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Largescale com puter sin ulations involving m ore than a m illion particles have been perfom ed
to study the melting transition in a two-dim ensional hard disk wuid. The van der W aals loop
previously observed in the pressuredensity relationship of sm aller sim ulations is shown to be an
artifact of nite-size e ects. Together w ith a detailed scaling analysis of the bond orientation order,
the new resultsprovide com pelling evidence for the H alperin-N elson-Y oung picture. Scaling analysis
of the translational order also yields a lower bound for the m elting density that ism uch higher than

previously thought.

PACS numbers: 64.60Fr, 64.70D v

A system ofhard disks In two dim ension (2D ) isone of
the sin plest m odels of a classical uid. But beneath the
deceptive sim plicity ofthism odel, 2D hard disksexhbia
set of surprisingly rich behaviors. Unlke In three din en—
sions, a 2D solid possesses only quasidong-range trans—
lationalorder which decays algebraically to zero at large
distances 'E:]. Instead oftheusual rst-ordertransition in
three dim ensions, a 2D solid is also expected to m el into
a liquid via two continuous transitions. T he Intervening
phase called the \hexatic" w aspredicted by H alperin and
N elson Eﬁ’, ::J’] and Young Ei] to possess quasilong-range
bond orientation order but no long-range translational
order.

G ven the sin plicity of the hard disk m odel, it would
seam easy to either prove or disgorove the Halperin—
Nelson-Young HNY ) theory by detailed com puter sim —
ulation studies. But twenty— ve year afferthe HNY the-
orywas rstproposed, sin ulationsthat could de nitively
dentify the nature ofthem elting transition are still lack—
ng i;:]. The st sinulation of2D hard diskswas carried
out by A Ider and W ainw right i_d]. Based on the appear-
ance of a van der W aals loop in the pressure, they con-—
clided that the m elting transition must be rstorder.
Since then, asm ore com puting pow er has becom e avaik-
able, sin ulations have been carried out w ith increasingly
laxger system sizes B, 1, &, 4, 10, 11, I3, 13, 14, 15, de,
{3,118, 18, 20, 23, 23,123, 24,25), but instead of clarifying
the picture, these sin ulations have provided con icting
conclusions about the nature of m elting transition. O ne
consensus that did em erge from the m ore recent simu-—
lation studies is that the 2D hard disk system is very

sensitive to nie-size e ectsnear them elting transition.

This is not unexpected if the transition is continuous,
but compared to uidsw ith a soft potentjal:_[-Z_'6] the hard
disk system ismuch m ore prone to nite-size ervors and
boundary e ects. In a sinulation ofup toN = 128 par-
tickes, Zolweg and Chester [§] observed that the equi-
Ibration tim e Increased dram atically for densities very
close to the m elting transition { system s ofthis size were
apparently not lJarge enough to reach the scaling lim it.

T he lJargest sin ulation that hasbeen perform ed to date
was carried out by Jaster w ith up to N = 256” particles
{6, 171, and m ore recently for two higher densities w ith
up toN = 1024 R4]. Even though a van derW aals loop
was observed In the pressure at densities between =
0.895 and 0.910 (solid squares in Fig. 1), Jaster showed
using a scaling analysisthat hisdata were also com patble
with the HNY scenario. A van der W aals loop is often
the sign ofa rst-order transition, but it m ay also arise
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FIG.1l: Pressure of the hard disk uid as a function of

density. Solid squaresareN = 256° data from Jaster L], and
crosses and plus, respectively, are N = 512 and N = 10242
data from Jaster @4_] O pen circles and open squares are data
from the present work ©rN = 512% and 1024°, respectively,
w ith error bars as indicated. The dotted lne is a guide to
the eye through Jaster’s data for N = 256%. The dashed
and solid line are guides to the eye through the N = 512°
and 1024% data in the present work. N ote the presence of an
apparent van der W aals (vdW ) loop between = 0.895 and
0.910, which becom es shallower for increasingly larger size
sinulations. For N = 1024? , the van derW aals loop between

= 0.895 and 0.905 has disappeared com pletely, w ith a an all
decrease In the pressure still visble for = 0.910. The two
arrow s Indicate the approxim ate locations of the isotropic—
hexatic and hexatic-solid boundaries.
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from nitesize errors. To de nitively rule out a
order scenario, one m ust dem onstrate that the van der
W aals oop isa nitesize artifact, ie. £ must be shown
to disappear w ith larger size sin ulations. C uriously, the
sam e van der W aals loop was observed for two di erent
sizes In Jaster’s data { the pressure or N = 1282 (not
shown in Fig.1) and 256° colncide aln ost com pletely.

In this letter, we descrlbbe a M onte C arlo study of 2D
hard disks orup toN = 1024% = 1048576 particles. The
calculations were carried out in the canonical ensem ble,
In a square box with periodic boundarypo_ondjrjon and
In a rectangular box with aspect ratio 3 : 2 for the
higher densities. W e worked w ith densities in the range

= 0:880 to 0:920, w hich according to previousestin ates
should span the transition region E, '§, :_S'i, :_l-]_;, :_1-]'] Den-—
sities are given in reduced units where the hard disk
diam eter is one.

W hilke the rationale for going to larger system size isto
elin nate nite=size e ects, larger sin ulations also take
longer to equilbrate. W e have cused on N = 5122
to try to carry out detailed sin ulations covering a large
range of densitiesbetween = 0.880 and 0.920. At this
size, one run at each density took severalm onths of CPU
tin e. Additionallarger sin ulationsw th N = 1024 were
perform ed for Hurdensitiesbetween = 0.895 and 0.910
In the vichhiy of the van der W aals loop previously ob—
served in am aller sim ulations. In contrast, Jaster’s recent
sin ulations ﬂ_Z-é_}'] focuseson a di erent region in the phase
diagram , o ering data ©r = 0918 at N = 1024 and
two densities, = 0.914 and 0918, orN = 5122.

Two di erent types of M onte C arlo m oves were used
foroursin ulations. The rstisa conventionalM etropolis
m ove, w here each particle isdisplaced in a random direc—
tion by a random am ount. A second M onte C arlo m ove
based on the cluster algorithm proposed by D ress and
K rauth P#]and Lt and Luiiten P8]wasalo used. At
the densities we worked w ith, neither algorithm is par—
ticularly e cient n causihg very large rearrangem ents
In the system con guration. But by m ixing two di er—
ent algorithm s that have vastly di erent properties, we
hope to m Inim ize equilbration problem s characteristic
of any single algorithm . One M onte Carlo step M CS)
In our smulation is de ned as having m oved each parti-
cle on the average once using the M etropolis algorithm ,
plushaving m ade one global cluster update. T he sin ula—
tions reported here were carried out w ith no fewer than
5m illion M CS for each densiy. D epending on the equi-
Ibration rate, results from the last 1 to 3 million M CS
were used to collect statistics. Two to four Independent
sin ulations were carried out for each densiy for sinmula—
tions w ith a square box, and ve to six for those wih a
rectangular box.

The pressure P was calculated psing the virial for-
mula PA,NKT = L+ g@")=2] 3 =2, where g(1*)
is the contact value of the pair correlation function and
Ay, = 3N=2 is the closedpacked area of the system .
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The calculated pressure P is shown In Fig. 1 as a func-
tion of density orN = 5122 (open circles) and for
N = 1024? (open triangles). Com paring the N = 5122
and 10242 data to those from Jaster’s sinulation with
N = 256, the two sets of data are alm ost identical for
0:890, but inside the range = 0.895 to 0.910, the
larger size sin ulations produced a am aller pressure for
= 0.895but largerpressures for = 0.900 to 0.910. &k is
therefore clear that the apparent van der W aals loop in
thepressureisa result of nitesizee ects, and usingeven
larger size sim ulations, this slight nonm onotonic decrease
In the pressure should eventually vanish altogether. For
the N = 1024 sin ulations, the van der W aals loops has
com pltely disappeared between = 0.895 and 0.905,
wih a slight dip in P stillvisble for = 0.910. As ex—
pected, nitesize e ects are indeed very pronounced in
the transition region even for sim ulations of thism agni-
tude.

Even though the evidence In Fig. 1 is com pelling that
the van derW aals loop is an artifact of nitesizee ects,
these data alone cannot de nitively rule outa rst-order
m elting transition. For this, wee need to carefully ana-—
Iyze the nie size e ects. To disentangle the nite=size
e ects, a detailed scaling analysism ust be perform ed on
the sin ulation data. W e have found a subblock scaling
analysis [I1,126] to be usefil for this purpose. W ith this
m ethod, a singke large size sin ulation provides Infom a—
tion on multiple length scales sin ultaneously. T he sub-
block scaling analysisw as applied to the bond ordentation
order as well as the translational order.

The }g,on orfentation order is given by ¢ =
j6N) ', jexp(6i)F, where the sum goes over
each particles 1and its nearest neighbors j and 5 isthe
anglk between the line from 1to jwih some xed refer-
ence axis. A ccordingto HNY theory, ¢ should haveonly
short—range order In the isotropic phase and quasidong-
range order in the hexatic phase w ith exponent ¢ 1=4.
W e calculated 4 for subblock sizes of Ly = L=64, L.=32
:::L,where L is the fiill length of the box and plot the
results in Fig.2. For 0895, ¢ clearly scalesto zero,
but for 0:900, ¢ appearsto scalketoa nie value.

To establish the precise scaling behavior, weplbt In 2
vs. the natural log of the length of the subblock Lg
in Fig. 3 rthe N = 5122 simulations. A ccording to
HNY theory, this plot should show a slope ¢ In the
hexatic phase and 2 in the isotropic phase where there
is only short—range order. Figure 3 show s that for both

= 0.880 (solid trangles) and 0.890 (open diam onds),
the bond ordentation order has no long-ranged correla—
tions in the long length scale 1im i, and the size of the
sin ulations was large enough to reach the scaling lim it.
W e can safely conclude that densities 0890 are In
the isotropic phase. On the other hand, for the high-
est densities = 0.905 (solid diam onds) and 0.910 (open
squares), the bond orientation order show s an algebraic
decay w ith an exponent ¢ much sn allerthan 1/4. This
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FIG.2: The bond orientation order param eter ¢ derived
from the subblock analysis as a function of density for the
N = 512 sinulations. For 0895, & scales to 0 with
larger system sizes. For 0:905, ¢ appears to scake to a
nonzero value.
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FIG.3: Subblock scaling analysis for the bond orientation
order param eter for the N = 512° simulations. The dotted
line corresponds to a slope of 2 and the dashed line a slope
of 1=4. The Inset shows an expanded view for = 0.895,
0.900 and 0.905 in the large length scale region.

is consistent w ith the interpretation that these densities
are either Inside the hexatic or the solid phase.

Forthetwo densities = 0.895 and 0.900, the interpre—
tation ofthe subblock scaling plots ism ore involred. T he
nset In Fig. 3 shows an expanded view of their behav-
jors in the large length scale lin it. For = 0.900 (open
circles), the bond ordentation order show s a slope that is
very close to 1=4 at large length scales. In the HNY
soenario, this is consistent w ith a density inside the hex—
atic phase, very close to the hexatic-isotropic boundary

;. These evidence suggest that ;< 0:900.
For = 0895 (closed squares), the subblock scaling

plot changes slope twice, 1rst at L=2 and then more
gradually between L=4 and L=8. The rst abrupt slope
change at L=2 isan artifact ofthe subblock scaling analy—
siswhich hasbeen discussed by W eber, M arx and B inder
f_l-]_;]. T he reason for this sudden slope change is that the
subblocks and the fullbox actually belongsto two di er—
ent ensam bles { the canonical for the fullbox and som e—
thing resem bling the grand canonical for the subblocks.
Tt is therefore possble for the fillbox to exhibit a di er
ent scaling behavior com pared to the subblockswhen the
correlation length exceeds the size of the sim ulation box,
In which case the full box data point m ust be excluded
from the scaling analysis. W hen this is done, the scaling
behavior suggests that the ordentation order decays alge—
braically w th an exponent larger than 1=4. But clarly
the scaling lin it has not been reached, so it is possble
that this exponent w ill continue to increase w ith lengths
beyond the size ofthe present sin ulation. T hese evidence
suggest that = 0.895 must stillbe inside the isotropic
phase but isvery close to the isotropic-hexatic boundary.
Taken together, the pressure data and the subblock
scaling analysis of the bond ordentation order reveal a
consistent picture. For densities 0895, the system
is In the isotropic phase. The van der W aals loop in the
pressure between = 0.895 and 0.910 observed In previ-
ous sin ulations ism ost certainly dueto nitesizee ects.
T he bond ordentation correlation length increases when
the isotropic-hexaticboundary ; is approached from be-
low and i changes from short—range correlation to an al-
gebraic decay with ¢ closeto 1/4 at ;< 0:900, which is
consistent w ith previous estin ates I_l-j] Above j, the
exponent ¢ decreases quickly from 1/4 to zero when
the hexatic-solid boundary  isapproached from below .
These ndings are consistent with the HNY scenario.
The fact that ¢ ! 0 for ! 0:910 has been used
previously to suggest that the hexatic-solid boundary is
at o  0:910 {3, 17]. The recent data of Jaster, how -
ever,haveplaced , atamuch highervalie 0.933 R4].
Tom ore accurately locate the hexatic-solid boundary 4 ,
wetum toa subbicpck scaling analysis ofthe translational
order 2= N ' | (& pPF, where the wavevector
K hasmagnitude 2 =( 3=2 )'~2. In the solid phase, ?
is expected to decay algebraically with exponent =
1/3. The results for three densities, = 0.900, 0.910
and 0.920, are shown in Fig. 4 or the N = 512° sin —
lations In both a square and a rectangular box wih a
3 :2 aspect ratio. For = 0.900 (triangles) and 0.910
(squares), the results are consistent w ith no long-range
translationalorder in the large length scale lin it forboth
box geom etries. T his indicates that both of these densi-
ties are Inside the hexatic phase. O n the other hand, for
= 0.920, the translational order show s apparently dif-
ferent scaling behaviors for the two box geom etries { no
lIong-range order in the square box but quasi-long-range
translational order w th an apparent exponent > 1=3
for the rectangular box. In fact, com paring the two dif-
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FIG .4: Subblock scaling analysis for the translational order

param eter for the N = 512° sim ulations in a square box and
a rectangular box. T he dotted line corresgponds to a slope of
2 and the dashed line a slope of 1=3.

ferent box geom etries, we found that the rectangularbox
sim ulations at this densiy were much slower to equili-
brate, lrading to the larger error bars on the right panel
ofFig.4 for = 0.920. Since the translationalcorrelation
length isexpected to diverge accordingto HNY theory as
approaches the m elting density o E_Z%], the rectangular
box used for the sinulationsat = 0.920 was probably
too an all to reach the scaling lim . Therefore, we be-
lieve that = 0:920 ism ost likely still inside the hexatic
phase and has not yet reached the hexaticsolid bound-
ary. This establishes a lower bound for , , one Pha’g is
m uch higher than the valie previously suggested |11, 17].
But this new lower bound is consistent w ith the recent
estin ate provided by Jaster based on sinulations w ih
N up to 1024% P4]. Since the pressure at = 0.920 (see
Fig.1l) ismuch higherthan the pressure inside the appar-
ent van derW aals loop, thisnew lowerbound for , also
provides evidence corroborating the conclision we have
drawn from the size-dependence of the pressure-density
data in Fig. 1 that the apparent van der W aals loop in
the pressure is not related to a rst-order transition.

In conclusion, we have shown using large-scale com —
puter sinulations with more than a m illion particles
that the apparent van der W aals loop observed previ-
ously in sm aller sinulations is an artifact of nitesize
e ects. In conjunction with a detailed scaling analysis,
the data provide com pelling evidence for a continuous
isotropic-hexatic transition as predicted by HNY theory
at 3;<0:900. Scaling analysis of the translational or-
der also yields a lower bound for the m elting density,

n > 0:920, one that is much higher than previously
thought, providing additionalevidence that the apparent

van der W aals loop isnot due to a rstorder transition.
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