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Abstract

A quad-mesh rigid origami is a continuously deformable panel-hinge structure where rigid zero-thickness
quad panels are connected by rotational hinges in the combinatorics of a grid. This article introduces two
new families of generalized sector-angle-periodic quad-mesh rigid origami stitched from proportional and
equimodular couplings, expanding beyond commonly known variations such as V-hedra (discrete Voss sur-
face/eggbox pattern), anti-V-hedra (flat-foldable pattern) and T-hedra (trapezoidal pattern). We conjecture
that as the mesh is refined to infinity, these quad-mesh rigid origami converges to special ruled surfaces
in the limit, supported by multiple lines of evidence. Additionally, we discuss the convergence of tangent

planes, metric-related, and curvature-related properties.



1 Introduction

A quad-mesh rigid origami is a structure composed of rigid, flat, and zero-thickness quadrilateral panels jointed
by rotational hinges in a grid-like connectivity, which admits a continuous isometric deformation without de-
forming the panels. This deformation is also called a flex, flexion or folding motion in different literatures. We
show the most famous quad-mesh rigid origami — the Miura ori (Miura, 1985), in Figure 1(a). In the origami
community, the primary focus is on developable origami, which means the sum of sector angles around every
interior vertex is 27. Upon this condition, the discrete Gaussian curvature at every interior vertex would be zero
(details provided at the end of Section D of the Supplementary Material). While in our setup, the sum of sector
angles at every interior vertex is not necessarily 27, which means our discussion includes but is not restricted
to developable origami. The most commonly applied quad-mesh rigid origami are (anti-)V-hedra and T-hedra,
as depicted in Figure 1(b)—(f). In this article, we focus on more generalized quad-mesh rigid origami that ex-
tend beyond (anti-)V-hedra and T-hedra, namely, those stitched from proportional and equimodular couplings.
The mathematical description of these terms, originating from Izmestiev (2017), are provided in Sections K
and L, respectively, of the Supplementary Material. To clarify the distinctions among these different types of

quad-mesh rigid origami, we begin with a brief overview of (anti-)V-hedra and (anti-)T-hedra.

(Anti-)V-hedra and (anti-)T-hedra

A V-hedron (Figure 1(b) and 1(c)) refers to a non-developable quad-mesh rigid origami where opposite sec-
tor angles are equal at every interior vertex (o« = v, § = 9 if the sector angles at a vertex are denoted by
a, B, 7, 6). It has a special state where the folding angle at every vertex is {£m, 0, £ m, 0} (in a cyclic
order), which can be folded to another special state where the folding angle at every vertex is {0, +m, 0, £}
(in the same cyclic order). The name V-hedron is from the early research on Voss surface (Voss, 1888) and
discrete Voss surface (Sauer and Graf, 1931), which is also called an eggbox pattern in the origami community
(Tachi, 2010). An anti-V-hedron (Figure 1(d)) is a developable quad-mesh rigid origami where opposite sector
angles are supplementary to 7 at every interior vertex (o« + v = 7w, 8 + § = ). This pattern is widely recog-
nized as a developable, flexible (also called rigid-foldable in different literatures) and flat-foldable quad-mesh
origami (Tachi, 2009). It has a planar state where all the folding angles are zero, which can be folded to another
flatly-folded state where the folding angle at every vertex is £.

In He and Guest (2020) we showed that switching a strip — changing the sector angles on a row or column
of quadrilateral panels to their supplements with respect to m — maps a quad-mesh rigid origami to another
quad-mesh rigid origami and preserves the flexibility. A V-hedron becomes an anti-V-hedron after switching
all the strips, and becomes a hybrid V-hedron (also discussed in Tachi (2010)) if only switching some strips.
Details on the flexibility of quad-mesh rigid origami and operations generating quad-mesh rigid origami from
an existing one are provided in Section H of the Supplementary Material.

A T-hedron (Figure 1(e) and (f)) refers to a quad-mesh rigid origami whose vertices are orthodiagonal
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Figure 1: A brief gallery of common quad-mesh rigid origami, including (a) the Miura-ori (Miura, 1985); (b)
a non-developable V-hedron (Sauer, 1970); (c) another non-developable V-hedron; (d) a developable anti-V-
hedron; (e) a non-developable T-hedron (Izmestiev et al., 2024b) ; and (f) a developable T-hedron. Mountain
creases are coloured red and valley creases are coloured blue.

(cos av cosy = cos B cos 9) and every two vertices form an involutive coupling. These terminologies are special
geometric requirements on the sector angles (Izmestiev, 2017, Section 3.1). A T-hedron can be developable or
non-developable. The name T-hedron is from Sauer and Graf (1931). An anti-T-hedron refers to a quad-mesh
rigid origami whose vertices are orthodiagonal and every two vertices form an anti-involutive coupling. The
3 X 3 building block for an anti-T-hedron was studied in Erofeev and Ivanov (2020), yet there has not been
reported progress on how to stitch it to form a large pattern.

A more comprehensive introduction of (anti-)V-hedra and T-hedra is provided in Sections I and J of the

Supplementary Material.

Surface approximation

In addition to the variety of quad-mesh rigid origami, there has been a continuous effort within the origami
research community to explore which surfaces a quad-mesh rigid origami can approximate. We are further
motivated to explore how closely a quad-mesh rigid origami can approximate a smooth surface as the mesh is
refined. In other words, for a series of quad-mesh rigid origami following a construction method that allows
arbitrary mesh refinement, we aim to investigate the convergence toward a smooth surface in terms of Euclidean
distance (detailed in Section G of the Supplementary Material). Hereafter, ‘distance’ refers to Euclidean dis-
tance throughout the article.

The first level of surface approximation happens when a series of quad-mesh rigid origami converge to
a smooth surface in distance, and they represent the discrete and smooth forms of the same coordinate net.
Consequently, as the mesh is refined, their tangent planes, metric-related and curvature-related properties can

become arbitrarily close. Furthermore, the single-degree-of-freedom folding motion of this series of quad-mesh



rigid origami converges to the flex of the limit smooth surface. Certain V-hedra and T-hedra reach this level
of approximation, with the resulting smooth surfaces referred to as V-surfaces (Bianchi, 1890; Sauer, 1970;
Izmestiev et al., 2024a) in Figure 1(b) and T-surfaces (Izmestiev et al., 2024b) in Figure 1(e). Due to this
unique relationship, we refer to them as discrete and smooth analogues of one another. Related information in
(discrete) differential geometry is provided in Part I of the Supplementary Material.

The next level of surface approximation involves convergence only in terms of distance, without guaran-
teeing the convergence of tangent planes or properties related to metric and curvature. A limit smooth surface
can be reached with a series of quad-mesh rigid origami, while there is no guarantee about the convergence of
their motion. Some other V-hedra and T-hedra fall into this category, as shown in Figure 1(a), (c), (d), and (f).
Examples include the Miura-ori (Miura, 1985) and revolutionary Miura-ori (Song et al., 2017; Hu et al., 2019).
Although we can design this pattern to be close to a plane or a surface of revolution, the origami structure de-
viates further from these target surfaces as it is folded flat. A common feature for them is they have a ‘zig-zag’
mode — we will explain this further in the Discussion section below.

The third level of surface approximation is frequently employed in origami-based engineering design, such
as pavilions, shelters and shells. It would be geometrically sufficient if the origami structure can exhibit desired
curvature with limited number of grids. Numerous publications have explored such inverse design employing V-
hedra, anti-V-hedra or T-hedra to construct three-dimensional structures. Notably, the number of free variables
for an (anti-)V-hedron increases linearly with respected to the number of grids, hence there is sufficient space
for shape optimization. The inputs for these inverse design include perturbation from an existing pattern (Tachi,
2010); ‘curved creases’ (Jiang et al., 2019); an array of folding angles and crease lengths of boundary polylines
(Lang and Howell, 2018); a target surface (Dang et al., 2022); the discrete normal field/Gauss map (Montagne
et al., 2022); and control polylines or vertices (Kilian et al., 2024). T-hedra have less free variables and are less
frequently applied yet, but showed great promise for highly accurate approximation of certain surfaces. The
inputs include boundary/control polylines (He and Guest, 2018; Sharifmoghaddam et al., 2020). Additionally,
He and Guest (2018) showed that it is possible to ‘stitch’ anti-V-hedra and T-hedra to construct developable

structures with the ‘self-locking’ property — the motion halts at desired configuration due to the clash of panels.

Result and method

In this section, we introduce construction methods that allow infinite mesh refinement for two newly identified
families of quad-mesh rigid origami, which are stitched from proportional and equimodular couplings, named
after their distinct geometrical characteristics in Izmestiev (2017). It is widely accepted that a large quad-
mesh rigid origami is flexible if and only if all its 3 x 3 quadrilaterals (Kokotsakis quadrilaterals) are flexible
(Schief et al., 2008). Thus, by utilizing the classification of flexible Kokotsakis quadrilaterals provided in
Izmestiev (2017), it is possible to construct a large quad-mesh rigid origami by ‘stitching’ together these 3 x

3 building blocks. However, Izmestiev (2017) describes each type of flexible Kokotsakis quadrilateral by a
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Figure 2: Repetitive stitching of rectangular units to generate a quad-mesh rigid origami. (a) shows a unit
and our labelling of sector angles. (b) and (c) show the approximation to a smooth surface from refining the
mesh. (d) illustrates the stitching process, where sector angles from one unit are repeated and stitched together
to form the new pattern with 4 units. One row and one column of crease lengths can be adjusted. This example
was once shown in He et al. (2024), where our focus is to introduce new patterns with the motion-guarantee
property — the existence of a non-trivial state guarantees a motion.

system of highly nonlinear equations on the sector angles, which is obtained from the calculation conducted
in the complexified configuration space. The above limitation necessitates examining: 1) the existence of real
solutions to these systems; and 2) the existence of an actual folding motion in R3. Additionally, to support
mesh refinement to infinity, 3) the stitching method should be ‘infinitely extendable’, rather than restricted in a
finite grid. We select two families satisfying requirements 1) to 3) from He and Guest (2020), and, to explore
the form-finding capability of them, we apply an additional periodic condition to the sector angles, as described
below.

The construction method is named repetitive stitching of rectangular units. Figure 2(a) shows a 3 x 5 unit
with 8 interior vertices and 32 sector angles. The progression from Figure 2(a) to (c) demonstrates how the
construction approximates a smooth surface through mesh refinement. Figure 2(d) illustrates the repetitive
stitching process, where sector angles from one unit are replicated and stitched together to create the new

pattern. The crease lengths of a single row and column can be adjusted to fully determine the shape of the



entire pattern.

In this example, the sector angles «j;, Bij, Vij, 0ij. &, J € Zy, © < 2, j < 4 meet the constraints
below, which ensures the flexibility of the entire pattern. There are 30 constraints for 32 sector angles, hence
roughly speaking, allowing two independent input sector angles. Details on the derivation of these constraints
are provided in Sections H and K of the Supplementary Material.

Vertex type condition (half are anti-isogram/flat-foldable vertices, half are anti-deltoid II/straight-line ver-
tices):

Y11 =7 —oa1, 011 =7 — P11, Y12 =T — a2, 012 =T — P12
Y13 =T — a3, 013 =7 — P13, V14 =T — 14, 014 =7 — P14
Yo1 =T — Bo1, 021 =T — o1, Y22 = T — Pa2, 22 = T — a2

Vo3 =T — 323, 023 =T — w23, Y24 = T — Bog, 024 =T — Q4

Planarity condition of quad panels considering the periodicity of sector angles:

P11 + Po1 + B2 + B2 = 2w, y11 + 721 + Y12 + Y12 = 27
012 + 022 + 013 + 023 = 27, 2 + aop + 13 + a3 = 27
P13 + P23 + Bra + Bra = 2w, y13 + Y23 + Y14 + Y14 = 27

014 + 024 + 011 + 021 = 27, g + aoa + 11 + g =27

Condition for being proportional units: ‘ .

S (21 S111 (x99
sin B21  sin Bao
Sinage  sin g
sin 22 sin a3
Ssinaoz  sinagy

sin 323 sin By




Condition on equal ratio for proportional units:

(. B —711 . P2 +72
Sin Sin

2 2 _
. Bty . Bz — 72
Sin 2 Sin 2

. <7T — o1 — a21> \/Sin(ﬁm + aio1) sin(fag — az2)
sign

T — Bag — a2 sin(f21 — a1 sin(fag + a22)

. Piz2—m2 . Pis+ms
Sin Sin

2 2 _
. Piz+m2 . Piz—ms3
Sin 2 Sin 2

. <7r — a2 — 0422> \/Sin(ﬁm + aipg) sin(faz — a23)
sign

T — Pog — (23 sin(fa2 — aa2) sin(fas + aa3)

. Bis—ms3 . P+
Sin Sin

2 2 _
. Bis+ms3 . Pia— 74
Sin 2 Sin 2

. <7r — fo3 — a23> \/Sin(ﬁzza + arp3) sin(fog — ara4)
sign

T — Po4 — aog sin(fa3 — ao3) sin(Bas + a24)

Note that the two equations below will be implied from the above conditions, which also contributes to the

flexibility condition of the entire quad-mesh rigid origami:

Ssinaoy  sinaog

sin s sin Bo
. Pra—ma . Pu+m
11 Sin

S

2 2 _
. Brat+ma . Bu—7
Sin 2 Si1n 2

) <7r — By — a24> \/sin(,824 + arpg) sin(fa — az1)
sign

T — Ba1 — an1 sin(f24 — aaq) sin(fa1 + a21)

It turns out that one can create a large library of quad-mesh rigid origami using repetitive stitching of rectangular
units formed from proportional and equimodular couplings, with varying vertex types, input sector angles, and
crease length distributions. Figure 3 presents six additional examples with both uniform and quadratic input
crease length distribution, showcasing the effect of varying input crease lengths. The sector angles of these
examples were solved numerically and validated with a high degree of accuracy (error less than 1e-15). All
relevant details are presented in Sections K, L and M of the Supplementary Material. The accompanying
MATLAB application (He, 2024) includes all data and serves as a convenient tool for parametric design, mesh
refinement, and 3D visualization of folding motion.

We conjecture that a special ruled surface x(u1, uz) in the form below can be approximated (at the second

level of surface approximation, as introduced on page 4) by a series of quad-mesh rigid origami using repetitive



stitching of rectangular units:

x(uy, ug) = I'(u2) + w1 ®(ug), ui, ug ER, z € R3

—asinv

u2
[(uz) =T(0) + / f(v) | acosv | dv, a >0, beR
v=0
b

e
fluz) = ’dr(o)’
®(up) € R?, [|®(ug)|| =1

Va1 P

€]

duy

= Const € [0, 1)

where f(ug2) is a known input crease lengths distribution function, I'(ug) is the directrix and ®(us) is the di-
rection of rulings. Evidence supporting this conjecture is provided in Section N of the Supplementary Material.
Eq. (1) can be used to calculate the apparent curvature of the origami structure and to develop optimal inverse

design algorithms.

Discussion

Our results represent an initial step in advancing the form-finding capabilities of quad-mesh rigid origami

beyond the commonly explored (anti-)V-hedra and T-hedra.

Revisiting the levels of surface approximation

One notable difference between the first and second levels of surface approximation is the zig-zag mode in
quad-mesh rigid origami. We claim that there is no smooth analogue for developable quad-mesh rigid origami,
such as the Miura-ori, anti-V-hedra and developable T-hedra. To elucidate this, it is helpful to introduce the
concept of mountain-valley assignment. By assigning an orientation to the discrete surface, we measure the
dihedral angle at each crease and subtract it from 7 to determine the folding angle. Creases with negative
folding angles are called mountain creases, where the paper bends away from the observer from the specified
orientation. Conversely, creases with positive folding angles are called valley creases, where the paper bends
towards the observer from the specified orientation. At every developable vertex, the numbers of mountain
and valley creases are 3-to-1 or 1-to-3. At every vertex where the sum of sector angles is less than 27, the
mountain and valley creases can be 4-to-0, 3-to-1, 1-to-3 or 0-to-4 in different folded states. At every vertex
where the sum of sector angles is more than 27, the mountain and valley creases can be 3-to-1, 2-to-2, or 1-to-3

in different folded states. This counting of mountain-valley assignments for a degree-4 vertex can be checked
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Figure 3: A gallery of quad-mesh rigid origami from repetitive stitching of rectangular units formed from
proportional and equimodular couplings. Mountain creases are coloured red and valley creases are coloured
blue. For each example, we present a folded state consisting of nine units. More refined meshes can be easily
generated in the accompanying MATLAB application (He, 2024) by adjusting the number of units. All these
structures display a similar zig-zag pattern, where coordinate polylines along the row or column direction
oscillate around a ruling line. Both the ruling and directrix directions are labelled for each example.



both analytically and numerically from He et al. (2023). The coordinate curves and tangent planes around
vertices with 3-to-1 or 1-to-3 mountain-valley assignment oscillate when being arbitrarily refined, which is not
a feature of a smooth surface. These vertices introduce a zig-zag mode, as illustrated in Figure 1(a), 1(d) and
1(f), though they are not the only cause. In Figure 1(c), alternating rows of 2-to-2 and 0-to-4 vertices can also
create this zig-zag mode. Patterns with a smooth analogue, as visualized in Figure 1(b) and 1(e), have a uniform
mountain-valley assignment for all interior vertices following 4-to-0, 2-to-2 and 0-to-4 assignments.

In practical origami-based design, we often aim for the metric- and curvature-related properties of the
origami structure to closely approximate those of the target surface — beyond merely achieving closeness
in distance. The metric-related properties include 1a) arc lengths of coordinate curves; 2a) arc lengths of
geodesics; 3a) surface area. Curvature-related properties include 1b) curvature and torsion of coordinate curves;
2b) curvature and torsion of geodesics 3b) normal vector field; 4b) mean curvature; 5b) Gaussian curvature.
In classical differential geometry, there are famous examples such as the ‘Staircase paradox’ and the ‘Schwarz
lantern’, showcasing the non-convergence of length and area upon the convergence in distance (Section G
of the Supplementary Material). From classical mathematical analysis, if a series of discrete curves/surfaces
approaches a smooth curve/surface, and all the vertices are exactly on the smooth curve/surface, the tangent
plane, metric- and curvature-related properties will converge. We could see that the Staircase and the Schwarz
lantern both have a zig-zag mode where the vertices of discrete curves and surfaces are not exactly on the
target curve/surface. The examples in Figures 2 and 3 also exhibit this zig-zag pattern, demonstrating non-
convergence of the properties listed in 1a) through 3a) and 1b) through 5b). However, this does not imply that

all new patterns created through repetitive stitching will exhibit this zig-zag mode.

New semi-discrete quad-mesh rigid origami and curved crease origami with rigid-ruling folding

The new construction method for patterns formed by proportional and equimodular couplings holds strong
potential for developing novel semi-discrete quad-mesh rigid origami and curved crease origami with rigid-
ruling folding, beyond the current framework based on V-hedra and T-hedra.

A semi-discrete quad-mesh rigid origami involves refining the mesh in only one direction, transforming
the creases in this direction into smooth, non-intersecting curves. The resulting pattern is a flexible piecewise
smooth surface connected by curved creases. Rigid-ruling folding of curved crease origami is referred to as
the continuous isometric deformation of piecewise smooth surfaces jointed by curves (curved creases). This
includes semi-discrete quad-mesh rigid origami but also covers scenarios where curved creases intersect. For
recent advances we refer the readers to Demaine et al. (2018), Sharifmoghaddam et al. (2023) and Mundilova

and Nawratil (2024).

Beyond using repetitive stitching

The periodicity of sector angles in our proposed construction not only reduces the number of constraints,

making it fewer than the number of sector angles, but also plays a crucial role in defining the limit smooth
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surface. However, this represents only the most basic symmetry in generating large quad-mesh rigid origami
formed through proportional and equimodular couplings. There remains substantial potential for exploration

beyond periodicity.

Self-intersection of the crease pattern

Self-intersection occurs when creases intersect at points other than the specified vertices, a scenario that can
emerge during mesh refinement. While preventing self-intersection is essential for practical pattern design,
allowing it can provide a method to discretize surface with self-intersecting coordinate curves (Kilian et al.,
2024), such as double cone. Resolving this issue requires techniques that lie beyond the scope of this article,

and we plan to explore it in future research.
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Supplementary Material

This supplementary material serves as an extensive resource for understanding the mathematical principles
underlying the new quad-mesh rigid origami emphasized in the main text. In our setup, the sum of sector
angles at every interior vertex is not necessarily 27, which means our discussion includes but is not restricted
to developable origami. We include all the necessary derivations towards common quad-mesh origami variants
— (anti-)V-hedra and T-hedra, and the more generalized variations reported in the main text — proportional
couplings and the equimodular couplings. All the derivations are presented in a detailed manner, ensuring
accessibility for researchers across diverse disciplines.

The content is divided into two parts: Part I covers foundational concepts around coordinate nets (i.e.
surface patches or parametrization) in both differential geometry and discrete differential geometry. Table 1
lists the pertinent notations used throughout this supplementary material. Section A is a supplement to the
information of geodesics and Christoffel symbol provided in Do Carmo (2016). Section B introduces common
coordinate nets formed by coordinate curves u; = Const and us = Const. Section C introduces the well-posed
initial condition to obtain these smooth coordinate nets from solving a partial differential equation. Further-
more, in computer graphics and computational mechanics, we are naturally seeking for a ‘nice’ discretization
of these coordinate nets. It leads to the introduction on discrete curves and surfaces, together with the matching
discrete nets to the aforementioned smooth nets in Section D and Section E. In parallel, Section F introduces
the well-posed initial condition to construct these discrete nets as the solution of a partial difference equation.
After all these preparation, in Section G we discuss the convergence of a series of discrete nets to a smooth net
as the mesh is refined. The above information on discrete nets is mainly from Bobenko and Suris (2008).

Part I1 is about the information on quad-mesh rigid origami. We concern the continuous isometric (distance-
preserving) deformation of both the quad-mesh rigid origami and its Gauss map. The flexibility of quad-mesh
rigid origami is introduced in Section H. Common variations, including V-hedra and T-hedra, are detailed in
Sections I and J, respectively. For more generalized variations — proportional couplings and equimodular cou-
plings — all relevant details are presented in Sections K, L and M. Finally, evidence supporting our conjecture
regarding the limit smooth surface obtained by refining the repetitive stitching of rectangular units is provided

in Section N.

Table 1: Notations

Geometrical objects

X, Y a curve or a surface in R3

x, Y arbitrary or fixed points in X or Y, dependent on context

x = (x1, T2y ..., Tp) coordinates of = (n € Z.)

I an n dimensional open cube in R™ (n € Z,.). I refers to (0, 1) by default.
(@) an open set

12



L, I11, Tio, T2

II, 11y, 119, IIoo
11, 11Ty, 11,9, Ty
Kk, T

Kn, Kg

K1, K2, KH, KRG

a neighbourhood at x

charts of a curve or a surface. I' is usually used for a curve.

a unit normal vector

the first fundamental form and its components

the second fundamental form and its components

the third fundamental form and its components

curvature and torsion for a curve

the normal curvature and geodesic curvature for a curve on a surface

the principal curvatures, mean curvature, and Gaussian curvature for a surface.

Parameters

i, j, k, 1 flexible positive integers or free indices

m, n fixed positive integers

a, b, c scalar or vector parameters in R™ (n € Z,.)
a= (a1, ag, ..., ap) coordinates of a (n € Z.)

€ 0 real numbers in all forms of € — § expressions
t, u, v parameters for a curve or a surface

t = (t1, to, s tm) coordinates of t (m € Z.)

s arc length parameter for a curve

Part I

Preliminaries in (discrete) differential geometry

A Geodesic and the Christoffel symbol

Let X be a surface with local chart @ : v = (uq, ug) € I? 5o = (r1, x2, x3) € X C R3. In the calculations

below, we apply the following regularity condition to all curves and surfaces by default: 1) all local charts are

analytic, meaning they are locally represented by convergent power series. As a result, these charts are smooth

(have arbitrary order of partial derivatives), with both the charts and their partial derivatives being bounded; 2)

the Jacobian dz/ du is of full rank. The normal vector field N on X is:

o o
6u1 GUQ
Oz Ox

N =
‘aulxam
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the normal vector
of the surface

the normal curvature

this projection gives
vector of the curve

the value of normal curvature

this projection gives
the value of geodesic curvature

Figure 4: Illustration of the geodesic curvature.

N : X — S?is also called the Gauss map, which can be interpreted as translating all the normal vectors of a

surface to a unit sphere.
Acurve ' :t € I — x € X on the surface X is a geodesic if there is no ‘lateral acceleration’:

A2z dx
— [ Nx =)=
a2 ( D > 0

since || dz/ ds| = 1 = (dz/ds) - (d%x/ ds?) = 0. In the arc length parametrization the above condition is:

42 42
ST UN=0 & SZ kN, k:I >R
ds? 52

k is the curvature of a geodesic I

The velocity dz/ ds along a geodesic I', as a vector field, is hence said to be parallel on the surface X. Clearly,

a straight line contained in a surface is a geodesic. Being geodesic is a necessary condition for the shortest path

joining two points on a surface.

Furthermore, for any curve I' C X we have:

dx dz d%z
d2x7 1 d dt 1 Az dt  qr2 dz
ds?2 ~ |[dz]|dt | ||d= T ldz 2 | a2 ez Q&

&\l |5 I
de d’z
_ d2z _Hdtxdt2
- L]
¥

The (signed) normal curvature ky, is the length of the projection of the acceleration onto the surface normal
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vector.

) d%x

SN o
ﬁn:@'N: da:z )

¥

The (signed) geodesic curvature kg is the length of the projection of the acceleration onto the tangent plane:

d2z dx
22N x 22
o= Ty da) _ de? ( th) 3)
& ds? ds ) dz I
15

The above definitions lead to

2 _ .2 2
K™ = Ky + Ky

Usually we think the curvature or the geodesic curvature is positive if the acceleration d%z/ds? is rotated
counterclockwise from the velocity da/ds. This aligns with the right-hand coordinate system such that the
normal vector pointing outwards the surface is positive. In other words, the geodesic curvature is the curvature
measured from the ‘viewpoint’ on the surface’, which further explains that a geodesic is the analogue of a line
on a plane.

I'is geodesic < kg = 0 along the curve

The Christoffel symbol T, Ty, Ty (i = 1, 2) denotes how (0%x/0u?, 9*x/duidus, 0%x/0u3) is

linearly represented by the non-orthogonal frame (0z/0u1, 0z/0us, N):

ON ox n ox
G — 4 g —
6u1 1 8u1 21 8u2
ON ox n ox
— = qQ _ a -
8uQ 12 8u1 22 8u2
0%z , Oz ox
— = — 4T%2 = 4+ b N
02 15y, +11 9y +0n 4)
9 , Ox ox
= T2, 4 by N
8u16u2 12 8u1 + 128’&2 + 12
0z , Ox ox
— = = 4 T2, 4+ bpN
aug 2 9wy i Ouo + o
The first two equations in matrix form is:
[6N BN} B [81: ax] a1 a2
8’11,1 8’11,2 8u1 8UQ as1 a9
Note that,
dN
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By taking the dot product of dz/du; and dx/0uy with both sides of Eq. (4), we obtain the equations below

using the components of the first and second order fundamental form,

a12l12 + agoles = Duy Oy = Dy

oxr ON 0 ox
I Ijp=— —=— | — -N| =1Ij; =-1I
ai1lin + ag1lio dur Duy E <0u1 > 11 11
oxr ON 0 ox
a11lio + aslae = 9wy Ou 9 <8u2 . N> —II;5 = —1IIy
ox ON 0 T
1 Iigy=— —=— | =— -N| -1Ilj5 =-1II
aizli + agzlio ouy O Oty (8u1 ) 12 12
O0r ON 0 < oz

— N> — IIgg9 = —1Il99

895 82x 1 6111

ML+ 0= — -5 =-—
111+ e ouq 8u% 2 Ouy

890 8290 . 8112 1 3111

1 2

ox 8290 _ 1 8111
37u1 ‘ aU13UQ N 5 8u2
ox 62$ . 1 8122
8771/2 ‘ 8U18UQ - 5 8u1

Tllp + 2,00 =

ox 6233‘ 8112 1 6122
Dol + T8y = — - -5 =

2271 + 22712 8u1 6u§ OuQ 2 8u1
ox 82.%' . 1 6122

DLy + T2 = —  —5 =
212+ Laol22 Oug Oui 2 duy

Each group of two linear equations have a unique solution since the first fundamental form is positive-definite.
More importantly, the Christoffel symbols are fully determined by the first fundamental form hence invariant

under isometry.

The components of a are (note that a2 # ag; without extra conditions):

Ly Lio| jaur arz| IT;; IIo
Iio Ioof |a21 a2 IT1o  IIpo
-1
a a I 1 11 11
N 1o oazp T T 11 Ilio )
as1 a2 Lo Ipo IT;o IIpo
B 1 =l Ii2 Ty IIho
T 12
111122 - I12 112 _Ill 1112 1122
and we have
ON ON ox ox

o X 57— = \(a11a22 —a12a21) 57— X ——
8u1 8u2 ( )8u1 8UQ

 IIyyIDyy — 113, O L, O

L1l — I3, 0w gy

(6)



The components of b are exactly the components of the second fundamental form. The third fundamental form,

which is the first fundamental form of the Gauss map, is defined as:

ON ON ON ON

Iy Iy Ouy Oup Ouy Ousy -
Iy Iy ON ON ON ON
8u2 8’&1 8’&2 8UQ
L, = a? L1 + 2a11a91 112 + a3y Loy
Iii Tiof |ann
= [an a21
Lo Ioof |a21
112 = ajrai2lin + (@11a22 + a21a12)hiz + aziazals
it Lio| |ai12
= [an asy
Lo Ino| [a22
Il = 25111 + 2a12a90110 + adylay
Iy Lio| |ai2
= [012 a22
Lo Ino| |a22
‘We could see that
T
Ol 1| e ain Iin Lo |a11 a2
ITo  ITIoo as1 a2 Lio Ioof |a21 a2
_ 1 IT;; IIig Io =T |11 IIho
= 2
Liilae — I12 1115 IIgo —Ii9 111 1115 Ilyo
1, = 113,111 — 20051 g0l + 117 I
I3l — 12,
Il — 1219011y — (11311199 4 1135) 112 + TT11 1112000
1110 — I2,
T,y — 1155111 — 2MT121T92115 + 115512
L1110 — I2,
My Lo | Iyl — 103, (I L N Mooliy — 2109149 4+ 111 (Il a2
- T 12 2
1115 IIly9 LiaTos — I12 Tio Igo Liilgo — I12 1115 Iloo
In conclusion:
I IIIyo I Iy I Iy
= —KQ + 2K (8)
Il IIIpo Lo Ioo ITio IIoo
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The explicit expression of the Christoffel symbol is:

lal Ly, (S 100

Fl 2 6u1 811,1 2 8’&2
1 Ii1loe — I2,
I OLip  10Lii\ L0l
FZ 1 8u1 2 8u2 2 8u1
H Iy — 13,
Lol Tiz Ol
Fl _ 2 811,2 2 8u1
12 L1110 — 12,
L0y 1120l
2 — 2 Ouy 2 Oug
12 i1l — IZ,
I OLip  10Ip\ L0l
Fl . 22 8u2 2 8’&1 2 8’LL2
22 Iilys — 13,
I Oy C Olip  10Iy
2 Ous Ous 2 0uq
I3, =

Il — I2,

Notably the following compatibility condition relates the first and second fundamental forms.

0 x 0 0
87U2 <8u1> 8711/1 <8u18u2>

0 x 0 0%x
duy <8u2> Augy <8u18u2>

o (oNY_ o
L Oug 8u1 ouy 8“2

®

by writing everything under the basis (0z/0u1, 0x/Juz, N) and comparing the coefficient, we could obtain 9

relations among the first and second fundamental forms. It turns out that only 3 of them are independent, called

the compatibility equation of surfaces or Gauss-Mainardi-Codazzi Equations:

B Coordinate net

ori, org

12 L2 + 1502, - 1213, — I T2, = —
aul ou U
Oll;; Ol
Ousy B ouq = 11111_%2 + 1112(F%2 - Fh) — IIQQF%I
Ollip  Ollp
Dy — Dur = 11111_%2 + 1112(F§2 — Fb) — 1122I‘%2

(10)

Let X be a parametrized surface with chart ® : v € I? — o € X C R3. The coordinate curves described by

= Const and ug = Const, forms a coordinate net on X . The angle 6 between coordinate curves, which can

18



be calculated using
Lo

VIl

is called the Chebyshev angle. The study on coordinate nets are extremely useful for our interests since it

cosf =

provides a natural discretization to a quad-mesh.

Recall that we simplify the parametrization of a curve by using arc length. If we take a similar operation:

u1
51 =/ V9 (v, v2)dvy
0
u
59 —/ V1a(v1, v2)dvs
0

since
dr  Ox Ouy O0x Ous

D51 Oui 051 | Oup 051
Ox _ Ov dw | Ox Ouy
682 N 8U1 882 6U2 882

the arc length reparametrization does not make any simplification. However, observe that if
Olir Oly

Ouy  ouy

which means the lengths of the opposite side of ‘curved quadrilaterals’ formed by the coordinate curves are

equal. We can use the above arc length parametrization s = (s1, s2), called a Chebyshev net, such that

Ii1 Iio 1 cosf )
= , 6 € (0,7) is the Chebyshev angle

112 122 cos 1

Note that the condition for a Chebyshev net is equivalent to

101, 0%z Oz 0 92z 9r  Or
587’&2 N Ou10us . 871“ - )‘(ulv UQ)
1 8122 o 8256 693
20u;  Ouidus duy

= 8u18u2 6u1 TUQ (11)

=0 A2 SR

which is the differential equation for a Chebyshev net. The ratio A(u), u = (u1, ug) € I? is:

82
TN
o 8’&182@ _ I12 (12)
Viile — 14,
8u1 BUQ
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The Christoffel symbols and Gaussian curvature from direct calculation over the first fundamental form is:

1w 1w
U™ tanfos;” "M sinfds;
F%QZP%QZO

1 00 1 00

n,=—-—- -7 =
2 sinf sy’ 2?7 tand dso

1 9%
sin € 9s10s2

kG = —

In particular, an orthogonal Chebyshev net where I;5 = 0 everywhere infers that 6 = 7/2 identically. The
Gaussian curvature kg = 0 from the above calculation.
Recall that an asymptotic curve on a surface has everywhere zero normal curvature. We say a parametriza-

tion forms an asymptotic net if both coordinate curves are asymptotic curves, which means:

p _ - - -
II; IIof |1
[t of =0
I Il | (O
_ oo < Il = O, II55 =0 (13)
II;; IIof (O
b 1
II1o IIsof |1

The derivative of the Gauss map of an asymptotic net can be derived from Eq. (5):

[8N 8N] B 1 [ or Ox } =l Tip | |1l Il
6u1 OUQ 111122 — 1%2 8u1 0’&2 112 _111 Hl2 1122
- . (14)
_ I1;5 [ Oxr Ox } I —I
111122 — 1%2 8u1 a’ILQ _Ill 112
Since
or  Ov O Ox
8U1 8’&2 _ aul auQ
Viila — 14,
8U1 8U2
1
NX:<1118.Z' 112833)
Ouy 111199 — 112 Oug Ouy
(15)
Oug v I11199 — 1%2 22 8U1 2 9us Oug
we have (note that kg < 0 since II1; = IIso = 0)
N 11
NXL:—IQ%_( ,iG)l/Qaw
Ouy v/ I11199 — 1%2 Ouy Ouy (16)

— X - _ e 0 T7
Oua I11Ia9 — 1%2 Oua ( G) 8UQ
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The Lelieuvre normal field N'" is defined as (Blaschke, 1923):

N* = N(=ra)™"* (17)
which satisfies:
NL x ON* = ﬁ
6u1 8u1 (18)
ONL ., Ox
X N" = —
Ouo Oug

Furthermore,

L L 2 n7L
1(0 <8N XNL)_@(NLX(‘)N ))Z PNV,

5 87’&1 01@ 6u2 8U1 8’&1 81@ (19)
1/ 0 (ON: L 0 L ONT ONY ONT 0%z
- = XN7 | +— | N"X = X =
2 \ Ou; \ Ouy Ous ouq Ouo ouq OJu10us

We say N is Lorentz-harmonic and forms a Moutard net if:
2NL
0 =ANY AP SR (20)
8u1 8“2

Given a Moutard net N, from Eq. (18) and the integration of dx/0s1 and dz/dso we could obtain a unique
surface z, up to a translation.
Now we consider an asymptotic Chebyshev net, as known as a K-surface in previous literatures. From

the compatibility equation of surfaces, Eq. (10), an asymptotic Chebyshev net has the second fundamental form

below:

ITy1 1o 0 sind

IIIQ 1122 sin9 0
and we could obtain

kg = —1
829 (21)
=sinf
881882 St

To conclude, only a pseudosphere admits an asymptotic Chebyshev net. The latter is the famous sine-Gordon

equation. Immediately from Eq. (16):

9r _ Ny N
881 681 (22)
Ox _ON
682 N (982
then from Eq. (19) and Eq. (6):
0%x ON ON ox ox
= X — = kg X — = —kgy/I11laa — I3,N = Nsi 2
881882 881 x 882 G 681 % 882 "G 1722 12 sin 0 ( 3)
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which means
8235 ox . 18111

821; «xN=0 < 881882.8781_2882:
881882 823: ox o 18122

881882 . 8782 - 58781

Now continue from Eq. (5):

[BN W] _ e [ax 896] Lo~
881 882 111122—1%2 881 882 _Ill 112
1 B 1
B % % tan @ sin 0
- 0s1  0Oso 1 1
sinf tané
From direct calculation we could see that:
N OO A T U S S
0s10s9 tan?6 ) Oso 0s;  tanf 0s10se  sinftanf Osy Osy
OO A S S S
N tan26 ) Os; Oss  tanf Os;0se  sinftanf 0s; Osy
Since
Po oo O Pr Oa_ Ol
681882 881 - 882 - 681882 882 - 881 -
e ox O _, Oz Or O _ g
ds? dsy  Os1 | 0s3 Osy  Osy
Pz Ox Oy Pz Ox .00
85% 652 N (981 381682 851 N (981
Pz Ox Oy Pz Ox 00
88% 881 N 882 881882 682 N 882

For both expressions of 92 N/ds10sa, from dot production over 9%x/ds1 and 9%z /dss:

0?’N  Ox _0
881882 881 N
PN oz _
851352 652 N
We conclude that the Moutard equation for V is:
>N
= N cosf
881882 €08

22

(24)
Lot
sin 6 88%
Lo
sin 6 85%
(25)



Furthermore we could see that:

0’°N  ON 0 (ON ON
=0 = —(2—2-—)=0
881352 881 882 351 851
0’°N  ON 0 (ON ON
=0 = —(—--—)=0
881682 882 881 682 682

The above derivation leads to the following proposition:

Proposition 1. The Gauss map of a K-surface is a Chebyshev net. A K-surface is the only asymptotic net with

a Chebyshev Gauss map.

The counterpart of an asymptotic net is a geodesic net, where the coordinate curves have everywhere zero
geodesic curvature. Note that even though the velocity along coordinate curves are constant, it will change
along the other direction hence there is no arc length reparametrization similar to the Chebyshev net. The

condition for a parametrization u to form a geodesic net is the geodesic curvature is everywhere zero for each

2
8jc-(NxaI):O

coordinate curve. From Eq. (3)

({Tu% ouq
0%z Ox
Tug . <N X 81@) =0

It says d?z/ du? can be linearly represented by N and dx/ duy; d?xz/ du? can be linearly represented by N

and dx/ dug. From Eq. (4), this condition is equivalent to certain Christoffel symbols are zero:
F%l = F%Q =0

and we can write the condition above in terms of the components of the first fundamental form from Eq. (9):

1 I 1
21118 2 I118 L —1—1128 H
8u1 811,2 8U1 (26)
oT Olio 1 Olao T Ol
2y~ =lag =+ hag

Eq. (26) is the condition for a chart to form a geodesic net. Furthermore, let I3 = 0, we obtain 0111 /Jus =
Olss /Ouy = 0. Therefore an orthogonal geodesic net is equivalent to an orthogonal Chebyshev net. The first
fundamental form is an identity matrix and kg = 0.

Two tangent vectors

dz |a dx |b
ST ST G 4 €R, by, by €R
du

a9 du bQ

are conjugate if:

ITi; I | |01
[al as =0
Il IIzo| [b2

Principal directions are conjugate. An asymptotic direction is conjugate to itself. Coordinate curves of parametriza-
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tion v forms a conjugate net if

II;; IIie| |O
o
112 Il | |1

=0 & Ijp=0 (27)

A special case of a conjugate net is the curvature line net, where the first and second fundamental form are
simultaneously diagonalized. Clearly the condition is I;5 = IIj2 = 0. A curvature line net is also called an

orthogonal conjugate net. From Eq. (5), the derivative of the Gauss map of a curvature line net is:

[8N ON] 1 [835 ax} —Io  Ii2 IT;; IIio

6u1 OUQ 111122—1%2 8u1 8u2 112 7111 1112 1122 (28)

. IIH 81‘ 1122 81‘
N 111 8U1 122 8u2

C Initial condition for coordinate nets

The various smooth coordinate nets introduced in Section B are solutions of parametric partial differential
systems. When solving a system of parametric partial differential equations, we say this problem is well-posed
if a given initial condition leads to a unique solution, which smoothly relies on the initial value and parameter.
The well-posedness is crucial since in practice the input data can only be measured up to certain level of
accuracy.

A hyperbolic first-order system for x(¢) is in the form of

dz Ox; .
a = f(.’L', b) = 67% = fz](l', b)

and is well-posed (Bobenko and Suris, 2008, Chapter 5). Here t € I"™; 2 € R™ (m, n € Z4); f € R™™ is
a matrix of smooth functions, b € R? (p € Z. ) are the p parameters for the system. We further require f and
all the partial derivatives of f are bounded and possess a global Lipschitz constant. Consequently no blow-ups
(value goes to infinity) are possible and hence the well-posedness can be continued to the boundary of 1.

If there are higher order partial derivatives, we could try transferring the system to first-order by adding the
number of variables. For example, 9%z /0t10t; = z, we could set y(t) = Ox/0t; and 2(t) = Ox/Ots, now
(x, y, z) forms an equivalent first-order system with the compatibility condition dy/dts = 0z /0t;.

Index i (i € Zy, i < m) is called an evolution direction of x; (j € Z, j < n)if fi; # 0, otherwise the
index is called a stationary direction. The set of indices for evolution directions is denoted by I;. We refer to
P; = {t; = 0| i € I;} as the coordinate hyperplane for I;. In our problem setting, the initial value for the
system is a smooth function given on:

a' = {z;(P;) for all j}

In other words, for the j-th component of x, the initial value includes its value on the coordinate hyperplane
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over the stationary directions, and we only consider this form of initial value. In the example 9%z /0t10ts = z,
the initial values are (0, 0), y(¢1, 0), 2(0, t2).

Specifically for a first-order system, the well-posedness means that: 1) there exists a smooth solution x(¢)
for initial value z! and parameter b; 2) the above solution is unique; 3) for a initial value x', there exists a
neighbourhood O(z') such that the family of solution x(t, x'; b) is smooth over O(x'); 4) for a parameter b,
there exists a neighbourhood O(b) such that the family of solution x(¢, «'; b) is smooth over O(b).

Many of the coordinate nets introduced in Section B are hyperbolic first-order linear systems for (w1, u2)
with constant coefficients, by setting 0x/0u; = y, 0x/0uy = z. The initial conditions below are partially

mentioned in Bobenko and Suris (2008).

Chebyshev net and orthogonal Chebyshev net

From Eq. (11), the system for a Chebyshev net is:

0%z ox ox Ay 0z
8u18u2—)\('u17u2)87u1><87u2 = %—Ayxz, %—Ayxz

The initial condition for a Chebyshev net is:

) )
Initial value (0, 0), a—i(ul, 0), aTZ(O’ us)

Parameter A for all uy, uo

From integration along the coordinate curves, the above initial value is equivalent to:

1

Asymptotic net

From Eq. (13), the system for an asymptotic net is:

gi?N:O = gzzrhgiJrr%lg;
gigjv:o = fé:r;2§i+r§2§i
hence: oy 1 ,
%:Fny*'rnz
;;ZI%WJFngz

The initial value for an asymptotic net is supposed to be x(0, 0), y(0, uz2), z(u1, 0). Additionally, the initial
value for an asymptotic net should meet the compatibility constraint. Since y(0, u2) and z(u1, 0) cannot be

sorely obtained from differentiating along the coordinate curves x(u;, 0) and x(0, u2), we choose to proceed
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with the Lelieuvre normal field N'* alternatively. From the derivation for an asymptotic net in Section B and the
Moutard Equation Eq. (20) 9> N /Ou10uy = AN L we can solve N first, then calculate Ox /Ou; and Ox /dug
to obtain surface x by integration. In conclusion, the initial condition for an asymptotic net is:

ONL ONL

Initial value N(0, 0), aTl(“l’ 0), e

(07 UQ)
Parameter A\ for all uy, uo

From integration along the coordinate curves, the above initial value is equivalent to:

ONL ONL
NE = e
(07 0)? (ula 0)> 8'&2

o (0, u) & N0, 0), N(ur, 0), N¥(0, u)
1

The above condition is also the initial condition for a Moutard net.

Asymptotic Chebyshev net

From Eq. (25), the system for an asymptotic Chebyshev net is:

2
0°N N@N ON

881852 N 8751 ‘ 882

and the initial condition for an asymptotic Chebyshev net is:

ON ON
Initial value N(O, O), g(é’l, 0), g(o, 52)
1 2

From integration along the coordinate curves, the above initial value is equivalent to:

N N
, oN (s1, 0), oN (0, s2) < N(0, 0), N(s1, 0), N(0, s2)
881 882

N(0, 0)
Geodesic net
It could be examined that for a geodesic net, Eq. (26) is not in the form of a first-order system. We will introduce
the condition to determine a discrete geodesic net in Section F.

Conjugate net

From Eq. (27), the system for a conjugate net is:

0%z 9%z ox ox
N=0 = =Tl,— + T2,
8u16u2 8U18'LL2 12 8u1 + 12 6u2
0
= 7832 =Ty + o2

The initial condition for a conjugate net is:

) )
Initial value (0, 0), 8—51(111, 0), 8—52(0, us)
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Parameter I'1,, T'%, for all uy, us

From integration along the coordinate curves, the above initial value is equivalent to

0 0
#(0, 0), 5, 0), 5(0, ua) & (0, 0), w(u, 0), #(0, u2)

Curvature line net
For a curvature line net, I;5 = Ilo = 0, let y = av, a € R is the norm of 3, v € R3 is the direction vector of

y, ||v]| = 1; 2 = bw, b € R, is the norm of 2z, w € R is the direction vector of z, ||w|| = 1

ox ox 0%z
0| fu | _ 1 Pr  duy Bugdug O
dus  Ousy H B '31‘ Ouy0uz ox |2 Odw
8u1 6u1 87’11,1

= 0, hence Ov/dus is along w, and we define dv/Jug =

we could see that (Qv/0us) -v = 0 and (Ov/Jus) - N

Pow, similarly Ow/0u; = Biv. Here 81, [ are the rotational coefficients.

0%xr  Ox 0’z Oz
8u18u2 6u1 8u16u2 8u2
H 6u1 OUQ H 821,1 8’&2
The system for a curvature line net is:
9T o 9T
8U1 - ’ 8u2 -
ov 8w
g = P 5 =bBw
U2
Oa 8b
U2

The parameters 31 and (5 are not independent due to the orthogonality

P -w) 0p1 OBy  Ov Ow
I ol P Wl

(Bobenko and Suris, 2008, Section 1.4) indicates that the system can be characterized by

=5 (5~ 5ue)
8U1 8UQ

The initial condition for a curvature line net is:

)
Initial value (0, 0), 8—51@1, 0), aTZ(O’ us)

Parameter 7 for all uy, ug

27



From integration along the coordinate curves, the above initial value is equivalent to:

ox

z(0, 0), 37u1

(u1, 0), =—(0, ug) < (0, 0), z(uy, 0), (0, uz)

Oz
Oug
D Discrete curve and surface

We will see that an m-dimensional discrete surface in R (m, n € Z, m < n) is a group of scatter points.

Definition 1. An m-dimensional discrete surface X in R™ (m, n € Z,, m < n) is the range of a mapping
®:7e€Z™ -z e X CR" Wesay X is a discrete curve when m = 1 and X is a discrete surface when

m = 2in R3. Here Z™ is the parameter domain.

Similar to the regularity condition we applied for a chart, we apply the following regularity condition to all

the discrete curves and surfaces: the partial difference Az has non-zero components and full rank everywhere:

JANT ZTVA Y BEEREAvSY, 1
DNz Doxy - DNpxo
Az =
A1$n A2$n ce Amxn
Aprj(i) = xj(in, d2, -, i+ 1, oo dm) — (01, G2, oy Gk, e Um)

Regarding a discrete curve X, an immediate consideration is to introduce a discrete Frenet-Serret frame
(xy, @y, xp) attached to every node x(i) € X, ¢ € Z. Note the use of bold symbols to represent the basis of a

vector space, distinct from the coordinates of a point. We define

_ Az z(i+1) —x(i)
As  lz(i+1) —z(d)||
(i — 1) x @ (i)
[l (i = 1) x @ (i)
—xi(i— 1)+ (2 (i — 1) - @ (2)) e (7)
| = ao(i = 1) + (2(i — 1) - (i), (4) |

(29)

xy (i) =

xy (i) = @, (1) X x4(7) =

If (i — 1) is parallel to @ (7), the discrete curve X is locally a line at (), then xy,(¢) can be determined by
other methods. For example, the interpolation of its surrounding values when there is no cluster of zero. The

discrete curvature and torsion are calculated from the change rate of these unit vectors:

(i) 1820 _ (i) (i = 1)
Bs @) —2G- D) 50
iy 182 _ Jlnli+1) — (o))
As Tl 1) =)

We need x(i — 1), 2(¢) and x(i + 1) to calculate x(i); and z(i — 1), (), z(i + 1) and x(i + 2) to calculate
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7(7).

Regarding a discrete surface, the motivation for calculating the discrete mean curvature vector and the
discrete Gaussian curvature is from Proposition 2 below. Let X be a parametrized surface with chart ¢ :
t € I> - x € X C R3. Suppose there is a point 2 where the Gaussian curvature xg(z) # 0. O1(x)
is a neighbourhood where kg does not change sign. Oj(x) D Oz(z) D --- D Oyp(x) is a sequence of
neighbourhoods at x whose diameter satisfies:

lim diam(Oy,(z)) =0

n—oo

The diameter of a set refers to the supremum of distances between points within the set.
diam(Y') = sup(d(z, y)), forallz, y e Y

Proposition 2. The normal vector, mean curvature and Gaussian curvature satisfy the equation below:

Vzarea(Op (7))
2kp(7)N (1) = — n£+oo m

A7V (Ou(x)

n—+oo  area(Op(x))

Ka(r) =

area(Oy(x)) is the surface area of Oy, (z). area(N(Op(z))) is the area of N (O, (x)), which is the Gauss map
of Oy, (z).

Proof. The area of O, (z) is

area / \/ 111122 — 112 du1 dUQ

We will then consider the normal variation © — z¢ = = 4 e¢hN controlled by a distribution / : O1(z) — R,
and € € R} is a scaling factor. The reason for only considering the normal variation is that the limit of area

does not change through tangential variation.

area(Os, (x°) / I§,15, — (IS,) du1 dus

The gradient of area(O,(x)) is the integral of the directional derivative along the normal vector:

e—0

15,15 — I11le — I2
|V carea(Oy(2))| = hm/ il — (5)° 2 duy dus
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Continue the calculation:

dz¢  Ox Iy 8hN+€h8N
ou;  Ouy 8u1 Ouy
ox¢ ox oh ON
=~ 4 e—N+eh—
8uQ 8U2 + 68u2 te 3u2
h Oh
I, = 111 — 2ehll}; + €2 — on 9 — + Rl
Ouy Ouy
h Oh
IS, = Iy — 2¢hllj) + €2 — on 9 —— + h2T,
Ouq Oug
h Oh
IS, = Loy — 2€hllyy + €2 — on 9 —— + 2R Iy
Oug Oug

15,15 — (I5)° = Inlp — Iy
— 26h(1111122 — 21121112 + 1221111)
+ 4e2h? (1T 11gy — 113,)

+ 2h%(111110y — 2115111, + TppITI; )

+ e (1 Oh Oh 2L Oh Oh +1 Oh Oh
N oous ous P 0uy Oug | 2 0uy Ouy

+ 0(62)

o(€?) means terms over € with higher order than 2. From the previous derivation on the third fundamental form,

Eq. (8), we could see that

I1110Ioo — 211211119 + IoI1Tyy
=L (—kcllze + 2kullan) — 2o (—kglliz + 2ku1T2) + I2o(—kclliy + 2ku11:1)

= —2rg(I11lae — 13y) + 26u(T11 1002 — 21121115 + InoIlyy)

Furthermore, use the definition of the mean and Gaussian curvature

[Ioolyy — 20T12010 + Iy112

2 (Tilpy — I%,)

13111 — 112,
Ii1lpe — 12,

RH =

€1y

RG =

we could obtain:

€ Te € \2
111122 — (:[12)

5 — = 1 —4kpeh + (4k% + 26G)€2h?
L1100 — I,

oh 0Oh Oh 0Oh Oh 0Oh
- —— — 2 —— + g —— | €2/(I1110 — I3
< 118u2 OUQ 128’&1 8'&2 * 228’&1 8u1> ¢ /( 11722 12)

+o(c%)

In the calculation of surface gradient, only the first-order term is needed. By applying the Mean Value Theorem
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for double integral, we could see that:

[ Vzarea(Oy ()| — 1 19,15 — (152)2
area(On (:C)) e—0 eh I11I59 — 1%2

—1| atsomey e Oy(z)

= —2kKky atsomey € On(x)

hence
Varea(Op(z))

2k ()N (z) = T nStoo area(Op(x))

Next, apply the derivative of the Gauss map, Eq. (5), we have:

area(N (O, (2))) = / ‘ giv X giv duy dug
On(z) 1 2
Oz ox
= / (a11a22 — a12a21) ‘a X (97 du1 dUQ
On(@) Uy U2

= / RGA/ 111122 — 1%2 du1 dUQ
On(x)

Using the Mean Value Theorem for double integral:

VO _ ooy € 0,6
hence
- area(N(On(z))) _ KG()

n—+oo  area(Op(x))

Remark 1. The famous Steiner formula considers the uniform normal variation when i = 1.

2
I11159 — (I3)

2 =1 — dkpe + (kg + 266)€* + o(€?)
L1190 — Ity

then
I, 15, — (15,)°

= 1—2/<;He+/<c(;e2+0 €
Ii1lpe — 12, (€)

Geometrically,
area(Og (z))

n—+oo area(Op(z)) =1—2ku(z)e + ka(z)e” + o(€?)

We will show how to use the above formula in Proposition 2 to calculate the discrete mean curvature vector
xg N and the discrete Gaussian curvature xq. For every x(i), i = (i1, i2) € Z? on a discrete surface, we need

the information of z(i; — 1, i2), (i1 + 1, i2), (i1, 2 — 1) and (i1, i2 + 1) to calculate the area gradient of
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(a)
top view
x(i-1, i)
triangle a
triangle b
x(i, i,*t1)
x(i, i,-1)
x2
triangle d
I triangle ¢
: x(i,+1, 1)
labelling around vertex x(i,, 7,)
a,B,y,G=1,2,3,4)are
sector/in-plane angles
of the four surronding triangles
© T
’ Nb N ‘
| ) :
3 A N
X3 “\ /'
X, e -
X

Gauss map for normals N, N°, N¢, N9

of the four triangles surronding vertex (i, j)

(b)

(d)

.- -

spherical arcs of sector angles
generated by intersecting the vertex
(i,, i,) with the unit sphere

p,(i=1,2,3,4)are the
(signed) folding angles

dimension of the spherical quadrilateral (c)

Figure 5: Labelling around vertex x(i1, i2) in the calculation of the discrete mean curvature vector and the
discrete Gaussian curvature. Note that in (b), at each crease, a signed folding angle p; is the angle between
the normal vectors of its two adjacent panels. If these two normal vectors meet on the specified side of the
paper (here, upwards), p; € (0, ), the crease is called a valley crease. If these two normal vectors meet on the
opposite side, p; € (—m,0), the crease is called a mountain crease. (b) shows four mountain creases. In (d) we
could see that the two spherical quadrilaterals are dual/polar-and-poles to each other.
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the four triangles surrounding x (). Let
a = :E(il, ig) - x(il - 1, ’ig), b= 3:(2'1, ig) - .%'(il, i2 - 1)

c= x(il, i2) —x(il + 1, ig), d:l‘(il, ig) —.Qf(il, 19 + 1)

and the sum of area of the four triangles is:

. 1
area(i) = 3 (Ild x al| + ||ja x b|| 4+ ||b x ¢|| + |l x d]])

Note that the area(7) lives on vertex . The derivative of area(i) with respect to x (i) can be directly calculated

For example:
[ A(dxa)]
d )
(d x a) re
d||d><a||: 1 (dxa).ﬁ(dxa) :d(dxa). dXxa
dz |d x all Oxa dz ld x all
o(d x a)
d Rt el
_( xa) Oxz |
and for a = (a1; ag; as) and d = (dy; da; ds):
0 az —ds do —as
d(d x a)
T = Cl3 — as 0 ay] — d1
ag — d2 d1 — al 0

Using the information above we could obtain the expression below in terms of cross product:

1 dxa axb
) == | (d — -b
Varea(7) 2(( a)XHdXGH—i—(a )XHabu
bxc cxd
+(b—c) x +(c— )x)
16> cf [le < df

Physically, Varea(i) indicates the steepest direction pulling at vertex i to increase area(i) of the four triangles

Then apply the formula for triple cross product we will obtain the final expression, as known as the cotan

formula, using the angles defined in Figure 5:

1 1 1 1 1

Varea(i) = - b

weald) = 5 <<taﬂ A1 " tan 71) o (tan Ba " tan 72) (32)

(L (e Yy
c
tan B3  tan-ys tanfBs  tan-yy

Hence the discrete mean curvature vector, i.e., the Laplace-Beltrami Operator is:

(i) = oo NG =1 63)

Here k(i) and N(7) both live on vertex i. Note that if Varea(i) = 0, for example when the five points in
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Figure 5 are coplanar, we take N (7) as the average of the surrounding normal vectors.

Next, we can calculate the normal of the surrounding four triangles, whose spherical view is provided in

Figure 5(c)
No dxa b_ axb
Il sin [lalll[bl] sin a2
NE — bxc d_ cxd
[B[1]]cl] sin a3’ ellll]} sin cvg

N?. NP = cosp;, NP-N¢=cosps
N¢. N9 =cosps, N4 N? = cos ps

Note that the Gauss map is an involution (a mapping is its inverse) of the direction vectors along a, b, ¢, d.

a  N*xN" b  NPxN°©
lall = sinpt Bl sinpe
c  N°xNY d  NIxN®
llefl ~ sinps 7 [ld]  sinps

The geometrical reason is a being orthogonal to both N and NP. The same principle holds for the rest.

An important fact from spherical trigonometry is that the spherical linkage sharing identical motion with
the degree-4 vertex shown in Figure 5(b) is the polar quadrilateral of the spherical quadrilateral formed by the
Gauss map shown in Figure 5(c). The sector angles and folding angles are therefore related as indicated in
Figure 5(d). Further, the area of a spherical quadrilateral is the sum of interior angles minus 27 (also called the

angular defect), which leads to the calculation of discrete Gaussian curvature:

kg(i) =2m—a) —ae —ag — ay (34)

kq (1) also lives on vertex i.
The above calculation method of the discrete mean and Gaussian curvature is just one of the admissible
definitions. In practice the calculation might be altered for different discrete surfaces, for example, Meyer et al.

(2003) and the edge-constrained net introduced in Hoffmann et al. (2017).

E Discrete nets

This section will introduce the discrete analogue of coordinate nets derived in Section B. Here ‘discrete ana-
logue’ means the discrete system (usually a partial difference system) defined by a discrete coordinate net is a
discretization of a smooth system (usually a partial differential system). We will show the conversion between
the smooth and discrete notations by examining multiple discrete nets in line with the smooth nets provided in
Section B and from the discussion on convergence in Section G. It is worth mentioning that there may be mul-
tiple approaches to discretize a smooth net, and the choice of discrete net will depend on specific scenarios and

requirements (for example, in the simulation of isometric deformation). The labelling of geometrical quantities
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on a discrete net is provided in Figure 6.

A discrete surface X : Z? — R3 is called a discrete Chebyshev net if
No||Arz]|? = A Agz||? =0, foralli = (iy, i9) € Z* (35)
The discrete operators are in the form of:

Nqx(i) = x(ip + 1, 92) — x(iy, i2)
AQ.%‘(Z) = :E(’il, 19 + 1) — x(il, ig)

A1A2$(i) = AQAL’E(Z) = CB(il +1, 19 + 1) — l’(il, 19 + 1) — $(i1 + 1, ’ig) + l’(il, ig)
Note that Az lives on grid lines i3, Aoz lives on grid lines i1, /A1 Aoz lives on quadrilaterals (i1, i2).

Dol Oqz|? = || Aqa (i, do + 1|12 = [|Agz(iy, )|
= ||lz(iy 4+ 1, g 4+ 1) — z(iy, iz + D)||> = ||z(i1 + 1, i2) — z(iy, i2)]?

= A1A2$(l) . (x(zl + 1, ig + 1) - x(il, i2 + 1) + x(il + 1, iQ) - x(il, 22))

Arl|Doz|? = || Doz (iy + 1, i9)]|? — || Doz (i, d2)]|
= ||lz(iy + 1, ig 4+ 1) — z(iy + 1, d0) || — || (i1, i+ 1) — z(i1, i2)]?
= Alﬁzx(i) . (.1‘(21 + 1, 19 + 1) + x(il, 19 + 1) — .%'(’il + 1, i2) — x(il, 7,2))

Hence the partial difference equation for a discrete Chebyshev net, Eq. (35), is equivalent to

Alﬂgaj(i) . (.’L‘(Zl + 1, 9 + 1) — x(il, Zg)) =0

Alﬂgx(i) . (x(il, 1o + 1) — x(il +1, Zg)) =0
AGi) (36)
A1A2$(i) = 7(1‘(21 + 1, i + 1) — I‘(il, 12)) X (.I(il, 19 + 1) — a:(il + 1, 22))

X : Z? — R living on quadrilaterals (i1, io)

The reason for choosing A/2 is for the consistency with its smooth analogue, Eq. (11). It can be verified

that on the integer grid, if seeing u; in the direction along (1/2/2, v/2/2), and seeing us in the direction along

(—v/2/2, V/2/2), we have

0%x
VANVADY 2
1=2t 8u18u2
ox
1 i 1) — (6 i) o /3
x(iy + 1, ig + 1) — x(iq, i2) ouy
(i1, do + 1) — 2(i1 + 1, i2) 507
x(iq, @ — (i i9) ~ V2—
1, 12 1 , 12 By

hence the amplitude A has the same meaning for both the discrete and smooth case.

When A1Asx # 0, see Figure 7(a) for a geometric illustration for a Chebyshev quadrilateral. Apply a

35



(a)

. =0

) i,=-1 =1 =2

ll
P o S(-2, -2)[8(-2, -1) S°(-2, -1)|5'(-2, 0) S$°(-2, 0)|8%(-2, 1) S*(-2, 1)[S*(-2,2) -~
! o SC1,-2)[SH-1, -1) (-1, -D[SY(-1, 0) S*(-1, 0)[SU(-1, 1) S*(-1, D)[SU(-1,2) --
o o S(-1,-2)|8(-1, -1) S*(-1, -1)|S%(-1, 0) S°(-1, 0)|S*(-1, 1) S°(-1, 1)|S*(-1,2) -~
h 850, -2) [S40, -1) 850, -1) [ 80, 0) S50, 0)[SUO0, 1) S0, 1)|5%0,2) -
. $8(0, -2)[5%0, -1)  $%(0, -1)| $%(0, 0)  $*(0, 0)|S*(0, 1) S°(0, 1)|5*(0, 2) -
! o SH(1L 2[S9, -1 SE(LL =181, 0) S°(1, 0)[SU(1, 1) SE(1, D[ SY(1, 2) ..
;=9 o S0(1,-2)[80 (1, -1) St(1, -1)[SH(1, 0)  SP(1, 0)[Se(L, 1) S, 1)| ST, 2) -
! S92, -2)[802, 1) S, -D[SU2,0) SK2,0)[842, 1) S(2, D[S, 2) -

(b)

column i ..
i 2 lAxGE, I

row I — P—
PLS,G ) Sy, 1)

column i +1

1A X, 1) quad (7, 7,) 1A X, £, + 1))

S,(i,, i) S, i)
A, +1, L)l

row i1+1

Figure 6: Labelling of vertices, lengths and angles of a discrete net. Note that these figures are not a three-
dimensional drawing, and (i1, i2), x(i1 +1, i2), (i1 +1, ia+1), x(41, iz + 1) are not necessarily planar.
The sector angles are S2(i), SP(i), S(i), S4(i), i = (i1, i2) € Z>. The crease lengths are ||Ajz(i)|| =
||.T(21 + 1, ig) - x(il, ’iQ)H, ‘|A2$(Z)|| = H:c(z'l, ig + 1) - J,’(il, ig)”, 1= (il, ig) S Z2.
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x(i +1,1,+1)

geometry of a skew-parallelogram the special geometry when A A x=0
/Chebyshev quadrilateral ABCD ABCD becomes a planar quadrilateral
opposite side lengths are equal opposite side lengths are equal

Figure 7: (a) A figure illustrating the geometry of a skew-parallelogram/Chebyshev quadrilateral, where the
side lengths AB = CD, AD = BC. (b) Degeneration to a planar quadrilateral when /A1 Asx = 0. In both
figures, A, B, C, D refer to the position of (i1, i2), x(i; + 1, i2), x(iy + 1, ia + 1), x(i1, iz + 1).

parallel transport from BD to B’ D’ such that the intersection O’ of AC and B’ D’ bisects both AC and B'D’.
The side length condition AB = CD, AD = BC implies that both BB’ and DD’ are perpendicular to the
planar parallelogram AB’C'D’, and we could see that BB' = DD’ = O0" = A1 Asx /2. When A1 Agx = 0,
as shown in Figure 7(b), ABC' D becomes a planar parallelogram, geometrically flipping D to the other side of
plane AB'CD’.

We could see that one reasonable way to define the discrete normal field is to define N (i), i = (i1, ia) € Z2
on each quadrilateral (i1, i2), along the direction of O’O:

(l‘(il + 1, i + 1) — :E(il, 12)) X (CE(il, 19 + 1) — I‘(il + 1, 22))
||(l‘(21 +1, 19 + 1) - l’(il, 12)) X ([L‘(il, 19 + 1) — :E(il + 1, ZQ))H

N(i) = (37

Additionally, \(i), i = (i1, i2) € Z? for a discrete Chebyshev net shows the ‘curvature’ of a Chebyshev

quadrilateral since

N ||(IL‘(Z1 + 1, 20+ 1) — $(i1, 22)) X (l’(il, 19 + 1) — l‘(il +1, ’Lg))”
2length(00")
area(AB'CD')

()

Note that the smooth analogue of X\ for a Chebyshev net is provided in Eq. (12). The above information for a
discrete Chebyshev net is from Schief (2007).

A discrete orthogonal Chebyshev net is a discrete Chebyshev net where x (i1 + 1, i2 + 1) — x (i1, i2) is
perpendicular to (i1, i + 1) — x(i; + 1, i) for all i € Z2. It implies that the length of the four sides of the

Chebyshev quadrilateral is equal, i.e. AB = BC = C'D = DA in Figure 7. Such net in fact has a cylindrical
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shape.
A discrete surface X : Z? — R3 is called a discrete asymptotic net if:
A2a(3) - N(i) = 0

, foralli = (iy, ip) € Z>
A3x(i) - N(i) = 0

where
ANx(i) = x(iy — 1, i2) + 2(iy + 1, i2) — 22(iy, i2)
N2x(i) = x(iy, i — 1) 4+ z(iy, iz + 1) — 22(iq, i)

From Eq. (33):

Varea(i) = % <(ta;51 42 ) (x(i1, o) — x(i1 — 1, i2))

tan yq

1 1
i (tan,BQ * tan72> (x(i1, d2) — x(i1, i2 — 1))

+< 1,1 )@(u, in) — iy + 1, 1))

tanfB3 = tan-ys

1 1
! <tanﬁ4 " tan'y4> (@(ir, i2) — (i1, i2 + 1))>

From direct calculation we could see that the condition for a discrete asymptotic net is that (i1, i2), (i1, i2 —

1), z(iy + 1, i2), x(i1, i2 + 1), x(iy — 1, i2) are coplanar, then N (i) is perpendicular to this plane and
hence perpendicular to both A%x(7) and A2z (7). The above geometry also indicates that both N (i1, i) and
N (i1 + 1, ig) are perpendicular to Ajx; and both N(iy, i2) and N (i1, ia + 1) are perpendicular to Agzx.
The Lelieuvre normal field for an asymptotic net is defined as N = N (—mg)*l/ 4 (one option for discrete
Gaussian curvature is the angular defect Eq. (34)), and we could define the discrete Lelieuvre normal field

N (i1, is) to be a suitable scaling of N (i1, i3) such that:

NL X AlNL = Al.’L'
(38)
AQNL X NL = Agx

From
NL(il, ig) X NL(il + 1, ig = il + 1, ig) — .T(il, iQ)

(39)

NY(iy, i +1) x NE(iy, 49

)

NY(iy, io+1) x NY iy 4+ 1, ig + 1)
) = x(iy, ia + 1) — x(iy, i2)
)

(

x(il + 1, 19 + 1) — l‘(il, 19 + 1)
(
(

NY(iy 41, dg 4+ 1) X NY¥(iy 4+ 1, d9) = a(iy + 1, ia + 1) — (i1 + 1, i2)

sum the equations above we could see that:

(NY(iy, i) + NV(iy + 1, ia + 1)) x (NY(i1 + 1, ia) + NE(iy, ia+1)) =0
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which is equivalent to the discrete Moutard Equation for N:

(i1, 92)

ANy NY = 5

(NV(Giy 41, ig) + NV(i1, i+ 1)), A:Z> >R (40)

The reason for choosing A /2 is for the consistency with its smooth analogue, Eq. (20).

A discrete surface X : Z? — R3 is called a discrete asymptotic Chebyshev net, as known as a K-
hedron/discrete K-surface in previous literatures if both Eq. (35) and the five points coplanar condition are
satisfied. In Figure 7(a), set vector O’ B’ = a, vector O'C = b, vector O'O = c. Here c is perpendicular to both
a and b. These three vectors determine the shape of a Chebyshev quadrilateral. Since vector AB = a + b + ¢,

vector BC = —a+b— ¢, vector CD = —a — b+ ¢, vector DA=a—b—c,let

O
NE(ip 4+ 1, ig) = Im
NE(ip 41, i+ 1) = 220279 (Xa(f: ;)(f)c
NY(iy, ig+1) = b?a(;‘;)c)c

we could examine that N'" is a discrete Lelieuvre normal field, which agrees with Eq. (39):

NY(iy, i9) x NY(i1 +1, i) =a+b+c
NY(iy, ig +1) x N¥(iy 4+ 1, is+1) =a+b—c
NY(iy, iy + 1) x N¥(iy, ig) = —a+b+c

NY(iy 41, i9+ 1) x N¥ (i1 + 1, ig) = —a+b—c

It turns out that in the discrete Moutard Equation for a K-hedron, A(i;, i) = —4,
A AGNY = —2(NY(iy + 1, ip) + NE(iy, ip 4+ 1)) (41)

In terms of the discrete normal field:

e @xCre) e bx(ato)
N2 = o YO S o
ey Xl o bx(a—c)

N(ip + 1, 22+1)_Ha><(b—c)||’ N (i, i2 +1) b (a— o)

From the geometry illustrated in Figure 7(a):

lax (b4 )] = llax (b =), [Iox(a+c)l=]bx(a=c
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X, x(i+1, 1)

X

Figure 8: A figure illustrating the geometry of a discrete geodesic net, where opposite sector angles at each

interior vertex are equal. One important geometrical feature is the coordinate curve normals are identical to the
surface normal at every interior vertex.

1 1
A1A2N—2< + )axb
llax b+ = [bx(a+c)
[bx (a+c) . : o
NAGN = — | 7———F + 1| (IV 1 N 1
1432 <||G,X(b+0)”+ ( (Zl—i_ 712)—1_ (Zla 12 + ))
2¢ x a
N(iy+1, i+ 1) = N(iy, i2) = ——F7———
lax (b+c)
2c X b
N(i1, i9+1) = N(i1+1, i9) = ————
[bx (a+ )

A1A2N . (N(Zl + 1, io + 1) - N(il, Zg)) =0
A1LgN - (N(iy, ig+1) = N(i1 + 1, 42)) =0

The above derivation leads to the following proposition, which is parallel to its smooth analogue:

Proposition 3. The Gauss map of a discrete K-surface is a discrete Chebyshev net. A discrete K-surface is the

only discrete asymptotic net with a discrete Chebyshev Gauss map.

A discrete surface X : Z? — R3 is called a discrete geodesic net if opposite sector angles at every vertex
are equal:
S1(i1, i2 +1) = S3(i1 + 1, ia) )
forallt € Z
So(i1, d2) = Sy4(i1 + 1, ig + 1)

which means a; = a3, ag = a4 in Figure 8.

A discrete surface X : Z? — R3 is called a discrete orthogonal geodesic net if all four sector angles at
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every vertex are equal:
Sy (i1, ig + 1) = Sy(iy, i2) = S3(iy + 1, ip) = Sy(i1 + 1, ip + 1) foralli € Z2

which means a; = a9 = a3 = a4 in Figure 8.

A geodesic curve is ‘as straight as possible’ and has ‘no lateral acceleration’ on a surface. By requiring
a1 + ag = ag + a4 and as + a3 = a4 + oy, the polylines AOC and BOD will divide the angular defect
kg = 27 — a1 — ag — a3 — ay equally. This leads to the angle condition for a discrete geodesic net mentioned
above.

Next we will calculate the normal vector defined on x (i), leta, b, ¢, d be the direction vectorof OA, OB, OC, OD:

- x(i1, i2) — x(ip — 1, ig) x(i1, i2) — x (i1, i — 1)
|2(i1, i2) — (i1 — 1, 42|’ |2 (i1, i2) — (i1, i2 — 1)
oo i, i) —z(in +1, iz) _ (i, dp) —w(in, 2+ 1)
@ (i1, i2) — x(i1 + 1, 42|’ (i1, di2) — (i1, i2 + 1)||
Along the 77 direction, the discrete Frenet-Serret frame is
1 a—c 1 a+c 1 1 1
= —— = — = X
T el T e T
Along the 75 direction, the discrete Frenet-Serret frame is
b—d b+d
2 2 2 2 2
T =——7r, TH=— , Ty =T X Tp
b lo+af” >
The normal vector is:
N(i) = x XxTp mf
th X Ty ||

Since opposite sector angles are equal, . - 2 = 0 and x2 - } = 0. We could see that either = or x2 is

perpendicular to both 2} and =2, hence

The above equality of normal vectors further shows that polylines AOC and BOD are discrete analogue of
geodesic curves on a surface.

For a discrete orthogonal geodesic net, we further have x{ perpendicular to &2, which geometrically ex-
plains that the coordinate curves are perpendicular at every interior vertex. The information of discrete geodesic
net and discrete orthogonal geodesic net is from Rabinovich et al. (2018).

A discrete surface X : Z2 — R3 is called a discrete conjugate net if all its elementary quadrilaterals
formed by x (i1, i2), z(i1 + 1, i2), z(i1 + 1, 2 + 1), x(i1, i2 + 1) are planar for all 7 € Z. Here the normal
vector N (i) at each vertex is associated with the normal vector of the above planar quadrilateral and hence

Ay Az is perpendicular to N. Using the Christoffel symbol, the planarity condition for a discrete conjugate
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net is equivalent to:

N Doz =Ty Az + T3 N0z, Ty, T2, : 22 - R (42)

Here T1,(i), ['%,() can be directly calculated as the coefficients of the above linear combination for the given
discrete net 2. The smooth analogue of I'}5 (i), I'%,(i) is the corresponding Christoffel symbol I'},, I'%,, for the
corresponding conjugate net.

A discrete conjugate net X : Z2? — R3 is called a circular net if all its elementary quadrilaterals formed by
x(i1, i2), x(ix + 1, i2), x(i1 + 1, ia + 1), x(i1, 42 + 1) have circumscribed circles, in other words, they are
concircular. It is one of the common discrete analogue of the curvature line net. From Figure 9, Ao (i1 +1, i2)
is perpendicular to both N (i1, i2) and N (i1 + 1, i2), hence perpendicular to Ay N (i1, i2); Njz(iq, i2+ 1) is
perpendicular to both N (i1, i2) and N (i1, i2 + 1), hence perpendicular to Ao N (i1, i2). This relation forms
the discrete analogue of a curvature line net, Eq. (28).

A discrete conjugate net X : Z2 — R3 is called a conical net if the four planar quadrilaterals incident to a
vertex are tangent to a common cone whose apex is the vertex. The discrete normal vector NV (4) assigned to each
vertex ¢ is along the axis of the cone, see Figure 10(a). A conical net is another common discrete analogue of
the curvature line net. We can interpret it by drawing the corresponding spherical 4-bar linkages of the degree-4
two-vertex system on a sphere. The cones become inscribed circles of the two spherical quadrilaterals, whose
axes intersect at the centre of the sphere. We could see that Aox (i1, i2) is parallel to AgN (i1, i2), similarly,
Aqx(iy, ig) is parallel to AN (i, i2). This relation forms the discrete analogue of a curvature line net,

Eq. (28).
Proposition 4. Properties of a conical net:
[1] (Wang et al., 2007) The sum of opposite sector angles of each vertex are equal.

[2] (Bobenko and Suris, 2008, Section 3.4) A discrete conjugate net X is a conical net if and only if the
Gauss map is a circular net. A discrete conjugate net X is a circular net if and only if the Gauss map is a

conical net.

Regarding [1], intuitively, as shown in Figure 10, the sum of the length of opposite spherical arcs are equal
if the spherical quadrilateral admits an inscribed circle. Regarding [2], at every vertex, the angles between all
four normal vectors and the axis of the cone are equal, therefore the tips of these normal vectors are concircular,

and the centre of this circle is on the axis of the cone.

F Initial condition for discrete nets

The various discrete nets introduced in Section E are solutions of parametric partial difference equations. In
this section we will focus on the well-posedness for such a discrete system. Similarly, we hope a given initial

condition leads to a unique solution, which smoothly relies on the initial value and parameter.
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x(il+1, i+1)

NG +1, i)

Figure 9: Illustration of the geometry of a circular net, where z(i1, i2), x(i1 + 1, i2), x(i1 + 1, i2 +
1), x(i1, ig + 1) are concircular for all i € Z2. Here we draw a special case where pairs of circles located

diagonally from each other are tangent. It happens, for example, on a discrete isothermic net whose cross ratio
is limited to -1.

- ~.

NG, i+1)

[
[
1

‘projection’ of the left
two-vertex system to a sphere

Figure 10: Illustration of the geometry of a conical net, where the four planar quadrilaterals incident to a vertex
are tangent to a common cone whose apex is the vertex. For every pair of adjacent cones, there exists a sphere
that touches both at the apexes. The centre of this sphere is the intersection point of the cones’ axes.

43



In parallel with Section C, we will focus on a first-order partial difference system for z(7):

Az = f(z; b) & Apxj = fir(x; b)

where i € Z™; x € R™ (m, n € Z4); f € R™™ is a matrix of smooth functions, b € R? (p € Z,) are
the p parameters for the system. Similar to Section C, we further require f and all the partial derivatives of
f are bounded and possess a global Lipschitz constant. Consequently no blow-ups (value goes to infinity) are
possible and hence the well-posedness can be continued to the boundary of ™. If there are higher order partial
differences, we could try transferring the system to first-order by adding the number of variables. For example,
when A1 Agx =z, z € R, we could set y(i) = Az and 2(i) = Asax, so that (z, y, z) forms an equivalent
first-order system with compatibility condition Aoy = A 2.

The definitions for the evolution direction, stationary direction, initial value and well-posedness for a first-
order partial difference system are verbatim repetition for those defined for a partial differential system in
Section C. For each discrete net introduced in Section E, we will introduce the construction method leading to
a unique configuration from the initial condition. It could be directly examined that solution smoothly relies on

the initial value and parameter.

Discrete Chebyshev net

Initial value Two discrete coordinate curves z (i1, 0) and x(0, i2) intersecting at z(0, 0).
Parameter The ratio A in Eq. (36) for all quadrilaterals (i1, i2).

Step a In the quadrant Z2, recursively calculate z (i1 + 1, i2 + 1) from x(i1, 42), x(i1 + 1, i2), 2(i1, i2 + 1)
using Eq. (36). Geometrically in Figure 7(a), when points A, B, C are fixed, the shape of the Chebyshev

quadrilateral can be controlled by the length of BB’, or equivalently \.

Step b Use the same method described in Step a to calculate the other three quadrants to obtain the entire

mesh.

Regularity condition Every step returns a non-degenerated and bounded result.

Discrete orthogonal Chebyshev net

Initial value Two discrete coordinate curves x (i1, 0) and (0, i2) intersecting at (0, 0) where || A1z (i1, 0)|| =

”Alx(h +1, O)H = ||A2$(O, ZQ)H = HAQJI(O, 12 + 1)” for all i1, io € Z.
Parameter The ratio A in Eq. (36) for all quadrilaterals (i1, i2).
Step a In the quadrant Z2, recursively calculate z (i1 + 1, i2 + 1) from x(i1, 42), x(i1 + 1, i2), 2(i1, 32 + 1)

using Eq. (36).
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Step b Use the same method described in Step a to calculate the other three quadrants to obtain the entire

mesh.

Regularity condition Every step returns a non-degenerated and bounded result.

Discrete asymptotic net

The first construction is:

Initial value 1 Two discrete coordinate curves (i1, 0) and x(0, i2) intersecting at (0, 0). The five points
z(0, 0), (0, —1), (1, 0), (0, 1), (-1, 0) are coplanar. The three points z(i;—1, 0), z(i1, 0), z(i1+

1, 0); (0, i — 1), (0, i2), x(0, iz + 1) are not collinear.
Parameter 1 Cross ratio ¢ for all quadrilaterals (i1, i2), will be defined below.

Step 1a In the quadrant Z?%, we say P(i1, i2) is the plane incident to x(i1, 42), (i1, i2 — 1), x(i1 +

1, i2), x(i1, i2 + 1), (i1 — 1, i2). We can calculate P(1, 0) and P(0, 1) from the initial value.

Step 1b z(1, 1) can be chosen from the intersection of two planes P(1, 0) and P(0, 1), which passes through
x(0, 0). Usually we use the cross-ratio q defined on each quadrilateral (¢;, i2) to control the position of
:E(il + 1, i + 1):
ot + 1, i + 1) — 2, ia)lllelin, iz + 1) — a(in, ia)]

11, 12) = - - - - —— - - 43
AW ) = Lt 1) —a(i + L )ali, 2 4 D)~z + L )] )

Step 1¢ Calculate P(1, 1) from z(1, 0), =(0, 1), =(1, 1).
Step 1d Recursively do Steps 1a, 1b, 1c to obtain x over the quadrant Z%r.

Step 1le Use the same method described in Step 1d to calculate the other three quadrants to obtain the entire

mesh.
Regularity condition Every step returns a non-degenerated and bounded result.
The second construction is from the discrete Lelieuvre normal field N,
Initial value 2 N along the two discrete coordinate curves N (i1, 0) and N*(0, i3). The position of z(0, 0).
Parameter 2 The ratio A in the discrete Moutard Equation Eq. (40) on all the vertices (i1, i2).

Step 2a In the quadrant Z2, recursively calculate N (i1 +1, i2+1) from N (iy, i2), N (i1+1, 42), N (i1, i2+1)
using Eq. (40).

Step 2b In the quadrant 72, use the discrete Lelieuvre normal field, Eq. (38), to calculate all the Az and

Aoz, further obtain all the position x based on the initial position z(0, 0).
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Step 2¢ Use the same method described in Step 2a and Step 2b to calculate the other three quadrants to obtain

the entire mesh.

Regularity condition Every step returns a non-degenerated and bounded result.

Discrete asymptotic Chebyshev net

Initial value N along the two discrete coordinate curves N* (i1, 0) and N(0, i3). The position of (0, 0).

Step a In the quadrant Z2 , recursively calculate N (i1 +1, i2+1) from N (i1, i2), N (i1 +1, i2), N (i, i2+1)
using Eq. (41).

Step b In the quadrant 72 , use the discrete Lelieuvre normal field, Eq. (38), to calculate all the Ajx and Asx,

further obtain all the position = based on the initial position (0, 0).

Step ¢ Use the same method described in Step a and Step b to calculate the other three quadrants to obtain the

entire mesh.

Regularity condition Every step returns a non-degenerated and bounded result.

Discrete geodesic/orthogonal geodesic net

The constraint for a discrete geodesic/orthogonal geodesic net is not first-order. From our examination, it is not
possible to construct a discrete geodesic/orthogonal geodesic net in a point-by-point procedure as the previous
examples. Rabinovich et al. (2018) generates a discrete geodesic/orthogonal geodesic net from introducing an
(global) optimization problem, where the variables are vertex coordinates of the entire mesh, subject to the
sector angle constraints.

Discrete conjugate net

Initial value Two discrete coordinate curves z (i1, 0) and x(0, i2) intersecting at z(0, 0).

Parameter Discrete Christoffel symbol T'1,, I'%, in Eq. (42) for all quadrilaterals (i1, is).

Step a In the quadrant Z2 , recursively calculate (i, + 1, iz + 1) from z(iy, i2), x(i1 + 1, ia), z(i1, i + 1)

using Eq. (42).

Step b Use the same method described in Step a to calculate the other three quadrants to obtain the entire

mesh.

Regularity condition Every step returns a non-degenerated and bounded result.
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Circular net
Initial value Two discrete coordinate curves x (i1, 0) and x(0, i2) intersecting at z:(0, 0).
Parameter Cross ratio ¢ in Eq. (43) for all quadrilaterals (i1, i2) to control the position of (i1 + 1, iz + 1).

Step a In the quadrant Z2, recursively calculate z(i; + 1, i + 1) on the circle determined by (i1, i2),

x(i1 + 1, i2), x(i1, i + 1) using Eq. (43).

Step b Use the same method described in Step a to calculate the other three quadrants to obtain the entire

mesh.

Regularity condition Every step returns a non-degenerated and bounded result.

Conical net

From Proposition 4, a conical net can be uniquely constructed from a circular Gauss map.

Initial value The normal vectors N (i1, 0) and N(0, i2) on the two coordinate axes and the position of the

planes where the elementary quadrilaterals on the coordinate axes (i1, 0) and (0, i2) locate.
Parameter Cross ratio ¢ for all the spherical quadrilaterals of the Gauss map.

Step a In the quadrant Zi, recursively calculate N (i1 + 1, i3 + 1) on the circle determined by N (i1, i2),
N(i1 + 1, i2), N(i1, i2 + 1) using the cross ratio.

Step b Use the same method described in Step a to calculate the other three quadrants to obtain the entire

Gauss map.

Step ¢ In the quadrant Z2 , recursively calculate the plane where the elementary quadrilateral (iy + 1, ip + 1)
locate from the position of planes (i1, i2), (i1 + 1, i2), (i1, 42 + 1) —the plane (i1 + 1, i2 + 1) is normal
to N (i1 + 1, i2 + 1) and passes through the common intersection z(i; + 1, 2 + 1) determined by the

position of planes (i1, i2), (i1 + 1, i2), (i1, i2 + 1).

Step d Use the same method described in Step c to calculate the other three quadrants to obtain the entire

mesh.

Regularity condition Every step returns a non-degenerated and bounded result.

G Convergence

We have introduced various initial conditions for well-posed solutions of smooth nets in Section C and discrete
nets in Section F. One natural question is, if the initial conditions and parameters for a discrete net converge

to that for a smooth net, will the solution converge? Further, would the geometrical quantities — such as the
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distance/area, normal vector field, mean curvature and Gaussian curvature — also converge? There is still plenty
of unexplored space for this question, and some results might be counter-intuitive.

Let us start with a series of discrete curves X¢ : TN (eZ) — R3, € > 0 where the number of discrete points
in the interval I is controlled by e. When setting ¢ = 0, X° : I — R? is a smooth curve, and all the ratio

between discrete operators becomes the corresponding differential operators.

Definition 2. (Curve convergence in distance) A series of discrete curves X€ : IN(eZ) — z€ € R3 (uniformly)
converges to a smooth curve X° : I — 2% € R3 if for any error > 0, there exists a grid size gsize > 0 such
that for all 0 < € < gsize:

sup ||z¢(ei) — 2%(ed)|| < error
eicIN(eZ)

That is to say we expect the error uniformly goes to zero as the grid size goes to zero.
The convergence rate of X is O(f(¢)) if error = Const - f(e), here Const is a constant irrelevant to ¢

when error — 0.

This ‘uniform convergence’ definition is used in (Bobenko and Suris, 2008, Section 5.1). Regarding the
convergence rate, for example, O(€) means we need to halve the grid size to halve the error in distance when
the error is near zero; O(e?) means we have a better convergence rate, so that halve the grid size will quarter
the error in distance when the error is near zero. For short, we will omit ‘uniform convergence in distance’ and
simply call it ‘convergence in distance’.

Similarly we provide the definition for surface convergence below:

Definition 3. (Surface convergence in distance) A series of discrete surfaces X¢ : ei = (eiy, €ig) € I? N
(eZ)? — x¢ € R3 uniformly converges to a smooth surface X : u = (uy, ug) € I? — 20 € R3 if for any

error > 0, there exists a grid size gsize > 0 such that for all 0 < e < gsize:

sup  ||a€ (ei) — 2%(ed)|| < error
ei€I?N(eZ)?

Similarly we expect the error uniformly goes to zero as the grid size goes to zero.

Theorem 1. (Matthes, 2004; Bobenko and Suris, 2008) The solution of a series of first-order hyperbolic partial
difference system (refined over €) converges to the solution of the first-order hyperbolic partial differential

system over /2 (globally) upon the convergence to initial condition and parameter.

Theorem 1 indicates that, for each discrete net listed in Section F, once the initial value and parameter are
bounded and converge to the initial condition for its smooth analogue listed in Section C, the discrete surface
will converge to the corresponding smooth surface. Note that as explained in Section C and Section F, for each
initial condition problem, the initial value and parameter are bounded, and the result — x(u), 0z /0uy, 0z /Ous

are bounded and process a global Lipschitz constant.
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Figure 11: (a) the ‘Staircase paradox’. Fractal curves (for example the Koch curve) have similar non-
convergence in metric- and curvature-related properties. (b) the ‘Schwarz Lantern’. In a cylinder of radius
r (r > 0) and height h (h > 0) we inscribe a polyhedron as follows. Cut the cylinder into m (m € Z4) equal
cylinders each of height h/m by means of horizontal planes. Break each of the m + 1 circles of intersection
(including the upper and lower bases of the original cylinder) into n (n € Z4, n > 2) equal parts so that the
points of division on each circle lie beneath the midpoints of the points of division of the circle immediately
above. We now take a pair of division points of each circle and the point lying directly above or below the
midpoint of the pair of division points. These three points form a triangle, and the set of all such triangles
forms a polyhedral surface inscribed in the original cylindrical surface. The area of each elementary triangle

is 7“silr1(7r/n)\/h2/m2 +72 (1 —cos(m/n))? = rsin(r/n)\/h2/m2 + 4r2 sin®(7/2n), and the total area is

2 (nsin(m/n)) rhy/1 + 4m2r2 /h2 sin* (7 /2n) = 27rh (1 + 7m?r? /8h2n*), when m, n — +oo. The area
of the polyhedral surface depends on the limit of m /n?, which can even reach infinity.

In the Discussion section of the main text, we mentioned the convergence in distance does not guarantee the
convergence of tangent plane, as well as other metric- and curvature- related properties. The zig-zag mode is
a common reason for such non-convergence, akin to the Staircase paradox and the Schwarz Lantern illustrated
in Figure 11.

Additionally, regarding the convergence of discrete conjugate net, Morvan and Thibert (2004) showed that
convergence of the normal fields implies convergence of surface area. Hildebrandt et al. (2006) considerably
generalized the result in Morvan and Thibert (2004): upon the convergence in distance, the convergence of
metric tensor (the first fundamental form), surface area, normal vector field and mean curvature (the cotangent
formula, Laplace-Beltrami operator) are equivalent. Once this convergence is met, it could be further inferred
that arclength of coordinate curves/geodesics and Gaussian curvature will converge since they are dependent
on the first fundamental form. Bauer et al. (2010) showed that discrete principal curvatures computed from a
series of curvature line nets uniformly converge to the principal curvatures of the limit smooth surface. These

results are not exhaustive, and there is still plenty of unexplored space.
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Part 11

Quad-mesh rigid origami

H Flexibility of a quad-mesh rigid origami

The information of this section was previously provided in He et al. (2024) and He and Guest (2020). The idea
of deriving the flexibility condition of a quad-mesh rigid origami is straightforward, which can be explained by
‘cutting’ through the paper to make the folding of each vertex independently driven (similar to single degree-
of-freedom robotic arms), then consider the condition to properly ‘glue’ them together. We provide a graphical
explanation of the original and the cut quad mesh in Figure 12(a) and (b), where we denote the tangent of half

of folding angles by y;; and w;; (i, j € Z4) at the labelled creases.
Proposition 5. A quad-mesh rigid origami is flexible if and only if:

[1] The cut quad-mesh is flexible. Consequently, there exists a smooth one-parameter flex for all y;;(¢) and

w;j(t) overt € [0, 1].

[2] forall ¢, 7,

Yij(t) = yij1(t), wi;(t) =w;;41(t), fort €0,1] (44)

Note that condition [1] above is also essential since the cut quad-mesh might be rigid at special configura-

tions. An example is provided in Figure 12(c). Further, Proposition 5 infers that:

Proposition 6. (Schief et al., 2008) A quad-mesh rigid origami is flexible if and only if all its 3 x 3 quad-mesh

(Kokotsakis quadrilaterals) are flexible.

Izmestiev (2017) provided a nearly complete classification of flexible Kokotsakis quadrilaterals, which is
the foundation of constructing large quad-mesh rigid origami. The terminology Kokotsakis quadrilateral is
named after Antonios Kokotsakis, who studied the flexibility of these polyhedral surfaces in his PhD thesis in
1930s and described several flexible classes (Kokotsakis, 1933). At the same time, Sauer and Graf (1931) also
found several classes. Recent works from Karpenkov (2010); Stachel (2010); Nawratil (2011, 2012) made solid
contribution to this topic.

The library of flexible Kokotsakis quadrilaterals are derived in the complexified configuration space, where
each Kokotsakis quadrilateral is flexible upon a system of constraints on the sector angles — most of these
constraints are highly nonlinear. Our target is to explore all the ‘stitchings’ of Kokotsakis quadrilaterals that
can form a quad-mesh rigid origami with the following requirements: 1) we require the construction of rigid
origami to be ‘infinitely extendable’, in other words, not constrained in a finite grid. 2) we assume the number
of variables is no less than the number of constraints; 3) for the admissible stitchings, we require the existence

of valid real solutions from numerical examination; 4) on top of a valid numerical solution, we require the rigid
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upper layer
(3 panels with sector
angles 40, 50, 60 degree)

top view

row 2—

lower layer
(1 panel with sector
angle 150 degree)

row 3—

labelling of
sector angles (, §, y, 9) and labelling of sector angles labe?llmg of folding angle
tangent of half of inputs and outputs

; of a Kokotsakis quadrilateral
folding angles (x, y, z, w) of the left two-vertex system

around a vertex

(© ® ( (h)

Figure 12: (a) and (b) explain how we ‘cut’ a quad-mesh rigid origami to make the interior of crease pat-
tern a tree. When (b) is foldable, the motion of (b) agrees with a quad-mesh rigid origami if and only if
all the folding angles y and w are identical as indicated in Eq. (44). (c) shows a vertex with sector angles
40°, 50°, 60°, 150°, which forms a double cover of a circular sector and hence remain rigid. (d) Labelling
of a single-vertex, a Kokotsakis quadrilateral and a two-vertex system. (e) We use {z1, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26}
and {w1, wa, ws, wy, ws, we} to represent the tangent of half of the folding angles on these labelled interior
creases. (f) the sector angles on panels of the middle row are replaced by their complements to 7, other sector
angles remain unchanged. (g) shows how a parallel strip is added, where the parallel strip is marked with a
dashed cycle. In (h), the magnitude of new folding angles are labelled.
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origami to have an actual plotable folding motion. Otherwise, it might locate in the complexified configuration
space and the structure will remain rigid even satisfying the flexibility constraint.

In terms of the flexibility condition of a Kokotsakis quadrilateral, it is convenient to consider the ‘compati-
bility’ of its two two-vertex systems, as shown in Figure 12(d). Here a Kokotsakis quadrilateral is ‘divided’ to
its left and right two-vertex systems. For the left two-vertex system, we start from the input 1, going through
the left top vertex to obtain the output x1;. This output x1; equals to the input of the left bottom vertex xo1,
with which we can further calculate y2;. Consequently, the left two-vertex system generates its output y21 as
a function of its input y;;. Clearly, if and only if the y2; calculated from the left and right two-vertex systems
are identical for all 411, the Kokotsakis quadrilateral will be flexible. A two-vertex system from 11 to ys; is
clearly a compound function on the relation between adjacent folding angles of two degree-4 single-vertex rigid
origami.

In He et al. (2023, Section 2), we present a comprehensive list of the various types of a single vertex.
Notably, the terms (anti-)isogram, (anti-)deltoid, conic, and elliptic are included in this list.

We will now introduce two operations that can create a new flexible quad-mesh rigid origami from an

existing one: these are called switching a strip’ and ’adding a parallel strip.’

Definition 4. Switching a strip refers to replacing all the sector angles in a row or column of panels with their
complements to 7, while keeping the other sector angles unchanged. A visual representation of this operation
can be seen in Figures 12(e) and 12(f). Adding a parallel strip means introducing an additional row or column
of vertices with new interior creases, which are parallel to the creases of the adjacent row or column, as shown

in Figures 12(g) and 12(h).

We will demonstrate that both operations — switching a strip and adding a parallel strip — preserve the
flexibility of a quad-mesh rigid origami. Let’s first examine the case of switching a transverse strip. Consider
switching the middle row of panels in Figure 12(e), where the sector angles are replaced by their complements
to 7 as shown in Figure 12(f).

The tangents of half the folding angles on the labelled interior creases are denoted by z1, 23, 23, 24, 25, 26

and wy, wo, w3, wy, ws, we. After switching the strip, the folding angles change as follows:

{217 22, 23, R4, X5, 26} _>{Zla — 22, 23, %4, — 25, 26}

—1 —1 —1 —1 -1 -1
{wh w2, W3, W4, Ws, wﬁ}%{_wl , — Wy, —Wg , —Wy , —W5 , — W }

Further details can be found in (He et al., 2023, Section 5). According to Proposition 5, switching a strip
preserves the flexibility of a quad-mesh rigid origami. The proof for switching a longitudinal strip follows a
similar reasoning. Next, after adding a parallel strip, the new folding angles are shown in Figure 12(h). As per

Proposition 5, adding a parallel strip also maintains the flexibility of a quad-mesh rigid origami.
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I in the 3-dimensional space

the spherical quadrilateral
formed by normals/Gauss map

Figure 13: (a) A three-dimensional view of an isogram, where the surrounding quadrilaterals are labelled
a, b, ¢, d. (b)The corresponding spherical 4-bar linkage of this isogram. (c) The spherical parallelogram
formed by the Gauss map of surrounding panels.

I V-hedra and V-surface

In this section we will give a comprehensive introduction to a V-hedron, as well as its smooth analogue called
a V-surface. A V-hedron only contains proportional couplings of isograms, and is motion-guaranteed (He
et al., 2024). The flexibility condition for a V-hedron is the compatible stitching of proportional couplings,
or equivalently, the existence of a folded state. The properties of a V-hedron are listed below. The additional
regularity condition for a V-hedron is at every vertex a € (0,7), 8 € (0,7), o + 8 # , i.e, a V-hedron is

not developable.
Proposition 7. Features for a V-hedron:

[1] An V-hedron has a flat-folded state where the folding angles around each vertex are {0, 7, 0, 7}, up to

any cyclic permutation.
[2] If a V-hedron has a non-flat rigidly folded state, this V-hedron is flexible.
[3] Folding angles are constant along discrete coordinate curves.

[4] (Sauer, 1970) The Gauss map of a V-hedron is a discrete Chebyshev net. A V-hedron is the only discrete

conjugate net with a discrete Chebyshev Gauss map. See Figure 13(c).
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We also say the Gauss map N is a discrete spherical Chebyshev net since it is on the unit sphere. Clearly
for any elementary quad of N, the opposite spherical arc lengths are also equal.

From the graphical explanation in Figure 15, a V-hedron is reciprocal-parallel related to a K-hedron (Sauer,
1950; Schief et al., 2008). This result is on top of the reciprocal-parallel relation between a discrete asymptotic
net and a discrete conjugate net. Let X (i) be a discrete asymptotic net, Y () is another discrete surface such
that y(i; + 1, i2) — y(i1, i2) is parallel to z(i1, i) — x(i1, i2 — 1); y(iy + 1, i2 + 1) — y(i1, i2 + 1)
is parallel to z(i1, i2 + 1) — x(i1, i2); y(i1, t2 + 1) — y(i1, i2) is parallel to z(i1, i2) — x(i1 — 1, 42);
y(i1 + 1, io + 1) — y(iy + 1, dg) is parallel to x(i; + 1, ia) — x(i1, i2). From Figure 14, X is ‘five points
coplanar’ if and only if the elementary quadrilateral of Y is planar.

Define the non-zero coefficients a, b : Z> — R, a, b # 0, which live on the i; and i, grid lines, respectively:

y(il + 1, i2) — y(il, ig) = —b(il, ig)(l‘(il, iQ) — :c(il, 19 — 1))

y(il, 19 + 1) — y(il, ig) = a(il, ig)(ZE(’il, ig) — x(il — 1, 12))

For simplicity we further require ab > 0 over Z?2, hence X and Y will share the same discrete normal vector
field. Given a discrete asymptotic net X, Y will be a discrete conjugate net determined upon a, b up to a
translation. The inverse statement also holds. Given a discrete conjugate net Y, X will be a discrete asymptotic
net determined upon a, b up to a translation.

Next we will do a series of calculation to obtain the discrete Moutard equation, Eq. (40), for the normal

vector field of a V-hedron. Let

. x (i1, i2) — x(i1 — 1, i2) _x(iy, i) — x(iy, 12 — 1)
(it, i2) —x(in =1, @2)ll” ~ [la(i, i2) — (i1, i — 1)]|
x(i1, i2) — z(i1 + 1, i2) _x(i, d2) — (i1, G2 + 1)
(i1, 42) —x(in+ 1, @2)|” (i, i2) — 2(ir, 32 + 1)

Note that a, b, ¢, d are temporary variables, which is updated from its previous usage. The Gauss map on each

quadrilateral around vertex 7 is

dxa axb
N*=———, N°=—
sin oy sin o
bxec cxd
Ne=-—"-  Ni=_
sin ap sin o
since
N?. NP =cospi, NP - N°=cosps
C d _ d a __
N®.- N =cospy, N - N*=cosps
we have

(N* 4+ N - (N> - Nd) =0

(N* = N¢) - (NP + N =0
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x(@, i-

x(i,+1, i) Wi +1, i+ 1)

2 around a vertex of a ll around a quad of a
discrete asymptotic net discrete conjugate net

Figure 14: A figure illustrating the reciprocal-parallel relation between an asymptotic net and a conjugate net.
Lines labelled with the same numbers are parallel.

I around four vertices 2 around four quads
of a K-hedron of'a V-hedron
opposite side lengths opposite sector angles
of the central quad are equal of the central vertex are equal

Figure 15: A figure illustrating the reciprocal-parallel relation between a V-hedron and a K-hedron. Lines
labelled with the same numbers are parallel.
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Furthermore,
(N*+ N€) - (N*=N°) =0

(NP = N9 . (NP + N =0
We could see that either (N® + N°©) is parallel to (N® + N9), or (N® — N°¢) is parallel to (N® — N4). It can

be verified from the derivation below:

dxa+bxc

N*+ N°¢ = _
sin avq
Xb4+cxd
NP nd =@
+ sin o

(axb+exd)—(dxa+bxc)=(a+c)x(b+d)=0

(axb+exd)+(dxa+bxc)=(a—c)x(b—d)
which makes use of the special geometry from the spherical quadrilateral Figure 13(c):

d—a=c—b
= a+c=0b+d

d—c=a—-0»
It leads to the following relation on the normal vectors:

A1AgN = NP 4+ N4 — N& — N©
s%nal —S%nag(Na+Nb +N© 4 N9
Sln (v; + sin oo

- (Sinal - 1) (N* + N°)

sin oo

Assume there is no self-intersection, N — N¢ will not be parallel to N° — N9 (diagonals of a spherical

parallelogram will not be parallel). From the symmetry of the Gauss map:

Na+NC B "N3+NC|’

a_ —

|[[N? + N¢|| 2
b, NN NP+ N||
[|[N® + N¢|| 2
hence

NP . (N® + N°¢)

NP+ Nd = N?® + N°¢

* N (v e T

which leads to the proposition below:

Proposition 8. (Bobenko and Pinkall, 1996) Let X : Z? — R3 be a V-hedron. The Gauss map N is a discrete
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Moutard net satisfying the equation below:

AN A9N = )\(il, ig) (N(Z1 +1, ig) + N(ih 19 + 1))

v, ia) = N (i1, i2) - (N (i1 + 1, 42) + N(i1, ia + 1)) 1
L2 1+ N(iy + 1, ig) - N(i1, i+ 1)

(45)

Equivalently,
N(in+1, 19+ 1) = =N(i, i2) + (A(i1, 42) + 1) (N (i1 + 1, i2) + N(i1, 12 + 1))

The above proposition infers the following two constructions for a V-hedron. The first construction is based
on the position of normal vectors on the coordinate curves. The second construction is based on the sector
angles on the coordinate curves, hence the position of the rigid origami is determined up to an orthogonal

transformation. The labelling is provided in Figure 6.

Initial Value 1 Two discrete coordinate curves z(i2 = 0) and z(i; = 0) intersecting at (0, 0). S*(—1, 0) =
5¢(0, —1), SP(—1, —1) = 590, 0). Sector angles S?(i; > 0, 0); S¢(0, iz > 0); S(i; < —1, —1);
S2(—1, ip < —1).

Note that this input is equivalent to two boundary polylines and the direction vectors along them (Sauer,

1970).

Step 1a From the above initial value we can immediately calculate (1, 1) and N (0, 0), then from iterative

calculation we could obtain N(i; > 1, i9 = 0) and N (i1 = 0, i > 1).
Step 1b Use Eq. (45) to calculate N (iy > 1, i = 1) and N (i3 = 1, i2 > 1).

Step 1c¢ Use the equations below to locate z(i; > 2, i = 1) and z(i; = 1, i3 > 2):

Aqx(iy, 1) is parallel to N (i1, 1) x N (i, 0)
9 i17 iQ €Z+7 ila i? 2 1
Nox(1, ig) is parallel to N(1, iz) x N(0, j)

Step 1d In the quadrant Z2, repeat Step 1b and Step lc to obtain x(i; > 0, io > 0) and its Gauss map
N(iy >0, ip > 0).

Step 1le Use the same method as described in Step 1d to calculate the other three quadrants to obtain the entire

mesh.
Regularity condition Every step returns a non-degenerated and bounded result.

Note that Step 1b and Step 1c are equivalent to the condition requiring opposite sector angles equal. The
intertwining calculation involving the Gauss map is relatively simple and does not require solving implicit

equations.
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Initial Value 2 Sector angles on the two discrete coordinate curves S?(iy, 0); S?(—1, i9); SP(i;, — 1);
SP(=1, i2); S%(i1, —1) = S2(i1, 0); S0, i) = S*(—1, dg); S%(i1, 0) = SP(iy, —1); SUO0, i) =

SP(—1, iy). Crease lengths on the two discrete coordinate curves || A1z (i1, 0)| and || Agz(0, do)||.

Step 2a From the above initial value, as the sum of sector angles on a quadrilateral equals to 27, and the
opposite sector angles at each vertex are equal, we could calculate SP(0, 0) and S9(1, 1), then apply the
equality of proportional dependence coefficients, we could calculate S*(0, 1) and S°(1, 0). Next, from

iterative calculation we will obtain the sector angles on z(io = 1) and x(i; = 1).
Step 2b In the quadrant Z2 , repeat Step 2a to obtain the sector angles of x(i; > 0, ia > 0).

Step 2¢ Use the same method described in Step 2b to calculate the other three quadrants to obtain the sector

angles of the entire mesh.

Step 2d After all the sector angles are determined, the crease lengths on the two discrete coordinate curves

will fully determine the shape of the quad-mesh, up to an orthogonal transformation.

Regularity condition The result of calculating a sector angle always falls in (0, 7).

Next we explain the smooth analogue of a V-hedron — called a V-surface. A V-hedron is a discrete geodesic
conjugate net. From Section E, the smooth analogue of a V-hedron should be a smooth geodesic conjugate net.
The additional regularity condition for a V-surface is non-developable, which means not being an orthogonal
net simultaneously. From Eq. (26), the condition for a surface parametrization to form a geodesic conjugate

net, 1.e, to be a V-surface is:

0%x Ox o1 ol o1
—— is on the plane spanned from N and — 21 12 _q L | 11
81@ duy - 11 B 11 Dy + Li9 duy
0% Ox ol Ol Ol
; il 21 =1 I
8u§ is on the plane spanned from N and Dty 22 Dy 22 Juy + 112 I
II;15=0

Recall that the principal curvatures are from the simultaneous diagonalization of the first and second funda-

mental forms. There exists a 2 x 2 matrix A such that:

HH IIlQ A K1 0
1112 IIQQ 0 K2

We could infer that a sphere is not a V-surface. If so, from the above relation I;5 = II;5 = 0, hence on top
of being a geodesic conjugate net, the surface is also an orthogonal Chebyshev net, which has zero Gaussian

curvature.
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A V-gsurface has geometric properties parallel to Proposition 7.
Proposition 9. Features for a V-surface:

[1] (Bianchi, 1890) A V-surface admits a one-parameter flex (isometric deformation) and preserves to be a

V-surface in this flex.

[2] The Gauss map of a V-surface is a Chebyshev net. A V-surface is the only conjugate net with a Chebyshev

Gauss map.

In particular we will prove [1] from calculation. The Gauss-Mainardi-Codazzi Equations yield:

(017, 212 _Tl12 — ]
Du + 1l 11172 = —lukg
Uy
oIl 1
=111
Ouy 11412
= I,
\ 8U1 2012

The flex parametrized by ¢ € I where the first fundamental form I is preserved and

Iy () = A(t)11(0)
I2(t) =0 , AT =R (46)

Tya(t) = ——TIpy(0)

A(t)

meets the Gauss-Mainardi-Codazzi Equations. A V-surface is the only conjugate net that has such a flex.

A V-surface is reciprocal-parallel related to a K-surface (asymptotic Chebyshev net, Section B). This result
is on top of the reciprocal-parallel relation between an asymptotic net and a conjugate net. A conjugate net
is reciprocal-parallel related with an asymptotic net. Let X (u) be an asymptotic net, Y (u) is another surface

such that Jy/0u, is parallel to 0z /0usy and Oy/dus is parallel to Oz /Ou;.

oy Jdr Oy oz

87111 N 6uQ’ 8“2 N a@Tﬂ

a, b: I?> = R are smooth functions, a, b #0

For simplicity we further require ab > 0 over I2, hence X and Y will share the same normal vector field:

oy oy v 0w
y_ 6u1 8uz _ 6u1 aUQ :Nx
8u1 (9"LL2 8u1 aUQ
I, =0
& 1Y =0
I, =0
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The coefficients should satisfy the compatibility condition from 9(0Jy/0u1)/0us = 0(dy/duz)/Ou1, using the
Christoffel symbols, Eq. (4):

b
a0+ a3} + bI'35 =
2 (47)

8771 +al{] 4+ 005 =

The compatibility condition is a first-order hyperbolic system for a, b, which is well-posed (Section C), hence
a, b are determined upon the initial value on the stationary directions a(u1, 0) and b(0, u2). Given an asymp-
totic net X, Y will be a conjugate net determined upon a, b up to a translation. The inverse statement also

holds. Given a conjugate net Y, X will be an asymptotic net determined upon a, b up to a translation.

Now on top of being asymptotic, assume X is a Chebyshev net:

‘9<15y>.5y_0
Ooup \ bou Oug
Pz Ox _ 8(1%>.6y:0
Ou duy Oup - Oup \bOou, ) Ou
Pr_ Ox _ @(W).@yzo
Ou10us Ous Ous \adus ) Ous
8<1({9y>‘(9y_0
Ous \ a Ous ouq
which shows that
3<1>Iy 10% 9y _ Py oy
8u1 b 12 b@u% 8u2 8u% 8u1 I?l
8<1>Iy 1% oy _ Py oy I
dur \b) M bowd Ou ou?  Ous
O (g 1y R R
Oup \a) adu3 Ouy oud Ouy 15,
(gl |2
L Oug \a) 2 a@u% ouy 8u% ouq

Geometrically it means that in the non-orthogonal frame (dy/du1, Oy/dua, N), d*y/du? has no compo-

nent along dy/du1, and 0%y/AOu? has no component along dy/Ouz, hence Y is a geodesic net.

Example 1. (Izmestiev et al., 2024a) Consider a K-surface:

cos(up — ug)/ cosh(uy + ugz)
x(u1, u2) = |sin(u; — ug)/ cosh(uy + us)

u1 + ug — tanh(u + ug)

The second fundamental form is:

0 2 tanh(uy + ug)
117, 1II cosh(uy + us)
7, II%, - 2 tanh(uy + ug)
cosh(u; + u2)

0
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The compatibility condition Eq. (47) has a solution a = b:

Oa Oa 2a

uy  Ous _cosh(u1 + ug) sinh(uy + usg)

and hence:

2
4 —b— Const - (1 + exp(2(u1 + u2))>

1 —exp(2(ug + uz))

The V-surface is now ready to be obtain by integration. For example if Const = 1, under a suitable sign choice:

[2(cosh(uy + ug) + sinh(uy + ug)) cos(uy — ug) |
cosh(2u; + 2ug) + sinh(2u; + 2ug) + 1
y(uy, up) = 2(cosh(uy 4 ug) + sinh(uy + ug)) sin(uy — ug)

cosh(2u; + 2ug) + sinh(2u; + 2ug) + 1

Up — u2

We could see that the V-surface is in the form of (pcosd, psinf, 6), hence is actually a helicoid. Concurrently,
we can construct a V-hedron in the shape of a helicoid from a K-hedron in the shape of a pseudosphere using

grid values of a, b calculated above.

J T-hedra and T-surface

In this section we will focus on the details of a T-hedron, as well as its smooth analogue called a T-surface. The
information here is an excerpt from Izmestiev et al. (2024b). A T-hedron only contains involutive couplings
of orthodiagonal vertices, and is also motion-guaranteed (He et al., 2024). To be specific, consider the grid

depicted in Figure 16 as an example, the condition of being orthodiagonal vertices is:

COS (x11 COS Y11 = €OS 11 COSd11, COS (¥12 COS Y12 = €08 P12 €OS 12

COS (ro1 COS Y21 = COS [B21 COS J21, COS (X192 COS Yoo = COS Pa2 COS 22

The condition of the involution factor being equal for all the four pairs in a Kokotsakis quadrilateral is:

tan arq tan gy tanaqg tan aioo

tan 11 tanfo; tanfBia  tan fBao
tany;;  tanqe;  tanvyz  tantyo

tan 11 tanfBe; tanfia tan Bao

The condition of the amplitude being equal is:

cos 311 cos B2

cos o1 €Os 22

As 811+ 821+ P12+ P22 = 27, we could see that either 311+ 821 = B12+ P22 = mor 11+ P12 = P21+ P22 = T,

i.e., every elementary quadrilateral is a trapezoid. Further, if 811 4+ 821 = (12 + 22 = 7, the nearby Kokotsakis
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quadrilaterals must have 821 + 831 = [22 + 832 = w and B12 + Pa2 = P13 + P23 = m, etc. In combination with
each vertex being orthodiagonal and every pair of vertices forms an involutive coupling, we list the properties

of a T-hedron below, which is also visualized in Figure 16.
Proposition 10. Features for a T-hedron:

[1] Every elementary quadrilateral is a trapezoid, the parallel sides of all the trapezoids are all horizontal or

all longitudinal.
[2] Every row of vertices (i1 = j, j € Z) is coplanar. Every column of vertices (i = k, k € Z) is coplanar.
[3] Plane i; = j, j € Z is orthogonal to plane i3 = k, k € Z.

[4] Either all the horizontal planes ¢; = j, j € Z are parallel to each other (Figure 16), or all the longitudinal

planes are parallel to each other.

Statement [4] holds since if not all horizontal planes are parallel to each other, we could take two intersecting
horizontal planes, all the longitudinal planes will be perpendicular to this intersection, hence all the longitudinal
planes are parallel to each other.

To reach an analytical description of a T-hedron, we will use the quantities graphically defined in Fig-
ure 16(b) to write the coordinate of every vertex of the T-hedron: 7n(1) € (—n/2,7/2) is the rotation from
the projection of plane ¢ = 0 to the line perpendicular to the parallel edges of trapezoid on column 0;
0(1) € (—m/2,7/2) is the rotation from the aforementioned line to the projection of plane is = 1, n(iz) €
(—m/2,7/2) and O(iz) € (—7/2,7/2) are defined in a similar way. a(i1) € R are the coordinates along the
x1 axis of the projection of row i1, column 0 of the T-hedron; b(i2) € R are the signed crease lengths of the
projection of row 0, column 5 of the T-hedron. In Figure 16 all the a(i; # 0), b(i2) are positive. The projection
of each row ¢; = j of the T-hedron is called a trajectory polyline. The projection of each column iy = k of
the T-hedron is called a profile polyline. In addition to being a discrete surface, we further apply the regularity

condition to the data mentioned above:

Additional regularity condition b(i2) # 0 for all 42, 2(0) # 2(1) # - - - # 2(i1) for all ¢.

Let
i9 12 i2 i2—1
Blin) =Y nk)+>_0(k), dliz) =Y nk)+ > 0(k)
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1

The vertices on row i; are on the same horizontal plane:

x1 (i1, i2)

x(ila Z2) = ﬂ?g(’il, ’ig) (48)
Z(il)
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<+— planei =0

trajectory polylines
X, all the pink quadrilaterals
/ are rectangles

» <+— planei =2
" <+— planei =3
\ T
plane
T i=3
T plane
. plane i,=
profile polylines ——  plane i=1
i,=0
(b) top view: projection of the T-hedron onto the horizontal plane (a, b, 6 > 0, 7 < 0)

Figure 16: (a) shows a T-hedron (coloured grey) and its associated geometry. The sector angles are labelled
Qi gy Biv, o> Yin, izs Oiv,ins %1, 12 € Z. The horizontal planes (i1 = j, j € Z) are coloured green, and all
the intersections of the horizontal planes and the longitudinal (io = k, k € Z) planes are drawn with dashed
lines. These dashed lines intersect with each other consecutively, forming rectangles (coloured pink). (b) is a
top view of the projection of a T-hedron to the horizontal plane, which also graphically explains coordinates
a(i1), signed crease lengths b(i2), signed angles 71(i2), 0(iz).
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the coordinates of vertices on the first row 47 = 0 is:

z1(0, i) 2 By —sin (k)
12(0, i2) k=1 cos (k)

The signed distance between [z1 (i1, 1); z2(i1, 1)] and [z (i1, 0); x2(i1, 0)] on the horizontal plane is:

., cosn(l)
a(i) cos0(1)

Similarly, the signed distance between [z (i1, i2); x2(i1, i2)] and [z1(i1, 0); z2(i1, 0)] on the horizontal

plane is: ‘
cosn(l)cosn(2)---cosn(ia) . = cosn(k) N
ain) cosf(1) cos0(2) - - -cosO(iz) ain) 1};[1 cosO(k) alin)e(iz)
12 ]{
it set olia) = [ 5200
k=1
then we could calculate the coordinate on each column:
:Ul(il, ig) _ 331(0, i2) —}—a(il)c(iQ) COS qb(lz)
QZQ(il, iQ) IQ(O, iQ) sinqb(ig)
A (49)
_ Z b(k) —sin (k) © aliy)elin) cos ¢(iz)
k=1 cos (k) sin ¢ (iz)

To summarize, the dataset 7(i2), 6(i2), a(i1), b(i2), z(i1), or equivalently ¢(i2), ©¥(i2), a(i1), b(iz), z(i1)
uniquely determines a T-hedron upon the regularity condition.

Izmestiev et al. (2024b) also provides several special T-hedra with graphical illustration, including 1) the
molding surface: 7(i2) = 0(iz). Here every trapezoid is isosceles, consequently, every trapezoid have same
sector angles; 2) the axial surface: the trajectory polyline at iy = 0 degenerates to a single point; 3) surface of
revolution: being both a molding surface and an axial surface; 4) translational surface: the trajectory polyline
at 71 = 0 degenerates to a single point at infinity. Here every trapezoid is a parallelogram.

Next we will calculate the coordinates of all the vertices x(7; t), t € [—¢, €], € € (0, 1) in its one-parameter
folding motion. By applying a proper rotation and translation, all the green planes of x(; ¢) in Figure 16(a)

could be set horizontal, with z(0; t) = 0 for all ¢ € [—¢, ¢]. The deformed T-hedron has the parametrization

below:
x1(i1, i9; t)
x(i1, ig; t) = |wo(in, iz; t)
z(i1; t)
w1 (i1, i2; t) _ ib(k) —sinyp(k; ) +aliy; Beliz: t) cos ¢ (iz; 1)
2o(ir, ios )| cos(k; ) sin ¢(iz; t)
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12 12 12 io—1

Blin; 1) =Y _mlk; t)+ Y 0(k; 1), w(in; t)=> nk; t)+ > _ 0(k; 1)

k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1
Note that b(i2) is irrelevant of k. We will see it from the analysis below.

We will analyse how a T-hedron deforms from its projection on the horizontal planes. In Figure 17(b) we
extract four trapezoids (i1, i2) = (0, 0), (0, 1), (1, 0), (1, 1) (coloured black) from Figure 16 and consider
its deformed state (coloured red). Take quadrilateral ABED as example, the key geometrical constraint is
DD'E'FE preserves to be a rectangle. Further, BC'F'E will deform to BC'F'E' under this constraint: EE'F'F
preserves to be a rectangle after a possible rotation and translation of BCF'E’. Here, BCHG is rotated from
BCF'E', and EF HG preserves to be a rectangle. From how the deformed state is generated, we could see
that, b(iz) preserves in the motion for all i2. Now consider the first row of quadrilaterals, we could list i3 + 1
equations from the crease lengths of the T-hedron being preserved for all ¢ € [—¢, €]. Note that a(0; t) = 0 for

all t € [—e, €], but we still write it for consistency with the other rows of quadrilaterals.

(a(1; 0) = a(0; 0))* + (2(1; 0) — 2(0; 0))*
= (a(1; t) — a(0; £))* + (2(1; t) — 2(0; 1))*

(a(1; 0) — a(0; 0))*c*(1; 0) + (2(1; 0) — 2(0; 0))?
= (a(1; t) — a(0; 1)) (1; 1) + (2(1; 1) — 2(0; 1))

(a(1; 0) — a(0; 0))*c?(iz; 0) + (2(1; 0) — 2(0; 0))?
= (a(1; t) — a(0; £))%c*(ig; t) + (2(1; t) — 2(0; t))?

From these equations, we could draw a parametrization starting with:

a(l; t) =a(l; 0)V1+t (50)
Consequently,
205 . t
A(ig; t) = w, for all 49 (51)

Further from Figure 17(b):

a(1; 0)c(iag — 15 0) sinn(ig; 0) = a(1; t)e(ia — 1; t) sinn(iz; t)

a(1; 0)e(iz; 0)sinf(ia; 0) = a(l; t)c(ia; t)sinf(ia; t)

that is to say

sinn(iz; t)  a(l; 0)c(ia —1; 0)  c(iz — 15 0)

sinn(iz; 0)  a(l; )e(ia —1; 1) \/2(iy— 1; 0) + ¢
sin O(ig; t) _ a(l; 0)c(iz; 0)  c(iz; 0)
sinf(io; 0)  a(l; t)c(ig; t) ./02(12, 0) +t
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(a) top view: projection of a T-hedron () top view: projection of the T-surface
onto the horizontal plane onto the horizontal plane

on the trajectory curve u, =0
b(u,) is the speed
w(u,) is the direction

(b) deformation

a(0;0)=04 b(1)

b(2) ¢

a(0;)=0

b(2)
further apply
a rotation a(l; 1)
of the deformed
projection
(coloured red) a(: 1 5 _
— > 77 (250 0(2; 1)

a(1;0) D,

70;0) ; | s 0

o1; 1)

w50

Figure 17: An illustration to the deformation of a T-hedron from its projection onto the horizontal plane. We
let the horizontal plane remain horizontal and the vertex (0, 0) fixed — consequently a(0; t) = 0 for all ¢. (b)
shows how the trapezoid projection deforms from (a). (c) depicts the projection of the corresponding T-surface

onto the horizontal plane.
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Next we will calculate z(i1; t), from the second row of quadrilateral:

,

(a(it; 0) —a(ip — 1; 0))% 4 (2(iy; 0) — 2(i1 — 1; 0))?
= (a(iy; t) —a(iy — 1; £))? + (2(i1; t) — 2(i1 — 1; t))?
(a(iy; 0) — a(i; —1; 0))%c*(1; 0) + (2(iy; 0) — z(iy — 1; 0))?

= (a(iy; t) — a(iy — 1; )22 (1; t) + (2(i1; t) — 2(iy — 15 t))?

(a(iy; 0) — a(iy — 1; 0))2c%(iz; 0) + (2(i1; 0) — 2(i; — 1; 0))?

= (a(iy; t) — a(iy — 1; 1))22(ig; t) + (2(i1; t) — 2(iy — 1; t))?

\

The result is an iterative expression for z(i1; t):
a(ir; t) = a(iy; 0)v1 -+t forall i (52)

2*(1; t) = 2°(1; 0) — t(a(1; 0) — a(0; 0))?
(2(2; 1) — 2(1; £))* = (2(2; 0) — 2(1; 0))* — t(a(2; 0) — a(1; 0))

(2(3; 1) — 2(2; £))* = (2(3; 0) — 2(2; 0))* — t(a(3; 0) — a(2; 0))?

(z(i1; t) — z(iy — 1; £))% = (2(iy; 0) — 2(i1 — 1; 0))% — t(a(ir; 0) — a(i; — 1; 0))?

Calculate the square root of every equation above and sum them up, we could obtain:

2015 t) = Y sign (Az(j; 0)) V(Dz(5; 0))? — t(Aa(j; 0))?
j=1 (53)

Az(j; 0) = 2(j; 0) — 2(j — 1; 0), Aa(j; 0) = a(j; 0) —a(j — 1; 0)

Now we are in a good position to discuss T-surface. A T-surface is a conjugate net where 1) each coordinate
curve u; = Const, ug = Const is coplanar; 2) each plane u; = Const is orthogonal to us = Const.
Immediately, from statement [4] of Proposition 10 we could know that either all planes u; = Const are
parallel to each other, or all planes ups = Const are parallel to each other.

As depicted in Figure 17(c), a T-surface has the following parametrization, which corresponds well with a

T-hedron in Figure 17(a). Corresponding to Eq. (48) and Eq. (49):

w1 (u1, ug)
x(ul, u2) = l’g(’u,l, U2) (54)

z3(u1)
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x1(u1, u2) _ x1(0, ug) - afur)e(un) Cf)S(Zs(’U,Q)
xa(u1, u2) x2(0, ug) sin ¢(us)
:/b(v) ~sing(v) + a(ur)c(uz) c?sé(ug)
5 cos Y (v) sin ¢(ug)

(55)

Here the dataset ¢ (u2), ¥ (u2), a(uy), b(ug), z(u1) are exactly the smooth analogue of ¢(i2), 1 (i2), a(i1), b(i2), z(i1).

Specifically, consider the projection onto the horizontal plane, ¢(us2) is the direction of line [ (u1; u2); xa(u1; u2)],

1 (uz) and b(uz) are the direction and length of the tangent vector along the trajectory curve [x1(0; ug2); 22(0; u2)],

a(u1) = x1(ur; 0), c(ug) is the length expansion ratio at position ug compared to the x; axis. Further,

n(uz) = O(uz) = d(uz) — P (u2).

It is straightforward to examine the geometrical properties of a T-surface from Eq. (54) and Eq. (55).

Further,
- da - _ q
dTHCCOMﬁ —bsin¢—|—a<du62(:os¢—csin¢d
Or | da or de
Bur d—mcsmqﬁ Oy bcos¢+a((m2s1n¢+ccos¢
dz
L d'LLl . L 0
[ da [ dc ., do \]
dul <du2 COS Qb — CSIn ¢duQ>
P da { de dé
du 0ug dur <du2 sin ¢ + ccos q§du2>
0
[ d d d i
_dTi <bc051/) +a (ducg sin ¢ + ccosgb(hi))
v Oz | gz , de Cde
Dur X By du1<—bsml/1—|-a<du2cos¢—csmq§du2>>
* (not important in further calculation)

The condition of conjugate net, I;2 = 0, means that:

do

u

dc ., do

. —— cos ¢ — csin g——
—siny | d |ccos¢ dug dug
is parallel to — = dé

cos ¢ U2 | csin¢ —sin ¢ 4 ccos p—
dUQ dUQ

de do . -
= T cos(¢p — ) — cd—u2 sin(¢p —¢) =0
Use n(u2) = ¢(uz) — ¥ (uz2), Eq. (56) is equivalent to

dUQ = d'l,LQ

d¢>-

U2

e

(56)

(57)

To summarize, a T-surface is described by Eq. (54) and Eq. (55), upon the conjugate net condition Eq. (57).
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As a construction method of a T-surface, one can specify a trajectory curve which provides the information of
[1(0, u2); x2(0, ug2)], and a profile curve which provides the information of a(u1)c(0)[cos ¢(0); sin ¢(0)]
and x3(u1). Further, with the information of ¢(u2) and ¥ (us2), Eq. (57) is an ordinary differential equation for
¢(ug) with initial condition ¢(0). The solution is listed below up to a constant factor, which can be determined
from the given profile curve:

cluz) = c(O)exp | [ 12w
0

) tann(v) dv

The special cases of a T-surface include 1) the molding surface: The condition that every trapezoid is isosce-
les and every trapezoid have same sector angles translate to the ratio ¢(u2) = Const. From Eq. (57), n(u2) = 0
for all ug. 2) the axial surface, the trajectory curve at u; = 0, i.e., [z1(0; uz2); x2(0; uz)] degenerates to a single
point, which means the speed b(uz) = 0 for all uy. 3) surface of revolution: being both a molding surface and
an axial surface; 4) translational surface: the the trajectory curve at u; = 0, i.e., [x1(0; u2); x2(0; ug)] degen-
erates to a single point at infinity, which means ¢(u2) = Const for all ua. From Eq. (57), ¢(uz) = Const for
all uo. The above information means that translational T-surface is a scanned surface — a profile curve scanning
along a trajectory curve.

The deformation of a T-surface resembles the deformation of a T-hedron, in the form of:

x1(u1, ug; t)

z(u1, u2; t) = |xo(uy, ug; t)
z(u; t)
wifun, g ) f s 0] st 0
wa(ur, uz 1) cos (3 1) ST [sing(uy; 1)

a(ug; t) = a(ur; 0)V1+t

0

2 (ug; 0) +t
1+t

c(ug; t) =

In the discrete T-hedron we derive the expressions of deformation from the preserved crease length, in the
smooth T-surface it is translated into the first fundamental form preserves. In combination with the parallel
condition, Iy, = O for all ¢ if and only if

d |ccos¢

ad— has a constant norm
U2 | csin g
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This condition is written as:

) de , O 2
a”(uy; t) Tw(uz; t) cos p(ug; t) — c(ug; t)sin ¢(usg; t)a—w(uQ; t)>
2
+ a?(us; t) 88;2(1@; t) sin p(ug; t) + c(ug; t) cos ¢(usg; t)(ii(uz; t)>
2
= a2(u1; 0) a;(ug; 0) cos ¢(ug; 0) — c(uz; 0) sin ¢ (usg; O)(gi(uQ; O)>

2
8;2(1@; 0) sin ¢(ug; 0) 4 c(uz; 0) cos ¢ (usg; O);Z(UQ; 0)>

which means

(1+1) ((i(a t>)2 s 1) t>)2>
~ (o o>)2+c2<u2; 0) (5 ez o>)2

and we could obtain:

o (20 0 N T S
agb o C4(’U,2, 0) <8U2(U2, 0)) +1 (CQ(’U,Q, 0) <au2(u2, 0)> + <8U2(U2, 0)) )
ﬁiug(u% )= A(ug; 0) +t
blun: 1) = / ‘;f(u; ) dv (58)
0

The parallel condition Eq. (57) means:

B c(ug; t)sinn(ug; 0)
0 N0 2 .
c(ug; t)ai(uQ; t) \/C (u2; t) cos®n(ug; 0) +1

tann(ug; t) =

and finally
Pug; t) = d(uz; t) —nlug; t)

It can be examined that the other two coefficients I11, I;2 preserve for all £.

K Proportional couplings of two-vertex systems

In Figure 12(d), we described a two-vertex system from y;1 to yo1. A proportional coupling of such a degree-
4 two-vertex system means Y1 = cyp; for all input gy, ¢ is a real coefficient dependent on sector angles.
Changing 791 — 7 — 721, 021 — ™ — d21 leads to another form of proportional dependence 327 = ¢ yl_ll.

Two proportional couplings can stitch together to form a flexible Kokotsakis quadrilateral if they have the same
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proportional dependence ¢ or ¢’. The derivation of the proportional dependence is based on the complexified

configuration space for a degree-4 vertex as presented in He et al. (2023).

isogram (the non-self-intersecting branch)

a1 + P21 a1 — B
S cos

Y21 2 2
R B21 cos 211 + B11
2 2
w
ﬂ:@(letoz—>6, B = «)
w11 Y11
@:@(letaéﬂ, = a)
Y21 Y11
ws1 _ ya
w21 Y11
anti-isogram
P Ba1 sin Q11 + B cos 2L~ Ba1 cos 1 + B
Yy _ 2 2 . 2 2
Y11 . g1+ P21 . air — B ag) + P21 an — B
sin sin coS coS
2 2 2 2
. o1 — Par a11 + B a1 — Bo1 . o1+ P
sin cos co S
or 2 2 or 2 2
.91+ B a1 — P a1 4 Bo1 . o1 — P
sin cOS cos sin
2 2 2 2
w
i:@01"&%—@% —@(1eta—>ﬂ,ﬁ—>a)
w11 Y11 Y1 Y1 Y11
@:@or@or —gor —&(leta—)w—ﬁ,ﬁ—)w—a)
Y21 Y11 Y11 Y11 Y11
w
a1 _ v or bz or = or Y21 (leta -7 —a, f—7—pf)
w21 Y11 Y11 Y1 Y11

deltoid I The proportional dependence y21 = cy11 relies on vertices 11 and 21 to form an involutive coupling,

i.e, the involution factors being equal:

sin(8 + « tan a1 + tan tan a1 + tan
N = AR A = (B+a) o 11 P11 21 B2t

sin(f — «) tanoq —tan B tanas; — tan fog
tan aqq tan oo

tanﬁll a tanﬁgl

Since
2sina 2tan a
sin(f —a)  sinf — cos Btana
B 2tan o 1 tan 8 + tan « 1
~ cosfB(tanfB —tana) cosB \tanf —tana

The ratios are:

yo1  2sinog / 2sinag;  cos P
yi1  sin(fi1 — 1)/ sin(Bar —ag1)  cos B
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Wy ﬂll ay I wy ﬁ_ﬁn =04, Yy, wy Oy ﬂn Y Wy =0y, ”’ﬁ” Y
a 173
a, ﬂ” a, ﬁ“ 11 ﬁ)” 1 ,311
1P @y ﬁ21 Q) /))21 Oy, 1821
W Bl%y Ya|  [Wa B, [0y Yy Wy Gl By Y| W TOy, -y Y
isogram anti-isogram deltoid I anti-deltoid I

Wi Tul?u Y Wy TV Y wy 511 JATRPAT!
ﬂn ﬁn n-_ﬁll 1811 % ﬁu

ﬁZI /821 =Py, ﬂZI Oy, 521

W21 V21 y21 y21 W2l 71'—)/2] yZI y21 W21 521 y2| y21

deltoid II anti-deltoid II conic/elliptic

Figure 18: Labelling of proportional couplings.

w COS ¢
2= 21(leta—>,8,ﬁ—>oz)
w11 COS (11

Y31 _ cos B

Y21 cos B11

w COS @
a2 21 (let « = B, B — )
w21 COS (11

anti-deltoid I Similar to deltoid I:
tan aqq _ tan oo

tan 811 ~ tan Bo1

The ratios are:
Y21 _ COS P11

Y11 cos 321
w21 COS (11

= (let « = B, B — )
w11 COS (21

CoS
gst_ 611(leta—>7r—oz,ﬁ—>7r—ﬁ)
Y21 cos 321
w, COoS «
=3 = 11(16’6()(—)7‘('7&,,8*)7'(70[)
w1 COS (¥21

deltoid II The proportional dependence y2; = cyi; relies on vertices 11 and 21 to form a reducible coupling,

i.e, the amplitudes being equal:

sin? 3 - sin 817 sin fo1
sin“ ~y sinvyq1 sin yo1

Pi1 = Doy, P* =
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The ratios are:

Y2L _ Gien <7T — Pa1 — W21> \/sin(ﬂm + 721) sin(B11 — y11)

Y11 T — P11 — 711 sin(B21 — y21) sin(B11 + 711)
w21 _ Y2
w11 Y11
YL _ 2L (et B = v, v — B)
Y21 Y11
D _ P2 16t B v, 4 — B)
w21 Y11

anti-deltoid II Similar to deltoid II:
sin 311 sin By

siny1;  singg

The ratios are the same with deltoid II (y2; and y;; changed to its opposite):

B T — P11 — 711 sin(B21 — y21) sin(B11 + 711)

Y11

w COS &
2 _ 1 (let . — 3, f— «)
w11 COS (21

&:608511 (et =»m—a, B —>m—p)

Y21 cos 21

w Ccos &

8 11(leta—>7r—6,ﬁ—>7r—oz)
w21 COS (21

Y2 _ gien <7T — Pa1 — 721) \/Sin(ﬁzl + y21) sin(B11 — y11)

conic Two conic I or two conic IV form a proportional coupling if both the amplitudes and phase shifts are

. ¢ sin o sin 8
= = 1
P =Payy P sin -y sin §

sin 511 sin 511 sin ,821 sin (521

equal:

sinaqysinyy;  sinagg sinys

which leads to:
sin 511 sin (521 sin Bll sin ﬁgl

sinay;  sinag’ sinyy; sinvyep

The ratio for two conic I is:
_ ’y _ . .
Y21 ) T — 021\ Py . T — 091 sin Ba1 sinya1 sin S11 siny11
—— =slgn —- = sign - - -1
Y11 T =011/ DPi; T — 011 sin do1 sin a9y sin 611 sin a1

B 1 6o i 061 i
W21 _ sign <7T 021> \/S?n 2151.110421 —1/\/8%][l 1181‘n0411 -1 (leta—=3,86—a,v—08, 35 —7)

T — 011 sin Bo1 sin yo1 sin 811 sin 11

P — sign (ﬂ - 021) \/STM21 o /\/Smﬁ11 mm (leta =6, =7, 7= 5,0 a)

T™— 011 sin 91 sin a9 sin 611 sin a1

_ 5o i T
w1 _ sign <7T 021> \/S?n 2181_na21 —1/\/8?][1 HSI.naH —1(letaa—~, 8—=0,v—a, d—p)

T — 011 sin 321 sin y21 sin B11 siny11
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sin B sin vy

c=a+vy=0+4, -1

sin 4 sin «

The ratio for two conic IV is:
_ y _ . .

Y21 . T —011\ D7y ) T — o011 sin i sinyn sin B21 sin 21

— =sign —y- = sign - - -1

Y11 m™—021/ P m™— 021 Sin 511 SN 11 sin (521 sin a921
w1 . T+ 011 sin (511 sin 11 sin 521 sin a921

= sign - - -1 ————=— -1 (leta—=3,8—>a,vy—08, 5 —>7)
w11 T+ 091 sin 811 sin Y11 sin o1 Sin ya1

YL _ Gion <7T+011> \/S%Ilﬂn sinyin /\/Slnﬂm sinyr (leta— 6, 8=, 7 — B, 6 = )

Y21 T+ 091 sin 11 sin a1 sin 91 sin a9y
w — sin 11 sin « sin 91 sin «
‘rﬂ:sign<7r JH) e et S | #—1(leta—>7,ﬁ—>5,7—>a,(5—>ﬁ)
wa1 T — 091 sin 811 sin Y11 sin fo1 sin yo1
B B 5 - -
> a+pB—v+ b Y= s%nﬂs'lny_l
2 sin d sin «

elliptic Two elliptic vertices form a proportional coupling if the elliptic modulus, amplitudes and phase shifts

are equal:

sin(o — «) sin(o — ) 2

sin asin 3 sin vy sin §
sin(o — a) sin(o — ) sin(o — ) sin(o — §)
sin 11 sinyp1 sin o1 sin o1

sin arsin 3 a+pB+v+06
p%lngbpx:\/ -lL,o=——"7_-—"—

M1 = Moy, M =

Sin(O'n — 0411) sin(an — ’}/11) o sin(021 — 0421) sin(azl — 721)

which leads to

sin a11 sin ,811 sin a1 sin 521

sin(011 — a11) sin(an — ,311) - Sin(021 — 0421) sin(agl — 521)

siny11 sin d11 sin o1 sin do1

sin(011 — ’)/11) sin(crn — 511) - Sin(O'Ql — ’721) Sin(O'Ql — (521)

sin a1 sinyq1 sin o1 sin o1

sin(an — Oén) Sin(UH — ’)/11) - Sin(021 — 0421) SiII(O'Ql — 721)

The ratio is:

Y21 . <7T - U21> Pg1
— = 81gn -
1

Y11 T™—=011
. 7r — 021 sin Bo1 sin yo1 sin 811 sin y11
= sign —1
7T - 011 sin 0'21 ﬁQl) Sln(021 ’721 sin 0'11 - 511) Sln(o'll - '711)
w21 . 7T — 021 sin 521 sin a1 sin (511 sin 11 1
w11 7T — 0'11 sin 0'21 (521 SlIl(O'Ql — 0521 sin 0'11 — (511 SIH(UH — a11)

(leta— B, B—=a,v—0,0—=7)
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Y31 . (7? - 021) sin o1 sin y21 sin 11 sin 11
= = sign . § -1
Y21 T—on sin(og1 — f21) sin(o21 — 721) sin(o11 — B11) sin(o11 — 1)

(letaw =0, B—=7,7v— 06,0 =)

w31 . T — 091 sin 091 sin a9 sin 11 sin a1
—— = sign - - —1
w1 m™— 011 sm(021 — (521) SIH(O'Ql — 0421 sin 011 — (511 sm(an — a11>

(leta—v, =06, 7v—a, d—P0)

L. Equimodular couplings of two-vertex systems

In Figure 12(d), we described a two-vertex system from y;; to y21. An equimodular coupling of such a degree-
4 two-vertex system means that y;; and y2; are periodical functions over a parameter ¢ in the complexified

configuration space, oscillating at the same frequency. y11 and y2; may differ in amplitude and phase shift.

Conic (He et al., 2023, Section 17) To let y1; and y2; have the same frequency, we need to apply an equal

. . . [sin o sin 8
= s = _— — 1
i =ror, P sin 7y sin §

This is also the condition for two conic II, III, IV vertices to be equimodular coupled.

amplitude condition:

Elliptic (He et al., 2023, Section 21) To let y;; and yo; have the same frequency, we need to apply equal

moduli and amplitude condition:
My = My
Pl =P

sin o sin G sin -y sin §
sin(o — a) sin(o — ) sin(o — ) sin(o — 9)

sin o sin
pl“ — 75 -1
\/ sin 7y sin §

Finally, for an equimodular Kokotsakis quadrilateral stitched by two conic equimodular coupled two-vertex

M =

systems, the flexibility condition is:

Equal amplitude
Pl =Pa
Pl2 = P32
iy = P
P31 = Diy

¢ [sinasinf 1 o= [sin B sin 7y 1
b= siny sin & » "=\ sindsina
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Equal phase shift (detailed expression in He et al. (2023, Section 17))

a a __ pa a
911 - 921 - 012 - 922

for an equimodular Kokotsakis quadrilateral stitched by two elliptic equimodular coupled two-vertex systems,

the flexibility condition is:

Equal amplitude
M1 = Moy = Mg = Moo
Pl = P21
Pl2 = Do
iy =Pl
P31 = P

. sin arsin 3 sin (8 sin «y
p = . . - 17 py - . . - 1
sin 7y sin § sin d sin «v
Equal phase shift (detailed expression in He et al. (2023, Section 21))

a a __ pa a
11_921 _012_922

M Details for the examples in the main text

Using the repetitive stitching method described in the main text and the information provided in Sections K
and L, one can create a large library of sector-angle-periodic patterns formed by the proportional couplings
and equimodular couplings. Below we provide the constraints on the sector angles within a unit and ensure
the flexibility of the entire pattern for the six examples presented in Figure 3 of the main text. The shape of
each unit is provided in Figure 19. The flexibility of the entire pattern is guaranteed by the periodicity of sector
angles, which ensures the flexibility of new Kokotsakis quadrilaterals generated in between units among the
stitching process.

The exact solutions of each set of constraints is provided in the associated MATLAB application (He, 2024).
These numerical solutions are verified from plotting the folding motion in the 3-dimensional space. The pattern
is plotted from one input folding angle, all the sector angles and uniform input crease lengths. The above

parameters are fully adjustable, providing significant freedom in shaping the quad-mesh rigid origami.

Example 1, Figure 3(a), Figure 19(a), non-developable, proportional coupling

The unit size is 3x5. A unit contains 8 interior vertices and 32 sector angles. The sector angles v, Bij, Vij, 0ijs

i, 7 € ZT, i <2, j < 4meet the constraints below. There are 30 constraints for 32 sector angles, allowing two
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Figure 19: Labelling of sector angles and shapes of single units from (a) to (f) in Figure 3 of the main text.
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independent input sector angles. Columns 1 and 3 are isogram/eggbox vertices, columns 2 and 4 are deltoid I
vertices.

Vertex type condition:

71 = a11, 011 = Bi1, Y12 = Bi2, 012 = Q12
73 = @13, 013 = [13, Y14 = P14, 014 = Q14

Y21 = a1, d21 = o1, Yoo = o2, 022 = Q22

Y23 = (23, 023 = Pa3, Y24 = P24, 024 = a4
Planarity condition considering the periodicity of sector angles:
(

Bi1+ P21 + Bz + Brz = 27, Y11 + Y21 + 2 + 12 =27

012 + 090 + 013 + o3 = 27, 19 + (vog + 13 + (o3 = 27

P13 + B3 + Bra + Bra = 2w, 713 + Y23 + Y14 + Y14 = 270

\514 + 024 + 011 + 021 = 27, 14 + g + 11 + 91 = 27

Condition for being proportional units:
tan ,812 N tan ﬁgg

tan aq2 tan ao
tan 14 tan Poy
tan aqg ~ tan Qo4

Condition on equal ratio for proportional units:

( ag1 + P21 a1l — B
cos 5 cos 5  cos P
a1 — P21 a11 + B11 cos Bio
cos cos
2 2
cos 223 + Ba23 cos 13~ B13
cos 399 _ 2 2
cos P12 cos 023~ P23 cos 218 1 B13
2 2
cos 228 T B23 cog 18~ B3
2 2 _cos By
a3 — 23 o134+ B3 cos Piy
cos cos
2 2
cos ag1 + P21 o8 a1 — B
cos Bo4 _ 9 2
cos B4 cos 221~ Ba1 cos 11 + P11
2 2

Example 2, Figure 3(b), Figure 19(b), non-developable, proportional coupling

The unit size is 3x5. A unit contains 8 interior vertices and 32 sector angles. The sector angles v, B;j, Vij, 0ijs
i, j € Z*, i <2, j < 4 meet the constraints below. There are 29 constraints for 32 sector angles, allowing

three independent input sector angles. Columns 1 and 3 are isogram/eggbox vertices, columns 2 and 4 are

78



deltoid II vertices.

Vertex type condition:

71 = ai11, 011 = P11, Y12 = 012, P12 = Q12
73 = @13, 013 = [13, Y14 = 014, P14 = Q14

Y21 = 21, 021 = a1, Yoo = 22, Ba2 = 22

Y23 = (23, 023 = (23, Y24 = 024, Poa = Q4
Planarity condition considering the periodicity of sector angles:
P11+ P21 + P2 + P12 = 27, 711 + Y21 + 12 + Y12 = 27

012 + 022 + 013 + 023 = 27, 2 + (oo + 13 + a3 = 27

P13 + Po3 + Bra + Bra = 2w, y13 + Y23 + Y14 + Y14 = 270

\514 + 024 + 011 + 021 = 27, 14 + q + 11 + 91 = 27

Condition for being proportional units:
sin ,612 N sin ,622
sinyj2  sinyeg
sin 14 sin foy
sinyj4  sinygy

Condition on equal ratio for proportional units:

;21 + Ba21 cos L~ Bi1 _ '
2 2 e <7T — B2 — 722) sin(Ba2 + y22) sin(B12 — 712)
= sign . )
ag1 — P21 cog 1Lt P11 T — B2 — 7112 sin(fa2 — y22) sin(S12 + Y12)
2 2

CcO

COS

_ _ cos 228 T B23 cog 218~ B13
sign <7T — B — 722) sin(fBa2 + y22) sin(S12 — Y12) _ 2 2
™ — 512 — Y12 Sin(ﬁgz — ’}/22) Sin(ﬁlg + ’712) cos Q23 — /823 cos a13 + 613
2 2

cog 028 + a3 o 18~ B13 . '
2 2 L (77 — Boa — ’)’24) sin(f24 + v24) sin(B14 — 714)
= sign , -
T Bo3 cos 18T B13 T — B14a — Y14 sin(f24 — y24) sin(Bia + Y14)
2 2

CcO

Note that the equation below can be inferred from the above three equations for equal ratio:

g1 + P21 a1 — B
S COS

Sign (7‘(‘ — Bog — 724) sin(B2a + y24) sin(Bra — y1a) _ cos . .
T =B —ma/) | sin(Bas — y24)sin(Bra+ma) 02— Bn o oom+ Bu
2 2

Example 3, Figure 3(c), Figure 19(c), non-developable, proportional coupling

The unit size is 3x5. A unit contains 8 interior vertices and 32 sector angles. The sector angles cv;j, Bij, 7Vij, 0ijs

i, 7 € ZT, i <2, j < 4meet the constraints below. There are 30 constraints for 32 sector angles, allowing two
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independent input sector angles. Columns 1 and 3 are deltoid I vertices, columns 2 and 4 are conic I vertices.

Vertex type condition:

;

a1 =011, f11 = Y11, a1z = 013, P13 = V13
ao1 = 021, P21 = Y21, a3 = 023, P23 = Y23
a12 + 712 = Bi2 + 712, a1a + Y14 = Pra + 714

a2 + Y22 = P22 + Y22, Q24 + Youa = Poa + Y24

Planarity condition considering the periodicity of sector angles:

B11 + Ba1 + P12 + Bi2 = 2w, y11 + 21 + Y12 + Y12 = 27
012 + 022 + 013 + 023 = 27, 2 + aop + 13 + g3 = 27

P13 + Po3 + Bra + Bra = 2w, y13 + Y23 + Y14 + Y14 = 27

\514 + 024 + 011 + 021 = 27, 14 + oq + 11 + 91 = 27

Condition for being proportional units:

(tanB11  tan (o1

tan aqq ~ tan 091

tan 813 tan 823

tan a3 ~ tan Qa3

sin 12 sinf  sindjz  sindgo

sinyia  sinqg’ sinajy  sinamge
sin 314 sinfas sindyy  sindoy

sinyi4  sinqos’ sinajy  sinaog

Condition on equal ratio for proportional units:
cos P21 ) T — 092 sin Bpp sinyze sin Sig sin y12
= sign - - -1
cos B11 T — 012 sin d99 sin a9 sin 19 sin a1
. T — 099 sin 999 sin g sin 19 sin a1 COS (x93
sign - - -1 =
™ — 012 Sin 522 S11 Y22 sin 512 sin Y12 COS (x13
cos [f23 . T — 024 \/ sin B4 sinyas \/ sin B14 sin y14 _q
= sign : :
cos f13 T — 014 sin Joq Sin iy sin §14 sin a4
. T — 094 sin 994 Sin 24 sin 014 sin a4 COS g1
sign - - -1 =
™ — 014 Sin ﬂ24 S111 Y24 sin 614 sin Y14 COS (11

Example 4, Figure 3(d), Figure 19(d), non-developable, proportional coupling

The unit size is 3x5. A unit contains 8 interior vertices and 32 sector angles. The sector angles v, B;j, Vij, 0ijs
i, 7 € ZT, i <2, j < 4meet the constraints below. There are 30 constraints for 32 sector angles, allowing two
J J g g

independent input sector angles. Columns 1 and 3 are deltoid II vertices, columns 2 and 4 are conic I vertices.
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Vertex type condition:

Bi1 = ai11, Y11 = 611, P13 = @13, Y13 = 013
P21 = 21, Y21 = 021, P23 = 23, Y23 = 023
a12 + 712 = Bi2 + 712, a4 + Y14 = Pra + 714

22 + Y22 = B22 + Y22, @24 + V24 = P24 + Y24

Planarity condition considering the periodicity of sector angles:

P11 + Po1 + B2 + B2 = 2w, y11 + 721 + Y12 + Y12 = 27
012 + 022 + 013 + 023 = 27, 2 + aop + 13 + g3 = 27

P13 + P23 + P14 + Bra = 2w, y13 + Y23 + Y14 + Y14 = 27

014 + 024 + 011 + 001 = 27, a4 + @oq + 11 + @01 =27
Condition for being proportional units:

(sinfB11  sinfBay
siny1p  sinvyog
sin 613 sin 523
siny13  sinqg
sinfB1o  sinfBy  sindia  sindg

sinyis  sinqgy’ sinagy  sinamge
sinB14 sinfBos sindiy  sindyy

siny14  sinqos sinagy  sinagy
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Condition on equal ratio for proportional units:

. (77 — Po1 — 721) sin(f21 + 721) sin(f11 — ’711)
sign -
T — P11 — 71 sin(fBa1 — y21) sin(B11 + v11)

. T — 022 sin fpg sinyze sin B2 siny12 1
= sign : - —
T — 012 sin 099 Sin a9 sin 012 sin a1
. T — 099 sin dg9 sin a2 sin d19 sin a9
sign - - -1
T — 012 sin S22 sin 22 sin B1a sin y12

e <7T — B23 — 723) sin(f23 + Y23) sin(B13 — 713)
= sign
T — B13 — 7113 sin(f23 — 723) sin(B13 + 713)

sign <7T — oz — 723) sin(fa23 + 723) sin(f13 — 713)
T — P13 — 7113 sin(f23 — y23) sin(B13 + 713)

_ sign T — 024 sin o4 sinyaq sin S14 siny14 1
T — 014 sin do4 SIn auo Sin 614 Sin agy
. T — 094 sin do4 sin Qo1 sin 014 sin aey4
sign - - -1
T — 014 sin 4 sin y24 sin By sin y14

. (77 — Po1 — 721) \/Sln(ﬁm + y21) sin(B11 — Y1)
= sign

T — P11 — 71 sin(fB21 — y21) Sln(511 +711)

Example 5, Figure 3(e), Figure 19(e), developable, proportional coupling

The unit size is 3x5. A unit contains 8 interior vertices and 32 sector angles. The sector angles v, B;j, Vij, 0ijs
i, 7 € ZT, i < 2, j < 4 meet the constraints below. There are 30 constraints for 32 sector angles, allow-
ing two independent input sector angles. Columns 1 and 3 are anti-deltoid I vertices, columns 2 and 4 are
conic IV vertices. This example is formed from switching certain strips of Example 3, transforming it from a

non-developable pattern into a developable one. For a solution from Example 3, let

Qij — T — Qyj, Yig =+ T = Yij

Example 6, Figure 3(f), Figure 19(f), developable, equimodular coupling

Here we choose a 5 x5 unit as we have not searched a numerical solution when using a 35 unit. The constraints
below are listed assuming all the vertices are conic I, then transforming them to conic IV (developable) from
switching certain strips — let

Qij — T — Q4j, Yig = T = Yij

A 5 x 5 unit contains 16 interior vertices and 64 sector angles, the sector angles «;, 35, Vij, 0ij> @ J €

7%, i < 4, j < 4 meet the constraints below.
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Vertex type condition (all the vertices are conic I):

,

a1l + 711 = Bu + 7,
a1z + 73 = f13 + 13,
ag1 + Y21 = P21 + a1,
Q23 + 723 = P23 + Y23,
as1 + 731 = P31 + Y31,
ass3 + 733 = P33 + V33,
aq1 + Y41 = Ba1 + a1,

a3 + 43 = Baz + Va3,

aiz + 712 = P12 + 7112
aig + 714 = Pra + 74
Q22 + Y22 = P22 + Y22
Q24 + V24 = P24 + Y24
a3z + 32 = P32 + 732
a3y + Y34 = B34 + V34
Qg2 + Va2 = Paz + Va2
Q4q + Va4 = Bag + Va4

Planarity condition considering the periodicity of sector angles:

Condition on equal amplitudes:

sin 11 sin 511

sin a1 sin 521

sin Q21 sin 621

sin 31 sin ,331

Bi1+ P21 + B2 + Brz = 2, Y21 + Y31 + Y22 + Y32 = 27
B31+ Bar + B2 + Baz = 27, a1 + Y11 + Yaz + 12 = 27
Q12 + Qoo + Q13 + g3 = 27, d22 + 032 + d23 + 033 = 27
Q32 + ayo + agg + ayz = 2w, 40 + 019 + 043 + 013 = 2
P13 + P23 + Pra + fra = 27, Y23 + V33 + Y2u + Y34 = 27
B33 + Baz + B34 + Paa = 27, ya3 + 713+ yaa + 14 = 27
Q14 + Qg4 + 11 + g1 = 27, d24 + 034 + d21 + 031 = 27

o34 + agq + 31 + g1 = 27, Ogq + 014 + 041 + 011 =27

sin 31 sin 631

sin 41 sin 541

siny11 sin 011
sin 12 sin 612

. . )
sin o1 sin da1

sin a9 sin ﬂgg

sin a1 sin dag
sin 929 sin 522

sin 31 sin 031
sin 32 sin ,832

sin 31 sin d31
sin 32 sin 632

Sin y41 sin d41
sin 42 sin 642

sin y12 sin d19
sin 13 sin 513

sin o2 sin dgg

sin Q23 sin ﬁzg

Sin a2 sin dao
sin 93 sin 523

sin 3o sin 03
sin 33 sin ,833

sin 3o sin d3o
sin 33 sin 533

Sin y40 sin d49
sin 43 sin 543

siny13 sin d13
sin 14 sin 514

sin o3 sin dg3

sin Qo4 sin 524

sin a3 sin dag
sin o4 sin 524

sin 33 sin d33 '
sin 34 sin ﬁ34

sin 33 sin d33
sin 34 sin 634

sin y43 sin dy3
sin 44 sin 644

Sin 14 sin d14

sin B11 siny11

Sin o4 sin dgyq

sin B12 sin 12

Sin a4 sin doy
sin B12 sin 12

sin 34 sin 034 '
sin 813 sin 713

sin 34 sin d3y4
sin 813 sin y13

Sin y44 sin dq4
sin 14 sin Y14

sin 511 sin 11
sin 321 sin 21

sin 512 sin 19 ’
sin 322 sin y22

sin 512 sin a12
sin 322 sin y22

sin 513 sin 13 ’
sin 23 sin 23

sin 513 sin 13
sin (B3 sin o3

sin d14 Sin a4
sin o4 sin yo4

sin do1 Sin agy
sin 331 sin 31

sin o9 sin gy’
sin (332 sin 32

sin 099 Sin a9
sin 32 sin 32

sin d93 sin a3’
sin (33 sin 33

sin 093 sin ao3
sin (33 sin 33

sin 94 Sin aioy
sin B34 sin y34

sin 631 sin a3l
sin 41 siny41

sin (532 sin Q39 ’
sin B4 sin y42

sin 532 sin 32
sin (42 sin 42

sin 533 sin Q33 ’
sin 43 sin 743

sin (533 sin Q33
sin 43 sin 43

sin 034 Sin a3
sin Bag sin a4

[ sin 041 sin a1

. . )
sin d49 sin aus

sin (542 sin (6%}
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Regarding the condition on equal phase shifts for every Kokotsakis quadrilateral,

011 — 031 = 01y — 035, 031 — 03, = 055 — 035, 03 — 0y = 05 — O
b b b b b b b b b b b b
01y — bg = b3 — b3, 09y — O35 = O3 — b33, O3 — Ojp = 033 — O3
013 — 033 = 01y — 034, 053 — 053 = 05, — 03, O35 — 05 = 05, — 03
There are a total of 65 constraints on the 64 sector angles; however, Dieleman et al. (2020) reports a special

solution to this system. If using 3 x 5 unit, there are 29 constraints on the 32 sector angles, allowing three input

angles, but we do not find a valid numerical solution.

Calculation of crease lengths

Plotting the entire pattern requires the calculation of all the crease lengths. As depicted in Figure 6, suppose the
input crease lengths are located in row ¢; = 0 and column 72 = 0, the first step is to rearrange the sector angles

a, f3, 7, 6 to the angles S#, SP, S¢, S9. Furthermore, for the right bottom region (i; > 0, i5 > 0):

lx(iv ]) SinSa(iv j) — ly<i7 ]) sin(Sd(z’, .7) +Sa(i7 .7))

L, 5+1) = sin SP(i, j)
: o by(i, §)sinSe(i, §) = Le(i, J)sin(S3, 4) + S0, 4))
b+, 9) == sin SP(i, )

for the right top region (¢; < 0, 42 > 0):

L(i, §)sin S4(i, §) — L,(i + 1, j)sin(S2(4, 7) + S, j))

Loli, J 1) = sin S¢(i, 7)
G, ) = WL D)sinSP( )~ la(i, J)sin(5(, §) +5°(, 7))
uih )= sin S°(i, 7)

for the left bottom region (i; > 0, 72 < 0):

L (i, j+ 1)sin SP(i, j) — 1, (i, j)sin(S°(i, j) + SP(4, 7))

(i, 5) = sin S2(i, J)
: ~ (i, §)sinS4(3i, §) — (i, 4 1) sin(S°(, 4) + S, 7))
ly(l+1, ]) = Y SiHSa(i j)

for the left top region (i1 < 0, i < 0)

lg(i, §+1)sinS°(4, j) — Ly(i + 1, 5)sin(SP(i, §) + S(, 7))

L, J) = sin S9(i, j)
L, ) = WL Dsin 8 §) —Lo(is § + D sin(S(i §) + 8 5)
wih J) = sin S9(i, J)
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N Evidences for limit smooth surface

In this section, we compile the available information regarding the limit smooth surface from refining quad-
mesh rigid origami generated from repetitive stitching of proportional couplings and equimodular couplings.
To the best of our knowledge, existing methods — namely, 1) the standard convergence theorem for conjugate
nets (Section G), 2) the approach for V-hedra (Section I), and 3) the approach for T-hedra (Section J) — are
not applicable. The reasons are as follows: 1) the new patterns are not based on a system of first-order partial
difference equations; and 2) the sector angles, as well as the more sparsely constructed quad-meshes derived
from vertices at the same relative periodic position across units, do not fall within the categories of V-hedra or
T-hedra.

To tackle this challenge, we first observed the existence of zig-zag mode along one coordinate among all the
examples. We conjecture that it will make limit smooth surface a ruled surface, no matter how the input crease
length is distributed. For instance in Figure 20 below, ¢; is the ruling direction. This observation is numerically
examined from calculating the coefficient of determination R? of linear regression for each column or row of
vertices on the ruling direction. Specifically, R? is the ratio of the explained variance to the total variance
calculated following the steps below. Let (i) = [x1(i); z2(i); x3(i)] € R}, i € Zy, i <n, n € Z, bea

data set of n points in R3,

X = [m(l) x(2) .- x(n)} is a 3 x n coordinate matrix

AN
8
=
<
~—

s
Il
—

3

is the mean value of coordinates

>

I

M=

5
<22

i=1
n
> x3(i) /n
[ i=1 J
dX = [m(l) -X z(2)—X --- x(n)— X| is the residual
XdxT
C = & is the 3 x 3 variance — covariance matrix

n —_—
Apply a spectral decomposition to C, C' = RDR™T. The direction of the best fit line is the first column R(:, 1)
of R. The line of best fit is hence X + tR(:, 1), t € R. The coefficient of determination is:

D(1, 1)
2 )
R = trace(D)

The closer R? is to 1, the more closely the data aligns with a perfect linear relation. The result of minimum

R? across all the rulings for all the examples are listed below:

Figure 2 in the main text at folding angle —30°
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input crease lengths uniform distribution
at a row and a column

(a) input crease lengths uniform distribution (b)
at a row and a column

05
02 A
g -0.4 <
-0.6 | directrix I'G,) 0
0.8
04, 0
04 43 1.5
I ”

Figure 20: Illustration on the limit smooth surface for the quad-mesh rigid origami generated from repetitive

stitching of proportional couplings and equimodular couplings.

number of units 1 4 9 25 49
uniform input crease lengths | 0.99852 | 0.99956 | 0.99979 | 0.99992 | 0.99996
quadratic input crease lengths | 0.99869 | 0.99949 | 0.99976 | 0.99990 | 0.99995
Figure 3a in the main text at folding angle —60°
number of units 1 4 9 25 49
uniform input crease lengths | 0.99636 | 0.99886 | 0.99945 | 0.99978 | 0.99988
quadratic input crease lengths | 0.99700 | 0.99878 | 0.99939 | 0.99976 | 0.99987
Figure 3b in the main text at folding angle —30°
number of units 1 4 9 25 49
uniform input crease lengths | 0.97546 | 0.99103 | 0.99540 | 0.99813 | 0.99899
quadratic input crease lengths | 0.98050 | 0.99052 | 0.99490 | 0.99788 | 0.99885
Figure 3c in the main text at folding angle —30°
number of units 1 4 9 25 49
uniform input crease lengths | 0.97569 | 0.99111 | 0.99545 | 0.99815 | 0.99900
quadratic input crease lengths | 0.98063 | 0.99061 | 0.99495 | 0.99790 | 0.99886
Figure 3d in the main text at folding angle —30°
number of units 1 4 9 25 49
uniform input crease lengths | 0.97257 | 0.98935 | 0.99423 | 0.99740 | 0.99846
quadratic input crease lengths | 0.97825 | 0.98880 | 0.99361 | 0.99705 | 0.99825

Figure 3e in the main text at folding angle —30°
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number of units 1 4 9 25 49

uniform input crease lengths | 0.97576 | 0.99113 | 0.99545 | 0.99815 | 0.99900

quadratic input crease lengths | 0.98068 | 0.99064 | 0.99496 | 0.99790 | 0.99886

Figure 3f in the main text at folding angle —30°

number of units 1 4 9 25 49

uniform input crease lengths | 0.96847 | 0.98892 | 0.99484 | 0.99800 | 0.99895

quadratic input crease lengths | 0.98123 | 0.98913 | 0.99448 | 0.99776 | 0.99881

On top of the ruled surface assumption, in Figure 20(a), where the input crease length distribution is uni-

form, we write the discrete surface in coordinate i = (i1, i3) € Z*:

x(il, ig) = F(ig) + ilq)(ig)

Each x(i1, i2) is the location of vertex at the same relative position of unit (i1, i2). I'(i2) is the directrix. ®(iz)

is the ruling direction. There is no restriction on the choice of such representative vertex z:(i1, i2). Further, let

AT (ig) = T'(ia + 1) — ['(42)

The periodicity of sector angles implies the periodicity of folding angles. As AI'(i3) is a function over some
sector angles, folding angles and input crease lengths on the directrix, and here the input crease lengths are
uniformly distributed, we conclude that the directrix I'(i2) is a helical polyline. We could write AT'(i3) in the

form below, up to a rotation and translation:

_ 0 0
—oasin (im0 + ) sin?
acos(iz +1)6 a cos izl @S (22 * 2) )
AT (i2) = |asin(iz + 1)0 | — |asinizf | = | 2acos <i29 + g) sing
bz + 1) bis .

The parameter « is the radius of the helix, 6 and b are the angular and height span of vertices on the helix. These
parameters can be determined by the three-dimensional configuration of the pattern at any folded state.
Furthermore, the periodicity of sector and folding angles implies that the angle between AT'(i2) and ®(i2)

is constant:
AT (ig) - ®(i2)
| AT (i2) |l @ (i2) |

= Const € [0, 1).

Moreover, in Figure 20(b), for a generic distribution of input crease lengths, we introduce a distribution

function f(i2):
2 iy = 18T
AT ()]
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Clearly f(iz) = 1 corresponds to uniform input crease lengths. As the sector and folding angles remain

periodic, we have

_ 0 0
—2a sin <220 + ) sin 3

AT(i2) = f(i2) | 2acos (igﬁ + z> sing

b

In conclusion, for any distribution of input crease lengths, the quad-mesh rigid origami (discrete surface)
has the parametrization below:
i2
w(in, i) = T(0) + Y AT(j) + i1D(io) (59)
j=0
Now as the mesh is arbitrarily refined, we conjecture that the repetitive stitching of units will converge to a

smooth surface in the form below, up to a rotation and translation:

x(u1, ug) = I'(u2) + u1 ®(u2), ui, ug € R

us —asinv
[(ug) =T(0) + / f) | acosv |dv, a>0,beR
v=0 b
‘ dI‘( )
d (60)
flug) = u2
i 20|
D(ug) € R?, [|D(ug)|| =1
dr
dqu = Const € [0,1)
fva?+b?

Here the directrix I'(u2) is a smooth curve, f(u2) also becomes a smooth function. When f(v) = 1, I'(us)

becomes a helix.
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