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Abstract

We study necessary conditions for the existence of latifiog$ of R" by quasi-
crosses. We prove non-existence results, and focus ircpkntion the two small-
est unclassified shapes, tf& 1, n)-quasi-cross and th@, 2, n)-quasi-cross. We
show that for dimensiorns < 250, apart from the known constructions, there are
no lattice tilings ofR” by (3, 1, n)-quasi-crosses except for ten remaining cases,
and no lattice tilings oR" by (3,2, n)-quasi-crosses except for eleven remaining
cases.
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1. Introduction

Problems involving tilings ofR” by clusters of cubes have a long history, as
is evident from the early work of Minkowski [10]. In this caxt, let

Q={(x1,..., %) |0<x; < 1,x; € R}

denote theinit cube which, we shall also say, entered at the originA translate
of the cube by a vectar € IR” is the set

e+Q={e+x|xecQ},
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and acluster of cubess a union of disjoint translates of cubes
C=¢+Q={e+Qlecf},

for some& C R".

A set of disjoint translates df is called apackingof R" by C. If the union
of the translates is the entire spdR&, we say it is diling. If the set of translates
forming the packing (tiling) forms an additive subgroup@f, we shall say it is
a latticel packing (lattice tiling).

Several types of clusters have been considered in the pdst. tiio most
studied clusters are th&, n)-crossand the(k, n)-semi-cross The (k, n)-cross is
defined by the following set of translates

Eaross = {ig; € R" | i € [=k,k],j € [n]}

wherea,b] = {a,a+1,...,b} C Z, [a] is short for[1,a], andeg; is thej-th
standard unit vector. That is, (&, n)-cross contains a center cube, and arms of
lengthk cubes in the positive and negative directions along each axcontrast,
the (k, n)-semi-cross has arms only in the positive direction andfimee by

Esemi—cross = {ZE] € R" | (S [O/ k]/] € [1’1]}

Packings (lattice and non-lattice) Bf* by crosses and semi-crosses were stud-
ied by Stein|[14], and Hickerson and Stein [6]. For an excelseirvey the reader
is referred tol[15]. We also note that®, n)-cross is also a Lee sphere of radius
1. Apart from radiusl or dimensior2, the non-existence of tilings d” by Lee
spheres is a long-standing conjecture by Golomb and Weldls¢¢ [11!| O, 8,/3],
as well as the more recent [7] for a survey on the currentstatthe conjecture).
Motivated by an application to error-correcting codes fon+volatile memo-
ries, Schwartz [12] suggested a generalization of bothtb&scand semi-cross to
a shape called th ., k_, n)-quasi-crosslefined by the set of translations

gquasi—cross = {iE]' € R" | S [_k—1k+]/j = [Vl]} :

Namely, in a(k+, k_, n)-quasi-cross the center cube has arms of lehgtm the
positive direction, and arms of lengkh in the negative direction (see Figlre 1).
Thus, a(k, 0, n)-quasi-cross is simply g, n)-semi-cross, while &, k, n)-quasi-
cross is gk, n)-cross. To avoid the two studied cases we shall assume thoatig
thatl < k_ < k.

2 This is, in fact, arintegerlattice, but we shall omit this throughout the paper.
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Figure 1: A(3,1,2)-quasi-cross and @, 1, 3)-quasi-cross

A few constructions were given iﬂhZ] for lattice tilings &”" by quasi-
crosses, and in particular, a full classification was pregiof the dimensions
in which there exist lattice tilings by2,1,n)-quasi-crosses. Recently, Yari et
al. [E] gave other constructions for lattice packings aligs by quasi-crosses,
and in particular, new constructions for tilings t8; 1, n)-quasi-crosses.

The motivation given inﬂZ] is that of producing perfelcerror-correcting
codes for the unbalanced limited magnitude channel, a alagxtension to the
earlier work of [2]. The dual case ¢fi — 1)-error-correcting codes gives rise to
a tiling problem of cluster of cubes called a “chair”, whichdescribed irﬂl].

The goal of this work is to derive new necessary conditiomgHe existence
of tilings of R” by quasi-crosses. Though most of the results apply to genera
(k+,k_, n)-quasi-crosses, we shall focus in particular on the two lestalinclas-
sified cases of th&, 1, n)-quasi-cross and th@, 2, n)-quasi-cross.

The paper is organized as follows: We begin in Sedtion 2 byigiag the
notation and definitions used throughout the paper. We sit&dl cite relevant
results from previous works. We continue in Section 3 witlisa df the main
results. We conclude in Sectiéh 4 with the application ofrifen results to the
specific case of tilings by3, 1, n)-quasi-crosses and tilings K, 2, n)-quasi-
crosses.

2. Preliminaries

We shall now describe the definitions and notation used swtlork. For the
reader’s benefit we repeat some of the definitions given inrttieduction. A
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cubeis defined as the set
Q={(x1,...,x,) | 0< x; < 1,x; € R}.
A set of pair-wise disjoint translates of the cube dwaster of cubes
C=E+Q={e+Qleef},

for some& C IR" specifying the translate vectors. Through the paper wd shal
use only integer translate vectors, i&.c Z".

We denotga, b] = {a,a+1,...,b} C Z, [a] is short for[1, 4], and[a, b]* =
[a,b] \ {0}. For any two positive integers < k_ < k4, the (k+, k_, n)-quasi-
cross is the cluster of cubes defined by the translate vectors

Squasi—cross = {iéj € R" | ie [_k—/k+]/j < [Tl]} :

Let 7 C R" be a set of vectors, and 18fjuasi—cross b€ a(k+, k-, n)-quasi-
cross cluster of cubes centered at the origin. If the tréeskat Cquasi—cross
t € T, are pair-wise disjoint, we sdy is apackingof R" by (k.,k_,n)-quasi-
crosses. If

U (E + Cquasi—cross) =R"

teT
we say7 is atiling of R” by (k,k_, n)-quasi-crosses. T is an additive sub-
group ofZ" then we shall calll” a lattice, and will use the lettex instead of]”
to denote it.

Finally, theprimorial is defined as

nt= T p

p prime
p<n

2.1. Abelian-Group Splitting and Lattice Tiling

While we may use geometric arguments to prove necessarytioorsdfor a
shape to tileR", stronger results may be obtained using the algebraictateiof
alatticetiling. An equivalence between lattice tilings and Abetgmoup splitting
was described in [13, 14, 6], which we describe here for cetepless.

Let G be an finite Abelian group, where we shall denote the groupatioa
as+. Given somes € G and a non-negative integer € Z, we denote byns
the sums + s + - - - + s, wheres appears in the sum times. The definition is
extended in the natural way to negative integers
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A splitting of G is a pair of setsM C Z \ {0}, called themultiplier set and
S = {s1,52,...,5n} C G, called thesplitter set such that the elements of the
formms, m € M, s € S, are all distinct, non-zero, and cover all the non-zero
elements inG. We shall denote such a splitting @s= (M, S). It follows that
M| -|S] = |G| 1.

Next, we define a homomorphispn: Z" — G by

n
P(x1,x2,...,Xn) = Z X;S;.
i=1

If the multiplier setisM = [—k_, k. ]*, then it may be easily verified thier ¢
is a lattice tiling of R" by (k4,k_,n)-quasi-crosses. The fact thitr ¢ is a
lattice is obvious. To show that the lattice is a packing(by, k_, n)-quasi-
crosses, assume to the contrary two such distinct quassesp one centered at
X = (x1,...,%,) and one centered @t= (y1,...,yx), have a non-empty inter-
section, i.e.,
X+ mie; =Y+ MQE]',

wherem, m, € M, then

mis; = (P(f + mléi) = (P(y-f- mZE]-) = mys;

which is possible only ifn; = m, andi = j, resulting in the two quasi-crosses
being the same one, a contradiction.

Finally, to show that the packing is in fact a tiling lete IR” be some point
in the space. Obviously, € |x] + Q. If ¢(|X]) = 0then|[X| € ker¢ andx
is in the (k, k_, n)-quasi-cross cube cluster centered®f. Otherwise, by the
properties of the splitting there exigt € M ands; € S such thatp(|x]) = ms;.

It follows that |x| — me; € ker ¢ and¥ is in the (k, k_,n)-quasi-cross cube
cluster centered atc | — me;.

Group splitting as a method for constructing error-coingctodes was also
discussed, for example, in the case of shift-correctings@tlo] and integer codes
[17].

2.2. Previous Results

Several results from previous works are relevant to this @wme apply di-
rectly to quasi-crosses, while others will be used as a Basigur new results,
appearing in the next section. The first theorem we cite isttgone which uses
geometric arguments to derive a necessary condition dondaitings of R" by
guasi-crosses.



Theorem 1. [12, Theorem 9] For any: > 2, if

2ky (k- +1) — k-
ks +k_

> n,

then there is no lattice tiling dR” by (k. k_, n)-quasi-crosses.

When looking for a lattice tiling using the group splittinguévalence, the
guestion is which finite Abelian group to split, where it wasmwbnstrated in [12]
that splitting different Abelian groups of the same size mesult in different lat-
tice tilings. However, since we are only interested in figdirecessary conditions
for the existence of lattice tilings, the following theordrom [12] (which is a
generalization of a theorem from_[15]) shows that we may $oonly on cyclic
groups.

Theorem 2. [12, Theorem 15] Le(G be a finite Abelian group, and le¥l =
[—k_,k4]* be the multiplier set corresponding to tle;, k_, n)-quasi-cross. If
there is a splittingG = (M, S), then there is a splitting of the cyclic group of the
same siz& | = (M, 5').

Using TheoremI2 we can say that tfie., k_, n)-quasi-cross lattice tileR"
ifand only if Z;, = (M, S), whereq = n(ky +k_) +1andM = [—k_, k]*.
Furthermore, the expressions, for m € M ands € S, simply denote integer
multiplication in the ringZ,. To avoid confusion, we shall denote the multiplica-
tive semi-group of the rin@,; asR,.

Another result which shall be useful for the classificatidmattice tilings by
(3,2, n)-quasi-crosses is the following.

Theorem 3. [12, Theorem 16] Lek > 2 be some positive integer, and et =
[—(k—1),k]*. If G = (M, S) is a splitting of an Abelian groug, |G| > 1, then
ged(k, |Gl) # 1.

A notion we shall find useful is that of eharacter as defined by Stein [13]:
A character is a homomorphisgn: G — R from a semi-grougs into a (mul-
tiplicative) semi-groupH. The following theorem, with a one-line proof that we
bring for completeness, is due to skin

3The version due to Stein is somewhat more general, but wersktabquire the full generality
of the original claim.



Theorem 4. [13, Theorem 4.1] Let us consider a splittid@;, = (M, S) and let
X : Rg — R be a character fronR, into a ring R. Then

( L X(m)> - (ZX(S)) = ) x(a).

meM seS a€Ry
Proof.
Y x(a)= ) x(ms)= Y x(mx(s) = ( Y. x(m)> : (Zx(5)> :
a€Ry meM meM meM seS

seS seS

O

Several characters will be of interest in the following &t the first is the
Legendre symbol: for an odd primewe define the charactéﬁ) :Ry, =+ Cas

(a) B {1 a=x> (mod p) for somex € R,,

E —1 otherwise.

If (%) = 1 we calla aquadratic residue modulp (QR), and otherwise we calla
quadratic non-residue modujo(QNR). Using the Legendre symbol and Theorem
[ Stein proved the following theorem.

Theorem 5. [13, Corollary 4.3] If Z, = (M, S) is a splitting,p an odd prime,
then in at least one d¥1 or S the number of quadratic residues equals the number
of quadratic non-residues.

We recall some well-known facts about the Legendre symbloichwve shall
use later. For a proof, see for example [5].

Lemma6. Letp be an odd prime, and I¢tdenote some integer. Then

(5) =1 iffp=4l+1,
($)=1 iffp=80=£1,
=1 iffp=1204+1,
(%):1 iff p =100 4+ 1.



3. Main Results

In this section we list our new results, where we group thego’tng to
the method employed to derive the necessary condition foceatiling IR” by
(k4,k_,n)-quasi-crosses.

3.1. The Legendre Symbol and Higher-Order Characters
We begin our treatment by examining results obtained byguia Legendre
symbol and higher-order characters.

Theorem 7. The (3,1, n)-quasi-cross does not lattice tilR” when4n + 1 is a
prime,n =3 (mod 6).

Proof. Assume to the contrary th&y, ., = (M, S) is a splitting withM =
[—1,3]*. Obviously,1 is a QR. Using Lemm@l6 we note thafl and3 are also
a QRs, while2 is a QNR, whem = 3 (mod 6). ThusS should have an equal
number of QRs and QNRs, b|f| = n is odd, a contradiction. O

Up to dimensior250 Theoreni¥ rules out lattice tilings b3, 1, n)-quasi-
crosses for

n=3,9,15,27,39,45,57,69,87,93,99, 105,135, 153,165,177,183, 189,
207,213,219, 249.

Equally simple, but more tedious, the same method applidarger quasi-crosses.

Theorem 8. The (5,1, n)-quasi-cross does not lattice tilR"” whenén + 1 is a
prime,n =5,7,11,13,19 (mod 20).

Proof. Assume to the contrary tha&¢,.1 = (M,S) is a splitting withM =
[—1,5]*. Denoten = 20¢ + r, withr € {5,7,11,13,19}. The following table
summarizes which of the elementsiMfis a QR using Lemmg 6:

n+1 || 1| 1] 2 | 3 | 4] 5
1200+ 31 |ONR|QR| OR |ONR|OR| OR
1200 + 43 | ONR| QR| QNR | QNR| QR | ONR
1200+ 67 | ONR| QR| QNR| QNR| QR | QNR
1200+79 | ONR|QR| QR |QNR|QR| QR
120¢ 4+ 115 || QNR | QR| QNR| QNR | QR | ONR

We note that in all cased/ does not contain an equal number of QRs and QNRs.
Thus,S must contain an equal number of QRs and QNRs and|se- n must be
even, a contradiction. O




A generalization for higher power residues (generalizimg ltegendre sym-
bol) can be made, as is seen in the next theorem, which usetix:qeaidue@.

Theorem 9. Let4n + 1 be a prime, withz being an odd integer. If
6" #1 (mod4n—+1)
then the(3, 1, n)-quasi-cross does not lattice tile".

Proof. Since4n + 1 is a prime,Zy, 1 is a field, and so leg be a primitive
elementinZy, 1. We define the character: Ry, 1 — C as

x(g)=es,
wherei = v/ —1.

Assume to the contrary that there exists a spliti#fig ;1 = (M, S) under the
conditions of the theorem. By Theorém 4 we have

( y x(m)> - (Zx(5)> =]f4_2”1x<f>. )

meM seS

We also have

4n in—1 in—1

. . in
Lxi)= & xe) = L ) = X1 _y ()
j= j=

j=1

If follows from (@) and [(2) that
Y x(m)=0 or Y x(s)=0.

meM seS

We first note thatl and —1 are quadratic residues i, 1. If 2 or 3 are
quadratic residues, then by Lemfila 6 theSetust contain an equal number of
quadratic residues and quadratic non-residues|Qu& n is odd. We therefore
need to consider only the case where ib#nd3 are quadratic non-residues.

We now turn to check the characters of the element®1oflt is easily seen
thatx(1) = 1. Sincen is odd, we deducg(—1) = —1, i.e.,, —1 is a quadratic

4Quartic residues are sometimes also caliiegiadraticresidues.



residue inZy, 1 but is a quartic non-residue. Since batland3 are quadratic
non-residues, we havg2), x(3) € {i, —i}.
We note that the quartic residues form a multiplicative sabg

{g10<j<n—1} C Zyun.

It is also easily seen that

(g])n _ (g4Lj/4J+(jmod4))n _ (g4n)U/4Jgn(jmod4) _ gn(jmodﬁl).

Sincen is odd, we get that an element Z,, .1, a # 0, is a quartic residue, i.e.,
x(a) =1,ifandonly ifa” =1 (mod 4n+1).

We are given thad” # 1 (mod 4n + 1), and thusl # x(6) = x(2)x(3). It
follows thatx(2) = x(3). We now have

ZMx(m) = x(=1) + x(1) + x(2) + x(3) = £2i # 0.

Therefore) s x(s) = 0, which is only possible ifS| = n is even, a contradic-
tion. O

Up to dimensior250 Theoren!® rules out lattice tilings b3, 1, n)-quasi-
crosses for

n=23,7913,15,25,27,39,45,49,57,67,69,73,79,87,93,99, 105,127,135,
153,165,175,177,183,189,193, 205,207, 213, 219, 249.

We can also use higher order characters to obtain necessadytions for
(k4,k_,n)-quasi-cross to lattice tilR" whenk + k_ is a prime. To that end
we first need a simple lemma.

are rational numbers such thﬂ]’.’:_o1 a]wf =0,thengg =ay = --- =a, 1.
Proof. Define the polynomial(x) = 2]’7:_01 aix/ € Qx]. Itis therefore given that
a(w) = 0, and hence all the conjugatescofrelative toQ are also roots of(x).
It is well-known (see for example|[5]) that these awé whereged(j, p) = 1.
Sincep is a prime, we have that all @/, 1 < j < p — 1, are also roots of(x),
ie.,

(x —w)(x —w?) ... (x =P | a(x).

10



However,

xP —1

—14+x+x>4 - +xPL
x—1

(x—w)(x—w?) ... (x —wP 1) =

We now have
T+x+x2+ - +x/ 1 a(x)
while the degree af(x) is at mosty — 1, resulting in

a(x) =c(1+x+x>4---+xP71,
for some constant € Q. O

Theorem 11. Let1 < k_ < k. be positive integers such thiat + k_ is an odd
prime. If the(k;, k_, n)-quasi-cross lattice tileR”, andn(ky +k_) +1is a
prime, therk; +k_ | n.

Proof. Denoteg = (ky +k_)n+ 1, and assum&,; = (M, S) is a splitting with
M = [—k_, k. ]*. Sinceq is a primeZ, is a field, and leg be a primitive element
in it.

We also denote = k4 +k_, an odd prime, and let = e?”i/P be a complex
p-th root of unit. We define the character: R, — C asx(g/) = w/. Using the
same argument as in Theoreim 9 we must have

Y x(m)y=0 or Y x(s)=0.

meM seS

We first check the characters of the element?vin We havel € M and
necessarily (1) = 1 = w". We also have-1 € M, and sincg—1)? = 1, we
getx(—1)2 = x(1) = 1, butp is an odd prime and sp(—1) = 1 = «" also. If
Y mem x(m) = 0then by Lemm&10 each power@fappears an equal number of
times, and since we hayepowers angy summands, each should appear exactly
once. Howeverw® appears at least twice, and 59,5, x(m) # 0.

It now follows that we must havE,<s x(s) = 0, which again by Lemm@a10
implies thatcy + k_ = p | n, as claimed. O

3.2. The Power Character

An altogether different flavor of necessary conditions itaoted by examin-
ing the power character which we now define: for any fixed pasintegerr, the
functiony, : R; — R, defined byy,(a) = a’, is a character we call thgower
character Unlike the previous section, we do not requjr®d be prime.
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Theorem 12. There is no lattice tiling olR” by (4k — 1, 1, n)-quasi-crosses for
all positive integerg such thattn = 5,8 (mod 9).

Proof. Let us assume to the contrary that there exists a splifipng. 1 = (M, S)
with M = [-1,4k — 1]* and|S| = n. Consider the power charactgs :
Rytni1 — Rypnyq defined byx,(a) = a?. By Theoreni 4 it follows that

( ) m2> : (Z sz> = %iz (mod 4kn +1).
i=1

meM seS

By a simple induction one can easily prove that

for all k > 1. Thus, we can write

3y s = 4k4kn+16)(8kn+1) (mod 4kn + 1) 3)

seS

for some integet, where we used the well-known identity

z a(a+1)(2a+1)
Y it = c :

i=1

We now note thatn = 5,8 (mod 9) implies4kn +1 = 3,6 (mod 9), and
so3 is a zero divisor iRy, 1. The LHS of [3) is a multiple 08. On the other
hand, in the RHS of (3 ,’;”, 4"”“ , and8kn + 1, are all integers leaving non-zero
residue modul@. Thisis a contradiction. O

Theorem 13. There is no lattice tiling olR” by (4k + 2,1, n)-quasi-crosses for
all positive integers, andn = 3,7 (mod 8).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem]12. Assume to the @wytthat
there exists a splitting. (454 3),+1 = (M, S) with M = [—1,4k + 2]* and|S| =

n. Consider the power charactgf : R 311 — Rak43)n41 defined by
x3(a) = a®. By Theoreni% it follows that

(4k+3)n
(): m3> - ()253) = Y # (mod (4k+3)n+1).

meM ses i=1
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By a simple induction one can easily prove that
4k+2
P+ Yy P
i=1
for all k > 1. Thus, we can write

8ty 57 = ((4k+3)”)2(fk+3)”+1)2 (mod (4k +3)n+1) (4)

seS

for some integet, where we used the identity
i (a + 1)?

At this point we note that = 3,7 (mod 8) implies (4k+3)n+1 = 2,6
(mod 8), and s is a zero divisor ik 441 3),41- The LHS of [3) is a multiple
of 2. On the other hand, the RHS dfl (4) is odd since btk + 3)n)?, and

2
w, are odd integers. This is a contradiction. O

More elaborate results may be reached by using other poveeacters. We
turn to show a more general result using power characters.

Theorem 14. LetZ,; = (M, S) be a splittingn = [S| < q — 1. If g is a prime,
then ,
Y, m=0 (mod q)

meM
for somel < i < n.

Proof. For everyl < i < n we consider the power character : R; — Ry
defined byy;(a) = a'. By Theoreni 4 we therefore have

(mng’) - (;;) 2] (mod ¢) (5)

foralll <i < n.
If g is a prime theriZ, is a field, its multiplicative group is cyclic, and so let
g € Z4 be a primitive element iZ,. We can then write

-l a2 Lile-1) g
Zjlzxgl]zggi_—l =0 (modq)
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sinceg' Z0 (mod g) forall1 <i<n<g—1.
SinceZ, is afield, it now follows from[(b), that for all <i < n we have

Y s'=0 (mod q) or Y. m'=0 (mod gq).

seS meM

Assume to the contrary that for dll< i < n we have

Y. m #0 (mod q).

meM
If we define the matrix
1 2 n
S5 S sl
ve | T
sy S s

then it follows that

(1,1,...,1)V=(0,0,...,0) (mod q)
and so

det(V) =0 (mod gq).

However,V is clearly a Vandermonde matrix, and the elementS afe distinct,
which implies

det(V) = J(sj—sy) #0 (mod ¢),

i<f

a contradiction. O

Up to dimensior250 Theoreni I} rules out lattice tilings K, 1, n)-quasi-
crosses for a total &9 cases.

3.3. Unique Representation

By carefully examining the way specific elements of the gpidup are rep-
resented we may sometimes reach a contradiction to the @ngguesentation of
the group elements required by the splitting. The followieny results illustrate
this method.

Lemma 15. If an integerd dividesn(k; +k_) +1, ged(d, k+#) =1, andn <
d < n(ky +k_)+1, then the(k, k_, n)-quasi-cross does not lattice tilR".
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Proof. Denoteg = n(ky + k_) 4+ 1. Assume to the contrary there is a splitting
Z; = (M,S) with M = [~k_,k]*. We note thatl is a zero divisor inz,
but not zero itself. According to the splitting, there is d@aque representation
d =ms (mod q) withm € M ands € S. Sinceged(d, k. #) = 1 it follows that
ged(d, m) = 1 and thereforé | s. Denote, thens = ds’.
Sinced > n we have
g nlky+k)+1

s < .
d d Sketk

Thus, there existiy, m, € M, my < k_, such that

ml—i—mzzﬂ.

d
Then,
mys + mys = gs =g =0 (mod gq),
and so
mis = —mps  (mod q).
Sincemy, —m, € M we have a contradiction to the splitting. O

The previous lemma gives rise to the following theorem.

Theorem 16. For anyl < r < k4 + k_, the (k;, k_, n)-quasi-cross does not
lattice tile R" when

(ky +k-n+1=ru (mod r-ki#)
for all integersu such thatged (1, k1 #) = 1.
Proof. We first note that reducing the requirementomodulor gives
(ky +k-)n+1=0 (mod r).

Thus,(k+L;)”Jrl is an integer and

(k+ +k_)1’l+1

p =u (mod ki#).

We can now use Lemniall5 with= w > n, and the claim follows. [
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If we try to apply Theorerh 16 to the case(8f 1, n)-quasi-crosses by setting
r = 3 we get the exact same result as Theotein 12, i.e., no latlicg tWwhen
n = 5,8 (mod 9). We do, however, get new results for larger quasi-crosses as
the following example shows.

Corollary 17. Both the(3, 2, n)-quasi-cross and thét, 1, n)-quasi-cross do not
lattice tile R” when

1. n=5,9 (mod 12), or
2. n=4,10 (mod 18), or
3. n=15,23 (mod 24).

Proof. We use Theorein 16 with= 2, 3, 4 for the three cases respectively. [

3.4. Recursion

Recursion is also a powerful tool for formulating necessaspditions for
tilings. We present a simple recursion which may be used weraé ways to
rule out lattice tilings.

Theorem 18. If there is a splittingZ, = (M, S), with M = [—k_,k,]*, and
some positive integet | q, gcd(d, k4 #) = 1, then

(ky +k_)d|g—d,
and there is a splitting, ;s = (M, S").

Proof. Let us consider the subgroup f, defined by

H=dznz,={0d2,. .. (1-1)d}.

Each elementd € H,1 < i < g/d — 1, has a unique representation as
id=ms (mod q) (6)

with m € M ands € S. Sinced is a zero divisor irZ,, andged (d, k4 #) = 1, it
follows thatged(d, m) = 1 andd | s. Denotes = ds” and reduce{6) modulg/d
to get

/ q

i=ms (mod -=).

d
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DefineS’ = {s’ | ds’ € S}. Since every element dff has a unique factorization
as in [6), it follows thatZ, ,; = (M, S') is indeed a splitting. Furthermore, the
size of§/,

_ Zg7a—1] __q-d

| M| (ky +k-)d
must be an integer. O

5]

The following two corollaries follow immediately from Theam[18: The first
is in fact a recursive construction, while the second may $eluo prove non-
existence of lattice tilings.

Corollary 19. Ifthe (k, k_, n)-quasi-cross lattice tilelR"”, and for some positive
integerd | (ky + k_)n + 1 we haveged(d, ky#) = 1, then the(ky, k_, n')-

quasi-cross lattice tileR" , n" = W Tk

Corollary 20. If there exists a positive integéi| (ko +k_)n+1, ged(d, ki #) =
1, but % is not an integer, then thec, k_, n)-quasi-cross does not
lattice tile R".

We can turn Corollary 20 into a more convenient form of noistence result
in the following theorem.

Theorem 21. Letp > ki beaprimep Z#1 (mod ky +k_),andp # k4 +k_.
Then the(k, , k_, n)-quasi-cross does not lattice tilR" forn = — (k. +k_)~!
(mod p), where(k. + k)~ is the multiplicative inverse df, + k_ in Z,,.

Proof. We start by noting thatt < k_ < k. < p andp # k4 + k_ which means
p1ky +k_ andsdk; + k_ has a multiplicative inverse it . If

n=—(k. +k)"!' (mod p)

then
(ky +k-)n+1=0 (mod p).

Thus,p | (k4 + k_)n + 1. However,
p#1 (mod ki +k_)
implies
(ky +k-n+1—p#0 (mod (ki +k_)p).
jiic;p > k. we must havesed(p, k#) = 1. We now use Corollary 20 vgith

17



Even though Corollarly 19 was phrased as a recursive cotisinyit can also
be used to prove the non-existence of a lattice tiling, asveha the following
theorem.

Theorem 22. Letp be aprimep =1 (mod ki +k_). Ifthe (k4 k_,n)-quasi-
cross does not lattice tilR", then the(k,., k_, n’)-quasi-cross does not lattice tile
R", |
(ke +k)n 1) -1
B ki +k_

7

for all positive integers.

Proof. Assume to the contrary there is a lattice tiIingRiT/ by (k,k_,n’)-quasi-
crosses, where’ = pn + kf%. We note thap | (k4 + k_)n’ + 1, and that

p > ki and soged(p, k+#) = 1. We now use Corollary 19 and get that there
must be a lattice tiling oR"” by (k,k_,n")-quasi-crosses, where

n// o (k+ +k—)n/+1 P =n
(ky +k-)p '

a contradiction. Thus, there is not lattice tiling Bf* by (k,k_,n’)-quasi-
crosses. Repeating this argumeéniimes, for any positive integet completes
the proof. O

3.5. Accounting for Zero Divisors

The final approach we discuss is that of accounting for thezeay divisors of
the split Abelian group are represented, resulting in angtrmn-existence result.

Theorem 23. Let p be a prime, and let;. andk_ be non-negative integers such
thatk_ < ki andp < ky < p?. Then the(k.,k_,n)-quasi-cross does not
lattice tile R"” when(ky +k_)n+1=0 (mod p?) unless

p—1

"= (k+ mod p) + (k— mod p)’

Proof. Denoteq = (k; +k_)n + 1, and assume to the contrary tHaf =
(M, S) is asplittingwithM = [~k_, k. ]* andg = 0 (mod p?). Let us consider
the way the elements of

_q _{'q‘ ' }
H=-7 Ot=<i—|1<ig<p—-1
” p \ 10} , p

18



are represented under this splitting.

We start by noting that N H = @, for if someip/q € Sthenp - (ip/q) =0
(mod q) together withp € M contradict the splitting. We also note that all
the elements off are multiples o, which is a zero divisor iZ,. Hence, every
element ofH is uniquely represented as, m € M, s € S, wherem is a multiple
of p. It follows that the number of multiples gf in M times the size of equals
the size ofH, i.e.,

(5] [5]o-gor-tesrpenr

Hence, there is no splitting unless

p—1
(k+ mod p) + (k- mod p)’

n —=

Theorem 2B results in the following two corollaries.

Corollary 24. The (3,1, n)-quasi-cross does not lattice tilR” whenn = 2
(mod 9),n > 2.

Proof. Apply Theoreni 2B wittp = 3. O

Corollary 25. The(3,2, n)-quasi-cross does not lattice tilR"” when

1. n =3 (mod 4), or
2. n=7 (mod 9).

Proof. Apply Theorem 2B wittp = 2, 3 respectively. O

4. Conclusion

In this work we showed, using a variety of techniques, sévereessary con-
ditions for a quasi-cross of a given size to lattice R&. Some of the results apply
to general quasi-crosses, while others are specific to -quasses of small size.
To conclude we shall aggregate the results for the smaltedassified cases of
the (3,1, n)-quasi-cross and th@, 2, n)-quasi-cross.

For the first shape, th@, 1, n)-quasi-cross, we recall there exists a construc-
tion of lattice tilings from[[12] for dimensions = (5 —1)/4,i > 1. In addition,
certain primes were shown in [18] to induce lattice tilings,well as a recursive
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construction, though a closed analytic form for the dimensippears to be hard
to obtain. Using a computer to verify the requirements ferd¢bnstruction from
[18], for n < 250 we also have lattice tilings dR” by (3, 1, n)-quasi-crosses for
dimensions

n = 37,43,97,102,115,139, 163,169, 186, 199, 216.

On the other hand, combining the non-existence results avitice analytic
form we achieved the following:

Corollary 26. If the (3,1, n)-quasi-cross lattice tileR"” thenn # 2 (mod 3).

Proof. The case ofi = 5,8 (mod 9) is ruled out by Theorefm 12. The case of
n =2 (mod 9), n > 2, is ruled out by Theorem 23. Finally, the caseiof 2
is ruled out by Theorem 1. O

However, especially for thg, 1, n)-quasi-cross, numerous other non-existence
results lacking a nice analytic form ensue from the preveerdion. Aggregat-
ing the entire set of necessary conditions,/fo€ 250, apart from the dimensions
mentioned above allowing a lattice tiling, no other lattitieg of R" by (3,1, n)-
guasi-crosses exists except perhaps in the remainingasiftda cases of

n=22,24,60,111,114,121, 144,220,234, 235.

For the second shape, thi& 2, n)-quasi-cross, no lattice tiling is known ex-
cept for the trivial tiling ofR!. The combined non-existence results we obtained
in this work, with a nice analytic form, are much strongertistcase:

Corollary 27. Ifthe (3, 2, n)-quasi-cross lattice tileRR” thenn = 1,13 (mod 36).

Proof. This is a simple combination of Theorém 3 statfig+ 1 = 0 (mod 3),
of Corollary[17 stating: # 4,10 (mod 18), and of Corollary 2b. O

Aggregating this result with the other recursive necessangitions, for2 <
n < 250, no lattice tiling of R” by (3,2, n)-quasi-crosses exists except perhaps
in the remaining unclassified cases of

n =13,37,49,73,85,121,145,157,181,217,229.
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