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Abstract. The ground state of an electron gas is characterized by the interparticle spacing to the e ective
Bohr radius ratio rs = a=ay . For polarized electrons on a two din ensional square lattice w ith Coulom b
repulsion, we study the threshold valie ry below which the lattice spacing s becom es a relevant scale and
rs ceases to be the scaling param eter. For system s of an all ratios s=a; , s becom es only relevant at sm allrg
(large densities) w here one hasa quantum uid w ith a deform ed Fem isurface.For system s of large s=ag , s
plays also a role at large rs (sm alldensities) where one hasa W igner solid, the lattice lim iting itsham onic
vibrations. T he them odynam ic Im it of physical system s of di erent ay is qualitatively discussed, before
quantitatively studying the lattice e ects occurring at large rs. U sing a few particle system , we com pare
exact num erical results obtained with a lattice and analytical perturbative expansions obtained in the
continuum lin it. Three criteria giving sin ilar values for the lattice threshold r, are proposed. The rst
one is a delocalization criterion in the Fock basis of lattice site orbitals. T he second one uses the persistent
current which can depend on the interaction in a lattice, while it becom es Independent of the Interaction
in the continuum Il it. T he third one takes into account the lin it in posed by the lattice to the ham onic
vibrations of the electron solid.
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73200t E lectron solids

1 Introduction

W hen one considers Interacting electrons free to m ove In
an inm obilk background of positive ions, one can repre—
sent the ions by a uniform positive £llium if the electron
density is su ciently anall. This uniform glium gives
sin ply rise to a constant term In the Ham iltonian. O ne
gets a continuum m odel characterized by two scales: the
inter-electron spacing a and the e ective Bohr radius a, .
Sin ple scaling law s are ocbtained if one uses the dim en—
sionless ratio ry = a=a, . T his continuum approxin ation
neglects the discrete character of the lattice of posiive
Jons.

Ifone wants to keep the periodic character ofthe ionic
lattice, one has to include a periodic potential instead ofa
uniform Ellium orto use the tightbinding approxin ation.
O ne obtains a lattice m odel, w here the kinetic energy can
be sin pli ed ifthe hopping tem s are restricted to nearest
neighborions.A lattice ntroducesa third scale:the lattice
spacing s. If s is irrelevant, the lattice m odel keeps the
sam e universal scaling than the continuum I i, if one
uses the com bination of lattice param eters w hich becom es
Is = a=ay in the continuum .

W e study when the low energy spectrum ofthe lattice
m odel can be described by a continuum approxin ation,
the lattice e ects ram aining only im portant in the high
energy spectrum .W hat is the carrier density above w hich
the scale s becom es relevant and rg ceases to be the scal-
Ing param eter for the lattice ground state? The answer
depends on s and on the two param eters controlling the
e ective Bohr radiis

"rhz
m &

ag = @)
the e ective massm of the carriers and the dielectric
constant ", ofthem edium .

Ifa, islarge compared to s, the lattice e ectsareonly
In portant for am allvalues of rg, forwhich one hasa quan-
tum uid with a deform ed Fermm i surface. This isa highly
quantum weak coupling lim it of large carrier densities. If
the issue is to study charge crystallization in such sys—
tem s, the densities of Interest are m uch lower than those
required to deform the Fem isurface, and the physics can
be describbed In the continuum approxim ation. If one uses
alL L lattice modelw ith N particles to study electron
crystallization for system s of sn all s=a; , one has to take
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lattice 1lings N =L? and hence ratios r; above the lattice
threshold r,, where the Jattice m odel can be described by
the continuum lim it.

If a; is snall compared to s, the lattice e ects be-
com e In portant when rg is argealso.Thisisa lin it where
the lattice physics takes place also In a weakly quantum
strong coupling regim e, at low densities. If one continues
to Increase the density in those system s, one can eventu-—
ally reach the lim it usually describbed by a H ubbard m odel
near half Iling, where the Jattice can give rise to a M ott
Insulator if the interaction is Jarge enough. In contrast to
the case where a,; is Jarge com pared to s, the continuum
approxin ation cannot be assum ed for studying electron
crystallization . O ne has the obvious problem of comm en—
surability between the electron lattice characterizing the
continuum 1im it and the ionic lattice.Even ifthere is com -
m ensurability, there is a ram aining lin i im posed by the
lattice to the ham onic vibrations of the W igner solid.

E ventually, let usnote that fora latticem odel, it isn —
portant to know the electron density below which its low
energy spectrum beginsto exhibit the continuum behavior
and isuniversal scaling law s, if one uses the com bination
of lattice param eters which becomes ry = a=a; in the
continuum .

2 Two din ensional continuum m odel

The Ham ittonian H . descrdbbing N polarized electrons of
massm free to m ove on a continuum space of din ension
d and dielectric constant ", = 1 contains one body kinetic
tem s, tw o body interaction term s plus the constant tem

due to the presence ofthe uniform background ofposiive
Jons necessary to have charge neutrality.

2 ¥ X 1
H.= g ri+e o
i=1 1 ikj N

-  + const;  (2)
Fi  5BJ

M easuring the energies in rydbergs (IRy = m e*=2h?) and
the lengths in units of the radius a of a sphere (circke In
2d) which encloses on the average one elctron, e and m
being the electronic charge and m ass, H . becom es

¥ 2 X 1
- 3)

: - .+ const;
rzizl Ts i<ijri 5J
where r, = a=ag . The Bohr radius a5 = h’=mé&® is a
m easure of the G S radius of the hydrogen atom while the
rydberg (IRy = e€’°=(ag )) is s G S binding energy.Eq.[3
tellsusthat the physicsofa system ofinteracting electrons
in the continuum does not depend on m any independent
param eters (h, e, m , the electronic density ng...) but only
on a single dim ensionless scaling ratio rs = a=ag when
N ! 1, ag characterizing the scale for the quantum
e ects.

For the G S, ifm any electrons are inside the quantum
volum e ag , one gets the weak coupling lim i (small ry)
where one has a Ferm i liquid. Though our theory could

be easily extended to arbitrary dim ensions and could in—
clude the spin degrees of freedom , w e restrict the study to
polarized electrons (spinless ferm ions) and to the din en—
sion d= 2.The ground state G S) energy in rydbergs per
particle is given in the H artreeFock approxin ation [li] as:

h°+hl+oan ) 1
—+ — rs); T
12 . s s

S

Eo= @)

wih coe cients h ( = 2 for the kinetic energy and h; =
16972 for the exchange energy.

In the strong coupling lin i (large rg), the volum e per
electron a® is Jarge com pared to a3 , and the electrons crys-
tallize on an hexagonal lattice w th weak quantum e ects

W igner crystal). As W Igner’s original approxim ation 2]
suggests, the G S energy per particke in rydbergs can be
expanded I powers ofry ° :

£, £ f ,
Eg= —+ -5+ =2+0a7); & 1 &)
Is rs s

The lading tem  (/ r, ') is of classical nature (Coulomb
energy of the lattice of electrons in a continuum back—
ground of positive charge) whilke the rst correction (/
Ts 3:2) is quantum (zero point energy of the hamm onic os—
cillations of the electrons about their Jattice points). O ne
gets 3,451 £f5 = 22122 and fi = 1:628 in two dim en—
sions.

U sing quantum M onte C arlo m ethods, the two din en—
sionalcrossoverbetw een these tw o lin itshasbeen studied.
A varational approach [0] and a G reen fiinction M onte
C arlo approach [d] have given a critical ratio rg 37 fora
possbl transition separating the quantum uid from the
W igner solid in the continuum . H ow ever, the wellknown
sign problem ofthe M onte C arlo m ethods requires to in —
pose the nodal structures of the solutions, m aking this
picture not free of certain assum ptions.

A ssum Ing periodic boundary conditions BCs) for N
polarized electrons in a square of size D , one can ignore
the constant tem in H ., the electronic density ng = N =D ?
and a= 1= ng.

3 Square lattice m odel

W e now de ne a square lattice m odel of spacing s, size
L = D =s, nearest neighbor hopping elem ent

t= b (6)
2m s?
and interaction strength
&?
U= — (7)
s
T he lattice H am iltonian H ; reads:
0 1
X U X non.
Hi= t@ 4N cleph + > SRR ®)
hj i ¥ P Hip 3
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Fig.1l.W eak coupling lim it: G S occupation num bers ofa non
Interacting system in the reciprocal lattice. T he Fem isurfaces
are sketched for increasing num bers of particles in a 36 36
square lattice. At low 1lings, the Fem i surface is alm ost a
circle, while it becom es deform ed at larger 1llings.

T he operators c;’ (cy) create (annihilate) a polarized elec-
tron (spinless ferm jon) at the site jand hj; fim eans that
the sum is restricted to nearest neighbors. dyp is the dis—
tance between the sites jand F in unit ofs.

The Ham itonian [8) can also be w ritten using the op—
erators dﬁ (dx ) creating (annihilating) a polarized electron
in a plane wave state ofm om entum k:

X
Hi= 4Nt 2t (cosky + cosky)d dk
k
X
+U V @dy, qGro oTo0k ©)
k ik %q
where
V- L 2, 10)
T o2 dyo

j
The states of di erent totalm om enta K are decoupled.
In the lattice units, IRy = U?=4t, a5 = 2st=U and the
ratio rs becom es:

a UL
rg= — = —p—r:1 11)
ag 2t N

4 Lattice e ects n the them odynam ic Iim it
4.1 Lattice threshold in the weak coupling lin it
Inthelmirs, ! 0,theGS energy ismanhnly kinetic. This

is a consequence of the Pauli exclusion principle, which
pushes the Fem i energy of the non interacting system
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Fig. 2. Strong coupling lim it: G S occupation num bers of a
W igner solid in real space. T he hexagonalW igner lattice ofN
electrons becom es com m ensurate w ith the L. L square lattice
ifone takesN = L = 30.

to m uch higher values than the classical C oulom b energy.
The G S kinetic energies of H; and H . becom e di erent
when the Fem isurface is deform ed by the lattice. Such a
deform ation can give rise to nesting e ectsw ith in portant
consequencesdiscussed in the literature [7,/8/9]. TheFem 1
wave vectorsky aregiven by 4t 2t(coskK + coskf )=
for a square lattice of Ferm i evel y, instead of tki +
kP )? = p forthe continuum lim it.
E xpanding the kinetic part of the Jattice H am iltonian
[@) for sm allwave vectors, one gets:
X X
HE ot k2 =
k< kg

1z)

ki+k;l

k< kg

For the st temn , one recovers the kinetic temm of the
continuum expansion [@):

Z
2 2
X D? h

t —k*d&k
2 ) 2m
k< kr
—N2h2 = 2CNR )i 13)
mp? 2 v)i
w hile the lattice correction reads:
t X 4 4
E.= E kx + ky
. Z
2 2
S khdk 14)
24m s? @ » *
. . p—
which becom es, ushg kg = 4N =L:
E= h2N32— NR2 N' (15)
' Yoo’

m L4s?
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The condition for having the lattice correction E ; Eq.
[[3) smaller than the continuum kinetic energy €q.[d3)
yields

ag

s > r, (16)
This estim ate of r, is only valid when rs ! 0, sihce &
neglects the e ect of the interaction. W hen one tums on
the interaction, transitions from states below the Femn i
surface to states above it (see Ham iltonian [@) and Fig.
[ take place. This sn ears the Fem i surface, giving an
uncertainty kg to kg . This uncertainty is evaluated in
Appendix El. O ne gets:

UL 1?
kr = —p——p—1: a7
2 N 16 4
Sincecosks + kr) 1 &+ kp)*=2whenks + kg

isanall (say kr + k < =2),one ndsthat the previous
estin ate / s=ap Prr; is hcreased by an interaction e ect
/ (s=ag )’ Pramallrs.

4 2 Lattice threshold in the strong coupling lin it

In the strong coupling Iimit rgy ! 1 , the GS energy is
mainly classical Coulomb energy) wih weak quantum
corrections. T he electron lattice m inin izing the Coulom b
energy can be di erent if the square lattice of the m odel
is not com m ensurate w ith the hexagonal lattice that the
electrons form In the continuum lim it. This is one ob—
vious source of lattice e ects when rs ! 1 . One does
not discuss i, restricting the study to values of N and
L where the two lattices are com m ensurate and give the
sam e Coulom b energy. In this case, the lattice can never-
theless change the vibration m odes of the electron system
around its classicalelectrostatic 1im it, when h ! 0.Letus
consider the leading quantum corrections to the classical
energy.
In the continuum m odel, the G S energy per particle in

rydbergs is given by Eq.[H. The st quantum correction

E§@ ! 1)totheCoulmb energy (/ r, ') isgiven by
the zero point energy of the ham onic oscillations of the
electrons around their lattice points:

f
ESC! 1)= —5: 18)
s
In the lattice model, the classical Im it t ! 0 is not

descrbed by the expansion in powers of r;:Z valid in the
continuum lim it €q.[H), but by a lattice perturbation the—
ory where the sn all param eter is 2=U . E xam ples of this
lattice expansion valid when =U ! 0 can be found i
refs. [LO1,12,03,14]. ts dom inant quantum ocorrection
E (@ ! 1)tothechssicalCoulomb energy com es from
the term 4N tofthe lattice H am ittonian [).E xpressed in
rydbergs (IRy = U ?=4t) per particle, this gives

16t2.
vz’

Ej! 1)= 19)

[ m=mo|™[a @) [s@)]|sa
@ [[ 029 [12] 332 | 235 [ 0071
@) | 007 |13 100;0 | 40 | 004
@) 06 | 13| 12 40 | 033
@) 10 10| 053 38 | 746
©) 175 | 20 | 0061 | 285 | 467

Table 1. Typicalphysicalparam eters for two din ensional sys—
tem s of charges of increasing e ective m asses created in var-
ious devices: (1) SiM osfet, (2) n-doped GaAs —-GaA A s het—
erostructure, (3) p-doped G aA s —G aA A s heterostructure, 4)
cuprate oxides exhibiting high-T. superconductivity and (5)
layered sodium cobalt oxidesNaxCoO ;.

T he next quantum corrections of order 2=U becom e neg—
lighk in the Im it/ h® ! 0.

Let us consider a low densiy of electrons in a very
large lattice, where one has the sam e hexagonal lattice
w ith the sam e ham onic vibrations than in the contin—
uum . The quantum ocorrections to the Coulomb energy
and ry; are then given by Eq.[08 and E q.[[l respectively.
If one takes the classical Iimit h ! 0 in such a system,

E § (r5) will reach the lattice limit E } (r5) which can-
not be exceeded. T his corresponds to coupling strengths
w here the ham onic vbrations of the electron lattice be—
com e so gn all that the discrete nature of the available
space [12/13] becom es relevant. T he lattice threshold r

is then obtained from the condition E § (xs) Ej ()
and the continuum approxin ation is only valid if:
N 1 45 TP 2
— < - — — 20
L2 £ U €0

U sing the lattice spacing to the Bohr radius ratio s=ap ,
one gets that the lattice G S can be described by a contin—
uum theory in the them odynam ic lim it if

4=3
S

s> r,= 055 P ;
B

@1)

and exhibits lattice e ects otherw ise.

43 Two din ensional system s of di erent a,

If the e ective m ass of the carriers ism in a medim
of dielectric constant ", one m ust replace ag by the cor-
responding e ective Bohr radius a, . Som e typical values
ofm =mg, ", a3, s and s=a; are given in Tablk [ or
tw o din ensional system s of charges created in various sys—
tem s. In general, the lattice spacing s is always of a few
angstrom s, and ", 10. But the carriers can be light or
heavy, as indicated in Table[dl.

W hen they are light, asin G a-A sheterostructuresor in
SiM osfets, s issm allcom pared to a; ,and ry issm all.The
Inm obilke ions can be m odeled by a continuum unifom
llum , unless one reaches the very large densities w here
the Fem 1 surface becom es deform ed. T hese densities are
out of reach in today’s sem iconductor eld e ect devices.
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T herefore, ifone num erically studies charge crystallization
forthose system susing a Jatticem oil)e],U =t,L andN must
be taken such that ry, = UL=2t)=( N)> r,.

In the cuprate oxides exhibiting high-T. superconduc—
tiviy, the e ective m ass of the carriers is heavier, though
not large enough for having s=a; above 23, the value
for which 055 (s=a, )*~? 37. The defom ation of the
Femm i surface by the lattice yields nesting e ects which
can be responsble for singlet d-wave superconductiity
[13] in those oxides. The lattice 1ling is large, reaching
the lin it where one can take a Hubbard m odel near half-

1ling. W hen one goes away from half- lling by chem ical
doping, those system s can reach a m ore dilute lin it where
one gets a quantum uid which can be descrlbed by a
continuum theory and w here the scaling param eter rg be—
com es relevant.

T here are system s w ith much larger e ective m asses,
as those described by heavy ferm ions theordies w here s=ay
can exceed 23. One exampl is given [L6] by layered
Lithium or Sodiim Cobal oxides:LiCoO, orNa,CoO,,
where the e ective m ass of carriers can reach 200, a
valie m ore fam iliar to f-band heavy ferm ions than to
d-band m etals, as discussed by Roger and Shannon [L/4].
Those system s look particularly interesting for the sub-—
“ct of this study, since one should ocbserve by increasing
the carrier concentration a continuum -lattice transition
for the electron (or hole) crystal, before having the quan—
tum m elting of this crystal in the lattice solid regin e, to
eventually obtain at higher densities a quantum uid w ith
a deform ed Ferm isurface.

h Fig.[d, the regin e of validity of the continuum ap-—
proxin ation isgiven in the (s=a; ;a=a; ) plane, fortypical
G a-A s heterostructures, cuprate oxides or layered sodiim
cobalt oxides Na,CoO ;. The dashed line = N=L? =1
corresoonds to system susually described by the half- lled
Hubbard m odel, when the spins are included. Increasing
the density, one goes tow ards a lattice regim e w here the
continuum approxin ation breaks down, giving rise to a
lattice liquid (s=agy < 23) orto a lattice solid (s=ay > 23).

5 Scalng In a attice modelwih a xed
num ber N of partickes

Let us de ne the lattice param eter suitable when N is

constant.

P—
N):

UL
n= T= IS(Z

22)
So far, we have considered the realistic case where N is
varied by an electrostatic gate or by chem ical doping in
a lattice where L, t and U, and hence r; are given. O ne
can also study the lattice-continuum crossover by varying
the lattice param eter r; in a system of N particles. IEN
ram ains constant in a lattice where one vardes r; / 1,
one gets the continuum lin i and its universal scaling for
an all values of 3 while the lattice becom es relevant and
the continuum scaling breaks down for large rj.

T his can be seen from Ham itonian [@), whhere the com —
ponents of the two dim ensional vectors k;k® and g can

413
ald, 0.55 (da)
|attice solid
NayCoO,
7 i 77’”’****77—77,,,’:’,_‘,,-\;:1
GaAs ””’—— ‘

cont. lig, latt. lig - i g
,.-""éu‘lpratfi@,,——f o =

0 23 65 9,

Fig. 3. Sketch of the lattice and continuum regin es in the
(s=ap ja=ay ) plane.In the non-shaded part, the lJattice G S can
be described by a continuum theory. The shaded part below

the dashed line = N=L% =1 (2 wih spins) is forbidden in
a lattice m odel (m ore than 1 (2 with spins) electron per site).
Thelners = a=ag 37 gives the density underwhich W igner
crystallization is assum ed to occur in the continuum . The
thick Iine 0355 (s=ay ya=3 gives the lattice threshold r, above
rs 37, while the dotted line gives r, / s=a, + O (s=ag )’
below rs 37. The three double arrow s correspond to typi-
calG a-A s heterostructures, cuprate oxides and layered sodium

cobal oxides N ax C 00 , . Increasing the density, one goes from

a continuum liquid or solid tow ards lattice regim es.

take the values 0;2 = 1)=L . Ifthe Fem ien-
ergy issu clently snallforhaving4 2 (cosky + cosky)
k? for all the states below the Fem i surface, the kinetic
energy reads

X 4 thq

4N t 2t (coskix + coskiy)

k< kp

= Pl @3

i=1

where k; = @ =L)p; with py;py, << L Prallk; < kg .
Expressed in rydbergs (IRy = U ?=4t), the diagonalm a—
trix elem ents of H am ilttonian [@) due to the kinetic energy

depend only on the lattice param eter 1y :
|
4 2t ¥ 162 X

2
pi:
1

p{ Ry: 24)
i=1

The diagonal Coulomlp matrix elments are given by
N N 1)UV (= 0) 60UV ki ko), whilketheo -
diagonaltems / U V (ki 1{?) Vo ]%)),where
V (q) isgiven by Eq.[I0. IfU isam all, only the o -diagonal
term sw ith an allm om entum transfers (0= (2 =L)p wih
Px;Py << L) play a role.Transform ing the discrete sum to
a continuum integral, one gets for the interaction m atrix
elem ents:

elad

dj;O

u X
21,2

uv @) =

u X eftdr Jx Jy
2L dp=L L L
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Z 7 )
1 lezlpr

d(x;0)

2L 4

Pr= 21 ©):  (25)
2L

The integral I (o) is independent(l2] of L. when py;py <<
L and the Coulomb m atrix elem ents of Ham iltonian [@)
becom e also a function of the lattice param eter r; only:

t U 2Ip)

—IP)Ry=

uv = —
@) U2 2L r

Ry: (26)

For N xed, assum Ing that N is sm all enough for
avoiding deform ed Fem isurfacesw ithout interaction, the
low energy levels depend only on the lattice param eter ry
when 1y is am all. T he question is to detem ine the interac—
tion threshold r; above which the o -diagonal interaction
term s begin to delocalize this G S to states of higher m o—
menta, where4 2 (cosk + cosky) 6 k?.W hen r exceeds
this r, , the Jattice G S ceases to be a function ofr; / rg
as In the continuum Iim it.

6 Lattice e ects fora few correlted particks

W e propose three criteria giving sin ilar lattice thresh-
oldsr, foran interacting system ofN polarized electrons,
which willbe carefully studied when N = 3 in the next
section. The rst one is a delocalization criterion in the
Fock basis of Jattice site orbitals. T he second one uses the
Invariance ofthe persistent current when one varies the in—
teraction strength in the continuum , an invariance which
can be broken by the lattice. T he third one isbased on the
Iin it im posed by the lattice to the zero point energy ofthe
ham onic vibrations ofan N electron solid, as previously
discussed In the thermm odynam ic lim it.

6.1 Crterion 1:D elcalization In the Fock basis of
lattice site orbitals

Let us consider the system of N particles in real space
Instead of reciprocal space, in the Iim it t= 0 where the N

electrons are Iocalized on N sites (see Fig.[d) and form

states i = o] :::c) Pi of energy Ecoui(J). As one
tums on t, one can expect that the lattice becom es ir-
relevant as each electron ceases to be localized on a single
site. In analogy w ith the problem of a sihgl particle in
a disordered lattice, one can use the criterion rst pro—
posed by Anderson [L8]: delocalization takes place when
the hopping temm tbetween directly coupled sitesbecom es
of the order of their energy spacing E . This criterion

was extended to Interacting system s In many di erent
contexts: onset of quantum chaos in m any body spectra
[10,12,20] and In the quantum com puter core 21], quasi-
particle lifetim e and delocalization In Fock space 22,23].
In our case, the states becom e delocalized in the m any
body basis built from the states i when the m atrix ele—
m ent hT%H i, ¥ 1 of the one body perturbation Hyi, / t
coupling a state 1 to the \ rst generation" of states 7%
directly coupled to by H xi, exceeds theirenergy spacing

Ecour= EcourW@?) Ecour@).Thisgivest> E coyi-

A pplying this criterdon to the G S, one obtainsr; from the
condition

t ECoul; (27)

where E ¢ oy1 is the ncrease of Coulom b energy yielded
by the hop of one particle localized on the GS con gura—
tion to a nearest neighborsitewhen t= 0.W hen texceeds

E cou1s the G S is delocalized on the J-basis, and hence
on the lattice, and the lattice G S behaves as the contin—
uum G S.

62 Criterion 2: Persistent currents

Since a continuum m odel is invariant under translations,
the m otion of the center of m ass can be decoupled from

the relative m otions. T hus the continuum Ham iltonian H .
Eqg.[d) can be decom posad in two parts, one related to
the center of m assm otion which is ndependent of the in—
teraction, while the second one contains only the relative
m otions and hence the interaction.Thishasa very in por-
tant consequence for the persistent current I driven by an
enclosed Aharonov-Bohm ux in a continuum m odel: T

is iIndependent of r; and keeps its non interacting value.
For having the topology of a 2d torus enclosing along
the x-direction, one takes the corresponding curled BC in
this direction, kesping periodic BC in the y-direction.For
a su cint r;, the electrons form a W igner solid and the
an all relative m otions cannot feelthe BCs. In this lim it, T
is just given by the center ofm assm otion, which is inde—
pendent ofry, and hence concidesw ith itsnon-interacting
value. T his point rem ains correct or small rj, as it was
proven for 1d—rings 24,25,26] and cbserved for d = 2
24]. In contrast, since the previous decom position into
tw o parts does not necessary hold forH,, I 6 I(n = 0)
for a Jattice when H; and H . have di erent G Ss. T he de—
cay of T above r; (mallt=U at xed N and L) can be
evaluated [11,12,14] by the leading contribution (oforder

N) IV / t@=U)" ! ofthe t=U lattice expansion. T he
value of r; for which

to=0 1’

@8)
gives the Criterion 2 for r; (see Fig.[ right). Instead of
I( ), one can prefer to use the Kohn curwature Cx =
@%E (=@ 2 evaluated at = 0 or the GS energy change

E0=E0( = 0) Eo( = 0=2)where ojSthe ux
quantum .To apply (=2 correspondsto have antiperiodic
BC in the x-direction.

6.3 Crterion 3: Lattice lin it for the zero point m otion
of an electron sold

T his is the criterion that we have already used in the qual-
itative discussion of the therm odynam ic lin i, and which
we considerwhen N is nite.W hen t=U ! 0, the leading
correction to the Coulomb energy ofH ; is 4N t. Since the
correction E i (r1) to the Coulomb energy com ing from

the zero point vibrationalm otion of the continuum solid
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cannot exceed this Jattice Iim it 4N t, r; can be obtained
from the condition

Evip@) 4N 29)

assum ing that the values of the lattice param eters can
yield aW igner solid forr < rj .

7 N um erical study of three polarized
elkctrons

W hen one takesperiodic BC s, a convention has to be cho-
sen for the distance r Ham itonian [3)) or djp Ham i
tonian [@)). For a nite square with periodic BCs, one
possble de nition is given by:

q
55 = min(@@GL #/IZ+mi@E L #3I%
(30)
whered, = j Jandd, = j, J.Hereafter,we referto

the corresponding 1=1;y jrepulsion as the periodic singu—
larCoulomb (P SC) repulsion, since it hasa cusp when the
Interparticle distance dsp has one of its coordinates equal
to L=2.This cusp being unphysical, we introduce the pe-
riodic regularized Coulomb PRC) repulsion, de ned from
r

PRC_L

2 P
dy " = — sn"——

+ (31)

sin? :dy_j

L
which locally coincides with the PSC repulsion, but re—
m ains analytic for allvaluesofdsp when s! 0.ThePRC
repulsion is essentially equivalent to the Ewald repulsion
obtained from the periodic repetition of the considered
system .

De ning dyp wih Eq.Bl, we calulate the quantities
used In the di erent criteria orN = 3 polarized electrons
on a square lattice.W e give n A ppendix[Cl the sam e anal-
ysisde ning ds» w ith Eq.[30 instead ofE q.[31l. T he choice
ofthe PRC orP SC repulsions, or ofthe repulsion obtained
afterEwald sum m ation is arbirary forthree particles in a
toroidalgeom etry.N evertheless, it allow susto check ifour
three proposed criteria for r; give consistent results w hen
the Iong range form ofthe Coulom b repulsion is changed.
T he presented results extend to larger L previous studies
ofthecaseN = 2andN = 3 given in Ref.[l3]and Ref.[12]
respectively.

For t = 0, the con guration of particles m inin izing
the PRC Coulomb energies is given in the inset of Fig.
[. The valhes of L. = 6;9;12;15;18;::: yied a diagonal
W igner m olecule shown in the inset which is comm en-
surate w ith the square lattice. M oving one parﬁig]e by a

single hop Increasesthe Coulomb energy Eg = ( 6U )=L
by an am ount
jo
7 23U
Ecoui —P=—— 32)
12" 3L3

when L issu clently large.
ForU = 0,theG S energy isgiven by E( (0) = 12t 8t
4tcos(2 =L) for periodic BCs and becomes Ej ( (=2) =

100

[ Fi(r)

B s |

- Va
™ L
p-xp—pErD ’ _
I 7
Ll

100

10000

1000

1 10

Fig.4.Energy ratio Fy -3 (L;U;t) asa function of rp = UL=t
given by the PRC repulsion orL = 6 (.),9 2),12 ( ),15 4 ),
18 ( ). The dotted-dashed line gives the behavior 02327 11
(ham onic vibrations of the continuum W igner m olecule) and
intersects the lim iting dashed lines 12t=(4t 4tcos(2 =L)) at
the r; (L) corresponding to criterion 3. Inset:A G S con gura—
tion when t= 0 and L = 24.

12t 8tcos( =L) 4tcos(@3 =L)when onetwiststheBC in
the x-direction.Thedi erence E o= Eg( 9=2) Eg(Q)

14°=L? when L ! 1 .W hen t=U isanall, E , can
be calculated at the leading order of a t=U -expansion [12]
forN = 3.Thisgiveswhen L is large:

9 2¢

L2 E coul

14 %t
LZ

Im Eo

rn! 0

E o (33)

! 1l

where E ¢ o1 is given by the Eq.[3A. U sing these expres—
sions, one obtains from the two rst criterda:
rnL)=AL (34)

where = 4 forthePRC repulsion,the constantA slightly
depending on the taken criterion.

7.1 Persistent currents

W e now present num erical results obtained using the
Lanczos algorithm , using H am iltonian [@) and considering
the sub-space of totalm om entum K = 0 [L2] for periodic
BCs (o applied ux).

Our system has the topology of a 2d torus. To en—
close an Aharonov-Bohm ux along the x-direction, one
takes the corresponding curled BC in this direction while
the BC in the y-direction rem ains periodic. To apply half
a ux quantum ( = (=2) is equivalent to take anti-
periodic BC along the x-direction. h Fig[H, the increase
Eo() Ep (0) of the GS energy E( is given as a func-
tion of = o for di erent values of r; ushg a 18 18
square lattice.W hen r; is am all, the curves coincide. T his
is the continuum regin e where the persistent current is
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0.09 ‘ ‘ )
[ Ef®)-E(®=0

0.08

0.5

Fig.5. GS energy Eo( ) Eo( = 0) as a function of the
enclosed din ensionlessm agnetic ux = o forN = 3,L = 18,
PRC interaction at ;= 6 ( ), 60 (2), 600 ( ) 6000 (4 ) and
60000 (/).

independent of the Interaction.W hen r; is large, the In—
crease Eq () Eq (0) becom es weaker. This is the lat-
tice regin e where the persistent current decays as the
interaction increases. O ne gives in Figld the din ension—
lesschange E ¢ (r1)= E o (rp = 0) ofthe GS energy when
the BC is twisted in the x-direction for increasing val-
ues of L. One can see the two lin its given by Eq.[33,

Eo@m)=Eo@m = 0) 1 in the continuum I i, fol-
lowed by a decay when 1) exceeds the lattice threshold
.

7.2 Ham onic vbrations of the continuum W igner
m olkcuk

For the third criterion, one needs the zero point vibra—
tional energy of the W igner m olecule that the three par-
ticles form when 1 is large, but am aller than r; . This can
be calculated in the continuum lim i, using forN = 3 the
sam e expansion in powers ofr;:2 than those used In Eq.
BHrN ! 1 .We summ arize the m ain points, the de—
tails being given in Appendix [El. In the continuum , the
Ham iltonian H . can wxI as the sum oftwo decoupled
tem s.D enotingR = ( i r;)=3 the coordinate ofthe cen—
ter ofm ass, the rst tem readsH cy (hZ%=6m )rZ and
corresponds to the rigid translation ofthe m olecule while
the other term contains the relative m otions and the in—
teraction.Fora W ignerm olecule, the second part can be
sin pli ed and expressed in termm s of the nom al coordi-
nates suiable for describing the an all vibrations around
equilbrium .

The PRC repulsion is ham onic around equilbrium ,
and the three particles form a diagonalchain as indicated
in the inset of Fig.[d when L=3 is integer. O ne gets four
decoupled ham onic oscillators, e corresponding to a
longitudinalm ode of frequency ' = 20B, tw o others
being a transverse m ode of frequency !+ = 8B, where

AE(r)IAE(r=0)

0.1

T
|

0.01 1

100

Fig.6.D mmensionlss change E o (r1)= E o (1= 0) oftheGS
energy when the longitudinal BC istwisted orL = 6 2), 9
(),2 (4),15 (/),18 ( ) and N = 3 asa function ofr PRC
repulsion).

p_
B = ( 6 )=(24D 3m ).The zero point vibrationalenergy
is then given by:

Evip (ts;N = 3)

(35)

P
In rydbergs where 3=2,withrn=nrn=@2 3 ) forN

3.

7.3 Scaling of the ground state energy

From theGS energy Eo (L;U;t) ofK = 0, and for a given
value of N , we de ne the din ensionless ratio Fyy (L;U;t)
by:

- (L_U_t)_Eo(L;U;t) Ey L;U;t= 0)
R Eo@L;U = 0;9) '

(36)

This ratio gives the change of the GS energy from the
Coulomb energy due to the quantum e ects, divided by
the G S energy w ithout interaction.

The resuls for the PRC repulsion are shown in Fig.
[A. For t = 0, the values of L 6;9;12;15;18 are
comm ensurate with the period of the diagonal W igner
m olcul shown in the inset. T his gives the sam e classical
Coulomb energy for the lattice and the continuum when
t! 0,elim lhating a trivial source of Jattice e ects.W hen
Fy=-3@;U;t ispltted as a function of rj, the di erent
functionsFy = 3 (L ;U ;t) scalew ithout an observable lattice
e ect up to the r; () exactly given by C riterion 3.U sing
Eog@;U = 0;t)= 12t 8t 4tcos(2 =L) one can see that
the num erical results coincide w ith the analytical result
Fy-3= 02327 11 I plied by Eq.33 for interm ediate val-
uesofr where onehasa continuum W ignerm olecule.The
function Fy -3 (L;U;t) saturates to 4N t=E o (L;U = 0;t)
above r; (L), as indicated by the dashed lines.
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L F ()
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0.01 1 100

Fig.7.Energy ratiosFy (L;U;t) using the PRC repulsion for
N = 3 (L = 18 solid Ine) and N, = 4withL =6 ( ),8 (2),10
(4 ) asa function ofrs = =@ N ). PRC repulsion).

8 E ect on the scaling function when N
varies

In FEE a an all change of the scaling curve Fy (s =
n=@ N ) can be seen when a fourth electron is added,
accom panied by the expected breakdown of the scaling
behavior above the corresponding r; for N = 4.W hen
N ! 1 ,Fy should converge towards a them odynam ic
lim it depending only on rg.Unfortunately, a study ofthis
convergence is out of reach of a num erical approach using
exact diagonalization.

9 Conclision

W e have studied the lattice e ects upon an interacting
system ofpolarized electrons in two din ensions. W e have
rst considered the case where the numberN ofpolarized
electrons is Increased in a square lattice of large size I and
of xed parameters U = e?=(".s) and t = h’=(Cm &?).
T his corresponds to sam iconductor eld e ect devices or
layered oxides w here the num ber of carriers can be varied
by an electrostatic gate or by chem ical doping. Starting
from an em pty lattice, one has a continuum regim e and
its universal scaling if one uses the param eter rg, until
the carrder density n, = 1=( na; )? is reached.At this
density, the continuum approxin ation w ith its universal
scaling breaks down, as sketched in the phase diagram
given in Fig.[3. This Jattice threshold r, takesplace In a
quantum uid phase ifthe carriers are light and the ratio
s=ap < 23.W e have studied m ore particularly in the re-
m aining part of ourm anuscript the case ofheavy carriers
where s=a; > 23, forwhich the continuum approxin ation
breaks down In the crystalline phase. W e have pointed
out the lin i in posed by the lattice of positive ions upon
the zero point m otion of the electron lattice.W e have ne—
glected the obvious problem com ing from the incom m en—
surability of the two lattices, and focus our attention to

the com m ensurate case. T he studied lattice e ects are in—
dependent of this com m ensurability issue, which should
m atter at large lattice 1lings.

In the second part of thism anuscript, we have studied
the role of a lattice fora xed number N = 3;4 of po—
larized electrons. T he lattice-continuum crossover is then
obtained by varying the lattice parameter r; = (U L)=t.
r; and rs play the same role when N is xed, sihce
rs = =@ N ). The contihuum approxin ation is valid
and there is a universal scaling when one uses the pa—
ram eter r; as far as r; does not exceed a lattice threshold
r; which has been detemm ined from three criteria. O ne
of them wasbased on the behavior of the persistent cur—
rent I (r;) driven by an enclosed A haronov-Bohm ux.For
rn<r@)I@=I@= 0)whilelI () decaysabove r,
and r; ceasesto be a scaling param eter.Fora nite number
of particles, one goes from the continuum regim e tow ards
the lJattice regin e through a am ooth crossover. T he ques—
tion to know if this san ooth crossover does not becom e
sharper when N ! 1 , to give rise to a true quantum
transition is an interesting issue which we postpone to a
follow ing study.

Z.A .Nemneth acknow ledges the nancial support provided
through the European Community’s Hum an Potential P ro—
gram m e under contract HPRN -C T 2000-00144 and the Hun-—
garian Science Foundation O TKA T 034832.

A W eak Interaction correction to r

W hen rg is an all, the main e ect of the interaction is
to sm ear the Femm isurface, giving an uncertainty kr to
kr , such that one expects to have the continuum behavior
when kr + kg, and not only kg , is an all. To evaluate
kr , we assum e that the Iow excited states only becom e
occupied at low rg.The st excitation energy reads:

Ko)
K)

where the factor 2 com es from m om entum conservation
and k° is the w ave vector of an em pty state above the non
Interacting Fem i surface. T his gives us the relation:

Ej0=t (kf_-L
i=1
= 2tk®

itde k (37)

Er
kp

4t : (38)

TheFem ienergy uncertainty E r can beestin ated from

the soreading ofa non interacting level, when one tums
on the Interaction. U sing Fem i's golden rule, one gets
2 2 Fn
HoaIn ke ); 39)
E 15

w here the m atrix elem ent of Interaction coupling the G S
to the rstexcited state Ho13= 2U V (@) V Qk))
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2UV (g) reads: this ham onicm otion, one expands the pairpotential [44)
o v 7 around the equilbrium distance rg = O =3;D =3) up to
U X &9 u" ' loos2 x IU the second order:
Hon — _— = ——d'r= —: (40)
L2 dy L o, o d0) L P
J V (v) D + (::2)
I isa constant equalto 1:029 for the PRC repulsion.The = 5 2 2!
Bumberofstatesn(kF)on the Femm i surface is equal to + 7_6e_ x D_ + y D_
AN and E . = 4tkr gjwhere Jyj= @ =L) is the 72 D3 3 3
am allest m om entum  for an excitation. pgez D b
O ne eventually gets for the Fem ienergy uncertainty + E? Tx E Iy E + O (r3); 48)
Ep U_ZIZ; (41) wherethem issingtem (:::) isthe rstorder contribution
4t w hich disappears after summ Ing over all the pair poten—

which gives for the Ferm im om entum uncertainty tials. The expansion [f) becom es:

[
ur 1 Ve e o 22 e om0 a9
r HH r r :
K i @2) 3D ©) g A %
t 32 N
w here P—
T he condition 7 6é&?
ke + kg < 2 43) A= ETREl (50)
is satis ed if and B = 3A=7. . . . .
12 3 4 s T he three particle H am iltonian w ith the expanded re—
Ts Rrs > _g @4)  pulsionbecomesH .  Ec ou1t H harm ,where the ham onic
part is:
W hen rg is not too large, the continuum theory is valid
ifrs > r, wih a threshold r, having a sm all correction B 2 5 5 5 Ao
/ (s=as ) driven by the interaction: Hpamm = - @i+ ro+try)+XMX: 1)
4 s 412 s 3 The vector X = (X1;V1;X2;Y2:%X3;Y3) is com posed of the
R 45) 6 relative coordinatesand the 6 6 m atrixM  is given by:
B B
1
. . 2A 2B A B A B
T he constants in the expression of r, depend on the used B 2B oA B A B
criterions for neglecting lattice e ects (for instance 4= B
I A B A B 2A 2B A .
com es from the condition [A3)). M = E B A o8 oA B : (52)
€ a2 B a B 2n 28
B A B A 2B 2A

B Zero point energy of a continuum W igner )
molkcuk HrN = 3 D iagonalizihgM , one obtainsthe nom alm odes ofthe

ham onic oscillations w hile the eigenvalues ofM’ give their

Forthree spinless ferm fonson a conthuum square dom ain  frequencies. O ne obtains
ofsizeD w ith periodicBC s, the continuum PRC repulsion  { Tyo eigenvectors of eigenvalue 0.

reads
&2
V )= —& : 46) 1
D sh®Z— + sin® 2

1
19—5 (1;0;1;0;1;0) X ;

N}
Il

1
IfD is large enough, the GS is a "W igner m olecule" of p—§ (0i1;0;1;0;1) X = 63)

delocalized center of m ass, but of quasidocalized inter-

particle spacings rm inin izing the C oulom b energy. For This zero frequency m ode corresponds to the transla-

a certain center ofm ass, the m olecule of low est C oulomb tion ofthe center ofmass o.fthe mokcuke.
energy w ith the repulsion F8) consists :n putting the par- { T wo othereigenvectors ofeigenvalie 10B , correspond—
ticle coordinates at r; = (0;0), r, = @ =3;D =3) and Ing to the longitudinalm ode (vibration parallelto the
r3= ( D=3; D=3).Thiscon guration hasthe Coulmb axis of the m olecule) . T he nom al coordinates can be
energy taken as:
E P @7 1
= e” =D :

cout 5= =1 1; 1;0;0) X ;
T he particles form ing this m olecule vibrate around the 21
equilbrium positions. Thism otion is an ham onic oscilla— = ?i 1;1;1;1; 2; 2) X ; (54)

tion ifthe am plitude ofthe vibration is an all. To descrbe
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{ Two eigenvectors of eigenvalie 4B , corresponding to
the transverse m odes. T he nom al coordinates can be

taken as:
1
5=5(1; 1; 1;1;06;0) X ;
1
s = p=—1; L1;1; 1; 2;2) X :
12

U sing these nom al coordinates, the H am iltonian [&1l)
becom es a decoupled sum of two ham onic oscillators:

n? X6 @2
S m e
=1

2
6);

H harm 10B ( 2+ 2)+ 4B ( 2+

(56)
Fora G S oftotalm om entum K = 0, there isnom otion of
the center ofm ass, the G S wave-fiinction does not depend
on ; and , and can be factorized as:

or ( 3) oL (4) ot ( 5) 0or (6) (B7)

whereL;T refersto the transverse and longitudinalm odes
and " ¢ to the ground state of an ham onic oscillator:

2

X
’ = —; 58
o &) 72 exp 2% (58)
=4
oflengthl, = h’=@m?2!2) ~  .0Oneeventually cbtains for
the G S energy w ith the expanded pair potentials:
Eo EcOu1=1]_}(!T+ '1); (59)
20B
L= g (60)
m
r__
8B
r = — (61)
m
and using the expression ofB :
S IS ° IS
e g o 20 6n’e > 8 6h’e °
¢ Teowt 24 D°m 24 D°m
S - T
3 (pg+p§) 63 Ut 62)
3 L3

Fortheenergy ratioFy = 3 (L ;U ;t), using forthe kinetic
energy i the conthhuum lm it Eo L;U = 0;t) = 8 2t=L72,
one gets the behavior num erically obtained from the lat-
tice H am iltonian H ; and shown in Fig.[ or interm ediate
Ts:

S
P- P- D= T —
5+ 2 63 UL
Fole) = 5 3t
P- P— -
5+ 2 18 T'p_
TP T e

057648 & = 02327 s

(63)

(55)

11

T
| Fy(r)
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T T T

S T 4
[l Cl s

10000

1000

10 100

Fig.8. Energy ratio Fy -3 (L;U;t) asa function ofry, = UL=t
using the P SC repulsion forL = 6 (.),8 2),10 ( ),12 (4 ),14
( ),16 ), 18 (/). The dotted-dashed line gives the £ ~ be-
haviordue to the vbrations ofthe continuum W ignerm olecule.
Inset:a GS con guration when t= 0 and L = 24.

C Lattice threshold r; using the PSC
repulsion

W ith the distance dyp de ned by Eq.[El, we have previ-
ously studied the validity of a continuum approxin ation
for a Jattice m odel of three polarized electrons. In this ap—
pendix, we revisit the sam e issue de ning dyp from Eq.
30 instead of Eq.[Zl. Let us calculate the quantities used
for the three criteria when one uses the PSC repulsion.
Fort = 0, the W igner \m olecule" m inin izing the P SC
Coulomb energy has the triangular shape shown in the
inset of Fig.[d, instead of the linear shape shown in the
inset of F ig.[4.M oving one particle by a single hop in this
triangularm olecule increasesthe P SC C oulom b energy by
an am ount

20
PsC)
E Coul 1,2 (64)
. . . PRC)
when L is su ciently large, instead of the E ., /

U=L° given by Eq.[32.

For the energy change E o, one obtains the sam e ex—
pressionsas in Eq.Z3, but with E ¢ou1 given by the Eq.
[64 nstead of Eq.BA. The two  rst criteria gives

r, L)= AL ; (65)

where = 3 for the PSC repulsion, instead of = 4 for
the PRC repulsion.

W hen one takes the P SC repulsion, the three relative
distances at equilbriim are precisely r= (L=2;L=2),r=
O;L=2)and r= (L=2;0) regpoectively when L, iseven.The
potentials v ( r) felt by the electrons around their equilib—
riim positions are singular and instead of the analytical
expansion E8) ofv( r),onehasv( r) ¢Jj xjC2JxJ
where C; and C, depend on the equilbriim positions



12

and are / =D ? = U=L?.For a single particke 1 a 1d-
potential vix) = C kj the GS energy can be approxi-
mated by =B? + CB where B is the GS extension and
isgiven by @ =@B = 0.This yedsB / C=t}~3 and

/ U*=L%)173. Since the 2dpotential v( r) is separa-
ble, one eventually nds:

PscC)

Evjb

(ts;N = 3) / rg (66)
In rydbergswhere = 4=3.A s one can see, the PSC re—
pulsion gives a higher exponent when N = 3, which
is inconsistent w ith the usual expansion [2] in powers of

1=2
s

rst proposed by W igner.

U sing E q.[68, one gets from C riterion 3 I, givenby Eq.
B4 again, but with = 3 for the PSC repulsion instead
of = 4 for the PRC repulsion. The PSC repulsion is
som ew hat unphysical and leads to stronger lattice e ects,

but provides an interesting check of the validity of our

theory: The changes of E C(Poif) and Ev(lijC) are such

that the di erent criterions give thresholds r; which are
consistent.

Thedin ensionlessenergy ratioFy (L ;U;t) ortheP SC
repulsion is shown in Fig.[8 for even valies of L, where
the G S isa triangular \m olecule" shown In the inset when
=U ! 0.Again the curves scale up to the onset r; (L)
given by C riterion 3.But the P SC repulsion gives rise to
adierentonset r; (L) than the PRC repulsion forN = 3,

since at ntemm ediate r; onehasFy - 3 / ri:3 forthe P SC

repulsion, and not / r, ° as for the PRC repulsion.

D oes this di erence ram ain for larger values ofN ? In—
deed the contrbution ofpairs ij having the coordinates of
their spacingsd;; closeto D =2, and responsible forthe r§=3
behaviorwhen d;; isde ned by Eq.[30, becom es a surface
e ect / N com pared to the bulk contribution / N 2 ofthe
rem aining pairs, yielding E §58  AN=L*+ BN ?=L°3,
where A and B are constant.Fora xed L and increas—
ngN, EZ3S ! BN ?=L? and Plow ing C riterion 1, the
czonventjonalr;:2 expansion forFy should be valid for the
P SC repulsion too. T herefore, lJarge periodic square lat—
tices should exhbit a behavior independent of the choice
of the lIong range part of the Coulomb repulsion when N
becom es Jarge. A nother possible choice isthe Ewald repul-
sion obtained after sum m ing over all the electrons present
in the n nite repetition of the sam e nite square in the
x and y directions. For a am all number N of electrons
iIn a periodic square, these de nitions are som ew hat ar-
birary.But to reach the them odynam ic lim it, the P SC
repulsion is less appropriate than the PRC or Ewald re—
pulsions, since it gives larger nite N e ects.

N evertheless, the follow ng relations for the lattice
threshold, the continuum zero point energy of the crys—
talline oscillation and the characteristic scale of the

Coulom b energy respectively:

r / L (67)
Evio / r 68)
E Coul / UL (69)

H .Falakshahiet al: E ect of a lattice

rem ain valid independently of the used de nition of the
Coulomb repulsion in the periodic square lattice,

(70)

betw een the exponents.
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