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A bstract

U sing num erical argum ents we nd that or N = 306 a tetrahedral con guration (Ty) and for
N = 542 adiedraloon guration @O 5) are lkely the globalenergy m ininum for T hom son’sproblem
of m Inim izing the energy of N unit charges on the surface of a unit conducting sphere. These
would be the largest N by far, outside of the icosadeltahedral series, for which a globalm inin um
for Thom son’s problem is known. W e also note that the current theoretical understanding of
Thom son’sproblem doesnot rul out a sym m etric con guration asthe globalm Inin a forN = 306
and 542. W e explicitly nd that analogues of the tetrahedral and dihedral con gurations for N
larger than 306 and 542, respectively, are not globalm inin a, thus helping to con m the theory
of Dodgson and M oore Phys. Rev. B 55, 3816 (1997)) that as N grows dislcation defects
can lower the lattice strain of symm etric con gurations and concom itantly the energy. A s well,
m aking explicit previous work by ourselves and others, for N < 1000 we give a full acoounting
of icosadeltahedral con guration which are not globalm Inin a and those which appear to be, and
discuss how this listing and our resuls for the tetahedral and dihedralocon gurationsm ay be used

to re ne theoretical understanding of T hom son’s problem .
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W hat con guration of N unit charges on the (surface) of a unit conducting sphere m in—

In izes the Coulombic energy F i6 5 1Ty [l1? Beyond physics this question has utility in
assmbly of bioclogical ] and chem ical structures [3, 4], to bendhm ark optin ization al-
gorithm s, and, as well, In m athem atics Sm ale E] has noted this question to be a H ibert
probkem forthe Twenty-F irst Century. For2 N 100, the originalquestion asked by J.J.
Thom son a century ago, and a bit beyond, there is agreem ent of allnum erical [g,7], 8,9, 10]
and theoretical 1] m ethods suggesting that the globalm ininum con guration has been
found. However, for larger N ow ing to an exponential growth in good localm inina [7],
nding globalm nin a, general principles or nsights for m Inin ization, or even m ethods or
cases to test hypotheses has proven extremely di cult. ForN = 10h 2 + k* + hk) + 2
highly sym m etric icosadeltahedral con gurations can be constructed. W hike it was niially
thought that such con gurations m ight be globalm nima f12], for large N adding defects

to the icosadeltahedral lattice lowers the energy [13, 14, 15, 16,17]. Here we note a tetra—

hedraloon guration forN = 306 and a dihedralocon guration for N = 542 which based on
num erical argum ents appear to be globalm inin a, the lJargest such N by far, aside from the
icosadeltahedral series, forwhich a globalenergy m Ininum ocon guration isknown. Study of
tetrahedral analogues larger than 306 and dihedral analogues larger than 542 help con m
the theory [L§] on defects lowering lattice strain and energy. A swell, we note that the fact
that lattice con gurations failto be globalm inin a orN > 800, m ay help explain why M 0154
anions sslfassam bl into a soherdical superstructure w ith a non—lattice num ber of subunits
@1

ForN = 78, as origihally suggested by Edmunson [11], the presum ed globalm inin um
con guration has tetrahedral (Ty,) symm etry  igure 1a) [1,8,9,10,11]. W e had previously
suggested that an analogue of this con guration w ith 306 charges F igure 1lb, see below for
m ethod of construction of this analogue) also m ight be a globalm ininum and done lin ied
num erical testing of this idea {12]. Now, here we have extensively checked num erically on
over one thousand runs, and have found no con guration of lower energy. N um erically to
look fornon-lattice con gurationsw ith energies lower than the lattice con guration we used
random Iniial con gurations followed by a local steepest descent m ethod. ForN = 306 we
could not nd a con guration In one thousand runs w ith an energy lower than the lattice
energy, though form any otherN considered In thispaper ncludingN = 1218 and 4866, and

an aller N w ith icosadeltahedral lattices (see Tables I and IT, and F igure 2) con gurations



w ith energies lower than the lattice energy could be found In only fteen runs.) But one
thousand runs is orders of m agnitude less than the estim ated [7.] over 1.5 m illion local
minina for N = 306. As well, without an analtic proof we could not be certain the
tetrahedral con guration In F igure 1b is the one ofm InImnum energy forN = 306. Current
theoretical understanding of T hom son’s problem  [13,16,17, 18, 19], to be discussed below ,
does not exclude the possibility ofa symm etric con guration as the globalenergy m Inin um
forN = 306. O foourse, our con guration stands open to challenge.

U sing a genetic algorithm M orris, D eaven and Ho [3] con m ed previously ound [10] pre—
sum ed globalm inin a forN 112 and gave their likely globalm inin a forN 200. F itting
the energy ofthesem inina rN 200 to the finction: E = N2=2 1+ aN =+ W 2,
(see [@] and refs. therein for an explanation of why this finction wasused) orN > 100 they
found particularly desp m nin a w ith respect to this function for icosadeltahedral con gura-—
tions forN = 122,132 192 and fordihedralD 5 con gurations forN = 137,182 and 187 and
D, con guration forN = 146. By our num erical testing aswell these dihedralcon gurations
appear to be globalm Inin a, though we have no analtic proofand num erically we are orders
ofm agniude short [7] to even sam ple a m a prity of Jocalm Inin a. W e next looked at the
higher split analogues of these dihedral con gurations w ith 4N 6 charges. (See below for
the m ethod of construction of such analogues.) The next larger dhedral analogues forN =
146, 182 and 187{N = 578, 722, and 742 respectively{are found not to be globalm inin a
afteronly a few runs € L A .and A P G .data not shown) . H owever, the next largerdihedral
D 5) analogue of N = 137{N = 542{after over one thousand runs appears possibly to be
a globalm inim a. A s for the tetrahedral con guration for N = 306, we have no analytic
proof of this proposition and given the huge num ber of localm inina foran N this large [1]
our num erical runs only begin to address the question. C onversely, we easily found that the
next analogue ofN = 137,N = 2162, isexplicitly not a globalenergy m Inimum . See F igure
3 for dihedral con gurations forN = 137, 542 and 2162.

Euler's theoram assertsthat when a (convex) polyhedron is constructed by pining points
on a sphere the num ber of faces ¢ ) plus the num ber of vertices (V) is equalto the num ber
ofedges E)+ 2;F + V = E + 2. ForN > 12 this has the resul that In addition to the
sixfold coordinated points of a planar two-dim ensional lattice (hexam ers), there must be
at least twelve points of vefold coordination (pentam ers). T he tetrahedral con gurations
forN = 78 and 306, dihedral con gurations for N = 137 and 542, and icosadeltahedral



con gurations ©rN = 10h? + k? + hk) + 2 have exactly twelve pentam ers and the rest
hexam ers (s, eg., Figure 1a, b, ¢, e, Figure 2a, b and F igure 3a, b, ). Larger analogues
(split con gurations) of the tetrahedral con guration forN = 78 (for N =306, 1218, 4886
and for the dihedral con guration forN = 137 N = 542, 2162) F igure 1b, ¢, e and F igure
3b, c) arem ade as follow s: In addition to the N charges preexisting place one charge at the
center of each of the 3N 6 edges. (If all the charges were sixfold coordinated hexam ers
there would be 3N edges, six m ust be subtracted from this to take into account the twelve
vefold coordinated pentam ers.) Then relax to the nalposition by a localgradient m ethod.
The resulting con guration hasN + (3N 6) = 4N 6 charges. (SeeFigure 1b;cje). Some
ioosadeltahedral con gurations can be m ade (split) as analogues of an aller ones (see eg.
N = 1242 in Figure 2b, a Jarger analogue of N = 312 In Figure 2a). A method form aking
icosadeltahedral con gurations de novo has been discussed previously [12].

Conversly, to the casesofN = 78 and 306, and N = 137 and 542 for the larger analogues
we have studied N = 1218, 4886, 2162) we nd that adding dislocation defects to the lat-
tice produces a con guration wih lowerenergy Fig.lc £ and Fig.3c;d ). Sin ilarly, for
N > 792 icosadeltahedral con gurationsw ith dislocation defects, additional vefold coordi-
nated points and then necessary also sevenfold coordinated points (ssptam ers), have lower
energy than symm etric lattice con gurations, while forsm aller N the sym m etric Jattioe con—

gurations appear to be globalm inin a (see Tables I and II, see Figure 2 Or an exam plk),
though further num erical testing m ay show that som e such con gurations are not global
mnina.

These num erical results on the N at which tetrahedral, dihedral and icosadeltahedral
con gurations ailto be globalenergy m inin a are in rem arkable concordance w ith a theory
given by D odgson and M oore [13] origihally for icosadeltahedral con gurations: U sing con—
tinuum elasticity theory [L§] they studied the energy cost of a pair of pentam ers, com pared
w ih a pure hexagonal lattice, and suggested that dislocation defects{extra vefold coor-
dinated points, with (hecessarily) paired sevenfold coordinated points{would lower lattice
strain and energy for N in the 500{1000 range. Sim ilar reasoning should apply to the
tetrahedral con gurations n the N = 78 serdes and dihedral con gurations in the N = 137
series. O ur results given here are strong con m ation ofD odgson and M oores theory {3].

T he fact that apparently forN > 792 all sym m etric tetrahedral, dihedralor icosadeltahe—

dral Jattices are not globalm Inin a, along w ith the exponential grow th In good localm inim a



m ay help explain why the number of M 0,5, anions which selfassamble into a spherical su—
perstructure ['fl] is a non{lattice number 1165, rather than, or exam ple, 1172 the closest
ioosadeltahedral Jattice or the tetrahedral lattice at 1218, while for snallN selfasssmbly
often produces a sym m etric lattice con guration g, 3].

For icosadeltahedral con gurations for N 792 whether or not a Jattice con guration is
a potential globalm ininum depends not only on the m agniude ofN , but also apparently
on the details of the lattice itself. A 1l lattice N are listed in Tables Tand IT. A s can be seen
forN = 42,92,162,252,362,432,492, 572, 642, 732 the icosahedral Jattice con guration is
m anifestly not the globalm inin um , while for the otherN , the lattice con guration appears
to be 0.

In an icosadelrahedral Jattice N = 10 (h? + k? + hk) + 2, to go from the center of one
pentam er to the center of an ad-pcent pentam er one m oves h steps along one basis vector
© the lattice, and then k steps In the other. W e noted previously [12] (@lso discussed in ref.
fl9)) that the energy :n an icosadeltahedral lattice con guration w ith a large ratio ofh to
k h k) m ay be increased due to the vertices of the pentam ers being closely aliged (or
perfectly aligned In a lattice w ith k = 0). It has previously been noted that asN grow s the
icosadeltahedral Jattice con guration m ay not be the globalm ininum {3, 14, 15, 16, 17],
though we have not seen any explicit published accounting of the N for which the lattice
fails to be a globalm Inimum . This is given In Tables I and II (in addition to the rul
that forN > 792 the lattice is not the globalm nimum ). A clear pattem em erges: for an
icosadeltahedral con guration w ith k = 0, besides the extram ely exosptional case of N =12,
the icosadeltahedral lattice con guration isnotthe globalm ininum . Forthethree an allN =
42,92 and 162 the apparent globalm ininum con guration hasexactly twelre pentam ers, and
no dislocation defects, but arranged in an non-icosadeltahedralcon guration, lkely lowering
the energy cost ofhaving the vertices of pentam ers aligned. ForN larger than 162 in the k
= 0 series, the apparent globalm inin um incorporates dislocation defects. ForN = 432 and
higher for Iatticesw ith k = 1, the lattice is also not the globalm inim um in accordance w ith
the notion stated above that the energy ofthe lattice is ncreased by relative alignm ent ofthe
vertices of the pentam ers. The data in Tables I and IIm ay be ussful in re ning theoretical
predictions for globalenery m inin a: The current theory [13, 18] correctly predicts that for
N > 1000 icosadeltahedral and tetrahedral con gurations w ill not be globalm inin a, but

does not yet account for various cases for N < 1000. Aswell, for k = 0 other theoretical



work {I7,19] predicts dislocations low ering the energy forN > 300, but the rst instance of
this is und forN = 252.

For tetrahedral or dihedral lattices we have not yet been able to nd an obvious rule or
principle to predict forwhich N the lattice con guration isa globalm ininum . Indeed, while
all groups using a variety of di erent m ethods nd the Ty, con guration a globalm inin um
forN = 78 [10], and we have found sin ilarly orN = 306, there are a number of N < 100
for which T, con gurations are not the globalm inina (1d, 11], and also we have found
that the next analogue of the globalm ninum f©rN = 100 which has T (though not Ty)
symmetry, N = 394, isnot a globalm Ininum E LA .and A P G ., data not shown). And
we see no cbvious di erence between the N = 78 Jattice and the others to explain why not
only forN = 78, but the next higher analogue the Jattice appears to be the globalm inin um .
Sin ilarly, we have appreciated no cbvious reason why the next D , analogue of 146{578{or
the next D 5 analogues of 182 and 187{722 and 742{are not globalm inin a, but the next
D 5 analogue of 137{542{appears to also be a globalm Ininum . T he theory ofD odgson and
M oore [L13]doesnot predict a priorithat defects would lower a lattice energy foran N of306
and 542, as it does for the next analogues 1218 and 2162. P erhaps, whatever still unknown
reasons that explains the good m ininum for the T, lattice for N = 78 and D 5 lattice for
N = 137 also pem it the N = 306 and 542 analogues to be globalm inin a.

W e thank the anonym ous reviewers for comm ents extrem ely helpfiil n revising the
m anuscript and also Inspirational lrading to nding a new possble globalm ininum .A P G.
would lke to aknow ledge nancialsupport from Spanish M CyT undergrant No. M AT 2003{
04887.
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the sym m etric dihedral lattice con guration appears to be the globalenergy m Inin um , while forN

2162 c) & = 2281595.05127),d) E = 2281587 .48735) addiion ofdefects to the lattice produces

a con guration of lower energy. W e give the lowest energy con guration we have found, though we

cannot certain this is a global energy m inin a. F wvefold coordinated charges (points) (pentam ers)

are indicated by large black dots, and sevenfold coordinated charges (septam ers) are ndicated by

an all red dots. T he rest ofthe charges are sixfold coordinated (hexam ers). C olors in online version

only.



TABLE I: Energy of icosadeltahedralcon gurationswith N < 400. An * indicatesa con guration
of Iower energy, though not necessarily the globalm inimum . For each N , here and Tablk II,
we tred fteen runs{random initial con gurations followed by a local gradient descent{to nd a
con guration wih an energy lower than that of the icosadeltahedral lattice. For N = 42, 92 and
162 the best known con guration has exactly twelve pentam ers (and thus no dislocation defects),
but does not have icosadeltahedral sym m etry. W e note that the split lJarger analogue of the global
mininum con guration for N = 42 is not the globalm Inimum con guration for N = 162, and

neither are the solit larger analogues ofthe N = 92 and 162 globalm inin a (data not shown).

Charges Energy

12 h=1k= 0 49.1652530580000
32 h=1k=1 412 261274651000
42 h=2k= 0 732 256241038000

*N on { icosadeltahedral 732.078107551000

72 h=2k=1 2255.00119099000

92 h= 3k= 0 3745 61873908500

*N on { icosadeltahedral 3745 29163624500

122 h= 2k= 2 6698.37449926100
132 h=3k=1 7875.04534281600
162 h=4k= 0 11984 .5514338730

*N on { icosadeltahedral 11984 .0503358310

192 h= 3 k= 2 16963.3383864710
212 h=4%k=1 20768.0530859690
252 h=5k= 0 29544 2821928610

* w /defects 29543.7859569610
272 h= 3 k= 3 34515.1932926880
282 h= 4k= 2 37147 2944184740
312 h=5k=1 45629.3627238190
362 h= 6k= 0 61720.0233978130

* w /defects 61719.3090545160
372 h= 4k= 3 65230.0271225660

392 h= 5k= 2 72546 2583708950




TABLE II: Energy of icosadeltahedraloon gurationswih N > 400. An * Indicatesa con guration
of Iow er energy, though not necessarily the globalm nimum . Thus, rN < 792 we also cannot be

certain that the sym m etric icosadeltahedral con gurations are the globalm inin a.

432 h= 6k= 1 883542293807250

* w /defects 88354.1906652260

482 h= 4k= 4 110318.139920155

492 h= 7k= 0 115006.982258289

*h= 5 k= 3 115005255889700

522 h= 6k= 2 129655.833007858

572 h= 7k= 1 156037.879346228

* w /defects 156037 316647696

612 h= 5 k= 4 178910.494981768

642 h= 8k= 0 197100.363816212

* w /defects 197098.637958037

672 h= 7k= 2 216171.432658341

732 h= 8k= 1 256975.527362500

* w /defects 256974 262894426

752 h= 5k= 5 271362.588212841

762 h= 6k= 4 278704.548700071

792 h= T7Tk= 3 301321.818305597

812 h= 9k= 0 316895.372099956

* w /defects 316892 .668538128

842 h= 8 k= 2 340988.383415978

* w /defects 340987.675098937

912 h= 9k= 1 400662.383224662
h= 6k= 5 400660.132041002

* w /defects 400659.747279004

932 h= 7Tk= 4 418596.898209635

* w /defects 418595.636527970

972 h= 8 k= 3 455654.618623736

* w /defects 455653.441695822

1082 h= 6 k= 6 565703.908873765

* w /defects 565703.766602964




