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W e �nd thatthe spin susceptibility ofa two-dim ensionalelectron system with valley degeneracy

doesnotgrow critically atlow densities,atvariance with experim entalresults[A.Shashkin etal.,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 96,036403 (2006)]. W e ascribe thisapparent discrepancy to the weak disorder

present in experim entalsam ples. O ur prediction is obtained from accurate correlation energies

com puted with state of-the-art di�usion M onte Carlo sim ulations and �tted with an analytical

expression which also providesa localspin density functionalforthe system underinvestigation.

PACS num bers: 71.10.-w,71.15.M b,71.45.G m ,02.70.Ss

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The spin properties oflow-dim ensionalelectron sys-

tem s in solid state devices are of great interest in re-

lation to spintronics and quantum com puting1, both

at the fundam entalleveland for technologicalapplica-

tions,thelong wavelength spin susceptibility ofthetwo-

dim ensionalelectron gas (2DEG ) playing an im portant

role in the controlofnuclear spins2. They are also be-

lieved to be intim ately related to the apparent m etal-

insulatortransition (M IT)observed in 2D 3,4,5,6,7.Indeed

the spin susceptibility �s ofthe 2DEG ,m easured with

varioustechniques6,isconsistentlyfound togrow with re-

spectto itsnoninteracting Paulivalue�0,asthedensity

islowered and theM IT approached3,4,5.Recently,exper-

im entalevidence hasbeen given fora criticalgrowth of

�s in Si-M O SFETsata�nitedensity3 coincident,within

experim entaluncertainties,with the criticaldensity for

the M IT6,7. The qualitative question to which we give

an answerin thispaperiswhethersuch a divergence isa

property ofthe ideally clean two-valley (2V)2DEG ,the

sim plestm odelofelectronscon�ned in a Si-M O SFET8,

or is due to som e other factor. It should be stressed

from the outset that the valley degree offreedom has

qualitative e�ects on the 2DEG properties,m aking the

fully spin polarized uid neverstable9,atvariance with

the one-valley (1V) 2DEG ,and im portantly a�ects the

M IT10,11.

Correlationplaysacrucialrolein theso-calledEG ,i.e.,

electronswith a 1=r pairpotential,m oving in a neutral-

izing charge background12. Its im portance grows both

with lowering the density and the space dim ensional-

ity and tends to quantitatively and often even qualita-

tively change the predictionsofsim ple schem es,such as

the Hartree-Fock (HF)orthe random -phaseapproxim a-

tion (RPA)12.In thelow-densitystrongly-correlatedEG ,

which would be m ore properly called an electron liquid,

the energy balance determ ining the system propertiesis

played on a very m inute scale and, to get m eaningful

predictions,a greataccuracy such astheonea�orded by

quantum M onteCarlo (Q M C)m ethodsisnecessary12.

Q M C sim ulations have provided over the years

the m ethod of choice for m icroscopic studies of the

2DEG 9,13,14,15,16,17, which recently has been shown to

provide a rather accurate m odelfor electrons con�ned

in solid state devices18. However,no Q M C prediction

isavailable for�s in the 2V2DEG and othertheoretical

estim ates,obtained eitherin RPA 19,20 orwith a classical

m apping21,do notappearreliable22. Here,to calculate

�s we resortto extensive state-of-the-artsim ulationsof

the 2V2DEG ,using the di�usion M onte Carlo (DM C)

technique23. W e thus obtain for the �rst tim e the de-

pendenceoftheground stateenergy on both thedensity

and thespin polarization,also im proving on Ref.9,with

theuseoftwist-averaged boundary conditions(TABC)24

and trialwavefunctionsincluding backow (BF)14.

II. C O R R ELA T IO N EN ER G Y O F T H E 2V 2D EG

In the2V2DEG electronspossessan additionaldiscrete

degree offreedom ,i.e. the valley avororindex,which

can be conveniently described with a pseudospin. O ne

m ay identify electrons with given spin and pseudospin

indexesasbelonging to a speciesorcom ponent.Accord-

ingly, the param agnetic 2V2DEG is a four-com ponent

system ,whileboth thefully spin-polarized 2V2DEG and

the param agnetic 1V2DEG have two com ponents. For

the sake ofsim plicity,we restricthere to the sym m etric

casewherethenum berofelectronsand thespin polariza-

tion are the sam e forboth valleys25.Thus,atzero tem -

perature,thestateofthesystem isfully speci�ed by the

coupling param eterrs = 1=
p
� naB and the spin polar-

ization � = (n"� n#)=n,with n thetotalelectron density,

aB the Bohrradius,n"(#) the density ofup (down)spin

electrons.Below,Rydberg unitsareused throughout.

A . Sim ulation details

W e have perform ed sim ulations with the �xed-phase

(FP)26 DM C m ethod, which gives the lowest upper

http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.2569v2
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TABLE I:Param eters ofthe analytic representation (2)and

(3)ofthecorrelation energy ofthe2V2D EG ,determ ined from

Eq.(1) by a least squares �t to the data listed in Table III.

The reduced chisquare is ~�
2
= 4:82. A

�
m arksconstrained

param eters,whereasC 2 is�xed to zero sinceitturned outto

be irrelevantin the �tting procedure. The param eters�,�z,

 and z in Eq.(1)only concern the size extrapolation;their

optim alvaluesare 0.056,0.17,2.03 and 0.45,respectively.

i= 0 i= 1 i= 2

A i � 0:99870� 0:44570� 0:0082290

B i
16

3�
(10� 3�)� � 0:85288� 0:048979

C i 0:62208 � 7:6202 0

D i 0:029726 � 1:6194 � 0:051302

E i 1:6208 12:714 25:911

Fi � 0:012856 0
�

0
�

G i 0:66150 19:692
�

15:072
�

H i 0:029765� 3:6334� 6:2343�

� 11.879

bound to the ground-state energy consistent with the

m any-body phase ofa suitably chosen,com plex-valued

trialfunction. ForrealtrialfunctionsFP-DM C reduces

to the standard �xed-node (FN) approxim ation23. A

com plex trialfunction allows using TABC24,which re-

duce the size dependence ofthe kinetic energy by one

order ofm agnitude with respect to periodic boundary

conditions(PBC).Furtherm ore,since TABC do notre-

quire closed shells in k-space there are no restrictions

on the num ber ofelectrons per com ponent,so that the

polarization can be changed by ipping any num ber of

spins,with �xed totalnum ber ofelectrons27. O ur trial

function is the product ofSlater plane-wave (PW ) de-

term inants(onepercom ponent)and a Jastrow factor15.

BF correlations14 areincluded only for� = 0 and � = 1,

but with FN-DM C and in PBC.Their contribution to

the ground-state energy is then added to the PW en-

ergiesassum ing a quadratic dependence on polarization

as in Ref.16,17. The ground-state energy per particle

E N (rs;�),calculated forseveralvaluesofrs,�,and the

electron num berN ,isrecorded in TableIIIofAppendix

A.

B . A nalytic representation

FollowingRef.17,wedeterm inetheenergyperparticle

E (rs;�)in thetherm odynam iclim itby�ttingtothedata

listed in TableIIIan analyticexpression which em bodies

the rs and � dependence as wellas a Ferm i-liquid{like

sizecorrection:

E N (rs;�) = E (rs;�)+ �TN (rs;�)+
�
� + �z�

2
� 1

rsN

+
�
 + z�

2
� 1

(rsN )3=2
: (1)

The �tting param eters�;�z; and z take into account

potentialenergy�nite-sizee�ects,while�T N (rs;�)isthe

di�erenceofthenon-interactingkineticenergy evaluated

at�niteN with TABC and in thetherm odynam iclim it.

E (rs;�) is custom arily decom posed as sum ofthe non-

interacting kineticenergy,�0(rs;�)= (1+ �2)=(2r2s),the

exchangeenergy,ex(rs;�)= � 4

3�

1

rs
[(1+ �)3=2+ (1� �)3=2],

and the unknown correlation energy ec(rs;�),forwhich

weadoptthe sam eanalyticalrepresentation ofRef.17,

ec(rs;�)= (e
� �rs � 1)e

(6)
x (rs;�)+

X

i= 0;2

�
2i
�i(rs); (2)

wheree
(6)
x (rs;�)= ex(rs;�)� (1+ 3

8
�2 + 3

128
�4)ex(rs;0),

and the functions�i(rs)arede�ned by

�i(rs) = A i+ (B irs + Cir
2
s + D ir

3
s)

� ln

 

1+
1

E irs + Fir
3=2
s + G ir

2
s + H ir

3
s

!

:

(3)

W econstrain thecorrelation energy (2)to satisfy known

high{ and low-density lim its (Appendix B),reducing in

thisway thenum beroffree�tting param etersfrom 29to

18. The correlation energy ofthe 2V2DEG ,asgiven by

Eqs. (2) and (3) with the param eterslisted in Table I,

representsa centralresultofthiswork.

C . P hase diagram

In Fig. 1 we plot the energies of the param agnetic

and the fully spin-polarized 2V2DEG .They are shown

by solid lines labeled with the num ber ofcom ponents,

N c = 4 and N c = 2,respectively. For com parison,we

also plot Q M C results for other phases of the 2DEG :

N c = 1 labels the fully polarized one-valley 2DEG 17,

whereasthe2D charged-boson uid28 correspondsto the

lim itofan in�nite-com ponent2DEG .The energy ofthe

W igner crystalis known to be alm ost independent of

the num ber ofcom ponents13,15;we report here the re-

sultofRef.15. W e note thatatlarge rs asthe num ber

ofcom ponentsincreasestheground-stateenergy appears

to quickly approach the in�nite-com ponentlim it.

The dashed line for N c = 2 in Fig.1 is the result of

Ref.17 forthe param agnetic2DEG .Itsagreem entwith

ourcurveforthepolarized 2V2DEG isexpected,butstill

gratifying:thetwocalculationsdi�erbydetailsin theex-

trapolation to the therm odynam ic lim it,and the close-

nessoftheirresultssupportsa good controlofthe�nite-

sizebias.Thedashed lineforN c = 4isinstead theresult

ofRef.9 for the param agnetic 2V2DEG .Its di�erence

with the presentresultsconveysa physicalinform ation,

nam ely the quantitative e�ect ofBF correlationswhich

werenotincluded in theprevioussim ulations9.Backow

im provesthe nodalstructure ofthe PW wave function,

yielding in theFN approxim ation a tighterupperbound
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FIG .1:Energy perparticleofvariousphasesofthe2D EG at

T = 0. The energy labelindicates the num ber N c ofequiv-

alent com ponents in the hom ogeneous uid,or the bosonic

uid (B),orthe triangularW ignercrystal(W C),asapplica-

ble.Resultsofthepresentstudy aregiven by solid lines.The

dashed linesarefrom Ref.17 (E1,E2 ),Ref.9 (E4 ),Ref.15

(EW C ),and Ref.28 (EB ).TheinsetshowsE (rs;�)� E (rs;0)

from Eq.(2) (solid line) together with the sim ple quadratic

dependence[E (rs;1)� E (rs;0)]�
2
(dotted),forthe2V2D EG ,

and the result for the 1V2D EG
17

(dashed) m agni�ed by a

factor10,atrs = 25.

to the exact ground-state energy14. It is known17 that

BF correlations lower the FN energy m ore for N c = 2

than forN c = 1. Here we �nd thatthe BF energy gain

for N c = 429 is sm aller than for N c = 2 (see Table II

of Appendix A),albeit larger than for N c = 1. The

m odeste�ectofBF correlationsforN c = 4 entailsonly

m arginalquantitative changes to the phase diagram of

the2V2DEG predicted in Ref.9.Thedensity ofW igner

crystallization shiftsto a slightly lowervalue,rs ’ 45.

Before discussing the spin polarization dependence of

theenergy and ourprediction forthespin susceptibility,

we should stress that our results provide the m ost ac-

curateavailableestim ateforthe correlation energy ec of

the2V2DEG ,which in turn isthekey ingredientforden-

sity functionaltheory (DFT) studies ofinhom ogeneous

two-valley system s in 2D within the localspin density

approxim ation30. The knowledge of ec allows also to

check theaccuracy oftheansatzm adein Ref.31 to con-

struct the correlation energy ofa system with an arbi-

trary num berofcom ponents,�c(N c),in term softhatof

the one valley system 17. A com parison between ~�c(N c)

from Ref.31,the present ec,and the nom inally exact

Q M C resultsforcharged bosons28 (Appendix C)exposes

the lim ited accuracy of~�c(N c)especially atlarge rs,in-

cluding its prediction31 ofan unphysicaltransition be-

tweenthenodelessgroundstateofthein�nite-com ponent

system and the antisym m etric ground state ofthe one-

 0
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FIG .2: Spin-susceptibility enhancem entofthe1V2D EG and

the 2V2D EG .The results ofthe presentwork are com pared

with HF and RPA
19,20

predictionsaswellasQ M C resultsfor

the one valley case
17
.Experim entalresultsforSi-M O SFETs

are also shown
3,5
.

com ponent 2DEG .Yet, the com parison between DFT

calculationsoftwo-valley sym m etricsystem susingeither

~�c(N c)orthepresentec would providea valuabletestof

the adequacy of~�c(N c)forDFT applications.

O ur calculations con�rm the absence ofa transition

from the param agnetic to the fully spin-polarized uid

in the two-valley sym m etric system 9. M oreover,in the

whole density range where the uid isstable we �nd no

evidenceforthestability ofa statewith partialspin po-

larization. As illustrated in Fig.1 forrs = 25,E (rs;�)

displaysitsm inim um at� = 0 and,forallpracticalpur-

poses,can be considered a convex function of�32. Con-

vexity ensuresthat,by turning on an in-plane m agnetic

�eld B ,the absolute m inim um displayed by the energy

goes continuously from � = 0 to � = 1. Ifthe energy

exhibitsa localm axim um oreven an inection pointfor

� < 1,instead,the B -driven transition to the fullspin

polarization becom es a �rst-order one and is accom pa-

nied by a jum p in the polarization33.Thisisclearly the

caseforthe 1V2DEG atrs = 25 also shown in Fig.1.

III. SP IN SU SC EP T IB ILIT Y

Thespin susceptibility enhancem ent12 ofthe2V2DEG

isreadily calculated using Eq.(2)as

�s=�0 =

h

1�
2rs

�
+ 2r

2
s�1(rs)

i� 1
: (4)

In Fig.2 wecom pareourQ M C prediction with theavail-

able experim ental results for electrons con�ned in Si-

M O SFETs. It is evident that the 2V2DEG spin sus-

ceptibility m oderately overestim atesexperim entsathigh
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density butlargely underestim atesthem atlow density,

whereitdoesnotdisplay any criticalgrowth.In fact�s

isa concavefunction ofrs atalldensitieswheretheuid

phaseisstable.Indeed,a realisticdescription ofa 2DEG

in asolid statedevicerequiresconsideration ofadditional

elem ents such as transverse thickness18,19 and disorder

scattering18. As the thicknessis known to suppressthe

spin susceptibility and a weak disorderto enhance it,at

present the only likely candidate to explain the experi-

m entallyobservedcriticalbehaviorof�s
3 appearstobea

weak disorder.In Fig.2 wealso reporttheQ M C results

ofa 1V2DEG 17. It is clear that the valley degeneracy

causesasubstantialsuppressionofthespin susceptibility,

in qualitativeagreem entwith the e�ectfound in experi-

m entson AlAsbased quantum wells4,though foran in-

plane anisotropic m ass. M oreover,�s(rs) changes from

a convex to a concave function in going from the 1V to

the2V2DEG .W ealso show in the�gurethepredictions

ofHF and RPA.The generaltrend is that,while RPA

perform ssom ewhatbetterthan HF,both largely overes-

tim atetheQ M C predictionsand yield divergenceswhich

eitherhaveno counterpartin Q M C,forthe2V2DEG ,or

in the best case take place at a density about13 tim es

larger than in Q M C, for the 1V2DEG .At least RPA

reverts the qualitatively wrong prediction ofHF which

yieldsan enhancem entofthespin susceptibility in going

from the one-to the two-valley system .

IV . D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have reliably estim ated the spin susceptibility of

the2V2DEG ,which providesthesim plestm odelforelec-

tronscon�ned in Si-M O SFETs.O urresultsclearly point

tothecrucial,qualitativeroleofweak disorderscattering

in determ ining thecriticalgrowth found in them easured

susceptibility atlow density3 and toalikely m inor,quan-

titative role of transverse thickness in suppressing the

susceptibilityathighdensity.2D electronsystem sin high

m obility Si-M O SFET’sattim eshavebeen term ed clean,

m eaningin factwithoutadm ixtureoflocalm om ents3,but

also im plicitly im plying that observed properties would

be disorderindependentand would correspond to those

ofan ideally clean electron gas. This latter viewpoint,

fostered by therecentexperim entalobservation thatthe

e�ective m ass enhancem ents ofsam ples34,35 with peak

m obilitiesdi�ering by aboutoneorderofm agnitudeap-

pear to be the sam e within error bars (ofabout 10% ),

iscontradicted by our�ndings.W e should stressindeed

that the sam ples ofRefs.34 and 35 are di�erent on a

num berofcountsand notonly forthe am ountofdisor-

der.Electronsin (111)Si-M O SFETs34 have(i)asizeable

band m ass anisotropy m x=m y = 0:28,i.e. com parable

with the one in AlAsquantum wells36,and (ii)a trans-

versethicknessparam eter
p
(3)b=(rsaB )(see,e.g.,Ref.18

for the de�nition) which is m ore than twice the one in

(100)Si-M O SFETs35.Both e�ects(m assanisotropy and

thickness)areknown tosuppressspin susceptibility in an

appreciablem anner18,36.M oreover,com paring theabso-

lute peak m obilities ofRef.34 on the one hand and of

Ref.35 on the other,i.e. ofsystem swith quantitatively

di�erentlength and energy scales(due to di�erentband

m asses)isnotappropriate. Ifland aB are respectively

the m ean-free path and the e�ective Bohr radius in a

given system ,we �nd thatthe peak ofl=(rsaB )for the

EG ofRef.34 is only 3 tim es sm aller than that ofthe

EG ofRef.35. Hence the experim ent in Ref.34 in our

opinion is not at allconclusive in ruling out an e�ect

ofdisorder on the e�ective m ass,let alone on the spin

susceptibility ofthese system s.

W e have also obtained: an assessm ent of the back-

ow e�ectson theenergy ofthetwo-valley param agnetic

phase,which rem ainsstablewith respecttoany partially

orfully polarized phase,up totheW ignercrystallization;

an analytical�t ofthe Q M C correlation energy,which

alsointerpolatesbetween exacthigh and low-densitylim -

its,and providesa localspin density functionalforDFT

studies oftwo-valley system s;the clear indication that

an accurate account ofcorrelation beyond RPA is cru-

cialwhen considering thepropertiesofboth the1V-and

2V2DEG .

A P P EN D IX A :D ETA ILS O F T H E D M C

SIM U LA T IO N S

The trial function was chosen of the usual Slater-

Jastrow form , 	(R) = D (R)J(R), where R �

(r1;:::;rN ) represents the coordinates of the N elec-

trons. The Jastrow factor is a pair product, J(R) =

exp
�
�
P

i< j
u(rij)

�
,with u(r)the param eter-free RPA

pseudopotential15. The phase structure is �xed by the

com plex factorD =
Q

�
D �,i.e.,a productofSlaterde-

term inants,oneforeach spin-valley com ponent.

M ostofthesim ulationswerecarried outwith thestan-

dard plane-wave (PW ) choice for the one-particle or-

bitals,D PW
� = det[exp(iki � rj)]. For � = 0 and � = 1

we also included backow (BF) correlations14,D B F
� =

det[exp(iki � xj)],where xi = ri +
P N

j6= i
�(rij)(ri � rj)

and the BF function �(r) (ofthe form suggested in14)

wasoptim ized by m inim ization ofthevariationalenergy.

W esim ulated theim aginary-tim eevolution ofthesys-

tem by a branching random walk,using a short-tim eap-

proxim ation oftheim portance-sam pled G reen’sfunction

and exerting controlon the num ber ofwalkers. Calcu-

lations were perform ed at rs = 1;2;5;10;20;40. For

� = 0 and � = 1 we chose severalvaluesofthe num ber

of electrons between N = 36 and N = 116, whereas

11 interm ediate values of the polarization, de�ned by

ipping one spin at a tim e,were studied for N = 52.

The twist average, for the PW sim ulations, was per-

form ed on a m esh de�ned by qx(i)= �(i� 1=2);qy(j)=

�(j� 1=2);1 � i� 8;i� j� 8;� = �=8L,with L the

sideofthesim ulation box.Long-rangeinteractionswere

dealtwith the optim ized-splitting m ethod ofRef.37.

Extrapolation to zero tim estep � and in�nitenum ber
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TABLE II:D i�erence � = E
B F

N (rs;�)� E
P W

N (rs;�)between

the BF and the PW energy (in Rydberg per particle) at se-

lected valuesofrs;�;N . In parenthesesthe statisticalerror

on the lastdigit.

� = 0 � = 1

rs N � N �

1 52 -0.0028(1) 50 -0.0034(1)

58 -0.0035(2)

90 -0.0032(1)

2 52 -0.00166(5) 42 -0.00175(9)

50 -0.00192(9)

58 -0.00217(9)

5 52 -0.00057(2) 50 -0.00077(3)

58 -0.00088(3)

10 52 -0.00021(1) 42 -0.00025(1)

84 -0.00022(1) 50 -0.00030(2)

58 -0.00032(2)

20 52 -0.000043(6) 42 -0.000081(7)

50 -0.000085(7)

58 -0.000116(6)

90 -0.000116(6)

40 52 -0.000020(1) 50 -0.000020(1)

90 -0.000031(1)

ofwalkersN W wasalso carried outat�xed density,on

the assum ption thatthe � and NW dependencesareap-

proxim ately independent.Resultsatpolarizations� = 0,

� ’ 0:5,and � = 1and forabunch of� (NW )valueswere

used to establish the � (NW )dependence ofthe energy

asfunction of�;these dependences,com bined together,

were then used to extrapolate to N W = 1 ,� = 0 the

energiescalculated forallvaluesof�.

W erecord thedi�erencebetween BF and PW energies

at zero and fullpolarization in Table II and the whole

set of energies extrapolated to N W = 1 , � = 0 and

including the backow correction in TableIII.

A P P EN D IX B :H IG H A N D LO W D EN SIT Y

LIM IT O F T H E C O R R ELA T IO N EN ER G Y O F

T H E FO U R C O M P O N EN T 2D EG

W edirectly referto Ref.17 forboth thers ! 1 lim it,

whose leading term s in r� 1s and r
� 3=2
s are independent

ofthe num berofcom ponents38,and the rs ! 0 lim itat

� = 1,which isthe sam e two-com ponentsystem asthe

one-valley caseat� = 017.

Here we only need to specify the high-density lim it

forthe four-com ponentsystem ,lim rs! 0 ec(rs;0)= A 0 +

B 0 rs lnrs. G eneralizing the procedure ofRef.39 to the

m ultivalley case,we write ec as the sum ofthe second-

orderexchangeenergy e
(b)

2 and theringcontribution e
(r)
c ,

whose lowestordere
(r)

2 isthe directterm ofthe second-

orderenergy perparticle.Itturnsoutthate
(b)

2 isa con-

stant,independentofrs and the num berofcom ponents

 1.44

 1.48

 1.52

 1.56

 1.6

 1.64

 1.68

 0  10  20  30  40

r s
3/

2 (E
(r

s)
-c

1/
r s

) 
(R

y)

rs 

E2

E1

E4

EB

EB*

E4*

FIG .3:Phase diagram ofthe m ulticom ponent2D EG :liquid

phases.Solid E4 and E2 from the presentwork,solid E1 and

long-dashed E2 from Ref.17,EB from Ref.28.E4� and EB �

are from Ref. 31. O ne- and two-com ponent energies from

Ref.31 coincide with Ref.17’sonesby construction.

ofthesystem ,N c,whilee
(r)

2 = e
(r)

2 (N c)dependsonly on

N c. Furtherm ore,we notice that the ring contribution

scales with N c as e
(r)
c (rs;N c) = N cf(rsN

3=2
c ),so that

the following scaling law holds

e
(r)
c (rs;4)= 2e

(r)
c (4

p
2rs;2): (B1)

By applying the scaling law (B1) to the leading term s

ofec,we �nd A 0 = e
(b)

2 + 2e
(r)

2 (2) = � 0:99870,B 0 =

16(10� 3�)=(3�).

A P P EN D IX C :C H EC K O F A N A P P R O X IM A T E

M U LT IC O M P O N EN T C O R R ELA T IO N EN ER G Y

In Fig.3weshow acom parison between them ulticom -

ponentcorrelation energy ~�c(N c)ofRef.31 and various

sim ulation results,includingthepresenttwo-valleycalcu-

lation,and thenom inally exactQ M C resultsforcharged

bosons28. Totalenergiesare displayed.The scale ofthe

�gure,em phasizesthe lim ited accuracy of~�c(N c)in the

largers regim e.

1
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TABLE III:D ata used for the �t described in the paper. Twist-averaged D M C energy in Rydberg per particle E N (rs;�),

calculated at �nite N , extrapolated to zero tim e step and in�nite num ber of walkers, and including BF correlations; in

parenthesesthe statisticalerroron the lasttwo �guresshown.The backow correction wasobtained from Table IIem ploying

the resultsatthe largestN available.

rs N � EN (rs;�) rs N � EN (rs;�) rs N � EN (rs;�)

1 36 0 -0.76940(15) 5 36 0 -0.308540(26) 20 36 0 -0.0930324(80)

36 1 -0.42501(21) 36 1 -0.299849(46) 36 1 -0.092705(13)

52 0 -0.76418(14) 52 0 -0.308001(25) 42 1 -0.092681(13)

52 1/13 -0.76192(14) 52 1/13 -0.307933(26) 52 0 -0.0929597(79)

52 2/13 -0.75430(15) 52 2/13 -0.307727(26) 52 1/13 -0.0929559(80)

52 3/13 -0.74537(15) 52 3/13 -0.307614(27) 52 2/13 -0.0929483(81)

52 4/13 -0.73040(15) 52 4/13 -0.307191(28) 52 3/13 -0.0929498(83)

52 5/13 -0.71189(16) 52 5/13 -0.306660(29) 52 4/13 -0.0929340(85)

52 6/13 -0.68872(16) 52 6/13 -0.305994(31) 52 5/13 -0.0929046(87)

52 7/13 -0.66258(17) 52 7/13 -0.305416(33) 52 6/13 -0.0928788(91)

52 8/13 -0.63301(17) 52 8/13 -0.304745(35) 52 7/13 -0.0928636(96)

52 9/13 -0.59922(18) 52 9/13 -0.303896(37) 52 8/13 -0.092842(10)

52 10/13 -0.55908(19) 52 10/13 -0.302872(39) 52 9/13 -0.092816(11)

52 11/13 -0.51827(19) 52 11/13 -0.301915(42) 52 10/13 -0.092765(11)

52 1 -0.42381(21) 52 1 -0.299624(46) 52 11/13 -0.092735(12)

84 0 -0.76258(14) 84 0 -0.307778(25) 52 1 -0.092659(13)

84 1 -0.42201(21) 84 1 -0.299197(45) 84 0 -0.0929138(79)

84 1 -0.092577(13)

rs N � EN (rs;�) rs N � EN (rs;�) 100 1 -0.092562(13)

2 26 3/13 -0.587078(70) 10 26 3/13 -0.172824(16) 116 1 -0.092552(13)

36 0 -0.590629(64) 36 0 -0.172782(15)

36 1 -0.51883(12) 36 1 -0.171014(29) rs N � EN (rs;�)

52 0 -0.588677(63) 42 1 -0.171000(29) 40 36 0 -0.0489598(23)

52 1/13 -0.588144(63) 50 1 -0.170903(29) 36 1 -0.0488830(31)

52 2/13 -0.586577(65) 52 0 -0.172599(15) 52 0 -0.0489302(23)

52 3/13 -0.584820(67) 52 1/13 -0.172555(15) 52 1/13 -0.0489325(23)

52 4/13 -0.581489(70) 52 2/13 -0.172524(15) 52 2/13 -0.0489275(23)

52 5/13 -0.577593(76) 52 3/13 -0.172522(16) 52 3/13 -0.0489312(24)

52 6/13 -0.572603(79) 52 4/13 -0.172425(17) 52 4/13 -0.0489244(24)

52 7/13 -0.567330(85) 52 5/13 -0.172309(18) 52 5/13 -0.0489179(24)

52 8/13 -0.561367(91) 52 6/13 -0.172163(19) 52 6/13 -0.0489100(25)

52 9/13 -0.554274(96) 52 7/13 -0.172056(20) 52 7/13 -0.0489053(26)

52 10/13 -0.54584(10) 52 8/13 -0.171941(21) 52 8/13 -0.0489042(27)

52 11/13 -0.53737(11) 52 9/13 -0.171760(23) 52 9/13 -0.0488968(27)

52 1 -0.51815(12) 52 10/13 -0.171525(24) 52 10/13 -0.0488833(28)

78 3/13 -0.583684(65) 52 11/13 -0.171362(26) 52 11/13 -0.0488779(29)

78 7/13 -0.566625(84) 52 1 -0.170929(29) 52 1 -0.0488635(31)

84 0 -0.587940(61) 78 3/13 -0.172383(16) 78 7/13 -0.0488920(26)

84 1 -0.51703(12) 78 7/13 -0.171970(20) 84 0 -0.0489127(23)

104 7/13 -0.566206(83) 84 0 -0.172490(15) 84 1 -0.0488322(31)

84 1 -0.170718(29) 104 7/13 -0.0488743(26)

90 1 -0.170765(29)

104 7/13 -0.171901(20)
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