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Ice systems are prototypes of locally constrained dynamics. This is exemplified in Coulomb-liquid
phases where a large space of configurations is sampled, each satisfying local ice rules. Dynamics
proceeds through ‘flipping’ rings, i.e., through reversing arrows running along the edges of a polygon.
We examine the role of defect rings in such phases, with square-ice as a testing ground. When placed
on a curved surface, the underlying square lattice will form defects such as triangles or pentagons.
We show that triangular defects are statistically more ‘flippable’ than the background. In contrast,
pentagons and larger polygons are less flippable. In fact, flippability decreases monotonically with
ring size, as seen from a Pauling-like argument. As an explicit demonstration, we wrap the square
ice model on a sphere. We start from an octahedron and perform repeated rectifications, producing
a series of clusters with sphere-like geometry. They contain a fixed number of defect triangles
in an otherwise square lattice. We numerically enumerate all ice-rule-satisfying configurations.
Indeed, triangles are flippable in a larger fraction of configurations than quadrilaterals. The obtained
flippabilities are in broad agreement with the Pauling-like estimates. As a minimal model for
dynamics, we construct a Hamiltonian with quantum tunnelling terms that flip rings. The resulting
ground state is a superposition of all ice configurations. The dominant contribution to its energy
comes from localized resonance within triangles. Our results suggest local dynamics as a promising
observable for experiments in spin ice and artificial ice systems. They also point to hierarchical
dynamics in materials such as ice V that contain rings of multiple sizes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ice, as formed on earth, can be viewed as half-solid:
its oxygen atoms are at fixed positions while hydrogen
atoms are free to move. Their motion is, however, heav-
ily constrained by local ‘ice rules’1. Each oxygen atom
must have two hydrogen atoms that are near and two that
are farther, forming a two-in-two-out configuration. The
same physics appears in spin ice materials, where spins
on a tetrahedron must satisfy a two-in-two-out rule2–5.
Analogues have been found in soft matter6, artificial spin
ice7 and Rydberg atom ensembles8. In any ice system,
the local ice rules are satisfied by a large ensemble of
configurations. When the system samples this ensemble
ergodically, it is said to be in a Coulomb liquid phase9.
Such phases have been extensively studied in homoge-
neous ice systems. In this article, we examine the role of
inhomogeneities in the form of defect rings. We demon-
strate that they may locally enhance or suppress dynam-
ics. For example, near a defect ring in water ice, hy-
drogen atoms may move more frequently as compared to
defect-free regions.

Enumeration of ice configurations is a problem of great
interest in statistical physics10. An early, influential con-
tribution was Pauling’s estimate for the entropy, based
on local configurations around a single site11. A land-
mark test case appears in square ice12, where the entropy
can be obtained rigorously in the limit of large system
sizes. Pauling’s estimate captures the correct functional
form for the dependence on system size, with a small
discrepancy in the numerical value of the exponent. In
the following sections, we examine local contributions to
entropy using a Pauling-like approach. We enumerate

configurations within a ring, based solely on local ice-
rules. To test our ideas, we adapt square ice to spherical
geometries, with defects in the form of triangles.

To have a two-in-two-out ice rule, we require a back-
ground lattice that has coordination number four. This is
naturally realized in the square lattice in two dimensions
and in the diamond lattice in three dimensions. Many
other lattices can be found in the phase diagram of wa-
ter ice, where each oxygen atom is surrounded by four
others13,14. For example, terrestrial ice is in the Ih phase
with oxygens forming a Wurtzite lattice. The shortest
rings here have six oxygen atoms that do not lie on a
single plane. The motion of hydrogen ions (protons) oc-
curs predominantly within these rings15–17. This can be
contrasted with ice V, a crystalline phase that occurs at
around 253 K and 500 MPa14,18. Its structure contains 4-
membered, 5-membered, 6-membered, and 8-membered
rings. A similar situation arises at stacking faults19 and
in amorphous ice20 with rings of multiple sizes. In such
systems, we may expect rings to have varying levels of
dynamics, e.g., with the smallest rings having more mo-
bile protons. Below, we present arguments that support
this conjecture.

II. A RING OF SIZE M: CONFIGURATIONS
AND FLIPPABILITY

We enumerate local configurations of a ring within a
generic ice system. In the spirit of Pauling’s estimate,
the only constraint we impose is the ice rule at each of
the ring’s vertices. The environment places no restric-
tions, e.g., long-range correlations arising from rings of
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the environment are ignored. In later sections, we ex-
amine the accuracy of these arguments using a series of
clusters that host rings of two sizes.

Consider a polygon ring with M vertices. Each vertex
must have four bonds connected to it. We divide them
into two pairs: internal and external. The former connect
to neighbouring vertices within the polygon while the lat-
ter take us out of the ring. On each of these four bonds,
we draw an arrow that may point inward (towards ref-
erence vertex) or outward (away from reference vertex).
For the internal edges, an outgoing arrow on one vertex
becomes an incoming arrow for a neighbouring vertex
and vice versa. On the external edges, we place no con-
straints assuming that the surroundings allow for all sets
of orientations with equal weight. We next enforce the
ice rules: on each vertex, we must have two incoming
and two outgoing arrows. We enumerate all such config-
urations. If two configurations differ in the orientation
of external arrows, they are counted as being distinct.
Relegating details to Appendix. A, the total number of
allowed configurations is 1+3M . For example, a triangle
(M = 3) allows for 28 possibilities as shown in Fig. 1,
while a quadrilateral (M = 4) allows for 82 possibilities,
as shown in Fig. 2.

We next examine if the ring is flippable. Can the in-
ternal arrows be reoriented without changing any of the
external arrows, while satisfying the ice rule at every ver-
tex? This is only possible if all internal arrows have the
same sense. That is, as we move along the polygon, all
arrows must point along the direction of motion or all
must point opposite. In such configurations, each ver-
tex has one incoming internal arrow and one outgoing
internal arrow. The external arrows must also be one-
in, one-out. There is a two-fold choice at each vertex –
of choosing one of the external arrows to point outward.
The total number of flippable configurations is 2 × 2M .
The first factor of 2 comes from choosing all internal ar-
rows to be along/opposite the direction of motion. The
factor of 2M comes from the two-fold choice of external
arrows at each vertex.

We now define ‘flippability’, fM , as the likelihood of
the ring being flippable. Assuming all configurations to
be equally likely, we find

fM =
2M+1

1 + 3M
. (1)

We illustrate two specific examples. Fig. 1 depicts con-
figurations of a triangle (M = 3). We have 28 configura-
tions in total, out of which 16 are flippable. This leads
to a flippability of 16/28 ∼ 57.14%. Fig. 2 depicts con-
figurations of a quadrilateral ring (M = 4). Out of 82
configurations, 32 are flippable. The flippability comes
out to be 32/82 ∼ 39.02%. More generally, from Eq. 1,
we see that fM is a decreasing function of M . Flippa-
bility decreases monotonically with ring-size. Triangles
have the highest flippability, followed by quadrilaterals,
pentagons and so on.

FIG. 1. Configurations on a triangle ring. All possible config-
urations of the internal arrows are shown. In some cases, ice
rules at a vertex allow for two configurations of external ar-
rows: one pointing inwards, the other outwards. These bonds
are shown with two arrowheads. The degeneracy of each con-
figuration, after accounting for choices for external arrows, is
shown in parentheses. Configurations where the triangle is
flippable are shown enclosed in a box.

FIG. 2. Configurations on a quadrilateral ring, with all possi-
ble internal-arrow configurations. External arrows with dou-
ble arrowheads indicate a two-fold choice at the corresponding
vertex: that of choosing one external arrow to point inward
while the other points outward. These choices lead to the de-
generacy shown in parentheses. Flippable configurations are
shown enclosed in a box.

III. SQUARE ICE ON A SPHERE

The square lattice is typically studied with the topol-
ogy of a torus, by enforcing periodic boundary conditions
in two perpendicular directions. A square grid cannot be
wrapped on a sphere as this would violate Euler’s poly-
hedron formula (V − E + F = 2). However, this can be
done at the cost of introducing defects. We implement
this approach using a series of polyhedra where the faces
are quadrilaterals and triangles. As we move down the
series, the quadrilateral faces grow in number while the
number of triangles remains fixed at eight. These trian-
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FIG. 3. The first four clusters of our series. The top row shows a three-dimensional view, while the bottom row shows a planar
representation (Schlegel diagram). From left to right, we have an octahedron, a cuboctahedron, a rhombicuboctahedron and an
expanded cuboctahedron. From left to right, each subsequent cluster is obtained by a rectification operation on the preceding
cluster. Equivalently, each subsequent Schlegel diagram is obtained as a medial graph of its predecessor. To show this, each
Schlegel diagram is shown against an outline of that of the preceding cluster.

gles can be viewed as defect rings that arise due to curva-
ture of the underlying space. Crucially, every cluster in
this series maintains a coordination-number of four. This
allows us to define ice models and to study their physics.

Fig. 3 shows the first four polyhedra in the series, in
order from left to right. At the far left, we have an oc-
tahedron. Each subsequent polyhedron is obtained by
‘rectification’21 of its immediate predecessor. Rectifica-
tion is a geometric operation where new vertices are de-
fined at the bond centres of the previous polyhedron.
These vertices are then connected by faces so as to cut
off the old vertices. This can be viewed as cutting off the
extremities of the old cluster by sawing through planes
that connect bond-midpoints. In Conway polyhedron no-
tation, rectification is denoted as an ‘ambo’ operation21.
Each cluster can be thought of as a planar graph or
Schlegel diagram. In this point of view, the rectification
operation is equivalent to constructing a medial graph.

Every cluster in Fig. 3 has eight triangular faces. It can
be easily seen that subsequenct clusters in this series will
also have precisely eight triangular faces. The number
of quadrilateral faces grows as we move down the series.
The octahedron has no quadrilaterals; the cuboctahedron
has 6; the rhombicuboctahedron 18 and the expanded
cuboctahedron 42. If the series were to continue, the
limiting cluster would provide an infinite square grid with
the topology of a sphere, with eight ‘defects’ in the form
of triangular faces.

A. Enumerating ice configurations

We define ice models by drawing arrows on bonds and
enforcing the two-in-two-out rule at each vertex. We take
a numerical approach, representing each ice configuration
as a directed graph. On the octahedron and cuboctahe-
dron, all possible configurations can be enumerated by
brute force. On larger clusters, we use specialized al-
gorithms where we enumerate configurations on smaller
patches and ‘stitch’ them together – see Appendix. B.
The total number of ice configurations on each cluster

is shown in Tab. I. The number grows exponentially as we
move down the series, starting from 38 for the octahedron
and exceeding 4 billion in the expanded cuboctahedron.
The exponential growth is consistent with Pauling’s en-
tropy expression which predicts N ∼ (3/2)V where V
is the number of vertices. However, the precise numer-
ical values are not in good agreement with the Pauling
estimate. This could be due to variations in local envi-
ronments (e.g., triangles vs. quadrilaterals).

B. Flippability

As we enumerate ice configurations on each cluster, we
examine whether a given ring is flippable, i.e., whether
its internal arrows are pointed in the same sense. We
define flippability of the ring as the fraction of configu-
rations in which this ring is flippable. For example, the
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Cluster Vertices Ice configurations Ntri. Nquad. ftri. fquad.

Octahedron 6 38 20 - 52.63% -
Cuboctahedron 12 600 384 192 64% 32%

Rhombicuboctahedron 24 118,976 69776
43192
56416

58.64%
36.30%,
47.42%

Expanded cuboctahedron 48 4,292,378,946 2,505,964,740
1, 664, 338, 936
1, 909, 987, 152
1, 802, 996, 960

58.38%
38.77%
44.50%
42.00%

Pauling-like estimate - - - - 57.14% 39.02%

TABLE I. Numerical results from enumerating ice configurations. The ‘ice configurations’ column gives the number of ice-
rule-satisfying configurations on each cluster. Ntri. (Nquad.) represents the number of configurations in which a given triangle
(quadrilateral) is flippable. In clusters with symmetry-distinct quadrilaterals, Nquad. takes multiple values. They are listed
in order of distance from triangles (those that share an edge, followed by those that share a vertex and finally those that are
separated). The column ftri. lists the flippability of the triangle ring, while fquad. denotes the flippability of quadrilaterals.
Flippability values are truncated to two decimal places. The last row is the result from the Pauling-like argument of Eq. 1.

cuboctahedron has 600 ice configurations. Focussing on
one triangular ring, we find that it is flippable in 384 of
the 600 configurations. We define ftri., the flippability of
the triangle, as 384/600 or 64%.

Numerical results for flippability are shown in Tab. I.
On each cluster, we show flippability for every symmetry-
distinct ring. For example, as the eight triangles in each
cluster are symmetry-related, they must all have the
same flippability. It suffices to calculate one triangle-
flippability, listed as ftri.. In the rhombicuboctahe-
dron, we have two symmetry-distinct quadrilateral rings.
Twelve quadrilateral faces share an edge with a trian-
gle, while six share a corner. They have distinct flip-
pabilities, both listed under the fquad. column. The ex-
panded cuboctahedron has three distinct quadrilateral
rings. Twenty four quadrilaterals share an edge with a
triangle. Twelve share a corner. Finally, six are entirely
separated from triangles. This results in three values of
quadrilateral flippability, as shown in the fquad. column.
Qualitatively, the numerical results show that triangles

are more flippable than quadrilaterals. Quantitatively,
the numerically obtained flippabilities show broad agree-
ment with Eq. 1, the result of the Pauling-like single-
ring argument. For example, Eq. 1 yields ∼57.14% for
the flippability of a triangle. This can be compared to
∼58.38% in the expanded cuboctahedron. For a quadri-
lateral ring, the Pauling-like argument predicts ∼39.02%.
This is comparable to (38.77%, 44.50%, 42.00%) on the
three symmetry-distinct quadrilaterals of the expanded
cuboctahedron. Crucially, the quadrilaterals are al-
ways less flippable than the triangles. Eq. 1 predicts
fquad./ftri. ∼ 68%. This compares favourably with the
numerical values in Tab. I.

IV. QUANTUM TUNNELLING IN SPHERICAL
SQUARE ICE

As a minimal model for dynamics on the clusters of
Fig. 3, we study a model with ‘tunnelling’ processes that
flip rings. We invoke a Hamiltonian with local flips on the

smallest rings (triangles and quadrilaterals). The Hamil-
tonian takes the form

Ĥ =− t△
∑
△

{∣∣ 〉〈 ∣∣+ ∣∣ 〉〈 ∣∣}
− t□

∑
□

{∣∣ 〉〈 ∣∣+ ∣∣ 〉〈 ∣∣}, (2)

where the summations run over all rings in the cluster.
Each term in the Hamiltonian flips arrows within a sin-
gle ring if the ring is initially in a flippable state. All
external arrows are left untouched. As all triangles are
symmetry equivalent, they must have the same flipping
amplitude, denoted as t△. For simplicity, we ignore sym-
metry distinctions between quadrilateral rings and assign
the same flipping amplitude to each one, t□.
We may expect t△ to be larger in magnitude than

t□. This expectation stems from microscopic studies
where flipping processes arise as terms in a perturbative
expansion22–24. Flipping a ring with M edges requires M
arrow-flips, involving M − 1 virtual states. Larger rings
have lower flipping amplitudes as they involve a larger
number of ice-rule-violating virtual states. This leads to
a kinetic effect whereby flipping amplitudes decay with
ring size. In particular, this will lead to triangles showing
a greater degree of dynamics than quadrilaterals. Here,
we are interested in a distinct statistical effect where dif-
ferences in flippability lead to a hierarchy in dynamics.
In order to extract the statistical effect alone, we study
a simplified model with t△ = t□ (set to unity). We will
see below that triangles are more dynamic even though
they are assigned the same flipping amplitude as quadri-
laterals.
For each cluster, we express this Hamiltonian as an

N ×N matrix, where N is the number of ice configura-
tions (see Tab. I). We diagonalize this matrix. For the
octahedron and cuboctahedron, we perform full diagonal-
ization, finding all eigenstates. As the Hilbert space for
the rhombicuboctahedron is too large for this approach,
we take advantage of the sparse character of the matrix
which allows Lanczos diagonalization to find the lowest
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FIG. 4. A maximally flippable configuration on the octahe-
dron (left) and cuboctahedron (right), both shown as Schlegel
diagrams. Each face has a well-defined circulation, with ad-
jacent faces having opposite circulation. Each cluster has one
other maximally flippable configuration, obtained by revers-
ing all the arrows in the figure.

few eigenstates. For the expanded cuboctahedron and
higher members of the series, the Hilbert space dimen-
sion is too large to be accessible within our computational
resources.

From the octahedron to the rhombicuboctahedron, the
Hilbert space is fully connected and bipartite. This leads
to a spectral reflection symmetry: an eigenstate with en-
ergy E is associated with a partner with energy −E, see
App. C. Below, we focus on the ground state and its
properties.

A. Nature of ground state

As the Hilbert space is fully connected, the ground
state of each cluster is a linear superposition of all ice-
rule-satisfying configurations. However, the amplitudes
are not uniform. In fact, the largest amplitudes occur at
two configurations that are ‘maximally flippable’. These
two configurations can be constructed as follows. We first
note that the clusters in Fig. 3 (as well as all subsequent
clusters in the series) are face-bipartite. That is, their
faces (triangle/quadrilateral rings) can be grouped into
two families such that each edge connects a face from one
family to a face from the other. To have maximal flippa-
bility, we designate one family of faces as ‘outward’ and
the other as ‘inward’. On the edges surrounding each out-
ward face, we draw arrows so that the circulation points
outwards from the centre of the cluster. This automat-
ically ensures that the inward faces have the opposite
circulation. Fig. 4 shows the resulting configurations in
the octahedron and cuboctahedron. There are two such
maximally flippable configurations on each cluster, as we
may choose one of two families to be outward. These
configurations are highly conducive to tunnelling as they
allow for the most number of flips.

On the octahedron, the two maximally flippable con-
figurations contribute ∼18.18% of the weight in the
ground state. On the cuboctahedron and rhombicuboc-
tahedron, the contributions are ∼1.66% and ∼0.06%.

Cluster Eg.s ⟨Htri.⟩0 ⟨Hquad.⟩0
Octahedron -4.6904 -0.5863 -

Cuboctahedron -8.2269 -0.9532 -0.1002
Rhombicuboctahedron -14.4446 -0.9575 -0.0933, -0.9441

TABLE II. Ground state contributions on clusters. The col-
umn Eg.s. represents the ground state energy of the Hamil-
tonian defined in the main text. The column, ⟨Htri.⟩0, rep-
resents the resonance contribution of a single triangular pla-
quette to the ground state energy. Finally, ⟨Hquad.⟩0, repre-
sents the resonance contribution of a single quadrilateral. In
clusters with symmetry-distinct quadrilaterals, multiple val-
ues are shown for ⟨Hquad.⟩0.

These represent large contributions. For example, in
the rhombicuboctahedron, the fraction of maximally flip-
pable states is 2/118,976∼0.0017%. Yet, these states
contribute ∼0.06% of the ground state weight. Due to
this high overlap, correlations in the ground states reflect
those of the maximally flippable states. For example, if
one face is flippable, there is a high likelihood for the
neighbouring faces to be flippable but with opposite cir-
culation.

B. Ring contributions to ground state energy

As the Hamiltonian is a sum of ring-flipping terms, we
may examine the contribution of each term separately to
the ground state energy. The ground state energy for
each cluster is shown in Tab. II. On a given triangle,

we define ⟨Htri.⟩0 =
〈{∣∣ 〉〈 ∣∣ + h.c.

}〉
, the expec-

tation value of the local flipping operator in the ground
state of the cluster. This term represents local resonance
within a triangle, encoding the triangle’s contribution to
the ground state energy. Similarly, on a given quadri-

lateral, we define ⟨Hquad.⟩0 = ⟨
{∣∣ 〉〈 ∣∣ + h.c.

}
⟩. In

clusters with multiple symmetry-distinct quadrilaterals,
we obtain multiple values of ⟨Hquad.⟩0. In other words,
each symmetry-distinct quadrilateral provides a different
contribution to the ground state energy.
As shown in Tab. II, in all clusters, the largest con-

tribution to the ground state energy is from triangles.
In the rhombicuboctahedron, we have 8 triangles and 18
quadrilaterals. Despite being fewer in number, the trian-
gles contribute ∼ 53% of the ground state energy.

V. DISCUSSION

Our key result is a statistical effect whereby the flip-
pability of a ring decreases with polygon size. This is
distinct from the well-known kinetic effect whereby flip-
ping amplitudes decay for large ring sizes. The kinetic
effect can be understood from a perturbative expansion
where flipping a larger ring is a higher order process22–24.
In contrast, the statistical effect originates from the ge-
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ometry of rings and the ice rules themselves. In any ice
system, the kinetic and statistical effects will act in con-
junction to enhance (suppress) local dynamics at smaller
(larger) rings.

In Sec. III A above, we have enumerated ice configu-
rations on spherical clusters. Our results could motivate
experiments on several fronts. Recent experiments with
nanomagnets have created a three dimensional array in
the shape of a buckyball25. It may be possible to syn-
thesize polyhedra such as the ones we have considered in
Fig. 3. Experiments could probe the statistics of local ori-
entations around defects26 as well as the degree of local
dynamics. Quantum annealing circuits have simulated
spin ice27 by designing two-qubit couplings to mimic a
square grid. A suitable choice of couplings may be able
to encode polyhedral ice. Defect rings may play a strong
role in annealing, e.g., with triangles flipping more easily
than quadrilaterals. Water molecules enclosed between
graphene sheets have been shown to realize square ice28.
Hydrophobic structures with spherical geometry could
realize polyhedral ice.

Previous theoretical studies of quantum dynamics
have used Hamiltonians with ring-flip processes29,30. In
Sec. IV, we have taken the same approach, using exact
diagonalization to solve for the ground state on each clus-
ter. For clusters with larger sizes and different curved
topologies, quantum Monte Carlo methods may help in
describing low energy properties. A suitable field the-
ory approach may be able to account for defects induced
by curvature. Such an approach can describe large sys-
tems where numerical enumeration is not possible. De-
fect rings may have interesting consequences. For exam-
ple, curvature-free models host phase transitions upon
varying relative energies of the six local configurations at
each site30. Defect rings may smoothen such transitions
or alter their critical exponents.
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Appendix A: Ice configurations on a polygon with M
vertices

Consider a polygon with M sides. At each vertex, we
have two internal arrows that connect to neighbouring
vertices. We also have two external arrows that point
outwards. If the internal arrows are in a one-in, one-out
configuration, we have two possibilities for the external
arrows – we may choose one of them to be outwards and
the other to be inwards. If the internal arrows are in

a two-out setting, the external arrows are forced to be
two-in. Likewise, if the internal arrows are two-in, the
external arrows are forced to be two-out.

To enumerate the number of ice configurations, we con-
sider a toy problem where we build a linear arrangement,
adding one bond at a time. A similar setup was consid-
ered by Nagle as a stepping stone to residual entropy on
lattices31. On the first bond, we may draw an arrow in
one of two possible ways. We then add a second bond –
with two external arrows at the junction between the first
and the second bonds. The arrow on the second bond
may point in either direction. Depending on the arrows
on the first and second bonds, the external arrows can
have one of two possibilities. We proceed to add bonds
in this fashion. Below, we formulate a recursion relation
for the number of configurations.

Suppose we have enumerated all possible configura-
tions for an arrangement with M bonds. We classify
these configurations into two families. In one family, the
first and the last internal bonds are parallel. We denote
the number of configurations in this family as gM . In
the other, the first and the last are opposite. The num-
ber of configurations in this family is denoted as fM . In
the simplest case, we may take M = 2. By explicit enu-
meration, we have (g2 = 4, f2 = 2), (g3 = 10, f3 = 8),
etc.

We now add a new vertex at the end of the M th bond.
We then add the (M + 1)th bond as well as two external
arrows at the new vertex. We have two choices for arrow
direction on the (M + 1)th bond: parallel or opposite to
that on the immediately preceding (M th) bond. If it is
parallel, we have two possibilities for the external arrows
on the new vertex. If it is opposite, we have only one.
These possibilities arise from the ice rule constraint on
the newly added vertex. Using these arguments, we write

gM+1 = 2gM + fM ; fM+1 = 2fM + gM . (A1)

From the values of g2, f2, g3, and f3 above, we see that
gM −fM = 2 for M = 2, 3. Crucially, if gM −fM = 2, the
recursion relations of Eq. A1 guarantee gM+1−fM+1 = 2.
We conclude that gM = fM + 2 for all M ≥ 2. The
expression for gM+1 given above can now be rewritten as
gM+1 = 3gM −2. We have arrived at a recursion relation
for gM , with no reference to fM . It can be easily seen
that this relation is satisfied by gM = 1 + 3M−1.

Finally, we argue that gM+1 is the number of ice-
rule satisfying configurations on a polygon with M sides.
Thus far, we have enumerated arrow configurations on a
linear chain of bonds. By definition, gM+1 is the number
of configurations of M + 1 bonds such that the first and
the last have parallel (internal) arrows. This is equiv-
alent to stipulating periodic boundary conditions in an
M -bond problem; in other words, it constructs a polygon
with M sides. The number of ice-rule satisfying configu-
rations on the polygon with M sides is gM+1 = 1 + 3M .
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FIG. 5. Left: A patch that serves as a building block for
the rhombicuboctahedron and the expanded cuboctahedron.
Right: The construction of a rhombicuboctahedron by ‘stitch-
ing’ four patches together. Each dotted line represents a
stitching operation where a pair of vertices from different
patches are identified.

Appendix B: Patch stitching algorithm

A brute force approach does not work when enumerat-
ing ice configurations on larger clusters. With 48 edges,
the rhombicuboctahedron has for 248 possibilities that
must be checked against ice rules. The expanded cuboc-
tahedron has 296. Instead, we use a divide and conquer
approach. We identify the 9-vertex patch shown in Fig. 5
as a building block of these two clusters. Due its small
size, its ice-configurations can be enumerated easily –
with 224 possibilities. There are six corner vertices where
two edges meet – the ice-rules are not enforced at these
vertices.

The rhombicuboctahedron can now be constructed by
‘stitching’ four such patches, as shown in Fig. 5. Each
stitching operation involves two corner vertices located
on two distinct patches. They are fused into a single ver-
tex if allowed by the ice rule. That is, if two edges from
one patch and the two from the other combine to give a
two-in-two-out configuration, the vertices can be fused.
If the rule is not satisfied (e.g., if we have two incoming

arrows on both patches, leading to four incoming arrows
in total), the stitching operation terminates, discarding
the current configuration. The rhombicuboctahedron is
obtained by stitching four patches, while the expanded
cuboctahedron requires eight patches. In each case, it
is efficient to proceed by stitching two similar units at a
time. For example, two patches can be stitched to form
a bi-patch. Two bi-patches can be then stitched to form
a rhombicuboctahedron.

Appendix C: Bipartite character of tunnelling
Hamiltonian

On the four clusters shown in Fig. 3, ice configura-
tions separate into two families. Flipping processes al-
ways connect an element from one family to one in the
other. This bipartite character leads to a spectral reflec-
tion symmetry32: an eigenstate with energy E is asso-
ciated with a partner with energy −E. This bipartite
character can be understood by comparison with a ref-
erence configuration. For example, on the octahedron,
we compare any given ice configuration with a fixed ref-
erence configuration (say a maximally flippable configu-
ration). We count the number of arrows that are par-
allel between the given configuration and the reference.
Based on this number, we classify the configuration as
even or odd. As a flip will alter three arrows at a time, it
will necessarily connect even to odd and vice versa. On
the cuboctahedron, rhombicuboctahedron and expanded
cuboctahedron, we cannot take the same approach as we
have quadrilateral faces. A quadrilateral flip will change
four arrows and may connect even-to-even or odd-to-odd.
However, on each cluster, it is possible to construct a
subgraph that contains an odd number of edges within
every ring. By comparison with a reference configuration
on this subgraph, we may designate any given configura-
tion as even or odd. Flipping processes will now connect
even-to-odd or odd-to-even.
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