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Enhancem ent of W igner crystallization in quasi low -dim ensional solids.

G.Rastellt, P. Quemeraig, and S. Fratin?

1

Istituto N azionale di Fisica della M ateria and D jpartim ento di F isica

Universita dellAquil, via Vetoio, I67010 Coppito-L’'Aquila, Italy and

2

Laboratoire d’Etudes des P roprietes E lctroniques des Solides, CNR S

BP 166 — 25, Avenue des M artyrs, F-38042 G renobke Cedex 9, France
D ated: January 25, 2006)

T he crystallization of electrons In quasi low -din ensional solids is studied in a m odelw hich retains
the f1ll three-dim ensionalnature of the C oulom b interactions. W e show that restricting the electron
m otion to layers (or chains) gives rise to a rich sequence of structural transitions upon varying the
particle density. In addition, the concurrence of low-dim ensional electron m otion and isotropic
Coulom b interactions leads to a sizeable stabilization of the W igner crystal, which could be one of
the m echanian s at the origin of the charge ordered phases frequently observed in such com pounds.

I. NTRODUCTION

Despite being a well established concept in the
physics of interacting electrons, direct evidence ofW igner
crystallization® hasbeen reported unam biguously in only
a lin ited number of system s, nam ely electrons at the
surface of Iiquid helum 22# and in sem iconductor het—
erostructures of extrem e purity2 In both cases, a two
din ensionalelectron gas 2D EG ) is realized at an inter-
face between two m edia, for which the £llim m odel of
the hom ogeneous electron gas constitutes a good approx—
In ation.

A tematively, the charge ordering phenom ena observed
at low tem peratures in a num ber of solids have been ei-
ther interpreted as som e form ofW igner crystallization,
or ascribed to the presence of longranged Coulomb in—
teractions. These inclide the one-dim ensional organic
salts TTF-TCNQ,2 TMTTF),X,/2 ODIDCNQI,AGS
the ladder cuprate compounds Sri4Cuzs0 41294t and
chain compounds Naj; xCuO,;2 as well as the lay—
ered superconducting cupratest?23 and possbly the two-
din ensional BEDT-ITTF omjanic saltsd3 For such sys—
tem s, the £llum m odel is a priori a rather crude m od—
elization, and the concept of W igner crystallization m ust
be generalized to account forother com petinge ectssuch
as the periodic potential of the underlying lattice, chem —
ical in purities, structural defects, m agnetic interactions,
etc. In narrow band solids, for instance, the interplay
w ith the host lattice of ions can strongly a ect the charge
ordering pattem especially at highl com m ensurate band

llings®2® N evertheless, when the radius of localization
ofthe particles is Jarger than the typical ion-ion distance,
the host Jattice can be replaced to a good accuracy by
an e ective continuous m edium , restoring de facto the
validity of the Bllum m odeli’-A8

Setting aside the In portant problem of the comm en—
surability w ith the host lattice, and neglecting disorder
and other e ects that can certainly play a role In the
com pounds under study, we com e to the follow ing ob-
servation: a comm on feature shared by the experin en—
tal system s listed above is that they are all quasi ow-
dim ensional solids, ie. they are buk three-din ensional
(3D ) com poundsw here the transfer integralsbetw een dif-

ferent chem ical units are so anisotropic that the carrier
motion is e ectively restricted to two-din ensional (2D )
atom ic layers, or one-din ensional (1D ) chains. Yet, the
Coulom b forces retain their three-din ensional character,
being Iong-ranged and isotropic. In such system s, inter—
layer (interchain) interactions cannot be neglected, lead—
Ing eventually to a full three-din ensional ordering of the
chargesdi2® This suggests why quasi low -din ensional
solids are a particularly favorable ground for the cbser—
vation of W igner crystallization: the electron-electron
Interactions have the sam e behavior as in buk three—
din ensional system s, but the kinetic part is strongly re—
duced by the e ective lowering of din ensionality. Re-
m Inding that a W igner crystal arises from the com peti-
tion betw een potential and kinetic energy, this results in
a sizeable stabilization of the crystal as com pared w ith
the usual3D cased?

A sin ilar conclusion is reached by observing that, even
com pared to purely low -din ensional system s such as the
2DEG m entioned above, the W igner crystalphase could
be stabilized In quasi low -din ensional solids due to the
presence of additional interlayer Interactions. T his topic
has been analyzed in the literature in the fram ework of
bilayer quantum wells, ie. constituted of two coupled
2D electron system s, where it has been shown that, de—
pending on the strength of the interlayer forces, the or-
dering pattem can di er from the hexagonal structure
expected in a single layerd?2% M ore in portantly, it was
Hund?i2223 that at hterlayer separations com parable
w ith the m ean Interparticle distance, the m elting density
israised by a factor of 3 w ith respect to the pure 2D case,
which m akes a factor as Jarge as 10? when appropriately
scaled to the 3D situation.

In this work, we m odel quasi two-din ensional (one—
din ensional) system s as periodic arrays of conducting
layers (w ires) em bedded in a three-din ensionalbulk m a—
terial, where the electrons interact through isotropic
Iongrange Coulomb forces. W e show that, upon vary—
Ing the particle density or the interlayer (interw ire) sep—
aration, the W igner crystal undergoes several structural
transitions in order to m Inin ize its energy com patbly
w ith the given geom etrical constraints. W e then give a
sam iquantitative estin ate of the m elting density for the
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di erent structures previously identi ed, based on the
Lindem ann criterion, which con mm s the stabilization of
the crystallized phase expected from general grounds.

T he paper is organized as follows: In Section II, we
Introduce a m odel for the crystallization of electrons in
an anisotropic environm ent and the m ethod for calculat-
Ing the crystal energy in the ham onic approxin ation,
which inclides the classical M adeling energy and the
zero-point vibrationalenergy ofthe collective excitations.
T his is applied to the case of quasi two-dim ensional sys—
tem s, for which the structural/m elting phase diagram is
determm ined. The validity of the present approxin ation
schem e is checked at the end of Section IT by analyz-
ing a system oftwo coupled layers, for which our results
com pare positively with the num erical resuls available
In the literature. An analogous discussion for quasi one-
din ensional system s is reported in Section ITI, by treat—
Ing explicitely the case w here the conducting chains form
a square array. Them ain results are summ arized In sec—
tion IV .

II. W IGNER CRYSTALLIZATION IN LAYERED
SOLID S

A . M odeland approxim ations

Let us consider a system ofelectrons (orholes) of den—
sty n = @4 r2=3) ' i a strongly anisotropic environ-
ment, such that the particle m otion is constrained to
equally spaced atom ic layers (at distance d), but rem ains
isotropic w ithin the layers. To ensure charge neutral-
iy, we assum e a uniform 3D com pensating background
of opposite charge. The ham itonian for N crystallized
particles in a volum eV is given by:
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is the M adelung energy of the given lattice structure (in

the them odynam ic lm i, N ;V ! 1 , boundary e ects
are negligble and all particles becom e equivalent). The
second term is the two-dim ensional kinetic energy ofthe
localized particles and the last term accounts for the in—
teractionsdue to the planar displacem ents®; = (Uxi;Uyi)

of the electrons around their equilbrium positions:

2 3

. e X 4 1 1
4= —
2 3 Ritwm Ry w R; Rj

5 @

Expanding the last term for sm all displacem ents re—
suks In a series expansion for the energy Eq. [) :n

powers of 1=rs > 2425 The kading tem , proportional to
1=r,, corresponds to the M adelung energy Ey ofEq.[).
In free space, & attains its m nmum valie Egcc =

0:89593=x (in atom icunits) ora Body C entered C ubic
(BCC) W igner crystal2® The second tem in the expan—
sion, proportional to l=r§:2, is the zero point energy of
the particle uctuations in the ham onic approxim ation,
w hich also depends on the selected crystal structure. It
isnegligble forrgy ! 1 , and rem ains sn aller than the
M adeling termm by typically an order of m agnitude at
Ts 100. Nonetheless, it can play an i portant role In
determm ining the relative stability of the di erent crystal
structures, especially when approaching the m elting den—
sity. H igher orders in the energy expansion??2® inchide
anhamm onic };1_=rsp wih p 2) and exchange tem s of
the form e © *s, which we shall neglect in the llow Ing
discussion.

Up to quadratic order in the displacem ents, ourm odel
Ham iltonian reads:
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w here fij isa2 2m atrix characterizing the dipole-dipole

Interactions, given by ( ; = X;y):
. 3R, Ry,
Iij = = 513 3 (5)
R3] Ri]

wihRj; = R; Ry.Them ostgeneralelem entary B ravais
lattice com patdble w ith a given layered structure is iden—
ti ed by a couple ofbasis vectors describing the ordering
w ithin the planes, &1 = (a1;0;0), B2 = (azx;a2y;0),
and a third vector A3 = (azyx;aszy;d) which sets the rel-
ative shift (asx;azy) between two equivalent 2D -lattices
on neighboring planes. O ther structures, w ith m ore than
one partick per uni cell, are possble In principle, but
w ill not be considered here.

D ue to the additional lengthscale d introduced by the
layered constraint, the crystalenergy isno longer a func—
tion ofry alone. tsdependence on the lattice geom etry is
best expressed by introducing a dim ension less param eter

,which m easures of the relative In portance of interlayer
and Intralayer Interactions. It is de ned as the ratio be—
tween the m ean interparticle distance %Bl_the planes and
the interlayer separation, namely = Tspop =d. Here
Is;zp de nesthe 2D density param eter in the individual
layers, related to the buk r; by rZ,, = 4r;=3d. The

rst tw o tem s of the low -density expansion, corresoond—
ing respectively to the M adelung energy and the zero-
point uctuation energy in the quadratic m odel @) can
be w ritten In com pact form as:

(6)

Tt should be noted that an e ectivemassm € m and
a dielectric constant 6 1 can be straightforwardly in—
cluded in the m odel through a rede nition of the Bohr



radiusag ! a; = as fm=m ), uni energy me*=~? !
m e'= ?~2, and density parameter ry ! rsm =m)=
Hereafter, energies and lengths will therefore be ex—
pressed In tem s of these e ective units, characterizing
the host m edium . A much m ore com plex situation arises
In system sw ith a frequency-dependent dielectric screen—
ing, leading to the form ation of polarons, for which the
reader is referred to Refst2:27,

B. M inim ization of the M adelung energy

Follow ing the hierarchy of the series expansion intro—
duced above, we start by searching for the layered con g-—
uration which m Inin izes the electrostatic repulsion be—
tween the particles, which is appropriate in the lim it
of large ry. The calculation is perform ed by standard
Ewald sum m ation techniques, which split the slow Iy con—
vergent serdes in Eq. [) into two exponentially converg—
ing sum s28 G iven the interlayer separation d and the
bulk densiy n (or, alematively, given the pair of di-
m ensionless param eters and rg) we are keft wih 4 free
m inin ization param eters: 2 for the inplane structure, 2
for the interlayer ordering.

The result of the m inin ization for the M adelung co—
e cient A In the range 0 < < 6 is illustrated in Fig.
[. T wo distinct regin es can be denti ed. In the Ilim i of
large separations ( 1), the coupling between the lay-
ers isweak, and the resulting planarpattem ishexagonal,
w ith a staggered interlayer ordering, ie. the particles on
the neighboring layers alling on top of the centers of
the triangles. The sharp rise of the M adeling constant
In this regin e is due to the fact that the com pensat-
Ing background is distrbbuted hom ogeneously in three—
din ensional space, which penalizes strongly anisotropic
charge distrioutions3

Upon reducing the interlayer separation so that & 1,
the Increasing interlayer interactions m ake the hexago—
nal pattem energetically unfavorable. Above = 1:15,
a more isotropic ordering of the charges is stabilized,
w hich presents a centered rectangular (CR) structure in
the planes. Further increasing leads to a sequence of
structuresw hose planar pattems are respectively squared
(S, In the Interval 132 < < 213), rectangular R,
2413 < < 2#84), centered rectangular CR, 286 <

< 43l), a generic rhombic, or oblique phase Rh,
431 < < 445), then hexagonalagain, and so on. Such
phases are all connected by continuous structural tran—
sitions, w ith the exception of the hexagonal structure,
w hich is attained through a discontinuous change of the
crystalparam eters. N ote that in the very narrow interval
284 < < 286, a generic structure w ith rhom bic planar
symm etry is stabilized, which allow s to evolve continu—
ously from the rectangular to the centered rectangular
pattems (ot shown). T he sequence of structural transi-
tions goes on at larger values of

T he interlayer ordering is shown at the bottom ofF ig[l.
Tt is staggered forthe st three pattems #H), CR) and
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FIG. 1l: Madeling coe cient A in atom ic units for di er-

ent crystal structures constrained to a layered environm ent,
as a function of the anisotropy ratio . The di erent curves
correspond to di erent planar con gurations: hexagonal #H ),

square (S), centered rectangular (CR), rectangular R) and
rhom bic Rh). The interlayer orderings in the sin plest cases
at low are sketched below the curves (for the R and CR

structures, the stacking varies as indicated by the doubl ar-
rows). The resulting threedin ensional W igner crystal re—
duces to a perfect BCC at the points m arked by llked dots,
whose energy is indicated by the horizontal arrow .

(S) for 2, as expected for large Interlayer separa—
tions, w here the relative ordering is fully determ ined by
the coupling between two adpoent planes, and indeed
coincides w ith what is found in bilayer system st2 (see
Section [[IE]l below ). At larger values of , the interac—
tions beyond the nearest planes becom e relevant, which
m akes the sin ple staggered ordering unfavorabl. For In—
stance, a staggered/non-staggered transition takes place
w ithin the rectangular phase at = 2:46, corresponding
to a relative sliding of the planar structures on adpoent
planes In the direction of the long bonds (indicated by
the doublk arrow in Fig. 1).

Rem arkably, each of the phases identi ed above con-
tainsa specialpoint  where the idealBCC structure |
which has the lowest possbl M adeling energy In three
din ensions| is itself com patible with the layered con-
straint. The di erent planar con gurations identi ed
above then correspond to the di erent ways of cutting
a BCC by an array ofequally spaced layers. Such points
are easily calculated by setting the distance d= 2 =K j
with K any reciprocal lattice vector, and correspond to

= 21=4, 2, 21=433=4 0174534 > 334 ote...Sim ilarly,
the higher relative m inin a visble in Fig. [l correspond
to di erent ordentations of the sam e three-dim ensional
Face Centered Cubic #CC) ordering.

Away from such special points, the overall charge dis—
trbbution rem ains very isotropic In all the region & 1,
as testi ed by the extremely amall deviations of the
M adeling energy from the idealcase, Ey 10 4 =r,.
Such am all energy variations, however, refer to the op-



tin al structures obtained at di erent values of , which
does not mean that the electrostatic repulsion between
the carriers is irrelevant in the determ ination of the
charge ordering pattems 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 —
plk, enforcing a hexagonal symmetry at = 2, where

the optin al structure is squared, would cost an energy
Eu 0:015=x 200K at z = 20, which is com pa-
rable w ih the typical charge ordering energy scales In
solids. Yet, since the M adelung energy is determ ined by
the Interactions w ith a large num ber of (distant) neigh—
bors, the structures found here are expected to be rel-
atively soft against local deform ations. T he situation is
di erent regarding global sym m etry changes, as can re—
sul from the inclusion ofa periodic potential of com pet—
Ing sym m etry, which could strongly m odify the sequence
and order of the structural transitions, possbly favoring

the appearance of altemative phases223°

C . Zero point uctuation energy

The next termm in the series expansion of the ground
state energy Eq. [@) corresponds to the quantum zero
point uctuations of the particles around their equilbb—
rium positions, n the ham onic approxin ation. It is
negligbl at large ry (low density), but i becom es quan—
titatively in portant at lower r;, where i can slightly
m odify the sequence ofphases identi ed in the preceding
Section. Upon further reducing rs, this term eventually
drives the quantum m elting of the crystal, that will be
analyzed in the next Section.

T he calculation ofthe uctuation temm proceedsas ol
low s. The ham onicm odel Eq.[) is diagonalized by in—
troducing the nom alm odes Lz

1 X

¥ = Pp—

» el Rig )
N Sk Lz

s;K

w here “s;k are the two-din ensional polarization vectors
(the electrons oscillate w ithin the planes) and the vec—
tor K runs through the Brillouin zone of the three—
dim ensional reciprocal Jattice. T his yields two branches
s= 1;2 ofcollective m odes w ith eigenfrequencies ! sxr O
that the vlbrationalenergy per particle can be expressed
as:

iX ~!s;k
N

EV: >
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s;K

Tt is useful to introduce the nom alized density of states

D 0 S) ofthe collective m odes, that we w rite here in gen—

eral as:
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FIG . 2: a) Zero point vibrational term B for the di erent
structures identi ed in Fig. 1, wihin their ranges of m e~
chanical stability. T he sequence of structures w ith the lowest
vibrational energy is indicated at the bottom . The arrow
indicates the value 2=3)B *"’ = 0887, where B ®® is the
vibrational energy of a BCC crystal in vacuum ; b) Inverse
momentM ; oftheDOS,which is proportional to the m ean
electronic uctuation i Eq.[J) for the sam e structures.
The arrow indicates the value fora BCC in free space.

O is the num ber of branches, corresponding to the di-
m ensionality of the electron m otion) as well its din en—
sionless m om ents:

10)

wih !2 = 3e’=(@m r7) the usual 3D plasma frequency.
W ith these de nitions, the vibrational energy in Eqd)
is seen to be directly proportionalto the rstm om ent of
the DO S, wih
je
D 3

B()=7M1() 11)

The usual 3D case In vacuum is recovered by restoring
the out-ofplane oscillations in Eq. 4), and by setting

D = 3in Eq. [[). For exam ple, for the BCC structure

we ndM,””’ = 0511, which yieldsthe wellknown value

B (3D ) — 1:33.25,31



The analysis of the frequency spectrum shows that
each given structure has a lim ited interval of m echani-
cal stability: for certain geom etries, the dynam icalm a-
trix acquires negative eigenvalies around som e critical
w avevector k., corresponding to purely in agihary col
lective frequencies which drive the crystalunstabl (this
phenom enon also exists In free space, where FCC and
the sim ple cubic structure are known to be intrinsically
unstable). For exam ple, In the intervalof under study,
a structure w ith hexagonal symm etry is only stabl for

<132,35< < 495and 505< < 58.

W e have calculated the uctuation tem B ( ) for the
di erent symm etric structures #H, R, S, CR) identi ed
In the previous section, w ithin their respective Intervals
ofm echanical stability, as well as for the rhom bic phase
at 284 < < 286 and > 431, which is shown in
Fig. Da. As Pr the M adelung energy, two essentially
di erent regim es can be identi ed. For 1, the elec—
tron m otion is mostly determ ined by the Coulomb in-
teractions w ithin the layers (interlayer forces are neg—
ligble) and the oollective m odes of the pure 2D case
are recovered. If nom alized by an appropriate \two—
din ensional plasm a frequency" '3, = &’=mrl, , the

rst m om ent in the hexagonal phase tends to the con—
stant valuieM 1,5, = 0:81422 G oing back to the present
three-din ensionalunits, how ever, w here them om entsare
nom alized as in Eq.[I0), the uctuation term diverges
at large separationsasB () /' 3M 0 =2 2. W
theregine & 1,on theotherhand,the uctuation tem

attens around a value w hich roughly correspondsto 2=3
ofthe wuctuation in free space, Indicated by the arrow in
Fig.Da. This ollow s from the fact that only the oscilla—
tions along 2 ofthe 3 space directions are allowed, aswe
can see explicitely from Eq. [).

T he structuralphase diagram resulting from the analy—
sis of the totalenergy [@), including the vibrationaltemn
[, and taking into account the ranges of m echanical
stability ofthe di erentphases, isreported in Fig.[3. The

rst observation isthat, apart from the disappearance of
the CR phase from certain intervals, which is penalized
by its higher vibrational energy than the H phase, the
Jocus of the structural transitions does not change m uch
wih ry. The sequence of phases identi ed n Fig. 1,
based on the analysis of the M adeling energy, is recov—
ered at extrem ely large values of ry . O n the other hand,
the vbrationaltem a ects the structuraltransitionsal-
ready at rg . 1000. This is due to the fact that, even
though the electrostatic term A =ry is still larger than the
zero-point uctuation energy B=% °, the latter under-
goes m uch larger relative variations am ong the di erent
phases. Below rg 100, the phase diagram is entirely de—
termm ined by the m Inim ization of the vibrational energy
(see Fig. Da). A swas stated above, how ever, the overall
shape ofthe phase diagram doesnot depend m uch on rg,
the transitions being essentially determ ined by the pa—
ram eter . Let us also ram ark that the vibbrational tem
ismuch lkss in uenced than the M adeling tem by the
speci ¢ interlayer arrangem ents, whose e ect (if any) is

o @ e
10000 | CR ; (Rh)
1000 F " I . (Rh) |Rh

10tH 'S ' R: CR |H

y . H
Liquid
1
1 2 3 4 5

FIG . 3: Structural phase diagram of the W igner crystal in
a layered environm ent, based on the total energy [d), as a
function of the anisotropy ratioc  and the bulk density pa-—
ram eter rs. The labels are the sam e as in previous gures.
The solid (dashed) lines are for structural transitions where
the crystal param eters evolve discontinuously (continuously).
The bold lines indicate m echanical instabilities, accom panied
by a discontinuity of the crystal energy. The m elting line is
detem fned by solving Eq. [[3). For the hatched region, see
text.

to slightly m odify the range of m echanical stability of
each phase.

Another findam ental property of the system , which
gives valuable inform ations on the collective vibrations
of the particles, is the m ean electronic uctuation u?
In the ham onic approxin ation, this quantity is propor—
tionalto the inversem om ent ofthe D O S ofthe collective
modes, de ned in Eq. [):

1 X 1
u2 N —
N

12)

where again we keep track of the explicit dependence
on the din ensionality D . As can be seen in Fig. Db,
it Increases as each phase approaches the boundaries of
its stability range. This is because the m echanical in—
stabilities are approached via a softening of a branch of
collective m odes, causing an increase ofthe DO S at low

frequency and, through Eq. [[0d), of the nverse m om ent
M ; .A calincrease also occurs at the pointsw here the
staggered interlayer ordering is lost (see eg. the m axi-
mum at = 2:46 within theR phase .n Fig.Ab).

From analogous argum ents, it Hllows from Egs. [IQ)
and [[) that the vibrationalenergy generally attains its
m nimum value close to m echanical instabilities. W ithin
the present approxin ate fram ew ork, this can cause the
total energy to jum p discontinuously at the instability
point when the next stable phase is attained, which cor-
responds to the bold lines is Fig. 3. For exam ple, the
hexagonal lattice becom es unstabl at > 133 and, for



rs . 100, the transition to the square phase is accom pa—
nied by a an all jim p in energy. Such discontinuities can
iIn principle be avoided by allow ing for B ravais lattices
w ith m ore than one elctron per uni cell (the resulting
Intemal structure could then be assin ilated to som e lo—
cal tendency to electron pairing®32%). Note also that it
is precisely close to m echanical instabilities, where hi?i
is Jargest, that the neglected anham onic corrections are
expected to be m ost In portant. T heir consequences on
the structuralphase diagram presented here deserve fir-
ther theoretical study.

D . M elting of the crystallized state

In this section, we analyze the m elting of the crystal-
lized state by m aking use ofthe L indem ann criterion, ac—
cording to which a transition to a liquid phase takesplace
when the spread u® attainssom e given fraction ofthe
nearest-neighbor distance ap .,,.. W e take = 028 from
Ref33, which is appropriate for the quantum m elting of
poth 2D and 3D W igner crystals. Solving the equation

hi?i=a, .= In tem s of the density param eter rop
In the planes leads to:

Mo () 5o
c _ 1=2
Ls;op = 2 2¢2 ( )d

13)
where C = a,,=Is;pp IS an aspect ratio relating the
nearest-neighbordistance to the dens:ityppfram eter in the
planes, and the in plicit condition = rg,,p =d holds.
N ote that for structures w ith rectangular sym m etry, the
Lindem ann criterion must bem odi ed to account for the
existence of two nonequivalent nearneighbor distances.
Here we use a sinple generalization which consists in
replacing a,, ., . W ith the average of the two shortest near—
neighbor distances, and which reduces to the ordinary
criterion for the square and hexagonal structures. A
check of the validiy of such generalized Lindem ann cri-
terion w illbe given in Section ITE, by direct com parison
w ith independent theoretical results on bilayer system s.

T hem elting curve deduced from Eq. [[J) orthedi er-
ent structures considered here is illustrated in Figs@d and
[A. The most in portant resukt is that the crystalm el—
Ing can be pushed to higher densities by reducing the
Interlayer spacing, which can already be inferred by ne—
glkcting the weak -dependence ofthe coe cients C and
M ; ofEq. [[3) in theregion & 1. Themain reason
to this isthat for & 1 the electron spread is essentially
govemed by three-dim ensional C oulom b Interactions, as
we can see from the explicit dependence of Eq. [[2) on
thebul ry, while the electron m otion istwo-dim ensional,
so that the appropriate nearest-neighbor distance for the
Lindem ann ratio is proportional to the plnar density
param eter rgop = (@= 3d)ro 2 36

In addition, for each given spacing d, the geom etrical
con nem ent leads to a further stabilization ofthe crystal
through a reduction of the spread hi?1i itself. Thise ect

isdirectly re ected in Fig.db in a reduced value ofM ;
as com pared to the corresponding value in free space, and
should notbe confiised w ith the trivialdin ensionalfactor
D , that was taken out explicitely from Eq. [[J). It isdue
to the fact that, as soon asthe cubic sym m etry is lost, the
restoring forces induced by the dipole-dipole interactions
Eqg. (5) are not equivalent in the three space directions,
so that the electron uctuation becom es anisotropic (the
observed shrinking of the planar spread would occur at
the expense of increasing the out-ofplane uctuations,
which are anyhow suppressed n the m odel). To give an
exam ple, taking an averagevaluieM ;1 ’ 24 and the as—
pectratioC =" for theps_quare planar ordering yields a
criticalvalue rg,,, * 4:9 d.Comparabl results (within
few percent) are found for the other structures.
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FIG .4: Phassdiagram oftheW ignercrystalin a lJayered envi-
ronm ent, as a function of the interlayer distance d (in unisof
the e ective Bohr radius ag ). T he discontinuity close to the
threephase critical point (S, H, liquid) is due to the di erent
aspect ratios C ofthe two com peting structures. T he hatched
area is a region possbly characterized by an anisotropic liquid

behavior (see text). The shaded area corresponds to > 6
and has not been studied.
In the opposite lm it of lJarge separations ( 1),

w here Interlayer foroces becom e negligble, we recover the
usual critical value rg,, ' 40 for the 2D hexagonal
W igner crystal. Note that the actual critical value at
nite always liesbelow this asym ptotic estin ate, con—
m ing that the inclusion of interlayer interactions causes
a stabilization ofthe crystalphase com pared to the pure
tw o-din ensional case, aswas argued In the introduction.
A few comm entson the lim its ofvalidiy ofthe present
model are in order. First, the enhancem ent of W igner
crystallization predicted by Eq. [[3) cannot extend indef-
Initely: them elting line should eventually saturate at low
separations when isotropic electron m otion and three-
din ensional screening are restored by interlayer tunnel-
ing processes23 On the other hand, as was stated in the
Introduction, replacing the host lattice of ions by an ef-
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FIG. 5: Lindem ann ratio P hu—2i=an;n: as a function of
(rs;2p , upper abscissa) 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 of the closest nearneighbor (see text). The horizontal
line sets the critical value for m elting. Upon increasing the
electron density, the transition from the crystalto the liquid
could occur through an intermm ediate anisotropic liquid phase
(hatched region, see also Fig. 4).

fective £llium is allow ed provided that the spread ofthe
electron wavefunction is larger n the ion-ion distance
ap.From eq. [[), thecondition  Mi?is& ap givesrs & 4
(ts;op & 6) Pratypicalvalueofap = 3A,assuming =1
andm = m .Below thisvalue, the discrete nature ofthe
host Jattice should be included, which can further stabi-
lize the crystallized state, as pointed out in R efsd?48:38

Before concluding this section, et us rem ark that, for
anisotropic planar orderings such as the rectangular and
the centered rectangular structure, tw o independent Lin—
dem ann ratios could in principle be de ned (one foreach
nonequivalent nearneighbor direction) rather than the
single average criterion used so far. It would then appear
that the m elting along the short bonds is much easier
than along the long bonds, due to the closer overlap be—
tween the electron wavefunctions. T his phenom enon is
ilustrated in F ig.[H, and could in ply a tendency tow ards
an anisotropic (or \striped") liquid phase, which isgener—
ally not ruled out by the isotropic nature ofthe Coulom b
repulsion (see also the hatched regions in Figs. 3 and
4) 3! The results reported in Fig. 5 also indicate a pos—
sible reentrant behavior, although no conclusive answer
can be given at this level of approxim ation.

E. Symm etric electron bilayer

In this section we analyze a system ocom posed of two
coupled electronic Jayers, in order to check the validiy of
our approach by direct com parison w ith availableD ensiy
Functional Theory?t and Quantum M onte Carlb based
calculations?223 | In the early w ork on classicalbilayers2

10 + LIC]UId Lindemann
QMC ——
ol DFT---
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
d
FIG. 6: Phase diagram for the sym m etric electron bilayer,

in tem s of the two dim ensional density param eter rs;2p , as
a function of the interlayer spacing d. T he lengths are scaled
to atom ic unis. H,S,R denote respectively the Hexagonal,
Square , Rectangular phase. N ote that the QM C sin ulation
ofRef?2 was restricted to study only two phases #H ,S), while
an additional rhom bic phase Rh) could be stabilized in the
DFT calulations of RefZt.

the analysis of the M adeling energy show ed that several
structural phase transitions occur as the distance d be-
tw een the two planes is varied w hile kegping the electron
density xed. At short distances the planar ordering is
rectangular, and collapses to the usual hexagonalphase
In the omallmit d ! 0. This phase evolves continu—
ously Into a staggered square structure, when d is of the
order of the Interparticle spacing, which is clearly rem i-
niscent of the BCC structure observed in 3D space (cf.
the discussion in Section ITB).Upon further ncreasing
d, the lattice progressively deform s into a rhom bic phase,
to attain the hexagonal staggered phase expected In the
Iim it of ndependent layers. Including the zero-point en—
ergy of the collective excitations as in Eq. [d) raises the
energy of the rhom bic phase, which therefore disappears
from the phase diagram at su ciently high density, leav—
Ing the other transitions essentially unchanged.

W e have analyzed the quantum m elting ofthedi erent
W igner crystal structures realized in such bilayer system
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 critical m elting densi-
ties obtained within the present quadratic approxin a—
tion are In satisfactory agreem ent w ith the m ore sophis—
ticated num ericalresults ofR efs212223 (them elting den—
sity is slightly underestin ated as com pared wih QM C,
but quite sin ilarto the DFT resul). It is interesting to
see that the sam e trends observed in the preceding Sec—
tion forthe layered solids are already present in the singlke
bilayer. In particular, reducing the interlayer separation
Jeads to a sensible stabilization of the crystal com pared



to the isolated layers. This is clear n Fig. @, where
the the m elting line always lies below the critical valie
Teop 40 of a purely 2D W igner crystal. Note also
that, contrary to Ref?2, we nd that the enhancem ent
of W igner crystallization is slightly m ore pronounced in
an In nite array of layersthan in a single electron bilayer.

ITI. W IGNER CRYSTALLIZATION IN QUASI
ONEDIM ENSIONAL SOLID S

W e now extend our analysis to the case of quasione-
din ensional solids, which we m odel as periodic arrays
of conducting w ires. Follow Ing the general argum ents
presented in the previous Section, the enhancem ent of
W igner crystallization in this case should be even m ore
pronounced than In the two-din ensional case, because
of the suppression of electronicm otion in two transverse
directions rather than one. The e ect is even m ore dra—
m atic if we consider that a quantum crystal with gen-
uine long-range order cannot be realized in a pure one—
dim ensional system 22 while it is stabilized ifwe account
for the long-range C oulom b interactionsbetween carriers
on di erent w ires??

W e shall consider here a square array of w ires for ik
lustrative purposes, although the speci ¢ arrangem ents
occurring in real solids (rectangular, rhombic) can be
treated case by case. A ssum ing a sin ple ordering of pe-
riod a within the wires and an Interw ire distance d, the
m ost general elem entary three-din ensional B ravais lat-
tice com patible w ith the given geom etrical constraint is
described by the Hllow ing basis vectors: X; = (0;0;a),
K, = ;0;b), X3 = (0;d;0). The volum e of the 3D uni-
tary cell is Vo = ad? 4 £=3, the anisotropy ratio is
now de ned as = a=d and the 1D density param eter is
Is;;p = a=2. As In the layered case, we take a com pen—
sating positive charge distributed uniform ly in the bulk.
T he analysis presented In the preceding Section can be
repeated here follow ing the sam e steps: i) calculation
of the structure w ith the lowest M adeling energy upon
varying the anisotropy ratio; ii) calculation of the corre—
soonding vibrational energies; iiil) determ ination of the
m elting curve via the Lindem ann criterion. The gener-
alization is straightforward, and we only report here the
maln resuls.

T he stucturalphase diagram  ig.[d) is clearly less rich
than in the layered case, because once the densiy and the
Interw ire distance d are  xed, only the relative ordering
betw een the electronic crystals on neighboring w ires re—
m ains to be determ ined, corresponding to the pair ofpa—
ram etersband c. Inthelm i ! 0, the interw ire inter—
actionsvanish and the lin it of isolated w ires is recovered :
the M adelung constant A diverges due to the isotropic
distrbbution of the ®llium , as explained previously (cf.
footnote 43). In this lim it the interw ire ordering is stag—
gered, wih b=a = c=a = 1=2, corresponding to a body
centered tetragonal BCT) lattice In three-din ensional
space. The BCT structure, everyw here com patible w ith
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FIG .7: Phasediagram fora threedimn ensionalW ignercrystal
em bedded in a square array of 1-din ensionalw ires, of side d.
Lengthsare scaled to e ective atom ic units. Forthede nition
ofthephases Tand IT, see text. T he shaded region corresponds
to > 10 (not studied).

a square array ofw ires, has the lowest M adelung energy
in the who]eld:a_ngeo < < 283, wih the two special
values = 2 and = 2 corresponding respectively
toa BCC and a FCC.For > 283 them ininum con—

guration becom es less symm etric, with c=a § 1=2 but
the ratio b=a still locked to the value 1=2 up to = 6:99.
T his phase is denoted (I) in Figll. Beyond = 6:99, a
second structural transition occurs leading to a generic
phase (I) wih both b=a § 1=2 and c=a 6 1=2. O ther
transitions can take place at largervaluesof ,within the
generic phase II. T he sequence ofphases does not change
upon inclusion of the vibrational term .

By applying the Lindem ann rule we obtain a param et—
ric orm ula fr the m elting curve analogousto Eq. [[3):

2=3

! Mal) g3 14)

(o] —
Tsiip = (128 )1=3 2

with the inplict condition = rg,, =2d. The conse-
quences of geom etricalcon nem ent evidenced In the lay—
ered case are recovered here. T he electron spread along
the wires is again govemed by the threedim ensional
plasn a frequency [f. Eq. [[)], due to the isotropic
nature of the Coulomb interactions, while the nearest—
neighbor distance here scales w ith rg;1p @ =3)2=d*.
Further stabilization of the crystallized state is achieved
through a reduction of the elctron spread along the
wires, revealed by an Inverse moment M ; which is
typically 50% Ilower than the value in vacuum . ks -
dependence for & 1 is quite at (ot shown), exospt
in the vicinity of the transition at = 285, where it
raises due to the m ode softening discussed in Section IT
C .Replacing the average valueM ; ’ 2 into Eq. [@)
yeldsrs,, ' 12d7°, corresponding to an even stronger



enhancem ent of W igner crystallization than In the lay—
ered case (see Tablk[l). In the opposite anisotropic 1in it

1,M ; diverges as in the case of an isolated wire
(cf. Potnote 43), so that the W igner crystal is never
stabilized (rg,;p ! 1 ).

crystalm elting d= 8a; |d= 20ag
Byers| Tepp =d|rS,, © 49477 & 1| 14 21
’ 40 1
wires| 2rg;p =d |r$4p 12 F77 & 1 5 9
11 1

TABLE I:De nition of the anisotropy ratio , approxin ate
m elting lines obtained for quasi two-dim ensional and quasi
one-din ensional system s, and speci c values obtained at two
di erent interlayer (interw ire) distances d, expressed in units
of the e ective Bohr radius ay (right colum ns).

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

W e have investigated the W igner crystallization of
ekectrons in quasi low-din 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 ound to depend
crucially on the ratio  ofthe m ean interparticle spacing
w ithin the conducting units (layers or chains) to the sep—
aration d between units. W hile the behaviorexpected for

isolated units is recovered at large separations ( 1),
an overall isotropic ordering of the charges is achieved
for & 1,when the interactions between di erent units
becom e I portant. In this case, three-din ensional struc—
tures as close as possibl to the ideal case of a BCC

are form ed, leading to a cascade of structural transitions
which can be tuned by varying the particle density, or
the distance d itself. Tn addition to this rich phase di-
agram , the presence of isotropic Coulomb interactions
In such anisotropic com pounds results in a strong sta—
bilization of the charge ordered phases, possbly up to
densities of practical interest, where the characteristic
energy scales of the W igner crystal can becom e com pa—
rable w ith other relevant scales in the solid. A lthough it
is clear that the Interplay w ith severalother factors such
as the periodic lattice potential 22847283038 chem ical
in purities,?® polaronst>2? or m agnetic interactionsti:4L

should be considered for an accurate description of real
m aterials, the longrange Coulomb interactions appear
In light of the present study as a key ingredient to un-—
derstand the charge ordering phenom ena in quasi low —
din ensional system s.
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M adeling energy in the opposite classical 1im it is less de—
pendent on din ensionality E3p = 0:896=rs for the body
centered cubic lattice, Eyp = lidl=rg;,p forthe hexagonal
Jattice]. Incidentally, the crystallization transition in both
3D (rs ” 100) and 2D (rs;op ’ 40) takesplace at the sam e
valie of the ratio E=T " 81.

T he usualvalie for the M adeling energy of the hexagonal
Jattice In two din ensions would be recovered at large In-—
terlayer separations by considering a layered com pensating
charge. This would not alter the sequence of crystal struc—
tures, since it would add a constant tem to the energy
depending only on the anisotropy ratio

This can be understood by cbserving thgt the logarith-
m ic divergence of them ean spread ?i dartt arising
in 1D is washed out In the present case where the wires
are em bedded in a three-din ensionalenvironm ent and m o—
m entum integrations run over the 3D B rillouin zone.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505741

