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Thecrystallization ofelectronsin quasilow-dim ensionalsolidsisstudied in a m odelwhich retains

thefullthree-dim ensionalnatureoftheCoulom b interactions.W eshow thatrestricting theelectron

m otion to layers(orchains)givesrise to a rich sequence ofstructuraltransitionsupon varying the

particle density. In addition, the concurrence of low-dim ensional electron m otion and isotropic

Coulom b interactionsleadsto a sizeable stabilization ofthe W ignercrystal,which could be one of

the m echanism satthe origin ofthe charge ordered phasesfrequently observed in such com pounds.

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

Despite being a well established concept in the
physicsofinteractingelectrons,directevidenceofW igner
crystallization1 hasbeen reported unam biguously in only
a lim ited num ber of system s, nam ely electrons at the
surface ofliquid helium ,2,3,4 and in sem iconductor het-
erostructures ofextrem e purity.5 In both cases, a two
dim ensionalelectron gas(2DEG )isrealized atan inter-
face between two m edia,forwhich the jellium m odelof
thehom ogeneouselectron gasconstitutesa good approx-
im ation.
Alternatively,thechargeorderingphenom enaobserved

atlow tem peraturesin a num berofsolids havebeen ei-
therinterpreted assom e form ofW ignercrystallization,
or ascribed to the presence oflong-ranged Coulom b in-
teractions. These include the one-dim ensionalorganic
salts TTF-TCNQ ,6 (TM TTF)2X,7,8 (DI-DCNQ I)2Ag,9

the ladder cuprate com pounds Sr14Cu24O 41
10,11 and

chain com pounds Na1+ xCuO 2,12 as well as the lay-
ered superconductingcuprates14,15 and possibly thetwo-
dim ensionalBEDT-TTF organic salts.13 For such sys-
tem s,the jellium m odelisa priori a rathercrude m od-
elization,and theconceptofW ignercrystallization m ust
begeneralizedtoaccountforothercom petinge�ectssuch
astheperiodicpotentialoftheunderlying lattice,chem -
icalim purities,structuraldefects,m agneticinteractions,
etc. In narrow band solids,for instance,the interplay
with thehostlatticeofionscan stronglya�ectthecharge
orderingpattern especially athighly com m ensurateband
�llings.6,16 Nevertheless,when the radiusoflocalization
oftheparticlesislargerthan thetypicalion-ion distance,
the host lattice can be replaced to a good accuracy by
an e�ective continuous m edium ,restoring de facto the
validity ofthe jellium m odel.17,18

Setting aside the im portant problem ofthe com m en-
surability with the hostlattice,and neglecting disorder
and other e�ects that can certainly play a role in the
com pounds under study,we com e to the following ob-
servation: a com m on feature shared by the experim en-
talsystem s listed above is that they are allquasilow-
dim ensionalsolids,i.e. they are bulk three-dim ensional
(3D)com poundswherethetransferintegralsbetween dif-

ferentchem icalunits are so anisotropic that the carrier
m otion is e�ectively restricted to two-dim ensional(2D)
atom ic layers,orone-dim ensional(1D)chains. Yet,the
Coulom b forcesretain theirthree-dim ensionalcharacter,
being long-ranged and isotropic. In such system s,inter-
layer(inter-chain)interactionscannotbeneglected,lead-
ing eventually to a fullthree-dim ensionalordering ofthe
charges.11,15 This suggests why quasi low-dim ensional
solidsare a particularly favorable ground for the obser-
vation of W igner crystallization: the electron-electron
interactions have the sam e behavior as in bulk three-
dim ensionalsystem s,butthe kinetic partisstrongly re-
duced by the e�ective lowering ofdim ensionality. Re-
m inding thata W ignercrystalarisesfrom the com peti-
tion between potentialand kineticenergy,thisresultsin
a sizeable stabilization ofthe crystalas com pared with
the usual3D case.42

A sim ilarconclusion isreached by observingthat,even
com pared to purely low-dim ensionalsystem ssuch asthe
2DEG m entioned above,theW ignercrystalphasecould
be stabilized in quasilow-dim ensionalsolids due to the
presenceofadditionalinterlayerinteractions.Thistopic
hasbeen analyzed in the literature in the fram ework of
bilayer quantum wells,i.e. constituted oftwo coupled
2D electron system s,where ithasbeen shown that,de-
pending on the strength ofthe interlayerforces,the or-
dering pattern can di�er from the hexagonalstructure
expected in a single layer.19,20 M ore im portantly,itwas
found21,22,23 that at interlayer separations com parable
with them ean interparticledistance,them elting density
israised by afactorof3with respecttothepure2D case,
which m akesa factoraslargeas102 when appropriately
scaled to the 3D situation.
In this work,we m odelquasitwo-dim ensional(one-

dim ensional) system s as periodic arrays of conducting
layers(wires)em bedded in a three-dim ensionalbulk m a-
terial, where the electrons interact through isotropic
long-range Coulom b forces. W e show that,upon vary-
ing the particle density orthe interlayer(interwire)sep-
aration,the W ignercrystalundergoesseveralstructural
transitions in order to m inim ize its energy com patibly
with the given geom etricalconstraints. W e then give a
sem i-quantitativeestim ateofthem elting density forthe
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di�erent structures previously identi�ed, based on the
Lindem ann criterion,which con�rm sthe stabilization of
the crystallized phaseexpected from generalgrounds.
The paper is organized as follows: In Section II,we

introduce a m odelfor the crystallization ofelectronsin
an anisotropicenvironm entand them ethod forcalculat-
ing the crystalenergy in the harm onic approxim ation,
which includes the classicalM adelung energy and the
zero-pointvibrationalenergyofthecollectiveexcitations.
Thisisapplied to the caseofquasitwo-dim ensionalsys-
tem s,forwhich the structural/m elting phase diagram is
determ ined. The validity ofthe present approxim ation
schem e is checked at the end of Section II by analyz-
ing a system oftwo coupled layers,forwhich ourresults
com pare positively with the num ericalresults available
in the literature.An analogousdiscussion forquasione-
dim ensionalsystem sisreported in Section III,by treat-
ingexplicitely thecasewheretheconducting chainsform
a squarearray.Them ain resultsaresum m arized in sec-
tion IV.

II. W IG N ER C R Y STA LLIZA T IO N IN LA Y ER ED

SO LID S

A . M odeland approxim ations

Letusconsidera system ofelectrons(orholes)ofden-
sity n = (4�r3s=3)

�1 in a strongly anisotropic environ-
m ent, such that the particle m otion is constrained to
equally spaced atom iclayers(atdistanced),butrem ains
isotropic within the layers. To ensure charge neutral-
ity,we assum e a uniform 3D com pensating background
ofopposite charge. The ham iltonian for N crystallized
particlesin a volum eV isgiven by:

H = N E M +
NX

i= 1

p2i

2m
+ Vd (1)

The �rstterm

E M =
e2

2

"
X

i

1

R i

� n

Z

V

d~r

r

#

(2)

isthe M adelung energy ofthe given lattice structure(in
the therm odynam ic lim it,N ;V ! 1 ,boundary e�ects
are negligible and allparticlesbecom e equivalent). The
second term isthetwo-dim ensionalkineticenergy ofthe
localized particlesand the lastterm accountsforthe in-
teractionsduetotheplanardisplacem ents~ui = (uxi;uyi)
ofthe electronsaround theirequilibrium positions:

Vd =
e2

2

X

i6= j

2

4
1

�
�
�~R i+ ~ui� ~R j � ~uj

�
�
�

�
1

�
�
�~R i� ~R j

�
�
�

3

5 (3)

Expanding the last term for sm alldisplacem ents re-
sults in a series expansion for the energy Eq. (1) in

powersof1=r1=2s .24,25 The leading term ,proportionalto
1=rs,correspondsto theM adelung energy E M ofEq.(2).
In free space, it attains its m inim um value E B C C =
� 0:89593=rs (in atom icunits)foraBodyCentered Cubic
(BCC)W ignercrystal.26 Thesecond term in theexpan-

sion,proportionalto 1=r3=2s ,is the zero pointenergy of
theparticle
uctuationsin theharm onicapproxim ation,
which also dependson the selected crystalstructure. It
is negligible for rs ! 1 ,and rem ains sm aller than the
M adelung term by typically an order ofm agnitude at
rs � 100. Nonetheless,itcan play an im portantrole in
determ ining the relative stability ofthe di�erentcrystal
structures,especially when approachingthem elting den-
sity. Higherordersin the energy expansion24,25 include
anharm onic (1=rsp with p � 2) and exchange term s of
the form e�c

p
rs,which we shallneglectin the following

discussion.
Up to quadraticorderin thedisplacem ents,ourm odel

Ham iltonian reads:

H = N E M +
X

i

p2i

2m
+
e2

4

X

i;j6= i

(~ui� ~uj)Îij (~ui� ~uj) (4)

whereÎij isa2� 2m atrixcharacterizingthedipole-dipole
interactions,given by (�;� = x;y):

�

Îij

�

��
=
3~R ij;�

~R ij;�

jR ijj
5

�
���

jR ijj
3

(5)

with ~R ij = ~R i� ~R j.Them ostgeneralelem entaryBravais
latticecom patiblewith a given layered structureisiden-
ti�ed by a coupleofbasisvectorsdescribing theordering
within the planes, ~A 1 = (a1;0;0), ~A 2 = (a2x;a2y;0),

and a third vector ~A 3 = (a3x;a3y;d)which setsthe rel-
ative shift(a3x;a3y)between two equivalent2D-lattices
on neighboringplanes.O therstructures,with m orethan
one particle per unit cell,are possible in principle,but
willnotbe considered here.
Due to the additionallengthscale d introduced by the

layered constraint,thecrystalenergy isno longera func-
tion ofrs alone.Itsdependenceon thelatticegeom etryis
bestexpressed by introducing a dim ensionlessparam eter

,which m easuresoftherelativeim portanceofinterlayer
and intralayerinteractions.Itisde�ned asthe ratio be-
tween the m ean interparticle distance in the planesand
the interlayerseparation,nam ely 
 =

p
�rs;2D =d. Here

rs;2D de�nesthe 2D density param eterin the individual
layers,related to the bulk rs by r2s;2D = 4r3s=3d. The
�rsttwo term softhelow-density expansion,correspond-
ing respectively to the M adelung energy and the zero-
point
uctuation energy in the quadratic m odel(4)can
be written in com pactform as:

E =
A(
)

rs
+
B (
)

r
3=2
s

: (6)

Itshould benoted thatan e�ectivem assm� 6= m and
a dielectric constant� 6= 1 can be straightforwardly in-
cluded in the m odelthrough a rede�nition ofthe Bohr
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radiusaB ! a�B = aB �(m =m �),unitenergy m e4=~2 !
m �e4=�2~2,and density param eter rs ! rs(m �=m )=�.
Hereafter, energies and lengths will therefore be ex-
pressed in term s ofthese e�ective units,characterizing
thehostm edium .A m uch m orecom plex situation arises
in system swith a frequency-dependentdielectricscreen-
ing,leading to the form ation ofpolarons,forwhich the
readerisreferred to Refs.15,27.

B . M inim ization ofthe M adelung energy

Following the hierarchy ofthe series expansion intro-
duced above,westartby searchingforthelayered con�g-
uration which m inim izes the electrostatic repulsion be-
tween the particles, which is appropriate in the lim it
oflarge rs. The calculation is perform ed by standard
Ewald sum m ation techniques,which splittheslowly con-
vergentseriesin Eq.(2)into two exponentially converg-
ing sum s.28 G iven the interlayer separation d and the
bulk density n (or, alternatively,given the pair ofdi-
m ensionlessparam eters
 and rs)weareleftwith 4 free
m inim ization param eters: 2 forthe inplane structure,2
forthe interlayerordering.
The result ofthe m inim ization for the M adelung co-

e�cient A in the range 0 < 
 < 6 is illustrated in Fig.
1.Two distinctregim escan beidenti�ed.In thelim itof
large separations(
 . 1),the coupling between the lay-
ersisweak,and theresultingplanarpattern ishexagonal,
with a staggered interlayerordering,i.e.theparticleson
the neighboring layers falling on top of the centers of
the triangles. The sharp rise ofthe M adelung constant
in this regim e is due to the fact that the com pensat-
ing background is distributed hom ogeneously in three-
dim ensionalspace,which penalizes strongly anisotropic
chargedistributions.43

Upon reducing theinterlayerseparation so that
 & 1,
the increasing interlayer interactions m ake the hexago-
nalpattern energetically unfavorable. Above 
 = 1:15,
a m ore isotropic ordering of the charges is stabilized,
which presentsa centered rectangular(CR)structure in
the planes. Further increasing 
 leads to a sequence of
structureswhoseplanarpatternsarerespectivelysquared
(S,in the interval1:32 < 
 < 2:13), rectangular (R,
2:13 < 
 < 2:84), centered rectangular (CR, 2:86 <


 < 4:31), a generic rhom bic, or oblique phase (Rh,
4:31< 
 < 4:45),then hexagonalagain,and so on.Such
phases are allconnected by continuous structuraltran-
sitions,with the exception ofthe hexagonalstructure,
which isattained through a discontinuouschangeofthe
crystalparam eters.Notethatin thevery narrow interval
2:84< 
 < 2:86,a genericstructurewith rhom bicplanar
sym m etry is stabilized,which allows to evolve continu-
ously from the rectangular to the centered rectangular
patterns(notshown).Thesequenceofstructuraltransi-
tionsgoeson atlargervaluesof
.
Theinterlayerorderingisshownatthebottom ofFig.1.

Itisstaggered forthe�rstthreepatterns(H),(CR)and

 0  1  2  3  4  5  6

-0.8952

-0.8954

-0.8956

-0.8958

-0.8960

-0.8962

A

 γ

H CR S R CR Rh H CR Rh  R

H
CR

S
R

CR
Rh

FIG .1: M adelung coe�cient A in atom ic units for di�er-

ent crystalstructures constrained to a layered environm ent,

as a function ofthe anisotropy ratio 
. The di�erentcurves

correspond to di�erentplanarcon�gurations:hexagonal(H),

square (S),centered rectangular (CR),rectangular (R) and

rhom bic (Rh).The interlayerorderingsin the sim plestcases

at low 
 are sketched below the curves (for the R and CR

structures,the stacking variesasindicated by the double ar-

rows). The resulting three-dim ensional W igner crystal re-

duces to a perfect BCC at the points m arked by �lled dots,

whose energy isindicated by the horizontalarrow.

(S) for 
 . 2,as expected for large interlayer separa-
tions,where the relative ordering isfully determ ined by
the coupling between two adjacent planes, and indeed
coincides with what is found in bilayer system s19 (see
Section IIE below). At larger values of
,the interac-
tionsbeyond the nearestplanesbecom e relevant,which
m akesthesim plestaggered orderingunfavorable.Forin-
stance,a staggered/non-staggered transition takesplace
within the rectangularphase at
 = 2:46,corresponding
to a relative sliding ofthe planarstructureson adjacent
planes in the direction ofthe long bonds (indicated by
the doublearrow in Fig.1).
Rem arkably,each ofthe phases identi�ed above con-

tainsaspecialpoint
� wheretheidealBCC structure|
which hasthe lowestpossible M adelung energy in three
dim ensions| is itselfcom patible with the layered con-
straint. The di�erent planar con�gurations identi�ed
above then correspond to the di�erent ways ofcutting
a BCC by an array ofequally spaced layers.Such points
areeasily calculated by setting the distanced = 2�=jK j,
with K any reciprocallattice vector,and correspond to

� = 21=4,2,21=433=4,21=453=4,2 33=4,etc...Sim ilarly,
the higher relative m inim a visible in Fig. 1 correspond
to di�erent orientations of the sam e three-dim ensional
FaceCentered Cubic (FCC)ordering.
Away from such specialpoints,the overallchargedis-

tribution rem ainsvery isotropic in allthe region 
 & 1,
as testi�ed by the extrem ely sm all deviations of the
M adelung energy from the idealcase,�E M . 10�4 =rs.
Such sm allenergy variations,however,refer to the op-
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tim alstructuresobtained atdi�erentvaluesof
,which
does notm ean that the electrostatic repulsion between
the carriers is irrelevant in the determ ination of the
charge ordering patterns in real system s: in a given
com pound,where both the interlayer distance and the
density are �xed,one should rather com pare the ener-
gies of two com peting phases at �xed 
. For exam -
ple,enforcing a hexagonalsym m etry at 
 = 2,where
the optim alstructure is squared,would cost an energy
�E M � 0:015=rs � 200K at rs = 20,which is com pa-
rable with the typicalcharge ordering energy scales in
solids.Yet,since the M adelung energy isdeterm ined by
the interactionswith a large num berof(distant)neigh-
bors,the structures found here are expected to be rel-
atively softagainstlocaldeform ations. The situation is
di�erentregarding globalsym m etry changes,ascan re-
sultfrom theinclusion ofa periodicpotentialofcom pet-
ing sym m etry,which could strongly m odify thesequence
and orderofthe structuraltransitions,possibly favoring
the appearanceofalternativephases.29,30

C . Zero point 
uctuation energy

The next term in the series expansion ofthe ground
state energy Eq. (6) corresponds to the quantum zero
point 
uctuations ofthe particles around their equilib-
rium positions, in the harm onic approxim ation. It is
negligibleatlargers (low density),butitbecom esquan-
titatively im portant at lower rs, where it can slightly
m odify thesequenceofphasesidenti�ed in thepreceding
Section. Upon furtherreducing rs,thisterm eventually
drives the quantum m elting ofthe crystal,that willbe
analyzed in the nextSection.
Thecalculation ofthe
uctuation term proceedsasfol-

lows.The harm onic m odelEq.(4)isdiagonalized by in-
troducing the norm alm odesq

s;~k

~ui =
1

p
N

X

s;~k

"̂
s;~k
e
_{~k�~R iq

s;~k
(7)

where "̂
s;~k

are the two-dim ensionalpolarization vectors
(the electrons oscillate within the planes) and the vec-
tor ~k runs through the Brillouin zone of the three-

dim ensionalreciprocallattice.Thisyieldstwo branches
s= 1;2ofcollectivem odeswith eigenfrequencies!

s;~k
,so

thatthevibrationalenergy perparticlecan beexpressed
as:

E V =
1

N

X

s;~k

~!
s;~k

2
(8)

Itisusefulto introduce the norm alized density ofstates
(DO S)ofthecollectivem odes,thatwewriteherein gen-
eralas:

�(!)=
1

D N

DX

s= 1

X

~k2B Z

�(! � !
s;~k
) (9)
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 0.84
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H
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M
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FIG .2: a) Zero point vibrationalterm B for the di�erent

structures identi�ed in Fig. 1, within their ranges of m e-

chanicalstability.Thesequenceofstructureswith thelowest

vibrational energy is indicated at the bottom . The arrow

indicates the value (2=3)B
(3D )

= 0:887,where B
(3D )

is the

vibrationalenergy ofa BCC crystalin vacuum ; b) Inverse

m om entM �1 oftheD O S,which isproportionalto the m ean

electronic 
uctuation hu
2
i Eq.(12) for the sam e structures.

The arrow indicatesthe value fora BCC in free space.

(D is the num ber ofbranches,corresponding to the di-
m ensionality ofthe electron m otion) as wellits dim en-
sionlessm om ents:

M n =

Z

d! �(!)

�
!

!P

� n

(10)

with !2P = 3e2=(m r3s) the usual3D plasm a frequency.
W ith these de�nitions,the vibrationalenergy in Eq.(6)
isseen to bedirectly proportionalto the�rstm om entof
the DO S,with

B (
)=
D
p
3

2
M 1(
) (11)

The usual3D case in vacuum is recovered by restoring
the out-of-plane oscillations in Eq. (4),and by setting
D = 3 in Eq.(11).Forexam ple,forthe BCC structure

we�nd M (3D )

1 = 0:511,which yieldsthewellknownvalue
B (3D ) = 1:33.25,31
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The analysis of the frequency spectrum shows that
each given structure has a lim ited intervalofm echani-
calstability: for certain geom etries,the dynam icalm a-
trix acquires negative eigenvalues around som e critical
wavevector kc, corresponding to purely im aginary col-
lectivefrequencieswhich drivethe crystalunstable (this
phenom enon also exists in free space,where FCC and
the sim ple cubic structure are known to be intrinsically
unstable).Forexam ple,in theintervalof
 understudy,
a structure with hexagonalsym m etry is only stable for

 < 1:32,3:5< 
 < 4:95 and 5:05< 
 < 5:8.

W e have calculated the 
uctuation term B (
)forthe
di�erent sym m etric structures (H,R,S,CR) identi�ed
in the previoussection,within theirrespective intervals
ofm echanicalstability,aswellasforthe rhom bic phase
at 2:84 < 
 < 2:86 and 
 > 4:31,which is shown in
Fig. 2.a. As for the M adelung energy,two essentially
di�erentregim escan be identi�ed. For
 . 1,the elec-
tron m otion is m ostly determ ined by the Coulom b in-
teractions within the layers (interlayer forces are neg-
ligible) and the collective m odes of the pure 2D case
are recovered. If norm alized by an appropriate \two-
dim ensionalplasm a frequency" !2

2D = e2=m r3s;2D , the
�rst m om ent in the hexagonalphase tends to the con-
stantvalueM 1;2D = 0:814.32 G oing back to thepresent
three-dim ensionalunits,however,wherethem om entsare
norm alized as in Eq.(10),the 
uctuation term diverges
atlargeseparationsasB (
)’ �1=431=2M 1;2D =2
1=2.In
theregim e
 & 1,on theotherhand,the
uctuation term

attensaround avaluewhich roughly correspondsto 2=3
ofthe
uctuation in freespace,indicated by thearrow in
Fig.2.a.Thisfollowsfrom thefactthatonly theoscilla-
tionsalong 2 ofthe3 spacedirectionsareallowed,aswe
can seeexplicitely from Eq.(11).

Thestructuralphasediagram resultingfrom theanaly-
sisofthetotalenergy (6),including thevibrationalterm
(11),and taking into account the ranges ofm echanical
stabilityofthedi�erentphases,isreportedin Fig.3.The
�rstobservation isthat,apartfrom thedisappearanceof
the CR phase from certain intervals,which ispenalized
by its higher vibrationalenergy than the H phase,the
locusofthestructuraltransitionsdoesnotchangem uch
with rs. The sequence ofphases identi�ed in Fig. 1,
based on the analysisofthe M adelung energy,isrecov-
ered atextrem ely largevaluesofrs.O n the otherhand,
thevibrationalterm a�ectsthestructuraltransitionsal-
ready at rs . 1000. This is due to the fact that,even
though theelectrostaticterm A=rs isstilllargerthan the

zero-point 
uctuation energy B =r
3=2
s ,the latter under-

goesm uch largerrelative variationsam ong the di�erent
phases.Below rs � 100,thephasediagram isentirelyde-
term ined by the m inim ization ofthe vibrationalenergy
(seeFig.2.a).Aswasstated above,however,theoverall
shapeofthephasediagram doesnotdepend m uch on rs,
the transitions being essentially determ ined by the pa-
ram eter
.Letusalso rem ark thatthe vibrationalterm
is m uch less in
uenced than the M adelung term by the
speci�c interlayerarrangem ents,whose e�ect(ifany)is
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FIG .3: Structuralphase diagram ofthe W igner crystalin

a layered environm ent,based on the totalenergy (6),as a

function ofthe anisotropy ratio 
 and the bulk density pa-

ram eter rs. The labels are the sam e as in previous �gures.

The solid (dashed) lines are for structuraltransitions where

thecrystalparam etersevolvediscontinuously (continuously).

Thebold linesindicatem echanicalinstabilities,accom panied

by a discontinuity ofthe crystalenergy. The m elting line is

determ ined by solving Eq. (13). Forthe hatched region,see

text.

to slightly m odify the range ofm echanicalstability of
each phase.
Another fundam entalproperty ofthe system ,which

gives valuable inform ations on the collective vibrations
ofthe particles,isthe m ean electronic 
uctuation



u2
�
.

In the harm onic approxim ation,thisquantity ispropor-
tionalto theinversem om entoftheDO S ofthecollective
m odes,de�ned in Eq.(10):



u
2
�
=

1

N

X

k;s

1

2!k;s
=
D M �1

2
p
3
r
3=2
s (12)

where again we keep track of the explicit dependence
on the dim ensionality D . As can be seen in Fig. 2.b,
itincreasesaseach phase approachesthe boundariesof
its stability range. This is because the m echanicalin-
stabilitiesare approached via a softening ofa branch of
collective m odes,causing an increase ofthe DO S atlow
frequency and,through Eq.(10),ofthe inversem om ent
M �1 .A localincreasealsooccursatthepointswherethe
staggered interlayer ordering is lost (see e.g. the m axi-
m um at
 = 2:46 within the R phasein Fig.2.b).
From analogousargum ents,itfollowsfrom Eqs. (10)

and (11)thatthevibrationalenergy generally attainsits
m inim um valuecloseto m echanicalinstabilities.W ithin
the present approxim ate fram ework,this can cause the
totalenergy to jum p discontinuously at the instability
pointwhen thenextstablephaseisattained,which cor-
responds to the bold lines is Fig. 3. For exam ple,the
hexagonallattice becom esunstable at
 > 1:33 and,for
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rs . 100,the transition to the squarephase isaccom pa-
nied by a sm alljum p in energy.Such discontinuitiescan
in principle be avoided by allowing for Bravais lattices
with m ore than one electron perunitcell(the resulting
internalstructure could then be assim ilated to som e lo-
caltendency to electron pairing33,34). Note also thatit
is precisely close to m echanicalinstabilities,where hu2i
islargest,thatthe neglected anharm oniccorrectionsare
expected to be m ostim portant. Theirconsequenceson
thestructuralphasediagram presented heredeservefur-
thertheoreticalstudy.

D . M elting ofthe crystallized state

In thissection,we analyze the m elting ofthe crystal-
lized stateby m akinguseoftheLindem ann criterion,ac-
cordingtowhich atransition toaliquid phasetakesplace
when thespread



u2
�
attainssom egiven fraction � ofthe

nearest-neighbordistance an:n:. W e take � = 0:28 from
Ref.35,which isappropriate forthe quantum m elting of
both 2D and 3D W igner crystals. Solving the equationp
hu2i=an:n:= � in term softhedensity param eterrs;2D

in the planesleadsto:

r
c
s;2D =

M �1 (
)

2�2C2(
)
d
1=2 (13)

where C = an:n:=rs;2D is an aspect ratio relating the
nearest-neighbordistancetothedensityparam eterin the
planes,and the im plicitcondition 
 =

p
�rcs;2D =d holds.

Notethatforstructureswith rectangularsym m etry,the
Lindem ann criterion m ustbem odi�ed to accountforthe
existence oftwo nonequivalent near-neighbor distances.
Here we use a sim ple generalization which consists in
replacing an:n:with theaverageofthetwo shortestnear-
neighbor distances,and which reduces to the ordinary
criterion for the square and hexagonal structures. A
check ofthe validity ofsuch generalized Lindem ann cri-
terion willbegiven in Section IIE,by directcom parison
with independenttheoreticalresultson bilayersystem s.
Them eltingcurvededuced from Eq.(13)forthedi�er-

entstructuresconsidered hereisillustrated in Figs.3 and
4. The m ost im portant result is that the crystalm elt-
ing can be pushed to higher densities by reducing the
interlayerspacing,which can already be inferred by ne-
glecting the weak 
-dependenceofthecoe�cientsC and
M �1 ofEq. (13)in the region 
 & 1. The m ain reason
to thisisthatfor
 & 1 theelectron spread isessentially
governed by three-dim ensionalCoulom b interactions,as
we can see from the explicitdependence ofEq. (12)on
thebulkrs,whiletheelectron m otion istwo-dim ensional,
so thattheappropriatenearest-neighbordistanceforthe
Lindem ann ratio is proportionalto the planar density
param eterrs;2D = (2=

p
3d)r3=2s .36

In addition,foreach given spacing d,the geom etrical
con�nem entleadsto a furtherstabilization ofthecrystal
through a reduction ofthespread hu2iitself.Thise�ect

isdirectly re
ected in Fig.2.b in a reduced valueofM �1

ascom pared tothecorrespondingvaluein freespace,and
should notbeconfused with thetrivialdim ensionalfactor
D ,thatwastaken outexplicitely from Eq.(12).Itisdue
tothefactthat,assoon asthecubicsym m etryislost,the
restoringforcesinduced by thedipole-dipoleinteractions
Eq.(5)are notequivalentin the three space directions,
so thattheelectron 
uctuation becom esanisotropic(the
observed shrinking ofthe planarspread would occurat
the expense ofincreasing the out-of-plane 
uctuations,
which are anyhow suppressed in the m odel). To give an
exam ple,taking an averagevalueM �1 ’ 2:4 and theas-
pectratioC =

p
� forthesquareplanarorderingyieldsa

criticalvaluercs;2D ’ 4:9
p
d.Com parableresults(within

few percent)arefound forthe otherstructures.
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FIG .4:Phasediagram oftheW ignercrystalin alayered envi-

ronm ent,asa function oftheinterlayerdistanced (in unitsof

the e�ective Bohrradiusa
�
B ). The discontinuity close to the

three-phasecriticalpoint(S,H,liquid)isdueto thedi�erent

aspectratiosC ofthetwo com peting structures.Thehatched

areaisaregion possibly characterized by an anisotropicliquid

behavior (see text). The shaded area corresponds to 
 > 6

and hasnotbeen studied.

In the opposite lim it of large separations (
 � 1),
whereinterlayerforcesbecom enegligible,werecoverthe
usual critical value rcs;2D ’ 40 for the 2D hexagonal
W igner crystal. Note that the actualcriticalvalue at
�nite 
 alwaysliesbelow thisasym ptotic estim ate,con-
�rm ingthattheinclusion ofinterlayerinteractionscauses
a stabilization ofthecrystalphasecom pared to thepure
two-dim ensionalcase,aswasargued in theintroduction.
A few com m entson thelim itsofvalidity ofthepresent

m odelare in order. First,the enhancem ent ofW igner
crystallizationpredictedbyEq.(13)cannotextend indef-
initely:them eltinglineshould eventuallysaturateatlow
separations when isotropic electron m otion and three-
dim ensionalscreening are restored by interlayertunnel-
ing processes.23 O n the otherhand,aswasstated in the
introduction,replacing the hostlattice ofionsby an ef-
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FIG . 5: Lindem ann ratio
p
hu2i=an:n: as a function of 


(rs;2D ,upperabscissa) at a given interlayer spacing d = 20.

The continuous line is the average Lindem ann ratio, the

dashed line represents the Lindem ann ratio along the direc-

tion ofthe closest near-neighbor (see text). The horizontal

line sets the criticalvalue for m elting. Upon increasing the

electron density,the transition from the crystalto the liquid

could occurthrough an interm ediateanisotropic liquid phase

(hatched region,see also Fig.4).

fectivejellium isallowed provided thatthespread ofthe
electron wavefunction islargerthan the ion-ion distance
a0.From eq.(12),thecondition

p
hu2i& a0 givesrs & 4

(rs;2D & 6)foratypicalvalueofa0 = 3�A,assum ing� = 1
and m � = m .Below thisvalue,thediscretenatureofthe
hostlattice should be included,which can furtherstabi-
lize the crystallized state,aspointed outin Refs.17,18,38.
Before concluding thissection,letusrem ark that,for

anisotropicplanarorderingssuch astherectangularand
thecentered rectangularstructure,twoindependentLin-
dem ann ratioscould in principlebede�ned (oneforeach
nonequivalent near-neighbor direction) rather than the
singleaveragecriterion used sofar.Itwould then appear
that the m elting along the short bonds is m uch easier
than along the long bonds,due to the closeroverlap be-
tween the electron wavefunctions. This phenom enon is
illustrated in Fig.5,and could im ply atendency towards
an anisotropic(or\striped")liquid phase,which isgener-
ally notruled outby theisotropicnatureoftheCoulom b
repulsion (see also the hatched regions in Figs. 3 and
4).37 The resultsreported in Fig. 5 also indicate a pos-
sible reentrantbehavior,although no conclusive answer
can be given atthislevelofapproxim ation.

E. Sym m etric electron bilayer

In this section we analyze a system com posed oftwo
coupled electroniclayers,in orderto check thevalidity of
ourapproachbydirectcom parisonwith availableDensity
FunctionalTheory21 and Q uantum M onte Carlo based
calculations22,23.In theearlyworkon classicalbilayers,19
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FIG .6: Phase diagram for the sym m etric electron bilayer,

in term s ofthe two dim ensionaldensity param eter rs;2D ,as

a function oftheinterlayerspacing d.The lengthsare scaled

to atom ic units. H,S,R denote respectively the Hexagonal,

Square ,Rectangularphase. Note thatthe Q M C sim ulation

ofRef.
23
wasrestricted to study only two phases(H,S),while

an additionalrhom bic phase (Rh)could be stabilized in the

D FT calculationsofRef.
21
.

theanalysisoftheM adelung energy showed thatseveral
structuralphase transitionsoccur as the distance d be-
tween thetwo planesisvaried whilekeeping theelectron
density �xed. Atshortdistances the planarordering is
rectangular,and collapsesto the usualhexagonalphase
in the form allim it d ! 0. This phase evolvescontinu-
ously into a staggered squarestructure,when d isofthe
orderofthe interparticle spacing,which isclearly rem i-
niscent ofthe BCC structure observed in 3D space (cf.
the discussion in Section IIB).Upon furtherincreasing
d,thelatticeprogressivelydeform sintoa rhom bicphase,
to attain the hexagonalstaggered phase expected in the
lim itofindependentlayers.Including the zero-pointen-
ergy ofthe collective excitationsasin Eq.(6)raisesthe
energy oftherhom bicphase,which thereforedisappears
from thephasediagram atsu�ciently high density,leav-
ing the othertransitionsessentially unchanged.

W ehaveanalyzed thequantum m eltingofthedi�erent
W ignercrystalstructuresrealized in such bilayersystem
by m aking use of the Lindem an criterion discussed in
the preceding Section. W e see from Fig. 6 that both
the sequence of phases and the criticalm elting densi-
ties obtained within the present quadratic approxim a-
tion arein satisfactory agreem entwith the m oresophis-
ticated num ericalresultsofRefs.21,22,23 (them eltingden-
sity is slightly underestim ated ascom pared with Q M C,
butquite sim ilarto the DFT result).Itisinteresting to
see thatthe sam e trendsobserved in the preceding Sec-
tion forthelayeredsolidsarealreadypresentin thesingle
bilayer.In particular,reducing the interlayerseparation
leadsto a sensible stabilization ofthe crystalcom pared
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to the isolated layers. This is clear in Fig. 6, where
the the m elting line alwayslies below the criticalvalue
rcs;2D ’ 40 ofa purely 2D W igner crystal. Note also
that,contrary to Ref.22,we �nd that the enhancem ent
ofW ignercrystallization isslightly m ore pronounced in
an in�nitearrayoflayersthan in asingleelectron bilayer.

III. W IG N ER C R Y STA LLIZA T IO N IN Q U A SI

O N E-D IM EN SIO N A L SO LID S

W e now extend ouranalysisto the case ofquasione-
dim ensionalsolids, which we m odelas periodic arrays
of conducting wires. Following the generalargum ents
presented in the previous Section,the enhancem ent of
W ignercrystallization in thiscase should be even m ore
pronounced than in the two-dim ensionalcase,because
ofthesuppression ofelectronicm otion in two transverse
directionsratherthan one.The e�ectiseven m ore dra-
m atic ifwe consider that a quantum crystalwith gen-
uine long-range ordercannotbe realized in a pure one-
dim ensionalsystem ,39 whileitisstabilized ifweaccount
forthelong-rangeCoulom b interactionsbetween carriers
on di�erentwires.44

W e shallconsider here a square array ofwires for il-
lustrative purposes,although the speci�c arrangem ents
occurring in realsolids (rectangular, rhom bic) can be
treated case by case.Assum ing a sim ple ordering ofpe-
riod a within the wiresand an interwire distance d,the
m ost generalelem entary three-dim ensionalBravais lat-
tice com patible with the given geom etricalconstraintis
described by the following basis vectors: Â 1 = (0;0;a),
Â 2 = (d;0;b),Â 3 = (0;d;c).The volum e ofthe 3D uni-
tary cellis Vc = ad2 � 4�r3s=3,the anisotropy ratio is
now de�ned as
 = a=d and the1D density param eteris
rs;1D = a=2. Asin the layered case,we take a com pen-
sating positive chargedistributed uniform ly in the bulk.
The analysis presented in the preceding Section can be
repeated here following the sam e steps: i) calculation
ofthe structure with the lowestM adelung energy upon
varying the anisotropy ratio;ii)calculation ofthe corre-
sponding vibrationalenergies;iii) determ ination ofthe
m elting curve via the Lindem ann criterion. The gener-
alization isstraightforward,and weonly reportherethe
m ain results.
Thestucturalphasediagram (Fig.7)isclearlylessrich

than in thelayeredcase,becauseoncethedensityand the
interwire distance d are �xed,only the relative ordering
between the electronic crystalson neighboring wiresre-
m ainsto bedeterm ined,corresponding to thepairofpa-
ram etersband c.In thelim it
 ! 0,theinterwireinter-
actionsvanish and thelim itofisolated wiresisrecovered:
the M adelung constant A diverges due to the isotropic
distribution ofthe jellium ,as explained previously (cf.
footnote43).In thislim itthe interwireordering isstag-
gered,with b=a = c=a = 1=2,corresponding to a body
centered tetragonal(BCT) lattice in three-dim ensional
space.The BCT structure,everywhere com patible with
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FIG .7:Phasediagram forathree-dim ensionalW ignercrystal

em bedded in a squarearray of1-dim ensionalwires,ofside d.

Lengthsarescaled toe�ectiveatom icunits.Forthede�nition

ofthephasesIand II,seetext.Theshaded region corresponds

to 
 > 10 (notstudied).

a squarearray ofwires,hasthe lowestM adelung energy
in the whole range 0 < 
 < 2:83,with the two special
values 
� =

p
2 and 
� = 2 corresponding respectively

to a BCC and a FCC.For 
 > 2:83 the m inim um con-
�guration becom es less sym m etric,with c=a 6= 1=2 but
theratio b=a stilllocked to thevalue1=2 up to 
 = 6:99.
This phase is denoted (I) in Fig.7. Beyond 
 = 6:99,a
second structuraltransition occurs leading to a generic
phase (II) with both b=a 6= 1=2 and c=a 6= 1=2. O ther
transitionscan takeplaceatlargervaluesof
,within the
genericphaseII.Thesequenceofphasesdoesnotchange
upon inclusion ofthe vibrationalterm .
By applying theLindem ann ruleweobtain a param et-

ricform ula forthe m elting curveanalogousto Eq.(13):

r
c
s;1D =

1

(128�)1=3

�
M �1 (
)

�2

�2=3

d
2=3 (14)

with the im plicit condition 
 = rcs;1D =2d. The conse-
quencesofgeom etricalcon�nem entevidenced in thelay-
ered case are recovered here. The electron spread along
the wires is again governed by the three-dim ensional
plasm a frequency [cf. Eq. (12)], due to the isotropic
nature ofthe Coulom b interactions,while the nearest-
neighbordistance here scaleswith rs;1D � (2�=3)r3s=d

2.
Furtherstabilization ofthe crystallized state isachieved
through a reduction of the electron spread along the
wires, revealed by an inverse m om ent M �1 which is
typically 50% lower than the value in vacuum . Its 
-
dependence for 
 & 1 is quite 
at (not shown),except
in the vicinity ofthe transition at 
 = 2:85,where it
raisesdue to the m ode softening discussed in Section II
C.Replacing the average value M �1 ’ 2 into Eq. (14)
yieldsrcs;1D ’ 1:2d2=3,correspondingto an even stronger
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enhancem ent ofW igner crystallization than in the lay-
ered case(seeTableI).In theoppositeanisotropiclim it

 � 1,M �1 divergesas in the case ofan isolated wire
(cf. footnote 43),so that the W igner crystalis never
stabilized (rcs;1D ! 1 ).


 crystalm elting d = 8a
�
B d = 20a

�
B

layers
p
�rs;2D =d r

c

s;2D ’ 4:9 d
1=2


 & 1 14 21

’ 40 
 � 1

wires 2rs;1D =d r
c

s;1D ’ 1:2 d2=3 
 & 1 5 9

! 1 
 � 1

TABLE I:D e�nition ofthe anisotropy ratio 
,approxim ate

m elting lines obtained for quasitwo-dim ensionaland quasi

one-dim ensionalsystem s,and speci�c valuesobtained attwo

di�erentinterlayer(interwire)distancesd,expressed in units

ofthe e�ective Bohrradiusa
�
B (rightcolum ns).

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have investigated the W igner crystallization of
electrons in quasi low-dim ensional com pounds, where
the carrier m otion is e�ectively low-dim ensional,while
the Coulom b interactions are assum ed long-ranged and
isotropic. The system properties are found to depend
crucially on theratio 
 ofthem ean interparticlespacing
within theconducting units(layersorchains)to thesep-
aration d between units.W hilethebehaviorexpected for

isolated unitsisrecovered atlarge separations(
 � 1),
an overallisotropic ordering ofthe charges is achieved
for
 & 1,when the interactionsbetween di�erentunits
becom eim portant.In thiscase,three-dim ensionalstruc-
tures as close as possible to the ideal case of a BCC
areform ed,leading to a cascadeofstructuraltransitions
which can be tuned by varying the particle density,or
the distance d itself. In addition to this rich phase di-
agram , the presence of isotropic Coulom b interactions
in such anisotropic com pounds results in a strong sta-
bilization ofthe charge ordered phases,possibly up to
densities of practicalinterest, where the characteristic
energy scalesofthe W ignercrystalcan becom e com pa-
rablewith otherrelevantscalesin thesolid.Although it
isclearthattheinterplay with severalotherfactorssuch
as the periodic lattice potential,6,16,17,18,30,38 chem ical
im purities,40 polarons15,27 or m agnetic interactions14,41

should be considered foran accurate description ofreal
m aterials,the long-range Coulom b interactions appear
in light ofthe present study as a key ingredient to un-
derstand the charge ordering phenom ena in quasilow-
dim ensionalsystem s.
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