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W eattack generalized Thom son problem swith a continuum form alism which exploitsa universal

long range interaction between defectsdepending on the Young m odulusofthe underlying lattice.

O urpredictions for the ground state energy agree with sim ulations oflong range power law inter-

actions ofthe form 1=r

(0 <  < 2) to four signi� cant digits. The regim e ofgrain boundaries is

studied in the context oftilted crystalline order and the generality ofour approach is illustrated

with new resultsforsquare tilingson the sphere.

PACS num bers:PACS num bers: 68.35.G y, 62.60.D c, 61.72.Lk. 61.30.Jf

The Thom son problem of constructing the ground

state of (classical) electrons interacting with a repul-

sive Coulom b potentialon a 2-sphere [1]is alm ost one

hundred yearsold [2]and hasm any im portantphysical

realizations. These include m ulti-electron bubbles [3],

which m ay be studied by capillary wave excitations,or

the surface ofliquid m etaldropscon�ned in Paultraps

[4]. Although the originalThom son problem refers to

the ground state ofsphericalshellsofelectrons,one can

alsoask forcrystallineground statesofparticlesinteract-

ing with other potentials. Such a generalized Thom son

problem arises,forexam ple,in determ ining thearrange-

m entsofthe protein subunitswhich com prise the shells

ofsphericalviruses[5,6].Here,the \particles" areclus-

ters ofprotein subunits arranged on a shell. O ther re-

alizationsinclude regulararrangem entsofcolloidalpar-

ticles in colloidosom es [7]proposed forencapsulation of

active ingredientssuch asdrugs,nutrientsorliving cells

[8]and fullerenepatternsofcarbon atom son spheres[9]

and othergeom etries[10]. An exam ple with long range

(logarithm ic) interactions is provided by the Abrikosov

latticeofvorticeswhich would form atlow tem peratures

in a superconducting m etalshellwith a large m onopole

atthe center[11].In practice,the \m onopole" could be

approxim ated by the tip ofa long thin solenoid.

Extensive num ericalstudies ofthe Thom son problem

show that the ground state for a sm allnum ber ofpar-

ticles, typically M � 150, consists of twelve positive

disclinations(them inim um num bercom patiblewith Eu-

ler’s theorem ) located at the vertices ofan icosahedron

[12,13]. Recentresultshave shown that forsystem sas

sm allas500 particles,however,con�gurationswith ad-

ditionaltopologicaldefects [14,15]have lower energies

than icosahedralones.

These rem arkable results for the Thom son problem

raiseanum berofim portantquestions,such asthem ech-

anism behind the proliferation ofdefects,the nature of

theseunusuallow-energy states,theuniversality with re-

spectto theunderlying particlepotentialand thegener-

alization to m orecom plex situations.

A form alism suitableto addressallthesequestionshas

been proposed recently[16].Disclinationsareconsidered

the fundam entaldegreesoffreedom ,interacting accord-

ing to the energy [16]
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where the integration is over a �xed surface with area

elem entd�(x)and m etric gij,K isthe G aussian curva-

ture,Y is the Young m odulus in at space and s(x) =
P N

i= 1
�

3
qi�(x;xi) is the disclination density

�

�(x;xi) =

�(x � xi)=
p
det(gij)

�

. Defectslike dislocationsorgrain

boundariesarebuiltfrom theseelem entary disclinations.

E 0 is the energy corresponding to a perfect defect-free

crystalwith no G aussian curvature; E 0 would be the

ground stateenergy fora 2D W ignercrystalofelectrons

in the plane.Eq.(1)restricted to a 2-spheregives

H = E 0 +
�Y
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+ N E core ; (2)

whereR istheradiusofthesphereand � isa function of

the geodesic distance �ij between defectswith polarco-

ordinates(�i; i ;�j; j)[16];�(�)= 1+
R 1� cos�

2

0
dz lnz

1�z
.

Here5-and 7-fold defectscorrespond to qi = + 1 and � 1

respectively. In this letter we show thatthe continuum

form alism em bodied in Eq.(2)im plies:(a)atspace re-

sultsforelasticconstantscan be bootstrapped into very

accuratequantitativecalculationsforgeneralized Thom -

son problem s,thus providing a stringenttestofthe va-

lidity ofthis approach;(b) new results for �nite length

grain boundaries,consisting ofdislocationswith variable

spacing,in the context ofthe 2� disclinations appear-

ing in tilted liquid crystalphases[17];and (c) su�cient

powerand generality to determ ine the ground state for

the 8 m inim aldisclinationsarising in square tilingsofa

sphere.
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 a1() (n;n) (n;0)

1:5 1:51473 1:51454(2) 1:51445(2)

1:25 1:22617 1:22599(7) 1:22589(7)

1:0 1:10494 1:10482(3) 1:10464(3)

0:75 1:04940 1:04921(6) 1:04910(6)

0:5 1:02392 1:02390(4) 1:02372(4)

TABLE I:Analyticalpredictions (� rst colum n) for a large

num ber of particles and values extrapolated from num eri-

calsim ulations (second and third colum ns)ofthe coe� cient

a1(),asde� ned in Eq.(4)for(n;n)and (n;0)icosadeltahe-

drallattices.Sim ilaraccuracy holdsforothervaluesof.

The Young m odulus appearing in Eq.(2)and the en-

ergy E 0 m ay be com puted in at space via the Ewald

m ethod [18,19]. The result for M particles with long

rangepairwiseinteractionsgiven by e2=r (0 <  < 2)is

[20]

Y = 4�()
e2

A
1+ =2

C

;

E 0

M e2
= �()

�
4�

A C

� =2

+
�

A C R
�2

�(); (3)

where �, � and � are potential-dependent coe�cients

whose num ericalvalues willbe reported elsewhere [20]

and A C is the area per particle. For M particles crys-

tallizing on the sphere,A C = 4�R2=M ,and com bining

Eqs.(2)and (3)givesa largeM expansion fortheground

stateenergy,

E G =
e2

2R 

h

a0()M
2
� a1()M

1+


2 + a2()M


2 + � � �

i

;

(4)

where a0() = 21� =(2 � ) and the subleading coef-

�cients ai() depend explicitly on the potentialand on

thepositionsand num berofdisclinations.The�rst(non-

extensive)term isproportionalto M 2 and isusually can-

celed byauniform backgroundchargeforW ignercrystals

ofelectrons.The coe�cienta 1 isa universalfunction of

the positionsofthe defects,up to a potential-dependent

constant. Using the results in [16],theoreticalpredic-

tionsforlargeM foricosadeltahedrallattices[5]oftype

(n;0)and (n;n)aregiven in TableIfor�vevaluesof.

These predictions m ay now be com pared with direct

m inim izationsofparticleson thespherein icosadeltahe-

dralcon�gurations by �tting the results to Eq.(4). In

Fig.1 we plot "(M ) versus 1=M for (n;0) and (n;n)

icosadeltahedralcon�gurationsfor = 1:5 and  = 0:5,

where

"(M )=
[2R E G =e

2
� a0()M

2]

M 1+ =2
: (5)

The coe�cient a 1() is determ ined by the intercept in

the M ! 1 lim it(M = 10n2 + 2 for(n;0)latticesand

M = 30n2 + 2 for(n;n)lattices[5]).
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FIG .1:Num ericalestim ate of"(M )asa function of1=M for

(n;0)and (n;n)icosadeltahedrallatticeswith  = (1:5;0:5).

FIG .2:Strain energy distribution (red/high,blue/low)fora

(10,0)and a (6,6)con� guration.



3

FIG .3:A 10-arm grain boundary array em erging from a + 6

defect(purplesquare)atthenorth pole.Charge + 1 disclina-

tionsare red and charge � 1 disclinationsare yellow.

The continuum elastic interaction between disclina-

tionsin Eq.(2)isessentialto obtain the correctlim iting

behaviorsinceitreectscontributionsboth from theen-

ergy per particle in atspace as wellas the energiesof

12 isolated disclinations. The defect core energy term

in Eq.(2) contributes to the leading correction a2().

W e �nd agreem ent to four signi�cant �gures for (n;0)

icosadeltahedrallatticesand to �vesigni�cant�guresfor

(n;n) lattices. The sm allresidualdi�erence in energy

for (n;0) and (n;n) con�gurations m ay be understood

from the di�ering strain energies shown in Fig.2. This

sm alldiscrepancy m ay be attributable to a line tension

associated with ridges ofm inim um or m axim um strain

connecting disclinations[20].

W e now turn to the study ofgrain boundaries on a

sphere using the m odeldescribed by Eq.(2). W e illus-

tratethe m ethod [16]by considering justtwo 2� defects

(appropriatetocrystalsoftilted m olecules)with suitable

boundary conditions[17].To approxim atethe 2� discli-

nation oftilted m oleculesin a hem isphericalcrystal[17]

we replacethe icosahedralcon�guration oftwelvediscli-

nationswith two clustersofsix 2�=6 defectsatthenorth

and south poles. Forsim plicity,we use isotropic elastic

theory and neglectnonuniversaldetailsnearthe core of

the + 2� disclination. Upon adding justone dislocation

ofBurgers vector b (i.e. a + =� 2�=6 disclination pair

separated by distance b),the m inim um energy in Eq.(2)

isachieved by apolarangle�0(b)with~bperpendicularto

thegeodesicjoining thenorth and south poles.Forsm all

num bersofdislocations,the m inim um energy con�gura-

tion consists oftwo polar rings ofdislocations located

atangles�0(b)and � � �0(b)relative to the north pole.

The dislocations eventually organize into grain bound-

ariescentered on �0(b),asshown in Fig.3. Rem arkably,

no otherm inim a werefound.

Because the global m inim ization just described be-

com escom putationally dem anding form ore than thirty

defects,furtherm inim izationsfocused on a reduced pa-

ram eterspacespeci�ed by theorientationsand distances
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FIG .4:D efectpositionsobtained from m inim ization (up tri-

angle)and from Eq.(7)(diam onds).

ofthe grain boundaries from the two + 6 defects. Fol-

lowing [16],the system dynam ically choosesthe average

lattice spacing a � b thatbestaccom m odatesthe array

structureby extrem izing the energy ofEq.(2).

Forreasonableparam etervaluesin ourcontinuum de-

scription,both two antipodal+ 6 disclinations and the

icosadeltahedralcon�gurationsareindeed unstabletothe

form ation ofgrain boundariesforsu�ciently largesphere

radius[14,15,16,23]. In a at m onolayer,the spacing

between dislocationsin m -grain boundaryarm sradiating

from a disclination ofcharges isgiven by [21]

l=
b

2sin
�

s

2m

� ; (6)

where b is the Burgers vector charge. The disclination

charge is s = 2�

6
p (p = 1 or 6, corresponding to the

Thom son problem ortilted m olecules,respectively). To

generalize this result for sym m etricalgrain boundaries

on a sphere,consider the Burgers circuit form ed by an

isosceles sphericaltriangle with apex angle �gb = s=m

ata disclination at the north pole and centered on one

ofthe m -grain boundary arm s [22]. Ifthe altitude of

this triangle is h,the net Burgers vector B de�ned by

this circuit is given by the geodesic distance spanning

the base ofthis triangle. A straightforward exercise in

sphericaltrigonom etry leadsto

cos

�
B

R

�

=
cot2(h=R)cos2(�gb=2)+ cos(�gb)

1+ cot2(h=R)cos2(�gb=2)
: (7)

W riting B � b
Rh
0
dh0=l(h0), where l(h) is a (variable)

dislocation spacing [16],we can invertthis form ula and

thusgeneralizeEq.(6)to the sphere.

Results com paring our m inim ization with Eq.(7) are

shown in Fig.4.Both approachespredictthe sam enum -

ber ofdislocations within a grain and dislocation spac-

ingswhich increase with � [16].The sm alldiscrepancies

in the positions ofthe dislocations are presum ably due

to interactionsbetween dislocationsin di�erentarm s.

Thephysicsassociated with Eq.(2)isrem arkably gen-

eral. W e sketch here how the results above m ay be
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adapted to a spheretiled with a squarelattice.A planar

square lattice isdescribed by three elastic constants(as

opposed to the two Lam �e coe�cients in the triangular

case),leading to an energy

H =
���;��

2

Z

d
2
xu��u�� ; (8)

wheretheindependentelasticconstantsare�11;11;�11;22
and �12;12.Thesam ederivation asthatleadingtoEq.(1)

now leadsto

H =
1

2

Z

d�(x)d�(y)

�

K (x)� s(x)

�

G (x;y)

�

K (y)� s(y)

�

;

(9)

whereG (x;y)= (1
Y
� 2 + 2�r2

1
r
2

2
)�1 ,with r i the gradi-

entin direction i= 1 or2,asde�ned by thelocalsquare

lattice. The fundam entaldefects are now �
�

2
disclina-

tions.Theelasticconstantsare

Y =
�2
11;11 � �2

11;22

�11;11
;

� = �
�11;22 + �11;11

�2
11;11 � �2

11;22

+
1

2�12;12
: (10)

The interaction energy for disclinationsin a square lat-

ticebecom esequivalentto Eq.(1)only in thelim it� = 0.

Although detailssuch asthecriticalvalueofR=a forthe

onsetofgrain boundarieswilldi�er,we expectthatthe

physicsrem ainsessentially thesam e.Forsm allnum bers

ofparticles the ground state willconsist of8 q = + 1

disclinations. In the isotropic case (� = 0) the ground

stateisadistorted cube,with onefacetwisted by45�[20],

sim ilar to tetratic liquid crystal ground states on the

sphere[24].

W eexpectsim ilarresultsforgeom etriesotherthan the

sphere.Forisotropiccrystalson atoruswith therightas-

pectratio,forexam ple,onem ightexpect125-fold discli-

nationson theouterwall(wheretheG aussian curvature

ispositive)and twelvecom pensating 7-fold disclinations

on the innerwall(where the G aussian curvature isneg-

ative) to play the role ofthe icosahedralcon�gurations

on thesphere.Asm oreparticlesareplaced on thetorus,

we expectgrain boundariesto em erge from these discli-

nations.

Therearesom eim portantissuesleftfora futurepub-

lication [20],such as a m ore detailed derivation ofthe

asym ptotic expansion Eq.(4) and a reliable determ ina-

tion oftheoptim alnum berofarm swithin agrain bound-

ary. W e hope the calculations presented here willcon-

vincethe readerofthe usefulnessofourapproach.
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