (0, 0, 0)⊺ , (0,−1, 1)⊺ , (0, 1, 1)⊺ . The map

γ : [0, 1] → SE(3), t 7→

R3 → R3, x 7→

cos(t) 0 − sin(t)
0 1 0

sin(t) 0 cos(t)

 ·

x+

 0
0

t− 1

+

0
0
1


applied to the right (blue) block in Figure 11a rotates and shifts it along the upper edge of the
contact triangle with the left (red) block, and can be also written as follows:

γ (t) (x) =


cos (t) 0 − sin (t) − sin (t) · (t− 1)

0 1 0 0
sin (t) 0 cos (t) cos (t) · (t− 1) + 1
0 0 0 1

 · x,

where x lies in the affine space Aff(R3). We see that γ(0) = I is the identity map and differen-
tiating entrywise in 0 yields:

γ̇ (0) =


0 0 −1 1
0 0 0 0
1 0 0 2
0 0 0 0

 ∈ se(3).

The map γ is a continuous motion that applied to the right block in Figure 11a does not lead
to any intersections, assuming that the left block in Figure 11a is restrained from moving.
However, the points γ(t) ((0,−1, 1)⊺) , γ(t) ((0, 1, 1)⊺) do not lie on the right side of the left
block for any t > 0. In order to show that this example is compatible with Definition 3.3, we
have to show that for the points p ∈ {(0, 0, 0)⊺ , (0,−1, 1)⊺ , (0, 1, 1)⊺} and the normal vector
n = (1, 0, 0)⊺ of the contact triangle of the two blocks pointing towards the block on the right,
the following inequality is satisfied

(p× n, n) · γ̇ (0) ≥ 0,

where we identify γ̇ (0) with (0,−1, 0, 1, 0, 2). Indeed, for p = (0,−1, 1) we have

((p× n)⊺, n⊺) · γ̇ (0) = (0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0)⊺ · (0,−1, 0, 1, 0, 2) = 0,

for p = (0, 0, 0)⊺ we get

((p× n)⊺, n⊺) · γ̇ (0) = (0, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0)⊺ · (0,−1, 0, 1, 0, 2) = 1

and for p = (0, 1, 1)⊺ we obtain

((p× n)⊺, n⊺) · γ̇ (0) = (0, 1,−1, 1, 0, 0)⊺ · (0,−1, 0, 1, 0, 2) = 0.

12



In order to show that the infinitesimal interlocking property implies the usual interlocking
property, we need to define the positive side of a plane which depends on a fixed choice of a
vector normal to the plane.

Definition 3.8. The positive side of a plane P = (n, d) given by a normal vector n and a point
d ∈ R3 which is contained in P is defined as all points p that are obtained by summing a point
of the plane together with its normal multiplied by a non-negative factor, i.e. there exists a ≥ 0
such that p = a · n+ d+ v with n · v = 0.

We can reformulate Definition 3.8 as shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9. Let P = (n, d) be a plane given by its normal vector n and a point d ∈ R3 which
is contained in P . Let p ∈ R3 be a point. Then p is contained on the positive side of P if and
only if (p− d) · n ≥ 0.

Proof. The point p is contained on the positive side of P if and only if there exists a ≥ 0 such
that p = a · n + d + v with n · v = 0. It follows that p · n = a · ∥n∥22 + d · n ≥ d · n and thus
(p − d) · n ≥ 0. The point p lies on the other side of P , if a < 0 and in this case we can show
analogously that (p− d) · n ≤ 0.

As highlighted in Remark 2.4, the Lie algebra of the Lie group SE(3) is given by se(3). The
6-dimensional algebra (ω, t) ∈ se(3) acts on a point p ∈ R3 via SE(3) × R3 → R3, ω × p + t.
The main difficulty of relating the infinitesimal definition to the definition of an interlocking
assembly is translating the condition (▷◁) in Definition 2.7 into an infinitesimal version.

Proposition 3.10. Let (Xi)i∈I be an assembly together with a subset J ⊂ I. If for all finite
subsets ∅ ̸= T ⊂ I \ J and infinitesimal motions x = (γi)i∈I , with γi ∈ R6 and γi = 0 for all
i ∈ I \ T (x has finite support) with

AX,J · x ≥ 0

implies that x = 0, then (Xi)i∈I is an interlocking assembly with frame J .

Proof. If there is an admissible family of non-trivial motions (γi)i∈T for a non-empty finite
subset of the blocks T ⊂ I \ J , we can assume that for at least one i ∈ T , we have that
γ̇i(0) ̸= 0. Now, let p be a contact point of a contact face with vertices p, p′, p′′ of the blocks
Xi, Xj with normal ni pointing towards Xj. Since the motions γi for i ∈ T do not lead to
penetrations, it follows that for all admissible motions γi, γj of the underlying assembly there
either exists ε > 0 such that for all t ∈ [0, ε) the point γj(t)(p) is contained in the positive side
of the plane P = (γi (t) (ni) , γi (t) (p)) and with Lemma 3.9 this is equivalent to

(γj (t) (p)− γi (t) (p)) · γi (t) (ni) ≥ 0,

or if there is no such ε (see Example 3.7), we instead consider the points p − v
k
for k ∈ N,

v = (p′−p)+(p′′−p)
3

and get(
γj (t)

(
p− v

k

)
− γi (t)

(
p− v

k

))
· γi (t) (ni) ≥ 0,

for t ∈ [0, εk) and take the limit k → ∞. It follows that

0 ≤ (γj (t) (p)− γi (t) (p)) · γi (t) (ni)

= (γj (t) (p)− p− (γi (t) (p)− p)) · γi (t) (ni)

which is equivalent to the following by multiplying with 1
t
for t > 0:

0 ≤ 1

t
(γj (t) (p)− p− (γi (t) (p)− p)) · γi (t) (ni)

=

(
γj (t) (p)− p

t
− γi (t) (p)− p

t

)
· γi (t) (ni) .

13



Since γi, γj are differentiable and thus continuous we have

lim
t→0

γi (t) (ni) = ni

and thus it follows that
0 ≤ (γ̇j (0) (p)− γ̇i (0) (p)) · ni.

For an admissible motion γ, the derivative at 0 given by γ̇ (0) is an element in the Lie algebra
se (3) and can be represented as a 6−dimensional vector (ω, t), see Remark 2.4. If γ̇j (0)
corresponds to (ωj, tj) and γ̇i (0) to (ωi, ti) we get

0 ≤ (ωj × p+ tj − (ωi × p+ ti)) · ni.

For vectors a, b, c ∈ R3, we have that

(a× b) · c = (b× c) · a,

since the determinant of the matrix (a, b, c) ∈ R3×3 can be expressed as (a× b) · c and thus it
follows that

(a× b) · c = det (a, b, c) = det (b, c, a) = (b× c) · a.

With this we can compute the following:

0 ≤ (ωj × p+ tj − (ωi × p+ ti)) · ni

= ωj × p · ni + tj · ni − ωi × p · ni − ti · ni

= p× ni · ωj + tj · ni − p× ni · ωi − ti · ni

= −p× ni · ωi − ni · ti + p× ni · ωj + ni · tj
= (−p× ni,−ni, p× ni, ni) · (ωi, ti, ωj, tj) .

In total, we conclude that

0 ≤ (−p× n,−n, p× n, n) · (ωi, ti, ωj, tj) .

It follows that we obtain the infinitesimal interlocking matrix AX,J of the underlying assembly in
this way. If we assume that there is no x ̸= 0 with finite support such thatAX,J ·x ≥ 0, then there
is no non-trivial admissible motion γ since we enforce that for such motions the corresponding
infinitesimal motion given by the derivate of γ in 0 is non-trivial, i.e. γ̇(0) ̸= 0.

Given this infinitesimal criterion, the question arises how it can be used to prove the in-
terlocking property given in Definition 2.7. In general, we proceed as follows with a given
interlocking matrix A:

1. Show that for any x, the existence of a row index i with (Ax)i > 0 implies that |supp(x)| =
∞.

2. Show that the kernel of A is trivial.

This proves that the only admissible infinitesimal motion is the zero vector.
In general, we need to consider not only inequalities arising from face-to-face contacts.

Remark 3.11. In Definition 3.3, we only consider contacts of face pairs. In Section 4, we
show that this suffices to prove the interlocking property for certain assemblies. In general,
restricting to face pairs only is not sufficient to prove the interlocking property, see [22, 20]. In
these situations one needs to model further contact types leading to further inequalities, i.e.
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• vertex-vertex contact,

• vertex-edge contact,

• vertex-face contact,

• edge-edge contact,

• edge-face contact,

• face-face contact.

Considering these additional contact types increases the complexity of the problem immensely.
In certain situations, we can simplify these contact relations using symmetries of the underlying
assembly.

4 Interlocking Property of Assemblies with Wallpaper

Symmetry

In this section, we establish interlocking properties of assemblies constructed with the methods
based on continuously deforming fundamental domains of a given wallpaper group G into each
other, as presented in the previous section. From these infinite assemblies, we can also obtain
interlocking assemblies with finitely many blocks by only considering finite portions, see Corol-
lary 4.8. For this purpose, we first show that the infinitesimal interlocking property (Definition
3.3) of the infinite assemblies construction in [12] can be decoded into an infinite dimensional
polytope carrying the same symmetries as the underlying assembly. This observation allows a
simplification for proving the interlocking property. Next, we show that no “sliding” motions
are possible for any constructed assemblies satisfying certain conditions.

Definition 4.1. Let (Xi)i∈I be an assembly of blocks and γ = (γi)i∈I be admissible motions
such that γi ≡ 0 for almost all i ∈ I. We say that γ consists of sliding motions if the infinitesimal
interlocking matrix A of the assembly (Xi)i∈I satisfies

Ax = 0,

where x = (γ̇i(0))i∈I .

In Example 3.5 we show that assembling cubes can lead to sliding motions which can be
viewed as motions such that contact faces remain in contact when applying the motion. In
Proposition 4.6, we establish that the assemblies constructed in the previous section do not
admit any sliding motion if we assume sufficient edge deformations specified as Criterion 4.3.

Using this, we show that we can classify assemblies with a translational interlocking property
and p1 symmetry using the notion of “infinite interlocking chains”.

Definition 4.2. Let (Xi)i∈I be an assembly of blocks, A its infinitesimal interlocking matrix
and let γ = (γi)i∈I be admissible motions. The infinitesimal motion x = (γ̇i(0))i∈I is an infinite
interlocking chain if Ax ≥ 0 and x has infinite support.

Consider an assembly coming from the construction in [12] by continuously deforming a
fundamental domain F of a wallpaper group G into another domain F ′ of the same group
leading to a block X that can be assembled using the extended action of G onto R3, i.e. we
consider the infinite assembly of blocks (Xg)g∈G = (g(X))g∈G. If there exists a finite set H ⊂ G
such that H(F ) = H(F ′) it follows that we can simultaneously shift the blocks corresponding
to H upwards using the admissible motion γ : t 7→

(
x 7→ (x1, x2, x3 + t)

)
. This leads to the

following interlocking criterion.
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Criterion 4.3. The assembly (Xg)g∈G is a translational interlocking assembly with empty frame
if and only if there is no finite set ∅ ≠ H ⊂ G such that

⋃
h∈H h(F ) =

⋃
h∈H h(F ′). This is

equivalent to saying that for each finite set ∅ ≠ H ⊂ G the edges on the boundary of
⋃

h∈H h(F )
are deformed.

Indeed, we prove the following for wallpaper groups of type p1 in Theorem 4.7.

Theorem. If G is of type p1, the assemblies (Xg)g∈G are translational interlocked if and only
if Criterion 4.3 holds.

4.1 A Polytope with Wallpaper Symmetry

Let X be a block coming from the construction in [12] which can be assembled using the action
of a planar crystallographic group G. Hence, there is an assembly of the form (Xg)g∈G with
X = XI, where I is the identity element of G. In the construction of X we consider edge
representatives e1, . . . , en ⊂ R2 of an initial fundamental domain F together with intermediate
points p1, . . . , pn ∈ R2 determining a triangulation of the surface of X. For a given edge ei of
F , we distinguish between the two cases pi−1 ̸= pi ̸= pi+1 and pi−1 = pi or pi = pi+1.

v1

v2

v3

p1 p2

Xg Xg′

XI

(a)

v1

v2

v3

p1 = p2

Xg Xg′

XI

(b)

Figure 12: We can deform two neighbouring edges with vertices {v1, v2} and {v2, v3} of an
initial fundamental domain F by introducing intermediate points p1, p2. The choices of p1, p2
determine the contact of the resulting block X = XI to other blocks Xg, Xg′ inside the assembly.
(a) If p1 ̸= p2 then the resulting triangles associated to the edges meet with a single block. (b)
If p1 = p2, we obtain a contact triangle between the blocks Xg, Xg′ .

The contact faces of the block X to the neighbouring blocks can be determined by consider-
ing each edge independently. For an edge with intermediate point satisfying the first case above
(see Figure 12a), we obtain rows in the interlocking matrix (Definition 3.3) of the following form,
since the resulting triangles all are in contact with a single block Xg:

X Xg[ ]∗ ∗
∗ ∗
∗ ∗

This means that the three triangles coming from the deformation of the given edge are all in
contact with another block. For the special case pi = pi+1 (see Figure 12b) we have fewer faces
and for each edge ei, there are two blocks Xg, Xg′ that intersect with X at the faces defined at
ei leading to a matrix of the form
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X Xg Xg′[ ]∗ ∗ 0
∗ ∗ 0
0 ∗ ∗

.

Each block contact is contained in the matrices of the form above. Since we assumed that
the block X is constructed with the techniques given in the previous section, its boundary is
given by the triangulation XF,F ′ , where F, F ′ are two fundamental domains. For each vertical or
tiled face T with normal vector n of XF,F ′ that is in contact with another block in the assembly
corresponding to a group element g ∈ G, we can find an edge representative e ∈ {e1, . . . , em}
of F such that T is obtained w.l.o.g. by the deformation of e as in Figure 13.

v1 v2

(a)

v1

p

v2

(b)

v1
v2

p′v′1
v′2

P0

Pc

(c)

Figure 13: Deforming an edge and a corresponding triangulation as given in [12]: (a) start with
an initial edge with vertices v1, v2, (b) introducing intermediate point p results in two edges
with vertices v1, p and v2, p, (c) interpolating between edges by setting v′1 = v1 + (0, 0, c)⊺, v′2 =
v2 + (0, 0, c)⊺, p′ = p + (0, 0, c)⊺ for some c > 0. Note that the points p′, v′1, v

′
2 and the points

v1, v2, p lie in the planes Pc = {(x, y, c) | x, y ∈ R} and P0{(x, y, 0) | x, y ∈ R}, respectively.

For each vertex v of T , we obtain a quadruple (e, v, n, g), which we call an edge representing
quadruple. In order to put together all contacts of blocks within the assembly, we define the
following polytope:

IAX,G ={(γg)g∈G ∈ R6×G | (e, v, n, g) edge representing quadruple, |supp((γg)g∈G)| < ∞
(−((R(v) + t)×R(n))⊺,−R(n)⊺, ((R(v) + t)×R(n))⊺ , R(n)⊺) · (γg′ , γg′·g) ≥ 0,

∀g′ = (R, t) ∈ G}.

Since each contact triangle comes from an edge, we have described all contact faces in the
polytope above and thus have the following result.

Proposition 4.4. The polytope IAX,G is the interlocking polytope as defined in Definition 3.3.

Proof. We need to show that the inequalities defining the polytope IAX,G are exactly those
coming from the interlocking matrix A in Definition 3.3. Let p be a contact point of a contact
face with normal n two blocks Xg′ , Xg′′ coming from a deformed edge e. It follows that g′−1(e) ∈
{e1, . . . , en} and we write g = g′−1 · g′′. By the definition of the underlying assembly, we have
that (R(e) + t, R(v) + t, R(n), g) is an edge representing quadruple, where g′−1 = (R, t) ∈ G.
Thus, we obtain all inequalities of A and vice versa, each inequality in the definition of IAX,G

comes from A.
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4.2 The Kernel of the Infinitesimal Interlocking Matrix

In this section, we show that no sliding motions are possible for the blocks constructed in [12]
as long as they fulfil Criterion 4.3. For this, let (Xg)g∈G be an assembly constructed with the
methods in [12] and fulfilling Criterion 4.3. Then we compute its infinitesimal interlocking
matrix, which we call A.

Lemma 4.5. Let (γg)g∈G ∈ R6×G be a vector (with finite support) of infinitesimal motions for
each block. A “deformed side” of a block means that for the bottom plane corresponding to
the tiling with F , there is an edge with corresponding intermediate point deforming, the edge
leading to three faces with distinct normal vectors having contact. Assume that one “deformed
side” of a block X has contact to another block X ′, which is not moving. Then we can simplify
the computation of the kernel to a reduced matrix.

Proof. Let e ⊂ R2 be an edge with vertices v1, v2 ∈ R2, and let p ∈ R2 be a point. We embed
the vertices v1, v2 into R3 by appending a 0 and let v′1, v

′
2 be the points which are obtained by

appending 1 instead of 0 and also embed p into R3 by appending a 1. We then consider the three
triangles in R3 given by the points T2 := {v1, v′1, p}, T1 := {v1, v2, p}, T3 := {v2, v′2, p} and normal
vectors ni of Ti given by n1 := (v2−v1)×(p−v1), n2 := (v′1−v1)×(p−v1), n3 := (v′2−v2)×(p−v2).
We obtain the following 9 × 6 sub-matrix of A of the form corresponding to the contacts of
blocks X and X ′:

A⊺
e =

(
p× n1 v1 × n1 v2 × n1 p× n2 v1 × n2 v′1 × n2 p× n3 v2 × n3 v′2 × n3

n1 n1 n1 n2 n2 n2 n3 n3 n3

)
.

Since we need to show that Ae has rank 6, we can use row operation on Ae to obtain the
following matrix with the same rank

B⊺
e =

(
p×n1 (v1−p)×n1 (v2−p)×n1 p×n2 (v1−p)×n2 (v′1−p)×n2 p×n3 (v2−p)×n3 (v′2−p)×n3

n1 0 0 n2 0 0 n3 0 0

)
.

Now, it suffices to show that n1, n2, n3 are linearly independent and one of the following matrices
have rank 3: ((v1 − p)× n1)

⊺

((v1 − p)× n2)
⊺

((v2 − p)× n3)
⊺

 or

((v2 − p)× n1)
⊺

((v1 − p)× n2)
⊺

((v2 − p)× n3)
⊺

 .

For a 3× 3 matrix M with detM ̸= 0 it holds that

(Ma)× (Mb) = cof (M) · (a× b),

where cof (M) = det (M) · (M−1)⊺ is the cofactor matrix of M . Hence, we can assume that
v1 = (0, 0)⊺, v2 = (1, 0)⊺ and the matrices simplify to

M1 =

 −p22 − 1 p1 p1
− (1− p1) p2 p2 p2

p1 − 1 −p21 − p22 − (1− p1)
2 − p22

 ,

M2 =

−p22 − 1 p1 p1 − 1
p1p2 p2 p2
p1 −p21 − p22 − (1− p1)

2 − p22

 .

Then we obtain the following determinants of the matrices dependent on the values of p:

detM1 = −p2(p1 − 1)(p21 + p22 + 1), detM2 = −p1p2(p
2
1 + p22 − 2p1 + 2).

Since p is not contained on the line v1, v2, we can assume that p2 ̸= 0 and if p1 = 1 it follows that
M2 has non-zero determinant and if p1 ̸= 1 it follows that M1 has non-zero determinant.
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Proposition 4.6. The infinitesimal interlocking matrix A has trivial kernel if and only if
Criterion 4.3 holds.

Proof. In the discussion preceding Criterion 4.3, it is shown that we can find a non-trivial
admissible motion shifting out blocks if there is a finite set ̸= H ⊂ G with H(F ) = H(F ′).
Moreover, this motion correspond to the translation (0, 0, 1) and indeed gives rise to a sliding
motion.

Assuming the opposite, we show that there are no sliding motions, i.e. the matrix A has
trivial kernel. Let x with finite support and Ax = 0, we identify x with the family of infinitesimal
motions (γg)g∈G such that γg = 0 for almost all g ∈ G. We show by induction that x = 0. For
this, we need to prove that there is always an edge in the sense of Lemma 4.5. But since there
is always at least one block having contact to a block which is moved by x, such an edge exists.
For each non-open edge e, there is at least one block with points “above” e. Since the number
of blocks that are considered is finite, we find an open edge e, since at least one edge admits
deformations.

4.3 Interlocking Chains

From the infinite polytope formulation, we obtain a matrix A such that vectors x with finite
support and Ax ≥ 0 correspond to admissible infinitesimal motions. We show that, in the case
where G is of type p1 and only translations are considered, the inequality (Ax)i > 0 for some
row index i implies that x has infinite support. Therefore, it suffices to consider x with Ax = 0.
This can be demonstrated by proving the existence of an infinite intersection chain.

Theorem 4.7. Any assembly (Xg)g∈G coming from the construction of the previous section
with G of type p1 is translational interlocked if and only if Criterion 4.3 is fulfilled.

Proof. If there exists a set H as in Criterion 4.3, we can simply shift out the corresponding
blocks using upward translations. Proposition 4.6 implies that there are no non-trivial motions
inside the kernel of the interlocking matrix. Thus, it suffices to rule out motions γ such that
there exists k with (A ·γ)k > 0. If there exists such an entry, it follows that there exists a block
Xi with non-trivial motion ti and a normal n of a face with ti · n > 0. Then for any face of the
block Xi with normal n′ such that ti · n′ < 0 implies that the neighbouring block at this face
has to move as-well. This automatically leads to an infinite chain.

Corollary 4.8. Let (Xi)i∈I be an infinite interlocking assembly and J ⊂ I a finite subset in I,
such that the elements in J can be written as a tuple (j1, . . . , jn) such that the blocks Xjl , Xjl+1

for l = 1, . . . , n− 1 and the blocks Xj1 , Xjn share a common face. Then there is a finite subset
J ⊂ Ĩ ⊂ I such that

(
(Xi)i∈Ĩ , J

)
is a topological interlocking assembly. Moreover, this subset

can be chosen to be the blocks inside the region spanned by the blocks corresponding to the
elements in J .

4.4 Interlocking Assemblies with RhomBlocks

In this section, we prove that any infinite tiling with lozenges leads to two interlocking assemblies
with RhomBlocks. In [12], a triangulation of the surface of the RhomBlock is given with
coordinates

v1 v2 v3 v4 v5

(0, 0, 0)⊺
(

1
2
,
√
3
2
, 0
)⊺

(1, 0, 0)⊺
(

1
2
,−

√
3
2
, 0
)⊺ (

0, 0,
√

2
3

)⊺

v6 v7 v8 v9 v10(
1
2
,
√
3
6
,
√

2
3

)⊺ (
1, 0,

√
2
3

)⊺ (
1,−

√
3
3
,
√

2
3

)⊺ (
1
2
,−
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and corresponding vertices of faces:

[[1, 2, 3], [1, 3, 4], [1, 5, 6], [1, 2, 6], [2, 3, 6], [3, 6, 7], [3, 7, 8], [3, 4, 8], [4, 8, 9], [4, 9, 10],

[1, 4, 10], [1, 5, 10], [5, 6, 7], [5, 9, 10], [7, 8, 9], [5, 7, 9]].

As shown in [12], we obtain for each tesselations with lozenges to assemblies with RhomBlocks.
The simple geometry can be exploited to obtain the following result, where we use the fact that
the vertical walls of the RhomBlock come in parallel pairs.

Theorem 4.9. For a given tessellation of the plane with lozenges, we can associate two infinite
interlocking RhomBlock assembly.

Proof. In [12] it is shown that we can associate two RhomBlock assemblies to a given lozenges
tiling. In order to prove that this assembly is indeed an interlocking assembly, we consider its
infinitesimal interlocking matrix A and show that for any γ with finite support, and A · γ ≥ 0
it follows that γ = 0. This is proven in two steps: first we show that for any such γ there is no
i with (A · γ)i > 0 and then we show that the kernel of the matrix A is trivial. So assume that,
there exists i with (A · γ)i > 0. If i is associated to a vertex of a vertical face, we can construct
an infinite chain as follows: the entry (A · γ)i > 0 corresponds to an inequality of the form
(−(p × n)⊺,−n⊺, (p × n)⊺, n⊺) · (γ′, γ) > 0 according to Definition 3.3. If ((p × n)⊺, n⊺) · γ > 0
it follows that ((p×−n)⊺,−n⊺) · γ = (((p− n)×−n)⊺,−n⊺) · γ < 0 and thus there must be γ′′

with (((p− n)× n)⊺, n⊺) · γ′′ > 0. Proceeding iteratively, we obtain an infinite chain of moving
blocks, which is not possible as we assumed finite support and thus (A · γ)i = 0 for any point
associated to a vertical face. This implies that γ consists only of upward translations. If i then
belongs to a tilted face, it follows that upward translation lead to another infinite chain. Hence,
the case Aγ = 0 remains. This follows from the more general Lemma in Section 4. In total, we
have that the RhomBlock assembly is indeed an interlocking assembly.

5 Conclusion and Outlook

In this work, we first establish the mathematical foundations of interlocking assemblies. Next,
we prove that a method, first introduced in [21], can be used to verify the interlocking property.
This is showcased for assemblies constructed in [12] with a special emphasis on assemblies with
RhomBlocks that arise from tessellations with lozenges.

In the literature, several other construction methods for candidates for interlocking assem-
blies are known, such as those involving convex bodies in [3]. As a next step into the general
theory of interlocking assemblies, it might be interesting to apply the developed theory in this
work to verify that these assemblies indeed satisfy the interlocking definition given in Definition
2.7 by means of Proposition 3.10.
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