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We study the percolation of randomly rotating patchy particles on 11 Archimedean lattices in two
dimensions. Each vertex of the lattice is occupied by a particle, and in each model the patch size
and number are monodisperse. When there are more than one patches on the surface of a particle,
they are symmetrically decorated. As the proportion x of the particle surface covered by the patches
increases, the clusters connected by the patches grow and the system percolates at the threshold x..
We combine Monte Carlo simulations and the critical polynomial method to give precise estimates
of x. for disks with one to six patches and spheres with one to two patches on the 11 lattices.
For one-patch particles, we find that the order of x. values for particles on different lattices is the
same as that of threshold values p. for site percolation on same lattices, which implies that x. for
one-patch particles mainly depends on the geometry of lattices. For particles with more patches,
symmetry become very important in determining x.. With the estimates of . for disks with one to
six patches, by analyses related to symmetry, we are able to give precise values of x. for disks with
an arbitrary number of patches on all 11 lattices. The following rules are found for patchy disks on
each of these lattices: (i) as the number of patches n increases, values of x. repeat in a periodic
way, with the period no determined by the symmetry of the lattice; (ii) when mod (n,n¢) = 0,
the minimum threshold value xmin appears, and the model is equivalent to site percolation with
Xmin = P¢; (iii) disks with mod (n,n¢) = m and no — m (m < no/2) share the same x. value.

I. INTRODUCTION

patterned substrates [15], effects of surface heterogeneity

Patchy particles [1, 2] are created by modifying the sur-
face of colloidal particles, where each modified area is re-
garded as a patch. One-patch particles with two distinct
surface areas are usually called Janus particles, and two-
patch particles are called triblock Janus particles. These
particles can be designed in various shapes, e.g., spheres,
dumbbells, disks, and rods. And the patches can be dec-
orated with different properties, e.g., chemical, optical,
electrical, and magnetic properties. As model systems
with anisotropic interactions, patchy particles are used
to study equilibrium gels and water [3, 4], and they can
self-assemble into open lattices [5-7] such as the entropy
stabilized kagome lattice [5, 6]. In two dimensions (2D),
when patchy disks or spheres are compressed tightly, they
form a triangular lattice. Putting Janus particles onto
the densely packed triangular lattice, various continuous
thermodynamic phase transitions and critical phenomena
have recently been observed [8-10].

Percolation is extensively studied in stochastic pro-
cesses, phase transitions and critical phenomena, and
widely applied in various problems such as exploring gela-
tion in polymers, transport behaviors in porous media,
the spread of epidemics, the fractal structure of land-
scapes etc. [11, 12] There exist many studies on per-
colation of patchy particles in the continuum space, for
which recent examples include different percolated states
in mixtures of patchy colloids [13], reentrant percolation
of inverse patchy colloids [14] and of patchy colloids on
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on percolation thresholds of random patchy spheres [16],
the design of patchy particle gels with tunable percola-
tion thresholds [17]. However, except a study on directed
percolation of patchy disks on the square lattice [18], we
find that the percolation behavior of patchy particles on
lattices remains largely unexplored, possibly due to that
patchy particles are made in the continuum space [1, 2].

In this work, we study percolation of patchy particles
on different lattices, in order to get more understanding
of collective behaviors of the particles in 2D. As model
systems, we assume that each vertex of the lattice is oc-
cupied by a patchy particle, and that particles rotate
randomly. Two adjacent particles are considered as con-
nected only when their patches are in contact with each
other. As the proportion y of the particle surface occu-
pied by the patch(es) increases, the clusters formed by
connected particles will gradually become larger. At a
threshold value x., a cluster that spans the entire lattice
first forms, i.e. the percolation transition occurs. The
threshold is an important parameter for percolation, and
thus we focus on determining the y. values and explor-
ing the dependence of these values on the symmetry and
geometry of patchy particles and lattices.

For the purpose above, we first numerically study disks
with one to six patches and spheres with one to two
patches, on all 11 Archimedean lattices in 2D, which
are shown in Fig. 1. When there are more than one
patches on a particle, the patches locate symmetrically
and share the same size, as shown for patchy disks in
Fig. 2. Monte Carlo (MC) simulations are conducted to
produce independent configurations, and the recently de-
veloped critical polynomial method [19-28] is combined
with MC sampling to precisely estimate y. of these mod-
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FIG. 1: The 11 Archimedean lattices in two dimensions. For
each lattice, all vertices are equivalent if the lattice size is in-
finite or the boundary conditions are periodic. Lattice names
are used as in Ref. [27], and under the names are symbols des-
ignated using the general notation proposed by Griinbaum
and Shephard [29]. A brief introduction of the history and
nomenclature of the lattices are available in Ref. [30].

O s
T @

FIG. 2: Schematic drawings of patchy disks. On each disk the
dark areas are patches, which share the same size and locate
symmetrically when their number is more than one. The half-
angle 0 characterizes the size of a patch. (a)-(f) show particles
containing one to six patches, respectively. (a) also exempli-
fies the connection of two particles, i.e. they are considered
as connected if their patches touch each other. The red ar-
row indicates the direction of the particle, which is drawn by
connecting the center of the particle and that of one patch.

els. For one-patch particles, it is found that the order of
X values on different Archimedean lattices is the same
as that of threshold values p,. for site percolation on same
lattices. This suggests that, for one-patch particles, the
lattice geometry is the most important factor which af-
fects x. values. For particles with more patches, their
Xe values on different lattices do not follow the same or-
der as those for one-patch particles, which reflects that
symmetry significantly influence percolation thresholds
of particles with more than one patches.

The role of symmetry in determining the x. values is
further exhibited in analytic calculations of the proba-
bilities of different patch-covering structures of a particle
near the above numerically estimated values of y.. These
calculations lead to expressions of the probabilities as a
function of x, which allow us to prove the equality of
Xe values for various models or explain the difference be-
tween close x. values for distinct models. As results, we
are able to give precise values of y. for disks with an
arbitrary number of patches on all 11 Archimedean lat-
tices in 2D. We find that x. values for patchy disks on
each of the lattices are governed by the following rules:
(i) xc values repeat in a periodic way as the number of
patches n increases, with the period ng determined by
the symmetry of the lattice; (ii) the minimum threshold
value Xmin appears when mod (n,ng) = 0, for which
the model of patchy disks is equivalent to site percola-
tion with }min = pe; (iil) disks with mod (n,ng) = m
and ng—m (m < ng/2) share the same value of x.. These
results could provide references for further studies, such
as exploring at finite temperatures the connectivity and
phase behaviors of patchy particles on lattices in 2D [8—
10].

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
Section IT introduces the models and numerical methods.
Section III presents main results. A brief conclusion and
discussion is given in Section IV. More details can be
found in the supplemental material (SM) [31].

II. MODELS AND NUMERICAL METHODS

A. DModels

For the Archimedean lattices, all vertices are equiv-
alent and the lengths of edges are equal, as shown in
Fig. 1. For the model of a given type of patchy particles
on one of the Archimedean lattices, each vertex of the
lattice is occupied by a randomly rotating particle. The
particle center locates right at the vertex and its diame-
ter is set equal to the edge length of the lattice, thus two
particles at the ends of an edge are in contact with each
other. Two neighboring particles are connected if one
patch on one particle touch another patch on the other
particle (the two patches both cover the same edge). As
shown in Fig. 2(a), the size of a patch is characterized
by the half-angle . The one- and two-patch spheres can
be drawn similar to Fig. 2(a-b), except that a patch is a



sphere cap with 6 being the polar angle. For convenience
of comparing thresholds of different types of particles, we
also define the size of patches by the proportion y of the
particle surface covered by the patches, which is related
to 6 as

X =2n0/2r =nb/m (1)

for patchy disks, and as

n 0 27
X:—/ sin9d9/ dp =n(l—cos@)/2 (2)
47 0 0

for patchy spheres. Here n is the number of symmetri-
cally distributed patches on a particle. In experiments,
the patch size can be designed through surface modifica-
tion or compartmentalization [1, 2].

B. The critical polynomial

The critical polynomial method is a powerful method
proposed and developed in recent years to calculate per-
colation thresholds in two dimensions [19-28]. It origi-
nated from the fact that every exactly solved percolation
threshold in 2D can be expressed as the unique root of
a polynomial. For general (solved and unsolved) per-
colation models in 2D, the critical polynomial was first
defined using a linearity hypothesis and symmetry analy-
ses [19-21]. Then the recursive deletion-contraction algo-
rithm [22] was proposed to find the polynomial. Latest
developments of the method are the alternative proba-
bilistic, geometrical interpretation of the critical polyno-
mial [23] and transfer-matrix techniques for its calcula-
tion [24-27]. Unprecedented estimates for thresholds of
unsolved planar-lattice models have been obtained, e.g.,
for bond percolation on the kagome lattice, the precision
of the estimate is in the order of 10717 [27]. The critical
polynomial has also been combined with MC sampling to
provide high-precision estimates of threshold values, e.g.,
for nonplanar and continuum percolation models [28], for
which transfer-matrix calculations are difficult.

For a finite periodic lattice B in 2D, the probabilistic,
geometrical definition of the critical polynomial [23] is

PB ERQ 7R0. (3)

Here R represents the wrapping (or crossing) probabil-
ity [32, 33], where “wrapping” means that, when putting
the periodic lattice in 2D onto a torus, there exist a
percolation cluster which wraps around the torus. The
quantity Ry is the probability of wrapping in two direc-
tions, and Ry is the probability of non-wrapping. If filling
the infinite space in 2D using copies of B in some peri-
odic way, wrapping in two directions means that there
is a open cluster which connects every copy, and non-
wrapping means that no infinite copies of B can be con-
nected by open clusters [23].

Due to universality [23], the root p(L) of Pg(p,L) =0
gives an estimate of the percolation threshold that be-
comes more accurate as the linear size L of the lattice
B is increased. Here p represents the control parameter
for the percolation problem, e.g., the occupation prob-
ability (p € [0,1]) for bond or site percolation. From
previous studies on the critical polynomial [19-27], it is
known that p(L) = p. [p. = p(L — o0)] for exactly
solved lattice models, even at the smallest L; and that,
for unsolved percolation problems, p(L) very quickly ap-
proaches p. as L increases. For example, on Archimedean
lattices, the unsolved bond percolation thresholds behave
as [p(L) — pe) ~ > g, ApL=2*, with A; = 4 or 6, and
A; > Aj; when ¢ > j [27]. The finite-size correction of
Pg is much smaller than that for other quantities such as
wrapping probabilities [28].

The critical polynomial Pg is a dimensionless quantity,
since Pp(pe, L — 00) = 0. Thus in the renormalization
group formulation [34], P has the finite-size scaling for-
mula [28]

Pg(t,u1,uz, L) = Pg(LYt, LY uy, LY?uy). (4)

Here t o< p — p. is the relevant thermal renormalization
scaling field, and y; = 1/v = 3/4 is the associated reno-
malization exponent. And u; and us represent two lead-
ing irrelevant scaling fields with renormalization expo-
nents yo < y; < 0. When assuming y» > 2y;, by Taylor
expansion to the first order, one gets

Pg(p,L) ~ a1(p — pe) LYt + by LY* + by LY?, (5)

where a1, by and by are non-universal amplitudes. The
irrelevant exponents are related to A values as y; = y; —
Ap and yo = y; — Ag [28]. Our MC data will be fitted by
the above finite-size scaling formula, with p replaced by
0, though the irrelevant exponents may be different from
those of bond percolation on Archimedean lattices [27].

C. Monte Carlo simulation

The MC method is used to sample independent config-
urations for 88 models, including six types of patchy disks
and two types of patchy spheres, on all 11 Archimedean
lattices in 2D. For a single configuration, a random direc-
tion is generated for each particle to simulate the random
rotation. In simulations, each lattice is encoded with the
aid of a square or triangular array, whose correspondence
with the actual lattice is shown in Figs.S1-S11 of the
SM [31], and periodic boundary conditions are employed
for the lattices. The number of vertices (equivalent to
the number of particles) on each lattice can be calculated
from L, as shown in Table S1 of the SM [31]. Hereafter L
is the linear size of the square or triangular array for en-
coding the lattices, which is in proportion to the actual
linear size. We conduct simulations at different patch
sizes and systems sizes, and use sampled values of Pg to
determine the percolation threshold 6. (x.).



In our MC simulations, we simulated systems with up
to O(10%) particles. At least 10® independent configu-
rations were generated for each set of (6, L) values, for
all 88 models (up to 10*° independent configurations for
one-patch disks when L < 16, as shown in Table S2 of
the SM [31]). The total simulation time was about 14.6
months if using a computer workstation with 2 Intel Xeon
Scalable Gold 6130 CPU and 8 x 16 GB DDR4 ECC Reg-
istered Shared Memory (time for each model is shown in
Table S3 of the SM [31]).
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FIG. 3: Plot of Pg versus 6 for one-patch disks on triangular
lattices for different linear sizes L. The lines are added to
guide the eyes.

III. RESULTS

We first present numerical results for one-patch parti-
cles, then for particles with two to six patches. Precise
estimates of y. for these particles on 11 Archimedean
lattices are obtained by combining MC simulations and
the critical polynomial method. It is found that the lat-
tice geometry mainly determines y. for one-patch par-
ticles, and that the symmetry of patches and lattices
significantly affects x. for particles with more patches.
Furthermore, with the above numerical estimates of y.,
by analyses related to symmetry, we give values of y.
for disks with an arbitrary number of patches on all 11
Archimedean lattices. We also present the rules govern-
ing x. values of patchy disks on these lattices.

A. Numerical results for one-patch particles
1. One-patch disks

For one-patch disks on the triangular lattice, the plot
of Pg versus 6 is shown in Fig. 3. It can be seen that
curves for different sizes approximately cross near 6. ~
1.972183. To more precisely estimate the percolation
threshold 6., we use Eq. (5), with p replaced by 6, to
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FIG. 4: Plots for one-patch disks on the triangular lattice:
(a) Pg versus L at 0. = 1.9721832 and two nearby values of
0. As 0 deviates from 6., the curves bend upwards (6 > 6.)
or downwards (0 < 6.). (b) In(—Pg) versus InL at 6. for
small sizes L. The slope of the straight line is given by the
correction exponent y; ~ —4.9.

fit the data of Pg according to the least-square criterion.
When performing the fits, we gradually increase Ly,
and exclude data points for L < Lyi,. In general, the fit
results are acceptable, only when y?2 is less than or close
to the degree of freedom (DOF), and the decrease of 2
per DOF does not exceed one when increasing Li,. Fits
are made with fixed y; = 3/4 and the results are shown
in Table I. When setting b, = 0, the fit results show that
the leading irrelevant exponent is y; ~ —4.9. When y, is
fixed at —6, —7 or —8, the fit results are also consistent
with y; >~ —4.9. Thus we put our final estimate as y; =
—4.9(3). And from Table I, the percolation threshold of
one-patch disks on the triangular lattice is estimated to
be 6. = 1.97218320(8), i.e., x. = 0.62776541(3). All
error bars of quantities in this work can be regarded as
one-sigma.

To demonstrate the above estimates of 6., we plot in
Fig. 4(a) P versus L at 6. and two nearby values. It
can be seen that when 6 deviates from 6., the curves
bend upwards (0 > 6.) or downwards (0 < 6.) as the
size L increases. Since Pg ~ b1 LY! at 0., the estimate of
y1 =~ —4.9 is illustrated in Fig. 4(b) as the slope of the
straight line.

For one-patch disks on other 10 Archimedean lattices,



TABLE I: Fit results of the critical polynomial Pg for one-patch disks on the triangular lattice.

Lmin X2/DOF 9C al b1 Y1 b2 Y2

6 63.6/79 1.97218320(7) —1.65(4) —2.1(6) —4.9(2)

8 62.6/76 1.97218320(7)  —1.65(4)  —2.2(30) —4.9(6)

4 83.8/88 1.97218320(7) —1.65(4) —2.2(25) —4.9(4) 0.3(53) —6

2 84.8/91 1.97218321(7) —1.65(4) —3.7(2) —5.11(4) 9.2(5) -7

4 83.8/88 1.97218320(7) —1.65(4) —2.2(13) —4.9(3) 0.5(85) -7

2 84.3/91 1.97218321(7) —1.65(4) —2.7(1) —4.97(3) 13.0(6) -8
we also conduct similar analyses for the simulation data. 0.9 -
Plots of Pg versus 6 are shown in Fig. S12 of the SM [31]. on‘;f‘l;{’caﬁcs‘;ﬁéi'; . -
Fits of the data also yield precise values of the percolation site percolation
threshold x. for these lattices, as summarized in Table II. 08 /
By observing the above x. values for one-patch disks on . g
all 11 Archimedean lattices and p. values for site percola- .
tion on same lattices, we find that the two sets of values Ob
follow the same order, as plotted in Fig. 5. The order =
can be regarded as from lattices with large coordination 0.6
numbers to those with small coordination numbers, and
when the coordination numbers are the same, it is from
lattices with small variances of angles (around a vertex) 03
to those Wit.h large variances. Th}lS, similar to pe for % % Y Y Y T G %, T Oy %
site percolation, . for one-patch disks on Archimedean Ty, %, T T Y, %y,
lattices are mainly influenced by the lattice geometry. ” “ %A%e, K Y

The threshold values of one-patch disks on the frieze
and snub square lattices are very close since the two lat-
tices share the same coordination number and variance
of angles. We find that their order can also be under-
stood from geometry as follows. The patch of a disk can
cover several neighboring edges connecting to the disk
center, and various patch-covering structures occur with
different probabilities, which can be obtained by analyz-
ing the configurations as exemplified by the calculations
for the frieze lattice in the SM [31]. In Table III, we
show these probabilities for patch sizes x near y. of the
two lattices. From the table, it is observed that 3-edge
patch-covering occurs with same probabilities on the two
lattices, as well as 4-edge patch-covering. However, for
3-edge patch-covering, the frieze lattice has a structure
with two adjacent m/2-angles; and for 4-edge covering,
the frieze lattice has two structures (both occurring with
probability x — 2/3) with two adjacent 7/2-angles, while
the snub square lattice only has one structure (occurring
with probability x — 2/3) with two 7/2-angles. Since
structures with two adjacent 7/2-angles are more open
than other structures, the frieze lattice has a slightly
lower percolation threshold than the snub square lattice,
which is confirmed by our numerical estimates in Table II.

Besides x., we also get estimates of the leading
irrelevant exponent y; for one-patch disks on other
Archimedean lattices. The results of y; are summarized
in Table IV. For lattices whose values of y; are absent
in the table, the finite corrections are also small, but the
current data are not sufficient for determining y;. The

FIG. 5: Plots of percolation thresholds x. for one-patch disks
and spheres, and p. for site percolation. The values of the
thresholds are summarized in Table II, where p. values come
from the cited references. The lines are added to guide the
eyes.

presented estimates of y; are close to y; = y; — Ay =
—3.25 or —5.25 for unsolved bond percolation models
on Archimedean lattices [27]. Besides the triangular lat-
tice, we also make plots of P versus L at the estimated
thresholds for one-patch disks on other lattices, as shown
in Fig. S20 of the SM [31], which demonstrate the scaling
Py (6., L) ~ b; LY* with the estimated values of y;.

2. One-patch spheres

To observe the effect of particle shape on the percola-
tion threshold, we also conduct simulations for one-patch
spheres on Archimedean lattices. Similar analyses are
performed for the simulation data. The resulting thresh-
old values x. are also summarized in Table IT and plotted
in Fig. 5. It can be seen that, except on the honeycomb
lattice, x. values for one-patch spheres are slightly larger
than those for one-patch disks, and the calculated dif-
ferences [(ySPhere — ydisk) /\disk] are at most 1.1%. On
the honeycomb lattice, within error bars, one-patch disks



TABLE II: Percolation thresholds x. of patchy particles on Archimedean lattices. The site-percolation thresholds p. for these

lattices are also included for comparison.

Lattice Triangular Frieze Snub square Snub hexagonal
One-patch 0.627 76541(3) 0.6723388(1) 0.672 346 35(4) 0.688 526 01(4)
Two-patch ~ 0.5544699(4) 0.624 383 7(6) 0.6228329(4) 0.625 385 2(6)
Disk Three-patch  0.558 806 6(7) 0.623505 (1) 0.6204119(5) 0.6177532(7)
Four-patch ~ 0.5544692(4) 0.6456716(5) 0.6704843(5) 0.625 384 5(6)
Five-patch  0.6277656(4) 0.658 762 8(6) 0.627 557 4(8) 0.6885256(5)
Six-patch 0.5000001(5) 0.6928990(9) 0.756 361 (1) 0.5794979(9)
Sphere One-patch 0.6314756(3) 0.676 869 4(4) 0.676 877 1(3) 0.6940427(3)
Two-patch  0.5323795(7) 0.606 503 6(4) 0.605 554 2(5) 0.6118142(6)
De 1/2 0.550213 (3) [30] 0.550 806 (3) [30] 0.579498 (3) [30]
Lattice Square Ruby Kagome Honeycomb
One-patch  0.71344450(3) 0.7348940(1) 0.745 229 66(5) 0.815 301 86(3)
Two-patch  0.676 3455(3) 0.7174907(3) 0.6874950(2) 0.8153016(3)
Dpige  Three-patch 0713444 6(3) 0.7126198(6) 0.725 743 3(6) 0.697 040 4(9)
Four-patch  0.5927465(4) 0.7756050(8) 0.6874949(4) 0.8153019(3)
Five-patch ~ 0.7134444(8) 0.726 257 4(7) 0.745 229 4(8) 0.8153018(5)
Six-patch 0.676 3454(3) 0.764 013 5(7) 0.652701 (2) 0.697040 3(8)
Sphere One-patch 0.718 297 8(6) 0.7403108(3) 0.7534817(3) 0.8153019(3)
Two-patch  0.6573380(3) 0.706 489 1(8) 0.670 797 2(7) 0.806 134 8(4)
0.592 746 050 0.62181207(7) [24] 1 — 2sin(r/18) 0.697 040 230(5) [24]
Pe 79210(2) [25] = 0.652703 644... [35]
Lattice Four-eight Cross Three-twelve
One-patch 0.827011 22(3) 0.835 468 95(7) 0.85949483(5)
Two-patch ~ 0.8270108(2) 0.8354690(4) 0.8594952(4)
Disk Three-patch  0.8156490(4) 0.8398882(5) 0.859495 3(5)
Four-patch  0.856 560 1(4) 0.865 225 2(7) 0.859494 7(5)
Five-patch  0.815649 6(4) 0.821 517 4(7) 0.8431437(8)
Six-patch  0.8270113(3) 0.8398884(5) 0.903 950 3(5)
Sphere One-patch  0.8275332(2) 0.835 822 4(4) 0.867 995 5(3)
Two-patch ~ 0.8180195(4) 0.8261825(5) 0.8520555(5)
) 0.7297232(5) [24] 0.7478002(2) [24]  [1 — 2sin (7r/18)]"/?

= 0.807 900 764... [30]

and spheres are found to share the same threshold. The
thresholds x. for one-patch spheres on different lattices
also follow the same order as that for one-patch disks,
implying that for one-patch spheres y. are also mainly
influenced by the lattice geometry.

We also get the estimates of y; for one-patch spheres
on the lattices, as summarized in Table IV. The values of
y1 for one-patch spheres and disks are very close for most
lattices. Plots of Pg versus @ or L for one-patch spheres
are presented in Fig.S13 and S21 of the SM [31], which
demonstrate our estimates of x. and ;.

B. Numerical results for particles with two to six
patches

We also conduct MC simulations for disks with two
to six patches and spheres with two patches, on all 11
Archimedean lattices. Plots of Pg versus 6 are shown
in Fig. S14 to S19 of the SM [31], in which approximate
intersections of lines for different sizes can be observed.
By fitting the data of Pg near the intersection points, we
also obtain precise percolation thresholds for these mod-
els, as summarized in Table II. These threshold values
are plotted together with those for site percolation, as in
Fig. 6.



TABLE III: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures of a particle, for one-patch disks on the frieze and snub square
lattices, as a function of x near estimated x. of the two lattices. Bold lines indicate that corresponding edges are covered by
the patch of a disk placed on the central vertex. Some details for calculating these probabilities are given in the SM [31].

Lattice Type  Structure Probability  Probability Sum
NN 2(3/4 — x)
3-edge % 77777 _I_ 77777 % 4— 5y
Frieze 3(5/6 — x)
7k ””” )T 20x — 7/12)
K7
NIENS
>\ 2(3/4—x)
3-edge %>| 77777 4- 5y
Snub square /v : 3(5/6 —x)
>I_>k 2x — 7/12)
d-edge \'V>V 20x —7/12) 5x -3
)V X —2/3

TABLE IV: Results of y; from fitting the data of the critical
polynomial Pg, for one-patch disks or spheres on different
Archimedean lattices. Dashed entries indicate that the values
cannot be determined with the current data.

Lattice y1 (disk) y1 (sphere)
Triangular —4.9(3) -3.1(1)
Frieze —3.3(1) —3.3(1)
Snub square -3.7(1 -3.9(1)
Snub hexagonal — —
Square —3.3(4) —3.5(2)
Ruby — —
Kagome —5.2(4) —5.4(1)
Honeycomb —3.7(1) —4.2(1)
Four-eight —4.7(4) —3.9(1)
Cross — —
Three-twelve —3.1(2) —

1. Two-patch particles

From plots for two-patches particles (disks or spheres)
in Fig. 6, comparing with plots for one-patches parti-

cles in Fig. 5, an obvious feature is that the curves be-
come non-monotonic. The local minimum appears at the
kagome lattice, for which the symmetry of the two tri-
angles connected to a vertex matches the symmetry of
the two patches on a particle. Thus symmetry become
very important in determining y. values of two-patches
particles.

From Table II, if one compares the x. values for two-
patch particles with those for one-patch particles in more
detail, it can be found that, while models of one-patch
particles have slightly lower x. values on the frieze lattice
than on the snub square lattice, models of two-patches
particle have slightly higher x. values on the frieze lat-
tice than on the snub square lattice. This can also be
understood by calculating probabilities of different patch-
covering structures of a particle, similar to calculations
leading to Table III. For two-patch particles on the snub
square lattice, the symmetry of two patches on the parti-
cle approximately matches the symmetry of two squares
(or two triangles) connected to a vertex, which causes the
X< value on the snub square lattice to be slightly lower
than that on the frieze lattice.

In Sec. IIT A, for one-patch particles, it is found that
differences of x. between disks and spheres are very
small. However, for two-patch particles, in Fig. 6, it is



seen that on most Archimedean lattices the differences
of x. between disks and spheres are significantly larger
than those for one-patch particles. And on a given lattice,
while one-patch spheres has slightly higher x. than one-
patch disks (except that on the honeycomb lattice one-
patch disks and spheres share the same x.), two-patch
spheres have lower y. than two-patch disks. Therefore,
though not affecting the order of y. values for different
lattices, the particle shape is still important in determin-
ing the values of ..

To understand the change of x. values between one-
patch and two-patch particles, for three regular lattices
(triangular, square and honeycomb), we plot the proba-
bilities of different patch-covering structures of a particle
for x near x., as in Fig. 7. From Fig. 7(a) and (c),
it can be seen that, for one-patch particles, the lower
value of y.. for disks (comparing with that for spheres) is
correlated with higher probabilities of large-edge patch-
covering structures, e.g., 4-edge and 3-edge for the trian-
gular and square lattices, respectively. From Fig. 7(b),
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FIG. 6: Plots of percolation thresholds y. for particles
with two to six patches, and p. for site percolation, on 11
Archimedean lattices. The values of the thresholds are sum-
marized in Table II, where p. values come from the cited
references. The lines are added to guide the eyes.
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FIG. 7: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures
of a particle for x near x., on the triangular, square and
honeycomb lattices. Plots (a), (c) and (e) are for one-patch
particles, and plots (b), (d) and (f) are for two-patch parti-
cles. Vertical solid and dashed lines indicate values of x. for
the disks and spheres, respectively. For one-patch disks and
spheres on the honeycomb lattice, the probabilities are same,
which leads to the equality of x. for spheres and disks.

(d) and (f), one also see that, for two-patch particles,
the lower value of . for spheres (comparing with that
for disks) is also correlated with higher probabilities of
large-edge patch-covering structures, e.g., 4 and 6-edge
for the triangular lattice, 4-edge for the square lattice,
and 3-edge for the honeycomb lattice.

2.  Three- to siz-patch disks

For disks with three to six patches, the role of symme-
try is more explicitly exhibited. From Fig. 6, it can be
seen that curves for these patchy particles are all non-
monotonic. Similar to that for two-patch particles at the
kagome lattice, the local minimum of y. for four-patch
disks at the kagome lattice and for five-patch disks at
the snub square lattice can also be understood by the
approximate matching of the symmetry of patches on a
particle and the symmetry of the lattice. From Fig. 6
and Table II, it is interesting to find that y. values of



some models are numerically equal to p. values of site
percolation on same lattices, such as three-patch disks
on the honeycomb lattice, four-patch disks on the square
lattice, six-patch disks on the triangular, snub hexagonal,
kagome, and honeycomb lattices. For each of these mod-
els, the symmetry of the patches on a particle perfectly
matches the symmetry of the lattice, which leads to the
fact that patches of a particle either cover all edges con-
nected to the particle center with probability x or cover
no edge with probability 1 — x. Thus the models are
exactly equivalent to the corresponding site percolation
models with y. = p.. For other models considered, at
X = Pe, the probability of all-edge patch-covering struc-
ture is smaller than p. and other patch-covering struc-
tures lead to lower connection. Therefore, their y. values
should be larger than p. for site percolation on same lat-
tices, which is supported by results in Table II and can
be easily seen in Figs. 5 and 6.

From Table II, it is also interesting to see that, within
error bars, x. of some different patchy particles on a given
lattice share the same value. These include:

e on the triangular (or snub hexagonal, or kagome)
lattice, x. of one- and five-patch disks, y. of two-
and four-patch disks;

e on the square lattice, x. of one-, three- and five-
patch disks, and x. of two- and six-patch disks;

e on the honeycomb lattice, x. of one-, two-, four-,
five-patch disks, and of one-patch spheres, and x.
of three- and six-patch disks;

e on the four-eight lattice, x. of one-, two- and six-
patch disks, and x. of three- and five-patch disks;

e on the cross lattice, y. of one- and two-patch disks,
and y. of three- and six-patch disks;

e on the three-twelve lattice, x. of one- to four-patch
disks.

The above equalities of x. values can be understood by
calculating probabilities of different patch-covering struc-
tures of a particle for x near y.. For example, on the
honeycomb lattice, for one-patch spheres, it can be ver-
ified numerically that, the patch-covering probabilities
are equal to those for one-patch disks [e.g., see Fig. 7(e)].
For patchy disks, similar to results in Table III, by an-
alytical calculations we can obtain the probabilities of
different patch-covering structures of a particle as a func-
tion of x near x., as presented in the following section.
Since percolation of patchy particles can be understood
as connection of patch-covering structures of particles at
the vertices, and there is only a single percolation thresh-
old for a given model, same expressions (as functions of
X) for these probabilities near y. can prove that these
equalities of x. values hold exactly.

C. Results for disks with an arbitrary number of
patches

In the previous subsection, it is found that several
models of patchy disks are equivalent with site perco-
lation on same lattices. This result can be general-
ized to disks with more patches: n-patch (n > 0) disks
with  mod (n,3) = 0 on the honeycomb lattice, with
mod (n,4) = 0 on the square lattice, with mod (n,6) =
0 on the triangular, snub hexagonal and kagome lattices,
with mod (n,8) = 0 on the four-eight lattice, with
mod (n,12) = 0 on the frieze, snub square, ruby, cross
and three-twelve lattices. These models are equivalent to
site percolation since the patches on a disk either cover
all edges connecting to the disk center with probability
X or cover no edge with probability 1 — x.

It is also found in previous subsections that several
models of patchy disks can share the same x. value. Con-
sidering the above equivalences with site percolation, and
observing these equalities of x. values [e.g. on the square
lattice the equality of x. for disks with one (two) and five
(six) patches], we wonder if x. values on a given lattice
appear in a periodic way as the number of patches n in-
creases, and if there is any other rule governing the y.
values.

To explore possible periodic behaviors, we first try to
calculate probabilities of different patch-covering struc-
tures of a disk as a function of x for three regular lattices
(honeycomb, square and triangular), near previously es-
timated values of x. in Table II. Exemplary calculations
for the triangular lattice and some calculation details for
other two lattices are included in the SM [31]. It is found
that indeed there are periodic behaviors for these proba-
bilities of different patch-covering structures, as summa-
rized in Table V. As mentioned in the previous subsec-
tion, same expressions as functions of x for these prob-
abilities near estimated x. prove that the equality of x.
values hold exactly. Thus, from results in Table II, as
the number of patches on a disk n increases, x. values
appear with a period ng = 3,4 and 6 for the honeycomb,
square and triangular lattices, respectively. Since the
snub hexagonal and kagome lattices can be regarded as
sub lattices of the triangular lattice, we then calculate
probabilities of different patch-covering structures of a
disk on these two lattices by making use of the triangu-
lar lattice, as shown in Table S5 and S6 of the SM [31].
The results for the snub hexagonal and kagome are also
summarized in Table V, which confirm that on these two
lattices x. values appear with a period ng = 6.

For calculating probabilities of different patch-covering
structures of a patchy disk at a vertex of the four-eight
lattice, we can first place the disk at the center of a reg-
ular octagon and consider the patch-covering of edges
connecting the center and the vertices of the octagon,
then use these intermediate results to get the final re-
sults. Some details are shown in Tables S7 and S8 of
the SM [31], and the final results are also summarized in
Table V, which shows that on the four-eight lattice x.
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TABLE V: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures as a function of x near x., for n-patch disks on the honeycomb,
square, triangular, snub hexagonal, kagome and four-eight lattices. For each lattice, the last row shows estimates of percolation
thresholds x. by combining numerical estimates in Table II. *Regarding 2-edge structures on the kagome lattice, for n-patch
disks with mod (n,6) = 3, the two edges have a 27/3 angle, while for disks with mod (n,6) = 2 or 4, the two edges are on

the same straight line.

mod (n, 3)
Type
2
Honeycomb 0-edge
2-edge 3 — 3x 3 —3x
3-edge 3x — 2 3x —2
Xe 0.8153018(3) 0.8153018(3)
mod (n,4)
Type
1 2 3
0-edge
Square
2-edge 3 —4x 2—2x 3 —4x
3-edge 4x —2 4x —2
4-edge 2x — 1
Xe 0.7134445(4) 0.6763455(4) 0.7134445(4)
mod (n, 6)
Type
1 2 3 4 5
Triangular 2-edge 2 —3x 2 —3x
3-edge 4 — 6 2 —2x 4 —6x
4-edge 6x —3 3x —1 3x —1 6x — 3
6-edge 2x —1
Xe 0.6277655(2) 0.5544696(4) 0.558 806 6(7) 0.5544696(4) 0.6277655(2)
mod (n, 6)
Type
1 2 3 4 5
1-edge 2/3 —x 2/3 —x
Snub hexagonal 2-edge 4/3 — 2x 1—x 4/3 — 2x
3-edge 10/3 —4x 2x —2/3 1—x 2x —2/3 10/3 — 4x
4-edge 3x —5/3 x—1/3 x—1/3 3x —5/3
5-edge x —2/3 2y — 1 x—2/3
Xe 0.6885258(3) 0.6253849(7) 0.6177532(7) 0.6253849(7) 0.6885258(3)
mod (n, 6)
Type
1 2 3 4 5
Kagome 2-edge 5/3 — 2x 2 —2x (2 —2x)* 2 —2x 5/3 — 2x
3-edge 2/3 2/3
dedge 2x —4/3 2 — 1 2y — 1 2x — 1 2y — 4/3
Xe 0.7452295(5) 0.6874949(4) 0.7257433(6) 0.6874949(4) 0.7452295(5)
mod (n,8)
Type
lor7 2 or 6 3orbd 4
1-edge 7/4—2 1-—
Four-eight & / X X
2-edge 3 — 3x 3 —3x x—1/2 1—x
3-edge 3x —2 3x —2 x—1/4 2x — 1
Xec 0.8270110(1) 0.8270110(1) 0.8156493(4) 0.8565601(4)
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TABLE VI: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures as a function of x near x., for n-patch disks on the frieze,
snub square, ruby, cross and three-twelve lattices. For each lattice, the last row shows estimates of percolation thresholds
Xe by combining numerical estimates in Table II. *On the cross lattice, the 1 and 2-edge structures for n-patch disks with
mod (n,12) = 4 are different from those for disks with mod (n,12) = 3 or 6.

mod (n,12)
Type
lorll 2 or 10 3or9 4or8 5o0r7 6
l-edge 4/3 — 2x 4/3 —2x 1—x
Frieze 2-edge 2 —3x 3/2 —2x x—1/3 x—1/3
3-edge 4 — 5x X 1/2 2/3—x 1/6
4-edge 5y — 3 2x — 1 x—1/2 2x —2/3 1/3 1—x
5-edge x—1/2 x—1/2 2x — 1
Xe 0.6723388(1) 0.6243837(6) 0.623505(1) 0.6456716(5) 0.6587628(6) 0.6928990(9)
mod (n,12)
Type
lorll 2 or 10 3or9 4or8 5o0r7 6
0-edge 2/3 —x
1-edge 1/6
2-edge 2 —3x 3/2 —2x 1/6 1—x
Snub square 3-edge 4 — 5x b% 1—x 2 —2x 1/6 1—x
4-edge 5x — 3 2x — 1 3x —3/2 1/3 1/6
5-edge 2x —4/3 x—1/3 2x — 1
Xe 0.672 346 35(4) 0.6228329(4) 0.6204119(5) 0.6704843(5) 0.6275574(8) 0.756 361 (1)
mod (n,12)
Type
lorll 2 or 10 3or9 4or8 5o0r7 6
l-edge 3/2 —2x 3/2 —2x
Ruby 2-edge 7/3 —3x 5/3 — 2x x—1/2 2 — 2y x—1/3 2 —2x
3-edge 2x —2/3 2/3 1/2 1/6
4-edge x —2/3 2x —4/3 x—1/2 2x — 1 x—1/3 2x — 1
Xe 0.7348940(1) 0.7174907(3) 0.7126198(6) 0.7756050(8) 0.7262574(7) 0.7640135(7)
mod (n,12)
Type
lorll 2 or 10 3or9 4or8 5or7 6
1-edge 1—x 1-x)* 11/12 — x 1—x
Cross
2-edge 3 — 3x 3—3x 1—x 1-x)* 7/6 —x 1—x
3-edge 3x —2 3x —2 2x —1 2x —1 2y — 13/12 2x —1
Xe 0.8354690(2) 0.8354690(2) 0.8398883(5) 0.8652252(7) 0.8215174(7) 0.8398883(5)
mod (n,12)
Type
lorll 2 or 10 Jor9 4or8 S5or7 6
l-edge 11/6 — 2x 1—x
Three-twelve 2-edge 3 — 3x 3 —3x 3 —3x 3 —3x 1/6 1—x
3-edge 3x — 2 3x —2 Ix —2 3x —2 2x — 1 2y —1
Xe 0.8594950(4) 0.8594950(4) 0.8594950(4) 0.8594950(4) 0.8431437(8) 0.9039503(5)




values appear with a period ng = 8. Similarly, we can
make use of the regular dodecagon to get probabilities
of different patch-covering structures of a patchy disk at
a vertex of other five Archimedean lattice in 2D. Some
details for these calculations are included in Tables S9 to
S23 of the SM [31]. Final results for these five lattices
are summarized in Table VI, which prove that y. values
on these lattices appear with a period ng = 12.

It should be noted that, for the lattices with periods
ng = 12 and 8, when performing the calculations for
probabilities of different patch-covering structures of a
disk, we have made use of an assumed symmetry from ob-
serving expressions of other lattices. Namely, for the hon-
eycomb, square, triangular, snub hexagonal and kagome
lattices, it is found that there is a symmetry between
models with mod (n,n9) = m (0 < m < ng/2) and
mod (n,np) = ng —m. Our results confirm that indeed
this symmetry also holds for the lattices with ng = 8 and
12. This symmetry allows us to give the x. values of
patchy disks with mod (n,ng) > 6, without performing
additional numerical simulations. We have tried to un-
derstand this symmetry by observing the patch-covering
structures, and found that this symmetry is associated
with some symmetries of the structures, as shown in
Fig. S25 of the SM [31], but we have not got a simple
reasoning why this symmetry exists.

We also note that, for a fixed value of j, when proba-
bilities of j-edge patch-covering are the same for differ-
ent models, the detailed structures with j-edge patch-
covering still can be different. This can be clearly seen
from Table III. Here, for Table V, on the kagome lat-
tice, though probabilities of j-edge patch-covering are
the same for n-patch disks with mod (n,6) = 2, 3 and
4, the detailed structures of 2-edge patch-covering for
disks with mod (n,6) = 3 are different from those with
mod (n,6) = 2 and 4. Since 2-edge structures for disks
with  mod (n,6) = 2 and 4 are more open than those
for disks with mod (n,6) = 3, the x. value of the latter
is larger than that of the other two. Similarly, on the
cross lattice, since the 2-edge structures for disks with
mod (n,12) = 3 and 6 are more open than that for disks
with mod (n,12) = 4, the x. value of the latter is larger
than that of the former two.

IV. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

To summarize, we study in this work the percolation
of patchy particles which are randomly rotating on 11
Archimedean lattices in 2D. We combine MC simulations
with the recently developed critical polynomial method
to give precise estimates of the threshold values y. for
88 models, including disks with one to six patches and
spheres with one to two patches, on the 11 lattices. These
estimates are summarized in Table II. For one-patch par-
ticles, it is found that x. values on different lattices follow
the same order as p. values for site percolation on same
lattices, which implies that in this case x. is mainly in-
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FIG. 8: The percolation threshold x. versus the number of
patches on a disk n. As n increases, x. values appear in pe-
riodic ways, with the period being no = 3 for the honeycomb
lattice, no = 4 for the square lattice, ng = 6 for the trian-
gular, snub hexagonal and kagome lattices, no = 8 for the
four-eight lattice, and no = 12 for the remaining five lattices.
For each lattice, the minimum threshold value xmin appears
when mod (n,n0) = 0, and Xmin is equal to the threshold
pe of site percolation on the same lattice. Moreover, x. for
mod (n,n0) = m (0 < m < ng/2) is the same as x. for
mod (n,no) = no —m. Detailed values of x. (or p.) can be
read from Table II for mod (n,n¢) = 0, and from Tables V
and VI for mod (n,no) # 0.

fluenced by the geometry of the lattices. When there are
more symmetrically distributed patches on a particle, the
symmetry of the patches play an important role, in ad-
dition to the geometry of the lattices. The x. values on
different lattices do not follow the same order as those
for one-patch particles.

Furthermore, to explore the role of symmetry, we con-



sider x. of disks with an arbitrary number (n > 0) of
symmetrically distributed patches. By analyzing proba-
bilities of different patch-covering structures of a patchy
disk at a vertex as functions of y near the above esti-
mates of ., we give x. values for these n-patch disks
on all 11 Archimedean lattices in 2D. The x. values are
plotted in Fig. 8, in which the following rules are sum-
marized: (i) for a given lattice, x. values appear in a
periodic way, with the period ng determined by the sym-
metry of the lattice. We find that ny = 3 for the hon-
eycomb lattice, ng = 4 for the square lattice, ng = 6
for the triangular, snub hexagonal and kagome lattices,
ng = 8 for the four-eight lattice, and ng = 12 for the
remaining five lattices. (ii) the minimum threshold value
Xmin Of & lattice presents when mod (n,ng) = 0. Ac-
tually, at this condition, the model is equivalent to site
percolation on the same lattice, with ymin being equal to
the site-percolation threshold p., whose value is given in
Table II. (iii) for each lattice, x. for mod (n,ng) = m
(0 < m < ng/2) is the same as that for mod (n,ng) =
ng —m. In addition, we find that there exist other equal-
ities between x. values, such as x. values of disks with

mod (n,8) = 1 and 2 on the four-eight lattice, those of
disks with mod (n,12) = 1 and 2, and of disks with

mod (n,12) = 3 and 6, both on the cross lattice, and
those of disks with mod (n,12) = 1,2,3 and 4 on the
three-twelve lattice. The precise values of x. for n-patch
disks with mod (n,n) # 0 are summarized in Tables V
and VI.

Precise values of x. for one- and two-patch spheres are
also available in Table II. Comparing with one- and two-
patch disks, our numerical results for the spheres suggest
that changing the shape from disk to sphere dose not
affect the order of y. values for different lattices, but
does affect the values of y.. It may be interesting to
investigate . of spheres with more patches, since more
symmetries of patches are available on the sphere sur-
face. Besides, the current work can also be extended to
other lattices. One example is the Lieb lattice in 2D.
Percolation of four-patch disks on this lattice is equiv-
alent to site percolation on the same lattice. Similar
to the results in Sec. IIIB, this can be proved as the
patches on a disk either cover all neighboring edges with
probability x or cover no edge with probability 1 — x.
By MC simulations of site percolation and the critical
polynomial method, we determine the threshold value as
Xe = pe = 0.7397060(6) [31], which is much more precise
than a recent estimate 0.7396(5) [36]. It should be noted
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that site percolation on the Lieb lattice in 2D is equiv-
alent to site-bond percolation on the square lattice with
same site and bond occupation probabilities, for which
empirical formulas combined with latest threshold val-
ues of both pure bond and pure site percolation lead to
pe >~ 0.7422 [37] or p. ~ 0.7376 [38]. These values are
quite close to our estimate above.

In the above models, we assume that each particle is
randomly rotating with its center being fixed at a vertex
of the lattice. For a system in which there are inter-
actions between patchy particles, this corresponds to the
high-temperature limit of the system at full occupancy of
the lattice. Since there is no correlation between different
particles, the universality class of the percolation transi-
tions is the same as ordinary percolation in 2D. It will be
interesting to investigate the interplay of percolation and
different thermodynamic phases for patchy particles at fi-
nite temperatures on lattices in 2D [8-10], where univer-
sal properties might be different. Percolation and phase
transitions of patchy particles in continuum space in 2D
also demand more investigations [39, 40].

Finally, we note that our calculation of the probabil-
ities of different patch-covering structures of a particle
implies a new way to define the models: the “patch-
covering” structures of a particle can be regarded as dis-
crete states of a vertex, and various states of a vertex
occur with different probabilities. This transforms the
continuously rotating particle model to a discrete “spin”
model on the lattices, for which more efficient numerical
simulations may be performed. New models are obtained
if one allows the states to be different from those of the
patchy particles.
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Further simulation details. In our simulations, the vertices and edges of lattices are encoded with the aid
of square or triangular arrays, whose correspondences with the actual lattices are shown below in Figs. S1 to S11.
For each figure (except the figure for the square or triangular lattice), the plot on the left side shows the array for
encoding, and the one on the right side shows the actual lattice. On the square or triangular array, a region of size
L, x Ly is shown, whose correspondence in the actual lattice is also drawn, with the length of each edge being one.
The linear size in the main text is defined as L = L,. The number of vertices in each lattice can be calculated from L
as shown in Table S1. The number of independent samples taken for one-patch disks on the lattices are summarized
in Table S2. The simulation time consumed for each model is presented in Table S3.

More plots for estimating the thresholds values. In the main text we only show plots for estimating the
threshold value of one-patch disks on the triangular lattice. Below Figs. S12 to S19 show the intersection of Pg near
the percolation thresholds for other 87 patchy particle models. For one-patch particles, to demonstrate our estimates
of the correction exponent y;, we also make plots of P for small sizes L at the percolation thresholds, as in Figs. S20
and S21. For site percolation on the Lieb lattice in 2D, Fig. S22 demonstrates our estimates of p. = 0.739706 0(6)
and y; ~ —3.6.

Calculations for one-patch disks on the frieze lattice. Here we present details for calculating probabilities of
different patch-covering structures, for one-patch disks on the frieze lattice. The final results have already been given
in Table III of the main text. Calculations for other patchy particles on the frieze or other lattices can be performed
in a similar way.

When a one-patch disk rotates randomly at a vertex of the frieze lattice, for patch sizes x near y. = 0.672 338 8(1),
there exist only 3-edge and 4-edge patch-covering structures. There are two types of 3-edge patch-covering structures:
one type has the blank sector covering two edges at an angle of 7/2, as shown in Fig. 523 (a) and (b); and the other
type has the blank sector covering two edges at an angle of 7/6, as shown in Fig. S23 (c), (d) and (e). For the first
type, if not changing the patch-covering states of edges, the disk can rotate within an angle x31 (values of x, x; or
Xi,; are angles in units of 27), whose value can be calculated as

> w

1
X3,1:1*X*1: -X- (S1)

For the other type, if not changing the patch-covering states, the disk can rotate within another angle x32 as

1 5

:1— _— = = — . S2
X3,2 X 6 6 X ()

Thus the probability of 3-edge patch-covering structures is the summation of x; ; corresponding to Fig. S23 (a-e)
X3 = 2x31 +3x32 =4 —5x. (S3)

There are three types of 4-edge patch-covering structures: the first type has the blank sector covering edge 3 or
1, as shown in Fig. S23 (f) and (g), respectively; the second type has the blank sector covering edge 2, as shown in
Fig. S23 (h); and the last type has the blank sector covering edge 5 or 4, as shown in Fig. S23 (i) and (j), respectively.
The angles the disk can rotate without changing the patch-covering sates of edges are correspondingly given for the
three types as

1 1 7

X4,1*1+6*(1*X)*X*ﬁ, (S4)
1 1

X4,2:1><2—(1—X):X—§7 (S5)
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Thus the total probability of 4-edge structures is

X4 = 2X4,1 + xa,2 +2Xx4,3 =5X — 3. (S7)

Calculations for disks with an arbitrary number of patches. Here we present details for obtaining prob-
abilities of different patch-covering structures in Tables V and VI of the main text. We take the model of n-patch
(n being positive integers) disks on the triangular lattice as an example to illustrate the calculations, and perform
calculations on other lattices in a similar way.

For n-patch disks on the triangular lattice, we classify the particles by their values of mod (n,6) and conduct
calculation for each value of mod (n,6). For the case of mod (n,6) =1 (n = 6m + 1, with m being non-negative
integers), the assumed value of . is 0.627 765 5(2), as taken from the main text. For y near x., there are two types of
patch-covering structures, i.e. 3-edge and 4-edge structures, and it can be proved that (the 3 or 4) edges are covered
by the patches consecutively. For convenience, we label patches and edges in a counterclockwise way, as exemplified
for seven-patch disks in Fig. S24. Initially we set the right (assuming the observer stands at the disk center and faces
outwards) boundary of patch 1 at edge 1 of the lattice. When the disk rotates counterclockwise within an angle x1,
the structure always belongs to the 3-edge type; and when the disk rotates clockwise within an angle xs, the structure
always belongs to the 4-edge type. The values of x; and xs are determined as follows.

When the disk rotates counterclockwise by a small angle, for calculating x1, since initially edges 2, 3 and 4 are
being covered by the patches, the structure only changes its type if these three edges keep being covered and a new
edge (5 or 6) becomes covered. The angle between edge 5 and the nearest patch to its right side is

11—y 1
X5,right:2m'ﬁ+ i (S8)

Here 1/3 is the fraction of the disk between edge 5 and edge 1; 1/n is the fraction the disk occupied by a patch and a
neighboring blank sector, and there are 2m + 1/3 such units between edge 5 and edge 1; and (1 — x)/n is the fraction
of the disk occupied by a blank sector. We also derive the angle between edge 6 and the nearest patch to its right
side as
1 1- 1

Llox

X6,right = 1M -~ T8 (S9)

Since X6,right — Xs,right = 1/[6(6m + 1)] > 0, when the disk rotates counterclockwise, the patches cover edge 5
earlier than edge 6. If representing X ,rigne as the angle between edge k (k = 2,3,4) and the right boundary of
the patch covering the edge, in a similar way, we get X5 right < Xk,right, Which means that, when the disk rotates
counterclockwise, the patches encounter edge 5 before leaving edge k. Thus we have x1 = X5 right, and by substituting
n=06m + 1 to Eq. (S8) we get

1—x + n—1 ’ 1

1
n 3 n 3

X1 = (810)

When the disk rotates clockwise by a small angle, for calculating x2, we need consider when one of edges (2,3, 4)
becomes not covered, and ensures that this happens before any patch covers edge 5 or 6. Using calculations similar
to the above, we find that edge 4 is the first one to become uncovered, without covering of edge 5 or 6, and the value
of x2 is given by

n—1 1
XJr )

Yo = 2 (S11)

1

n 2 n 2

Starting from the initial condition above, if the disk rotates persistently in counterclockwise direction, one shall
observe changes of patch-covering structures in a periodic way: within an angle y; it belongs to the 3-edge type,
within another angle x it belongs to the 4-edge type, and this repeats six times within a total interval of 1/n, where
1/n is the angle of a patch and a blank sector. Each time the patch-covering structure changes its type, the boundary
of one patch is at an edge, and the patch is to the left or right side of the edge. These are exemplified using the
seven-patch disk in Fig. S24. After a rotation of total angle 1/n, the condition is the same as the initial condition,
except that the label of the patch is different. Thus we get the probability of 3-edge structure as

1-— n—1 1 1
X1-6-n=< nX—i— 3 ~n—3>~6-n:4—6x, (512)




and the probability of 4-edge structure as

111
X2-6-n<X+n ->.6~n6x3. (S13)

n 2 n 2

The calculations for other models are performed in a similar way. For cases of other mod (n,6) on the triangular
lattice, of mod (n,4) on the square lattice, and of mod (n,3) on the honeycomb lattice, the results are summarized
in Table S4. For the snub hexagonal and kagome lattices, the results are obtained by using intermediate results on
the triangular lattice, as shown in Tables S5 and S6, respectively. For the four-eight lattice, the results are derived
by considering patch-covering of a disk at the center of a regular octagon, as shown in Tables S7 and S8. For the
remaining five lattices, results are derived by considering patch-covering of a disk at the center of a regular dodecagon,
as shown in Tables S9 to S23.

Demonstration for symmetries between n-patch disks with mod (n,n¢) = m and ng — m. Through the
calculations of probabilities of patch-covering structures, we have proved the equality of x. values between n-patch
disks with mod (n,n9) = m (0 < m < ng/2) and ng — m on a given lattice. To understand this equality, we find
that there exist some symmetries between the patch-covering structures, as demonstrated for three regular lattices
(honeycomb, square and triangular) in Fig. S25.
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FIG. S1: Triangular lattice.
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FIG. S2: Frieze lattice.
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TABLE S1: The number of vertices of Archimedean lattices with the linear size L.

Triangular Frieze Snub square Snub hexagonal Square Ruby
L? L?/2 L? 6L%/7 L? 6L%/7
Kagome Honeycomb Four-eight Cross Three-twelve

3L%/4 L?/2 L?/2 3L7%/4 L?/3

TABLE S2: The number of independent samples taken at each patch size 6 for one-patch disks on Archimedean
lattices. For other models, the sample sizes are smaller but still being larger than or equal to 108.

Tei | L 2—16 32 —128 256
riangular
Sample size 10'° 10° 108
Fri L 4—-16 32 —128 256
rieze
Sample size 10%° 10° 108
Snub L 4—-16 32 —-64 128 — 256
nub square
Sample size 100 10° 108
L 7—-35 70 — 140 280
Snub hexagonal
Sample size 1010 10° 108
S L 2—16 32 —-128 256
quare
Sample size 10'° 10° 108
Rub L 7—14 35 — 140 280
uby
Sample size 10'° 10° 10®
K L 2—16 32 —-128 256
agome
Sample size 101 10° 108
q b L 4—32 64 — 256 512
oneycom
Sample size 10%° 10° 108
E oht L 4—32 64 — 256 512
our-eig
Sample size 100 10° 108
c L 8 —16 32— 128 256
ross
Sample size 1010 10° 108
L 6—24 48 — 192 384

Three-twelve
Sample size 1010 10° 108




TABLE S3: Simulation time for patchy particles on Archimedean lattices. The unit of time is one hour, using one
processor of an Intel Xeon Scalable Gold 6130 CPU under the hyper-threading mode.

Lattice Disk Sphere
One-patch Two-patch Three-patch Four-patch Five-patch Six-patch | One-patch Two-patch

Triangular 28276 7213 333 5906 856 2594 7308 1279
Frieze 45676 3221 2358 2179 1380 2768 1401 1149
Snub square 26817 2158 1042 459 1235 771 4086 579
Snub hexagonal | 44204 2869 2375 2912 1346 1021 6741 466
Square 38914 3982 818 2012 1025 2491 3186 1518
Ruby 48448 7251 1392 4147 1184 1311 12140 611
Kagome 29382 4825 1171 1785 648 1254 5453 345
Honeycomb 60222 1886 3429 14547 1149 1386 7381 345
Four-eight 52055 3506 531 1068 2056 1451 8403 676
Cross 16923 11950 1738 442 1136 1184 5542 278
Three-twelve 63629 1567 702 644 904 1639 17737 627




0.001 - L=g[2’ e (a)Frieze ;| L=§g —= (b)Snub square L=§‘5’ " (c)Snub hexagonal
128 0.001F 64 R 0.001F 70 R
256 o 128 140
0.0005 | ] 256 —o— 280 —o—
0.0005 | 1 0.0005 R
[aa)]
oF 0 = ) 2
= B
-0.0005 | -0.0005 | 1 -0.0005 | 1
2.11220 2.11221 2.11222 2.11223 2.11223 2.11224 2.11225 2.16306 2.16307 2.16308
0001 L=§g = (d)Square | Lzéfé "7 (e)Ruby 0.001 F Lzég T (HKagome A
: 64 0.001F 7 ] 64
128 140 128
| 256 o 280 o 0.0005 256 ro—i i
0.0005 0.0005 R
m — =
Q‘ 0 — 2 0 T — @
-0.0005 R
-0.0005 F 4 -0.0005 b
-0.001 I I L I I I I I I
2.241343 2.241353 2.241363 2.30873 2.30874 2.30875 2.34120 2.34121 2.34122
T T ; 0.001 T T
! ! ! . L=16 —e— .
0.001 L gf, ~~ (g)Honeycomb | 0.001 | 242; . (h)Four-eight | | 320 ()Cross
128 128 64
256 | 256 —— 1 0.0005} 128 1
512 o 0.0005F 575 ///% 256 1o
0.0005 R = 5
m 0
o — U .
Lo -0.0005 |- 1 =
O g
-0.001 4 -0.0005 E
-00005 - | L] 1 | ! | | |
2.56134 2.56135 2.56136 2.59812 2.59813 2.59814 2.624695  2.624705 < 2.624715
6 0.0004 | L=§§ e G)‘Three—twelvé ] 6
0.0002 | R
m 0
-0.0002 1
-0.0004 R

2.70017 2.70018 2.70019

0

FIG. S12: Intersection plots for one-patch disks on different lattices. The vertical dashed lines show the estimated
threshold values 6.
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FIG. S13: Intersection plots for one-patch spheres on different lattices. The vertical dashed lines show the estimated
threshold values 6.
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FIG. S14: Intersection plots for two-patch disks on different lattices. The vertical dashed lines show the estimated
threshold values 6.
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FIG. S15: Intersection plots for two-patch spheres on different lattices. The vertical dashed lines show the estimated

threshold values 6.
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TABLE S4: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the
triangular, square and honeycomb lattices.

Lattice mod (n,ng) Type Probability
1 -1 1 1
3-edge ( X, n ~f—7>~n~674—6x
1 n 3 n 3
bedge (X4 P2 L L) 66y —3
n 2 n 2
2-edge (17X+2n71 l72>-n-3:273)<
9 n 3 n 3
4-edge z+2n—1,172 n-3=3x—-1
n 3 n 3
3edge — X .p2=2_2
Triangular 3 -eage n nea= X
o =0 1 31 1
6-edge Z - — X n-2=2x—1
6 6 n n
1-— -1 1 1
2-edge ( x+n .,_,>.n.3:2—3x
4 n 3 n 3
-1 1
4-edge (K—&—n -7—7)-n-3—3x—1
n 3 n 3
3-edge <1_X+2n_1-1—2>~n~6:4—6x
5 n 3 n 3
-1 1
deedge (X 4+ 2.2 ). n.6=6y—3
n 2 n 2
2-edge <l—x+n—1 l71)~n~4:3f4x
1 n 4 n 4
3-edge X+n_1 1.1 n-4d=4x -2
n 2 n 2
g-edge X .p.2-2_2
Square 9 -edee n T X
o =4 1 2 1 1
4-edge S e 2 —X ‘m-2=2xy—1
4 4 n n
2-edge (1_X+3n_1-l—§)~n-4=3—4x
3 n 4 n 4
-1 1 1
3edge [(X+ 2 =) nd=4y—2
n 2 n 2
1-x
2-edge n-3=3-3x
1 n
X, 2n—2 1 2 _
Honeycomb 3-edge <E+ 3 273 n-3=3x—2
TLO:3
T-x
2-edge -n-3=3—-3x
9 n

3-edge (%4-”_2.1_1).”.3:3)(_2
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TABLE S5: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the
snub hexagonal lattice. The period is ng = 6.

mod (n,ng9) Type On the triangular lattice On the snub hexagonal lattice
4 10
3-ed 5—6x) = =——4
edge (6-6x) =5 4
1 l1-x n—-1 1 1 2 5 5
4-ed o) n-6=5— _ i 4.2 =3y -2
edge ( —t % . "6) " 6=5-—6x (5—6x) 6+(6x ) 5 3x 3
1 n—-11 1-y 1 2
—ed z - n-6=6y —4 4 D=y 2
5-edge (3 3 " " ) n-6 =6y (6x )6 X-3
2 2
1-ed 2-3\v)- 2 =2 _
edge 2-30)-5g=3-x
1 n-2 1 ¥ 4 4
2-ed - X)) .p.3=2-3 2-3y) = =--2
) ease <3 3 n n) " X (2=39 5 =35~
4 2
3-ed 3v—1)- = =2v — =
edge Bx-1) z=2x—3
x n—2 1 1 2 1
4-ed AL e - 2).p3=3v—1 B R
edge <n+ 5 . 6) n-3=3x Bx-1) c=X"3
3
2-edge (2—2x)-6:1—x
1—
3-edge Xpn.2=2-2y (2—2x)%:1—x
3 n
6
5-edge (2X71)~6:2X71
6-edge <5+"_3-1—1>-n-2:2x—1
n 6 n_ 6
2 2
1-ed 2-3v) -2 =2 —
edge 2-3x) 5=3~x
1 n—-4 1 ¥ 4 4
2-ed - X)) .p.3=2-3 2-3y) ==--2
. edge (6 6 n n) n X 2-3x) =32
4 2
3-ed 3y —1):- = =2v — =
edge Bx-1) z=2x—3
x n—1 1 1 2 1
4-ed X = —Z)n-3=3x—1 3x—1) -2 =x—=
edge <n+ T 5 3> n X Bx-1) z=x-3
4 10
3-ed 5-6y) - =——4
edge (6-6x) =35 4
5 1 n-5 1 ¥ 2 5 5
d-ed Z_ X)) n.6=5— _ i —4). 2 =3y -2
edge (6 R R 6=5—6x (5—16x) 6+(6x )6 3x 3
x, n-2 1 _1 — Gy — gy o 2
5-edge <n+ 3 n 3) n-6=~6x—4 (6x —4) G=X"3
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TABLE S6: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the

kagome lattice. The period is ng = 6. The 2-edge structure for
27/3, while that for

mod (n,6) = 3 has the two edges at an angle of
mod (n,6) =2 or 4 has the two edges in a straight line.

mod (n,no)  Type On the triangular lattice On the kagome lattice
2 5
2-ed 5—6y)-===—2
edge (6-6x) =3~ 2x
4 4 2
3-edge (5-6x)- =+ (6x—4) ===
1 6 6 3
1-x n—-1 1 1 2 4
4-ed ——= ] n-6=5-6 6x—4) - = =2x— =
ege(n+6n6)n X (Bx—4)-c=2x—3
bedge (S-"=t. L 12X 66y —4
3 3 n n
4
2-edge (373)()«6:272)(
1-— 2
2 4-edge X ‘n-3=3-3x (3—3x)-7+(3x—2)-§:2x—1
n 6 6
1 n-2 1 1-x
6-ed = — C= = -3=3x—2
eTse (6 6 n n ) X
6
2-edge (2—2X)~6:2—2X
I1-x
3-edge ‘n-2=2-2x
n
3
6
4-edge (2X71)~6:2X71
6-edge X—i—n_?’-l—} n-2=2xy—1
n 6 n_ 6
4
2-edge (3—3x) 6:2—2)(
1-— 2
4 4-edge Xln-3:373x (3—13x) 6+(3x72)-g:2)(71
-4 1 1
6-edge K—i—n —==]-n-3=3x—-2
n 6 n_ 6
2 5
2-ed 5—6 —=--2
edge (5-6x) =3~ 2x
4 4
3-edge (5-6x) =+ (6x—4)- ===
5 6 6
1 n-5 1 ¥ 2 4
4-ed = — ——=)-6=5-6 6x—4) - = =2x— =
edge (6 e n) X (6x —4) z=2x—3
-2 1 1
5-edge (X—i—n 7—7>-6:6x—4
n 3
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TABLE S7: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the
four-eight lattice. The period is ng = 8. For intermediate results on the regular octagon, the patch disk is placed at
the center of the octagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the octagon. This table
should be read together with Table S8.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular octagon On the four-eight lattice
6 3
2-edge (7—8x)-§+(8x—6)~§:3—3x
2 5
3-edge (7T—8x)- =+ 8x—6)-—=3x—2
1 8 8
1-— -1 1 1
6-edge X =2 2 ) p.8=7-8y
n 8 n 8
1 n—-11 1—x -
T-edge (1_ 1 - - )n 8=8x—6
6
2-edge (4 —4x) §:3—3X
2 8
3-edge (4—4x) - =+ (Ax—3)--=3x—2
9 8 8
l-x
6-edge - ‘n-4=4—4x
8-edge 1 n-21 1-x n-4d=4x -3
8 8 n n
2
1-edge (7—8x) gzg_zx
2 3 1
2-ed 7—8 - 8 —6) - - =x—=
edge (7T=8x) g +Bx—6) g =x—3
3 ] _ 4 _g.2-,_1
3-edge (7—8x) 8+(8x 6) S =X
b-edge (X 3L 1 8Y e 7 gy
n 8 n 8
Tedge (X473 1 1) o g—8y 6
n 4 n 4
4
1-edge (2—-2x) gzl—X
4
2-edge (2—-2x) §:1—X
4 8
3-edge 2x—1) §:2X*1
1-x
4-edge —=-n-2=2-2x
n
8-edge (K+n_4~% l)-71-2:2)(—1
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TABLE S8: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the
four-eight lattice. The period is ng = 8. For intermediate results on the regular octagon, the patch disk is placed at
the center of the octagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the octagon. This table
should be read together with Table S7.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular octagon On the four-eight lattice
1-edge (7_8X)'§*£—2X
2 3 1
2-ed T—-8) -2+ (8y —6) - = =y — =
edge (T=8) g +(Bx—6) g =x—3
5 § 8y 2 .0y L
3-edge (7—8x) 8—|—(8X 6) s X3
Gedge (2—3n=T . 1_X) ., g5-7_gy
8 8 n o on
Tedge (-1 1 17X}, g5_g_¢
4 4 n n
6
2-edge (4 —4x) §:3—3x
2 8
3-edge (4—4x) =+ M@Ux—3)--=3x—2
6 8 8
T-x
6-edge ‘n-4=4—14y
n
8-edge <K+n_6~171> n-4=4x—3
n 8 n 8
6 3
2-edge (7—8x) §+(8x—6)-§:3—3x
2 5
3-edge (7T—8x) = +@Bx—6)-—-=3x—2
7 8 8
6-edge (17”_7&7&)%-8:778;(
8 8 n o on
T-edge (KJF”_?’ 171>-n-8:8x76
n 4
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TABLE S9: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the

frieze lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is placed at
the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the dodecagon. This
table should be read together with Tables S10 and S11.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular dodecagon On the frieze lattice
3-edge O—12)) - > 4 (12y—8)- = —4—5
g X 12 X 12 - X
4 9
4-edge (9—-12x) - — +(12x —8)-— =5x—3
1 12 12
1-— -1 1 1
8-edge X =2 2 2 p12=9—12y
4 n 4
9edge (Lol L 17X\ 0193
3 3 n n
2-edge (4—6x)~ﬁ:2—3x
3-edge (4—6x)-—+(6x—3)-ézx
12 12
2 4-edge (6x—3)-1—2:2x—1
6-edge 1_X+n_2-l71 ‘n-6=4-06x
6 n 6
gedge (L2 1_ 17X} . 6_6y—3
4 4 n n
6 3
2- —dy) —==-2
edge B-4x) 5 =35~
3-edge B-dy)- O yay—2. 01
& X T 1272
4-edge Ax—2)- == _1
-edg X 12—X 2
3
5-edge Ux—2)- == 1
g X 12—X 2
l1-x n-3 1 1
. 2~ ).n.4=3—-14
G-edge ( 12 n 12) nod=3-dx
— 1 1
9-edge (X n-3.1 7)-71-4:4)(—2
n 6 n 6
8 4
led 2 — 22
edge 2-3x) 5 =3~ %
2-edge Bx—-1) == 1
g X 12—X 3
4 2
, 9 _ 2 _c_
3-edge 2-3x) 5 =3 X
1 n—-4 1 ¥ 2
4-ed = 2o X) n3=2— T A
ese (6 6 n n) 3 3x Bx =133 =23
x,n-4 1 1 — 3y
8-edge (n+ 12 n 12) ne3=3x -1
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TABLE S10: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the

frieze lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is placed at

the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the dodecagon. This
table should be read together with Tables S9 and S11.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular dodecagon On the frieze lattice
4
1-edge (8—12x)~12—2:§—2x
3 4 1
Z-edge (8—12X)'E+(12X—7)'E:X—§
2 2 1
4 4 1
5 d-edge (8—12x) - 55 +(12x~7) ;3 = 3
1 2 1
S-edge (B=120) 5 +(2x-7) 5 =x—3
T-edge (1—"_2~1—5>.n.12=8—1zx
3 3 non
1 n—-5 1 1-x
: - oI T X) 12 =12y —
8-edge (12 o = - ) n x—7
1-edge (272x)-£:17)<
12
4-edge (2—2)~£*1—
g X 2 X
12
6 5-edge (2x—1)-==2y—1
12
6-edge (17X>~n~2:2—2x
n
x, n-61_1 9y
12-edge (nJr 5 . 12) n-2=2xy—1
2 4
1-edge (8—12x)~ﬁ:§—2x
3 4 1
2-edge (8—12X)'E+(12X—7)'E:X—§
2 2 1
4 4 1
7 4-edge (8—12x) 55 +(12x~7) ;3= 3
1 2 1
5-edge (8_12X)'E+(12X—7)'E:X—5
1-— -1 1 1
7-edge X o2 2 2)n12=8—12y
n 3 n 3

— 1 1
8-edge K—Fn [NE -n-12=12x -7
n n 12
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TABLE S11: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the
frieze lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is placed at
the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the dodecagon. This
table should be read together with Tables S9 and S10.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular dodecagon On the frieze lattice
8 4
1-edge (2_3X).E_§_2X
4 1
2 B e
edge Bx-1)-5=x"3
8 4 2
. 9 _ S
3-edge 2-3x) 5 =3~X
1 n—8 1 x 8 2
4-ed - X)) p3=2- —1) = =2y— %
ccee (12 12 'n n) 3 o Bx-brp =g
8-edge X+n_2-l 1 ‘n-3=3x—-1
n 6 n 6
6 3
2- —4y) —=2_29
edge B=4x) 5 =35 2
3-edge Bty > pay—2. 21
8 X TUEX 12
4-edge (4X*2)‘i:><*1
9 12 2
3 1
5-edge (4x—2)~ﬁ—x—§
1 n—9 1 ¥
. - _ X)) p.4=3-14
6-edge (12 o n n) n 3 —4x
9-edge K—&—n_g-l—l n-4d=4x—2
n 6 n 6
6
2-edge (4—6x) —=2—-3x
12
3-edge (4—6 )-£+(6 —3)-§*
g X 12 X 12—X
10 4
4-edge (6x—3)- —=2x—-1
12
6-edge I n-4 1 x ‘n-6=4—06x
6 6 n n
-2 1 1
Sedge (X+2"2.2_2).n.6=6y—3
n 4 n 4
3-edge (9-12 ).§+(12 —8). —~=4-5
g X 12 X 12 - X
4
4-edge (9—-12x) - — +(12x —8) - — =5y —3
11 12 12
gedge [(+-"=3.1_ XY}, 09 12y
4 4 n o n
9edge (X421 1) 10193
n 3 n 3
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TABLE S12: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the

snub square lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is
placed at the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the

dodecagon. This table should be read together with Tables S13 and S14.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular dodecagon On the snub square lattice
3-edge (9—-12 )‘é—i-(l? —8)~3*4—5
g X 12 X 12 X
4 9
4-edge (9—-12x) - —+(12x—8)-— =5x—3
1 12 12
1- -1 1 1
8-edge x+n === n-12=9—-12x
n 4 n 4
9-edge ER e S D e O I PR v
3 3 n n
2-edge (4—-6 )~£*2—3
g X 12~ X
3-edge (4 —6x) E-i-(6 —3) 8
g X 12 X 12—X
4
2 4-edge (6x—3)- —=2x—-1
12
6-edge 1 nz2 1 X ‘n-6=4-06x
3 3 n o n
-2 1 1
8-edge X s . 2)n6=6x—3
n 4 n 4
6 3
2- —dy) —==-2
edge B-4x) 5 =35~ %
3-edge Body)- O 4 (dx—2) 2 —1-
g X 12 X 12 = X
3 ) _oy. 2 g 3
4-edge (4x —2) 12—3)( 3
1 n—-3 1 ¥ .
6-edge (Z_ 1 -E—;)-n-4—3 4x
— 1 1
9-edge X—&—n 3.7_7 n-4=4x -2
n 6 n_ 6
8
3-edge (3-3x)—==2-2x
12
4 4 1
8 4
5-edge Bx—12) E_2X_§
4

8-edge (%)-n-SzS—SX

-4 1 1
12-edge (X—&-n -7—7)-71-3:3)(—2
n 6
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TABLE S13: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the

snub square lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is
placed at the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the

dodecagon. This table should be read together with Tables S12 and S14.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular dodecagon On the snub square lattice
1 2
0-edge (8—12X).E_§_X
l-edge B—12x) 2 4+ (12¢—T7) = = &
& AT X 1276
2-edge B—12¢) = +(12y—7) = = 1
& AR X 126
3-edge B—12x)- 2+ (12¢—T7)- = = L
5 8 AT X 126
4-edge B—12x) 2 +(12¢—T7) = = &
8 AT X 1276
5-edge (B-12¢) — 4+ (12y—T7) & =y 1
g X 15 X 5 =X~ 3
7T-edge 1on=2 1 XY 2 —8-12y
3 3 n n
1 n—5 1 1—x .
8-edge <Ef o n n )-n~12f12x 7
2-ed 2_-92v) — =1—
edge ( X) 13 X
3-ed 2-2y) — =1-—
edge ( X) 15 X
6 5-edge 2x—1)- 2 9y 1
12
1-x
6-edge ‘n-2=2-2x
n
x,n=6 1 1Y) o
12-edge <n + o n 12) n-2=2xy—1
1 2
: —12y) . — = 2 _
0-edge (8 X) 15 5 X
1-edge B—12x)- 2 4+ (12¢—-T7)- 2 = L
& AT’ X 126
9-edge B—12x)- 2 4+ (12¢—T7)- = = L
8 AT X 126
3-edge B—12x) 2 +(12¢—T7) = = &
. 8 AT X 126
d-edge B—12¢) =+ (12y—-7) = = 1
& AT X 126
5-edge B—12x) > 4 (12— T) =y L
8 AT’ X 12 X3
7-edge Lox n=t Loy o m g 19y
n 3 n 3
8-edge <X+"1_27 l—i> n-12=12y -7
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TABLE S14: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the

snub square lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is
placed at the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the

dodecagon. This table should be read together with Tables S12 and S13.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular dodecagon On the snub square lattice
3-edge (3—3)~8*2—2
g X) 13 =2-2x
4 4 1
4- _ . —9). = — =
edge (3 —3x) 12+(3X ) 23
8 8 4
. —92). 2 =92y — =
5-edge (3x ) 12 X—3
1-x
8-edge ‘n-3=3-3x
n
X, n=-8 1 13 a_3 _
12-edge <n + o n 12> n-3=3x—2
6 3
2- —4 =—=2
edge B-4x) 5 =35~ %
3-edge (Body)- O 4 (dy—2) > —1-
& Mg X 12X
9 i _y. Y 4 3
4-edge (4x —2) 12—3)( 5
1 n—9 1 ¥ _
6-edge <E_ B .E_ﬁ).n.4_3 4x
9-edge K—l—n_3~l—1 n-4=4x—-2
n 6 n_ 6
6
2-edge (4 —6x) =2-3x
12
3-edge (A—6x)- 2 4 (6x—3) = =
& X TOX 12~ X
10 4
4-edge (6x —3) =2x—1
12
1 -4 1
6-edge = n oo X ‘n-6=4-—06x
6 6 non
-2 1 1
8-edge (K—i—n -f—f)-n-Gzﬁx—?)
n 4 n 4
3-edge 9—12x) = +(12y—8) - > —4—5
g X 12 X 2= X
4 9
4-edge (9—-12x) - =+ (12x—8)-— =5x—3
11 12 12
1 — 1
8-edge <f—" 3-7—5)%-12:9—12;(
4 4 n n
-2 1 1
9-edge (K—i—n -f—f)-n-12:12x—8
n 3
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TABLE S15: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the

ruby lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is placed at

the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the dodecagon. This
table should be read together with Tables S16 and S17.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular dodecagon On the ruby lattice
4 1 7
2-edge (9—12x)~ﬁ+(12x—8)~ﬁ—§—3x
8 10 2
- —12x) - — 4+ (12¢ —8) - = =2y — =
3-edge (9 =120 15+ (12x = 8) - 15 = 2x — 3
1 1 2
4- 12y —8) - — =y — =
edge (12x=8)- 5 =x—3
8-edge <1_X+n_1'1*1)~n~12:9712x
n 4 n 4
9-edge (17"_1-171_9‘)%.12:12;(78
3 3 n n
4 5
2- — L =2_9
edge (5—6x) 75 =3~ 2x
8 4 2
- — L2 —4). = ==
3-edge (5=6x) 5+ (6x—4) 5 =3
2 ) .8 5 4
4-edge (6x —4) 12—2)( 3
1-x n—-2 1 1 _
8-edge (n B ~E—E>-n-6—5 6x
-2 1 1
10-edge K—&—n -2 ) n-6=6y—4
n 3 n 3
6 3
1- —4y). =2 _29
edge (34 15 =5 — 2
3 1
2-edge (4X72).E_X,5
6 6 1
3-ed 3—4x) —+(Ux—2) — = =
) edge B-4) 5 +Ux-2) 5 =3
3 1
4- Iy —2) . = =y — =
edge x—-2) 5 =x—3
1 n-3 1 ¥ _
6-edge (Z_ 1 -E—E)-ndlf?; 4x
9-edge X+n73,l,1 n-4d=4x -2
n 6 n 6
2-edge (3_3).§72_2
g X 12~ X
4 12
4-edge B3-3x)- =+0Bx—-2)-—==2x—-1
4 12 12
1-X
8-edge - ‘n-3=3-3x

X
12-ed A .- _Z).n-3= —9
edge <n+ 6 6) n-3=3x
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TABLE S16: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the
ruby lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is placed at
the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the dodecagon. This
table should be read together with Tables S15 and S17.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular dodecagon On the ruby lattice
2 3
1-edge (9—12x)~ﬁ—§—2x
4 5 1
2 —12x) — + (12— 8) — =y — =
edge (O—12x) 5+ (12x —8) - 5 =x— 3
2 2 1
3-ed 9—-12x) - — 12y —8) - — = =
- edge ( X) ptU2x-8) -5 =¢
4 5 1
1-— -1 1 1
8-edge ( x+n .f_,>.n.12:9—12x
n 4 n 4
-2 1 1
9-edge Xyn=2 2 2} p.12=12y -8
n 3 n_ 3
12
2-edge (2—-2x) - —=2-2x
12
4-edge (2)(71)-2:2)(71
12
6
1-x
6-edge ‘n-2=2-2x
n
Xy n=6 1 1Y o o _
12-edge <n+ o n 12) n-2=2y—1
2 3
1- —12x)  —==-—-2
edge O—-12x) - 5 =5 — 2
4 5 1
2 2 1
3-ed 9—-12x) - — 12y —8) - — = =
_ edge ( X) g t2x=8) -5 =¢
4 5 1
4- —12x) - — 12y —8)- — =x— =
edge (O—12x) - 5+ (12x = 8) - 5 =x—3
8-edge (1—"*3-1—5)%-12:9—12)(
4 4 non
9-edge I on=b 1 12X) 912y —3
3 3 n n
12
2-edge 3-3x)-—=2—-2x
12
12
4-edge (3—3x)~£+(3x—2)-—:2x—1
] 12 12
I-x
8-edge - ‘n-3=3—-3x

n—8

X
12-ed =
eage (n * 12
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TABLE S17: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the

ruby lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is placed at

the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the dodecagon. This
table should be read together with Tables S15 and S16.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular dodecagon On the ruby lattice
1-edge (3 —4x) - % — g —2x
2-edge (4X—2)'1%=X—%
; B-cdge (B-ax) 5+ (X -2 5 =3
4-edge (4X*2)‘%:X*%
6-edge <%—n1_29~%—%)~n~4:3—4x
9-edge <%+ng3~%—é>-n-4=4x—2
2-edge (5 —6%) - % = g —2x
-edge (5-6x) 15+ (6x—4) 15 = 2
10 4-edge (6x —4) - 1% =2y — %
8-edge (%—"I;O %—%) - 6=5—6y
10-edge <%+ng4~%—é)-n-6—ﬁx—4
2-edge (9712X)~%+(12X78)-%:gf3x
3-edge (9—12x)-%+(12x—8)~£:2x—§
1 4-edge (12x — 8) - %2 =y— %

8-edge (1 _n-3,

9-edge <X + n—2 .

)~n-12:9—12x

I
S

S|—= 3l

Wik 3 X

)~n~12:12x78
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TABLE S18: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the

cross lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is placed at

the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the dodecagon. This
table should be read together with Tables S19 and S20.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular dodecagon On the cross lattice
2-edge (11—12¢) - 2 4 (12— 10)- = =33
g X 12 X 12~ X
6 9
3-edge (11—-12x) - —+(12x —10)- — =3x —2
1 12 12
l1-x n—-1 1 1
10- S =) n12=11-12
0-edge (n + 2 5 12) n X
leedge (L-m=L 1 12X) 919y 10
6 6 n n
6
2-edge (6 —6x) — =3—3x
12
12
3-edge (6= 6x) - > 4 (6y —5) - 22 =3y —2
9 12 12
1-x
10-edge - -n-6=06—06y
1 n—2 1 1-—x .
1-edge (4—4)~i*1—
g X 12~ X
2-edge (4—4)-3—1—
g X 12 - X
3 6 12
. 4—4y) —+(4x—3) = =2y—1
3-edge (=205 +Ux=3) 5 =2
T-x
9-edge —= ) n-4=4—-4x
n
12-edge KJrn_?)~lf1 n-4=4x -3
n 4 n 4
1-edge (3-13x) i—1—
g X 12~ X
2-edge 3-3x) i—1—
g X 12 = X
4 i a4 gy 12,
3-edge (3—13x) 12+(3x 2) 12—2)( 1

1—
8-edge (T) -n-3=3-—3x

12-edge (K +
n
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TABLE S19: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the

cross lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is placed at

the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the dodecagon. This
table should be read together with Tables S18 and S20.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular dodecagon On the cross lattice
2 1 11
1-edge (10—12x)~5+(12x—9)~ﬁ—ﬁ—x
5 4 7
2- 10—-12y) - — + (12y —9) - — = = —
edge (10 X) 12+( x—9) o5 X
5 5 7 13
. 10-12Y) — + (12Y - 9) - — =2y — —
3-edge (10—12x) - 75+ (12x = 9) - 35 = 2x — |5
9-edge I _on=5 1 X)) 12— 10-12y¢
6 6 n o n
l-edge (1-n=l 1 _1=2x) 019y 9
4 4 n n
1-edge (2_2).2_1_
g X 12 - X
2-edge (2_2).£_1_
g X 12 X
6 3-edge (2)(71)-2:2)(71
12
I-x
6-edge ‘n-2=2-2x
n
X, n=6 1 1) o g
12-edge <n + o 5 12) n-2=2xy—1
2 1 11
1- 10-12)) — +(12¢ = 9) - — = — —
edge (10-12y) - 5 +(12x=9) - 5 = 15 — X
5 4 7
2-edge (10-12x) - 15+ (12x = 9) - ;5 = 5 — X
7 ) 12y 2 _g). Lo, _13
3-edge (10 — 12x) 12—1—(12)( 9) 12—2)( B
1 -1 1 1
9-edge <7X—|—n -*—7>-n-12:10—12x
6 n 6
— 1 1
10-edge (X473 1 1) 102190
4 n 4
1-edge (3,3).i_1,
g X 12 - X
2-edge (3 —3x) ifl_
g X 12 - X
8
- - = —2). = =2y—1
3-edge (3=3x) 15+ Bx—2) 35 =2
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TABLE S20: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the
cross lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is placed at
the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the dodecagon. This
table should be read together with Tables S18 and S19.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular dodecagon On the cross lattice
1-edge (4_4).371_
g X 2= X
2-edge (4_4).i_1_
g X 12 - X
9 6 12
- A—4x) — + 4y —3) = =2y —1
3-edge ( X) 12+(X 3) 12 X
I—x
9-edge ‘n-4=4-—4x
n
x n-9 1 13\, _
12-edge (n + 2 n 12> n-4=4x—-3
6
2-edge (6 —6x) - — =3—3x
12
12
3-edge (6—-6x) —=+(6x—5)-—==3x—2
12
10
I-x
10-edge ” ‘n-6=06—06x
x n-101 1) o6
12-edge <n+ B n T 12 n-6=6x—>5
2-edge (11-12)) - 2 4 (12— 10)- = —3_3
& X 1g X 12”77
6 9
3-edge (I1-12x) - — + (12x —10) - —= =3x — 2
11 12 12
1 n—11 1 x o
9-edge (127 D -gfg)-n-w—ll 12x
l-edge (X475 1 1) 11210
n 6 n 6
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TABLE S21: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the

three-twelve lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is

placed at the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the
dodecagon. This table should be read together with Tables S22 and S23.

mod (n,ng)

Type On the regular dodecagon

On the three-twelve lattice

6
2-edge (11 —-12x) - 15 + (12x — 10) - 75 =3 = 3x
3-edge (11 —12y) - o + (12x — 10) - 9 _ 3x —2
1 12 12
1-x n—-1 1 1 _
10-edge ( ” D ~gfﬁ)-n-12—11 12
1 -1 1 1-—
leedge (-~ 2 27X} . p.12=12y-10
6 6 n n
2-edge (6—6x)~%:3—3x
12
3-edge (6—6x)~ﬁ+(6x—5)-ﬁ:3x—2
2
10-edge (1;X>.n.6:6—6x
1 n—2 1 1-—x .
12-edge (ﬁi o n T h )-n-GfGX 5
9
2-edge (4—4x)-E:3—3x
3 12
3-edge (4—4x)~ﬁ+(4x—3)~E:3x—2
3
9-edge <1;X).n.4:4—4x
12-edge X—i—;g-l—l ‘n-4=4x—3
n 4 n 4
12
2-edge (373)()-5:373)(
12
3-edge (3)(72)-5:3)(72
4
1—
8-edge ( X)~n~3:373x
n
12-edge X+n_4~1—1 ‘n-3=3x—2
n 6 n 6
2 11
l-edge (11_12X)'E:€_2X
2 2 1
2-edge (11—12x)-ﬁ+(12x—10)~ﬁ:6
1
5 3-edge (11— 12y) - 1% + (12x — 10) - % =2y —1
X  Sm—-1 1 5
10- =X o2 ) n12=11-12
0-edge < D T 12) " X
Heedge (X425 1 1) o129y —10
n 6 n 6
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TABLE S22: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the

three-twelve lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is
placed at the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the

dodecagon. This table should be read together with Tables S21 and S23.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular dodecagon On the three-twelve lattice
1-edge (2—2)‘2*1—
g X) 5 =1-x
2-edge (2—2)-£—1—
g X 12~ X
12
6 3-edge (2x—1) = =2y—1
12
6-edge (1_X>-n-2:272x
n
x n-61_ 1Y _
12-edge (n + = 12) n-2=2xy—1
1- 11-12y) = = — —2
edge ( X)13=75
2 2 1
2- 11 —-12x) - — 12y —10) - — = =
edge ( X) 5t (U2x-10)- 5 =¢
7 ] 12y B _10). 9 5
3-edge (11 —12x) 12+(12x 10) 12—2)( 1
5 Sn—11 1 3
10-edge (E_ B -E—E>-n-12—11 12x
1 -1 1 1-—
lleedge (- -2, 2 27X) . 5.12 =12y - 10
6 6 n n
12
2-edge (B3-3x)-—==3-3x
12
12
4-edge Bx—2)-—==3x—-2
12
8
1-x
8-edge -n-3=3-—3x
n
X, n-8 1 1N o o
12-edge (n + 1 - 12) n-3=3xy—2
2 4—4y) — =3—
edge ( X) 5 3—3x
12
3-edge 4—4x) - =+ M@x—-3)-—==3x—2
9 12 12
1-x
9-edge ‘n-4=4—4y
n
X,yn=9 1 1N oy
12-edge (n + 1 - 12) n-4=4yxy—3
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TABLE S23: Probabilities of different patch-covering structures for patch sizes x near x., for n-patch disks on the
three-twelve lattice. The period is ng = 12. For intermediate results on the regular dodecagon, the patch disk is
placed at the center of the dodecagon and its patches cover edges connecting the center and vertices of the
dodecagon. This table should be read together with Tables S21 and S22.

mod (n,ng) Type On the regular dodecagon On the three-twelve lattice
6
2-edge (6 —6x) - — =3—3x
12
12
3-edge (6—6x)-£+(6x—5)~—:3x—2
12 12
10
L—X
10-edge - ‘n-6=6—06x
X, n-10 1 1 — 6y —
12-edge (n+ D w12 n-6=6x—>5
2-edge (11-12¢) - 2 4 (12— 10)- = =33
g X 12 X 2= X
6 9
3-edge (11—-12x) - — + (12y — 10) - — =3y — 2
11 12 12
1 n—11 1 x
- - 2o X)) n12=11-12
O-edge (12 12 n n) " X
n—>5

10-edge (X + LoDy 2= 12v—10
n 6 n 6




(a) Honeycomb

mod(n,3)=1

(b) Square

mod(n,4)=1

(¢) Triangular

mod(n,6)=1

mod(n,6)=2

(2—edge)

mod(n,3)=2

mod(n,4)=3

41

(2—edge)
L
7
1 I
7n Xgi%—ﬁ (3-edge)
mod(n,6)=5
(3—edge)
1-X 1 >
L TR B
0 =
Tk 1
7n XA:F_E (4—edge)
mod(n,6)=4
. Tix_1
Xsi= T n  3n
(4—edge) (2edge)

FIG. S25: Plots demonstrating symmetries between n-patch disks with mod (n,n¢) = m and ng — m. The angles

x; for i-edge patch-covering structures are from expressions in Table S4.



