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Free energy analysis for a system of interacting particles arranged in Bravais lattice
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We propose a method of free energy calculation for a system of interacting particles arranged in
a Bravais lattice. It will be shown how to treat divergences for infinite unbounded systems with
“catastrophic” potetntials like Coulomb and compare two of them. Besides, we show that current
method may be used not only for essentially classical systems, but for some quantum as well.
Two systems are considered: grains in dusty plasma and electrons on the liquid-helium surface.
For dusty-plasma parameters of grain’s lattice are calculated by numerical solution of obtained
equations. Electrons on the liquid-helium surface are analyzed to get localization distance. Besides,
conditions for existance of electron lattice are found.
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INTRODUCTION

There are many soft-matter systems, such as grains
in dusty plasma, colloids in various solvents, surfactant
solutions, etc., that exhibit self-organization and rear-
rangement in crystalline structures under certain condi-
tions. Often their inter-particle potential is long-range
and similar to the Coulomb one. Usually, this kind of
potentials cause divergences (that’s why they are often
called “catastrophic”) and complicates consideration. On
the other hand, mentioned systems are very interesting
due to their application to the studies of a variety of pe-
culiar phenomena in different fields of science |1H3].

It seems to be the most challenging problem to treat
Coulomb-like systems with high concentrations of inter-
acting particles |4]. When concentration increases, one
can observe crystallization-like phenomena and transi-
tion between different lattice symmetries |5-9].

In current contribution we will treat concrete systems
along with general formalism development. They were
chosen as manifesting a lot of interesting effects. For ex-
ample, dusty plasma may serve as perfect media for the
experimental investigation of classical fluids and solids
along with colloids [9-1&]. The second system is “elec-
trons on the liquid-helium surface” [19-22]. It may un-
dergo Wigner crystallization [23-29] and transition be-
tween triangular and square lattices [30, [31]. More-
over, homogeneous distribution of electron density is not
always stable, and there are critical parameters when
spatial structures, especially periodic deformations and
multi-electron dimples, are formed [32].

But our original goal is some general description of
particles arranged in a Bravais lattice when interparticle
potential may be “catastrophic”. It is rather difficult,
since traditional methods of statistical mechanics can-
not be applied to systems with Coulomb-like interactions
because of free-energy divergences. Moreover, partition
function can be exactly evaluated only for few model
systems of interacting particles in the thermodynamical
limit [33-36]. Thus, basing on 31, [37-39], we will use al-
ternative approach that employs Hubbard-Stratonovich
representation of the partition function [40]. Namely,

we will expand and significantly supplement results ob-
tained in [31] for two-dimensional systems. New results
for three-dimensional case, that is far more complicated
than two-dimensional, will be obtained.

To be more rigorous: our goal is to find expression
for free energy of particles arranged in a Bravais lattice
even if inter-particle potential is “catastrophic”. Gen-
eral equations will be applied to two concrete systems:
three-dimensional — grains in dusty plasma, and two-
dimensional — electrons on the liquid-helium surface. In
first case we’ll minimize this energy to find out which
lattice should be observed experimentally. And for elec-
trons localization distance will be found. Besides, this
will show that presented method allows asily reduce di-
mension number from three to two.

Present article is organized as follows. It can be contin-
gently divided into two parts: development of technique
and its application. Sections [[] and [[I] focus on general
expression for free energy for any Bravais lattice and any
potential. The former shows that not only classical, but
lots of quantum systems may be treated this way. Be-
sides, an expression for “entropy part” of free energy is
calculated. And in section [T interaction energy for pari-
cles arranged in a Bravais lattice is calculated.

Both this sections are equipped with examples ([Al
[CAHIIC) that show how to use developed formalism.
This examples are rather useful, because they are later
reused when treating physical systems.

Concrete applications of developed formalizm start
with section [IIl Here crystal of dust particles is con-
sidered. In[[IIBlit is shown that hexagonal close packing
seems to be the lattice we expect to be seen in exper-
iment. This is in agreement with experiments [5] and
computer simulations [6].

System of electrons on the liquid-helium surface is an-
alyzed in [Vl In VAl localization distance is calculated
and compared to classical result [23]. For low tempera-
tures 7' — 0 they coincide.

For not to be confused with lots and lots of compli-
cated mathematical computations we moved them to ap-
pendices [VIl Thus article mostly contains some physical
explanations and results. But using references to appen-
dices, one may find here rigorous exposition of presented
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ideas as well.

I. STATISTICAL DESCRIPTION OF
INTERACTING PARTICLES SYSTEM

First of all let’s outline class of systems we will be
able to consider. Since everything is clear with classical
systems, we will give heed to quantum ones.

In this section we aim some general consideration of in-
homogeneous system of interacting particles [31,138]. Nor
system, neither interaction potential will be specified to
keep generosity and extendability. As result, we will get
free energy in some general form and ready for “apply-
ing” translation symmetry (section [). Of course, along
this section we will do some assumptions about system
under consideration. Together they will form restrictions
on quantum systems we can treat with proposed method.

In current model macroscopic states of the system are
described by occupation numbers. Besides, we suppose
that it’s Hamiltonian has form:

H= zn + %ZVnn (1)

Here ¢, is the additive part of particle energy (usually
it is kinetic energy, but it can be particle’s energy in
external field as well.), s indicates particle state, Vs is
interaction energy between particles in states s and s, n,
is the occupation number of state s. We neglect quan-
tum correlations, so only essentially classical systems are
considered.
Partition function for this kind of system will be:

Z = exp(—BH),
{ns}

where summation is performed over all possible states
{ns} of the system.

Now we use some properties of Gaussian integrals over
auxiliary fields, i.e. Hubbard-Stratonovich transforma-
tion |40, [41]:
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with Dy = [[, dps//det(2mBwss ). Second-order de-

pendence on occupation numbers is avoided by carrying
them to introduced field and partition function can be
written:
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For canonical ensemble number of particles can be fixed
by using Cauchy equation:
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that leads to N-particle partition function:

1 1
In=— ¢ d¢ | D = Vi osps—
N =5 5/ wexp[ %; vs! PsP

—(N + 1)ln§] H Z [€exp(ips — Bes)]™ .
s {"s}

Performing summation over occupation numbers:
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Here type of statistics is incorporated into d — it equals
to +1 for Bose-Einstein, 0 for Maxwell-Boltzmann and
—1 for Fermi-Dirac statistics.

Now we have expression for free energy in auxiliary
field representation with £ = exp(fBu) for chemical activ-
ity. Equation (2)) contains all information about probable
states of the system and corresponds to the sequence of
equilibrium states with regard to their weights. We are
interested in asymptotic value of partition function, but
want to avoid using perturbation theory. Thus domain
is extended to complex plane and saddle-point method is
applied.

Dominant contribution is made by states satisfying ex-
trema condition:
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Variation of (2) yields expression for saddle-point states:
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from (BB) can be treated as an average occupation num-
ber. Now saddle-point states (that may be interpreted as
thermodynamically stable distributions) can be obtained.



Equation (Bal) contains inverse matrix, that is quite
inconvenient for us, because its calculation is a chal-
lenging mathematical problem even for simple poten-
tials |38, 42, [43]. This problem can be avoided if we
use @) and perform inverse transformation
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Than free energy can be written
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+ (N + 1) In&(f).

In terms of canonical ensemble we can write from (@)

nE(f) = 1 S5 [8
Es - Z‘/ss/fs/;

and substitute last expression into free energy (@) to
rewrite its expression without chemical potential.
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First two terms in (@) are kinetic and potential energy
respectively, the last one is a contribution due to entropy
Fepnt (should be equal to zero if T = 0).

Now let’s do a quick test of obtained results. If a grand
canonical ensemble with fixed chemical potential is con-
sidered, we can get from ()

fs = (7)

which is generalization of the well-known distribution
with a chemical potential

1
eBlea—is) — g’

ps = — Es.

It is obvious that the “saddle point” and “mean field” ap-
proximations are equivalents in this case. If an ideal gas
(s = p) is considered, we can obtain classical statistical
distributions.

Before winding up this section let’s review the results.
We aimed to find some general expression for free energy
in a mean-field approximation. As the one, equation (@)
should be pointed out (and in some sense (7)) that can be
used to obtain particles distribution in grand canonical
ensemble). Besides, we have got some restrictions on
the class of systems we will be able to consider: special
form of Hamiltonian (1) and negligible quantum cross-
correlations.

A. Example: two-dimensional system of localized
Fermi particles— electrons on the liquid-helium
surface

Before we shift our attention to potential energy of
particles arranged in a lattice, let’s do some example.
With this subsection we aim two things: give some idea
on how to use the above formalism and secondly — cal-
culate contribution due to entropy for electrons on the
liquid-helium surface (will be used in [V]).

Electrons on the liquid-helium surface have two degrees
of freedom only [23, 124]. Though we set § = —1 (Fermi
particles) and d = 2 (system is two-dimensional). Then
equation (@) can be written
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Here integration sign [ means integration over the whole
phase space.

Since last expression is quite cumbersome we should
simplify it somehow. As first approximation we suppose
es = e(p) = p?/(2m).

Actually, in the presence of an external field, dispersion
relation should be a bit different. But we know, that
system of Fermi particles, we will be interested in, is
highly degenerated [23]. So quadratic form for dispersion
relation looks quite reasonable.

Using last equation and introducing thermal length

Ar = /212028 m, (9)

we get from () following expression

[ &F 1
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(10)

which connects chemical potential p(7) and particles
density p(7).

Now we return to simplification of (8). Performing
integration of () over momentum and taking (I0) and



(@ into account one may get (see appendix [VT A
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One may notice that in case of Bose statistics we will
loose the Bose-condensation effects due to this integra-
tion. But we are dealing with Fermi particles, so this is
not the case.

We know that electrons on the liquid-helium surface
exist in forms of fluid or Wigner crystal [25-27]. We
are interested in case when electrons are strongly local-
ized, i.e. their coordinates are quite determined. But
since temperature differs from zero, we expect that parti-
cle’s position will fluctuate near its equilibrium location.
Though we assume following distribution function pg, for
single particle

Flp] =

1 e—r2/(2s2)

o

psp () =
where s is dispersion, or localization distance by physical
meaning, and d = 2 because system is two-dimensional].

Equation ([I2) is normal distribution which seems to
be quite reasonable. At least this distribution is valid
for ground state of quantum harmonic oscillator which is
the simplest approximation for particle fluctuating near
its equilibrium location.

Last assumption we do is that “Gaussian” ([I2)) is very
“sharp” and every particle lays outside localization radius
of any other particle. This means that s is much smaller
then other characteristic distances in this system. So free
energy per one particle can be written:
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Here F.,; is contribution to free energy by entropy
and temperature. First summand in F,; is obtained
from direct integration of p2, (see last term in (II)). To
get second summand (penultimate term in ([II)) we use
“sharpness” of ([I2]) and approximate

. . 0, r<s;
Lis (e*” “?Psp(”) ~{ (14)
/6, T > s.

1 We aim to reuse this and some of subsequent equations for

systems with different number of dimensions. In such cases we
will write them as functions of d (dimensionality) even if it is
redundant at the point we introduce the equation first time.

With equations (I3]) and () we finish our considera-
tion. We fulfilled our goal to show an example of using
section’s [l formalism. Moreover, now we have expression

for entropy part F.p: of free energy (I3), which we use
later in [[V1

II. PARTICLES ARRANGED IN A LATTICE

In section [[] we found some expressions for free energy
of inhomogeneous system of interacting particles (6). In
this section we will be interested in second term of (@),
i.e. potential energy. More accurately, we aim to find
method of potential energy calculation for system of iden-
tical (from inter-particle’s potential point of view) parti-
cles arranged in a Bravais lattice. During this section we
will show how to use translation symmetry to get in some
cases more convenient expressions for potential energy.

Last remark before we dive in. We aim to find appro-
priate expressions for both two- and three-dimensional
cases. But to avoid reduplication all along the section [[]
only three-dimensional case will be treated as far more
complicated. For two-dimensional case we will only pro-
vide results and short description where difference comes
from.

Let V designates one subset of exact cover of R3 (fig-
ure [I]) with similar domains containing strictly one par-
ticle (relative position of the particle supposed to be the
same in every domain)E. Then free energy of the particle
localized near Bravais lattice site can be written as (we
neglect kinetic energy in (@) since particles are localized
and potential energy should be bigger)

m_//////v 7)) p(7) p (7') 57 &°F, (15a)
F= / i / [[var=7no@) e e as)
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Fsp = Fipnt — Fs + Fent- (15C)

Equation (I5) needs some explanations. Interaction
energy is presented here with Fj,; — F. This “splitting”
is just another way of saying we want to integrate over

R3\ V. If one collects both expressions together and uses

fffﬂ@\\’ = [[fzs — [[, he will get regular integration
over R3\ V for 7/

In other words, since particle is localized near lattice
site, we take some “part of space” V around it. Then
by integration we calculate interaction energy between
particle in V and all the rest particles in R?\ V.

One may get a good intuitive idea about integration
domain R?\ V through discrete case. When we calculate

2 For example, Wigner-Seitz cells provide this kind of covering.
But they often have too complicated shape and we will use par-
allelepipeds instead (Figure [I)).



Coulomb energy for i-th particle we write >, e;e;/7i;.
Integration over R? \ V is somewhat analogous to j # i
for discrete case.

We will further call F;,; (I5a) interaction energy and
F, {ABD) self-interaction energy. This “splitting” has
one more convenience. Basing on physical background
of considered potential we may want or not want to com-
pensate self-interaction. Obviously, Coulomb potential
should have self-interaction compensated — potential en-
ergy is zero if there is only one particle in a system
(considered later in example [IB)). On the other hand,
self-interaction for effective potentials caused by influence
through medium should be uncompensated, because even
in absence of other particles medium will influence this
one. Surface distortion is a good example. If particle has
distorted a surface it has already done some contribution
to system’s free energy independently on other particles
(considered later in example [LC). Of course, it interacts
with distortions created by other particles. But at the
same time it interacts with “its own” surface distortion
and this may be treated as “self-interaction”.

Now lets consider ([B) more carefully. All 3D Bra-
vais lattices can be treated as constructed from paral-
lelepipeds. We will use this property and use paral-
lelepiped as integration region V.
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Figure 1: One cell from exact cover V. Vectors @, b and
C are base vectors for Bravais lattice. Angle between @

b

and b is supposed to be a. Vector ¢ is projected onto
XY plane. Angle between this projection and XY
plane is 3. and between ¢ projection and @ is a.. One
particle is shown in the center.

Next thing we want to do is expressing probability
distribution function p for the whole R? through single-
particle probability distribution ps,. Basing on the in-
verse lattice vectors (appendix [VIB]) we will provide fol-
lowing decomposition

p(i) =Y pfz (),

kez3

ﬁ/ / (7)) pep (F)d°F,
\%

(16a)

(16b)

f;}‘(F) _ eQﬂi(gTGF)j (16C)
1 cot(a) B cot(B.) sin(a — a)
a a asin(c)
O — csc(a) 3 cot(f.) sin(a.) (16d)
b bsin(«)
0 0 csciﬁc)

It may be noticed that all vectors are treated as column
vectors. p is mean particle density here. To get better
intuitive understanding how to compute (I6) one may
check example [T Al for pg, from (I2).

It may be shown that presented series are actually
Fourier series for pg, and p is periodic along vectors @, b
and ¢ (appendix [VIB)). So we may treat p (7) as function
on R? “composed” from single particle distributions “ar-
ranged in a lattice”. This principle is demonstrated by
Fig.[2l Since p has the same symmetry as the lattice and

Figure 2: Two-dimensional analogy of transition from
single-particle density probability function pep () to
many particle p(7). Function p(7) is defined for all R?
with two-dimensional analogy of ([IGl).

locally is a good approximation for pg, it will be treated
as probability distribution function for the whole lattice.

Matrix G comprises all geometry of the lattice under
consideration. Performing minimization of Fy, over en-
tries of G, one may find which lattice can be formed under
certain conditions. We will use later this type of analysis
for dust crystal in section [[TIl

If we use equations (I6]) we can express (I5al) in terms

of psp (appendix M:[ID

Fipy = _2 Z |pk i (178“)
kezs
Ve=p / / V()R )

where p is mean particle density.

Before moving further, one more thing should be em-
phasized. This equations are useful because they allow
us to deal with “catastrophic” potentials like Coulomb.
One may notice that for any descending potential only

oo

1
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0



can be diverging and only if potential is “catastrophic”.
But this term does not contain “lattice geometry”, it
depends on mean particle density only. This means, we
can compare two lattices with equal mean particle den-
sity even if inter-particle potential is “catastrophic”.
With equations (7)), (I6]) and (I3 we achieve our goal
and finish consideration of interaction energy for parti-
cles arranged in a lattice. Following examples show how
to use obtained equations for screened Coulomb (exam-
ple [IB)) and capillary interaction (example [TC). They
both use p obtained with pg, from ([I2)) (example [TA]).

A. Example: calculating distribution function p for
Gaussian single-particle distribution psp

We suppose that all particles are arranged in a lat-
tice and their positions are quite determined. But since
temperature differs from zero we can expect that particle
position fluctuates near its lattice site. Using considera-
tions from [[Al we suppose it to be (I2)) with d = 3.

Introduced constant s means dispersion of presented
distribution. From physical point of view it can be
treated as localization distance. Later, in section [V],
we’ll find its value and compare it with localization dis-
tance obtained in different works.

Using that psp(r) is a very “sharp” Gaussian, we ex-
pand integration limits to R? in (I6R) and perform inte-

gration (appendix [VI Q)

pE — ﬁe—Qﬂ'QSQkTGGTk' (18)

As mentioned previously, we are interested in two-
dimensional case as well. One may check, that there
exists some sort of analogy of (If) for two dimensions
[31]. Difference will appeare in changing summations and

integrations 5 — >, [[[zs = [[ge and usage of dif-
ferent matrix

1/a —cot(a)/a

Q,
|

0  csc(a)/b (19)

Performing calculations as in appendix [VIC] with (I2)
and d = 2, one will get
pE — ﬁe—2W2S2ETGGTg, (20)
where p is two-, not three-dimensional density as in (IJ]).
Equations (I8)) and (20) are aimed result of this exam-
ple. Later they will be used in calculations of potential
energy for Coulomb ([IB) and capillary (ILC) interac-
tions.

B. Example: calculating F;,: — Fs for screened
Coulomb potential

In section [[IIl grains in dusty plasma will be considered
and in section [[V] we’ll set our eyes on electrons on the

liquid-helium surface. In both cases we have to deal with
Coulomb potential — screened for dust particles and reg-
ular for electrons. The latter will be treated as screened
Coulomb with screening distance approaching infinity.
During this example we aim to find Fj,; — F for screened
Coulomb potential using methods of section [l Consid-
eration of physics of this two systems will be postponed
until sections [Tl and TV1

Screened Coulomb potential can be written as

2,—1/AD
(0 — (21)

r

where Ap is Debye screening distance. It may be shown
(appendix [VIE]) that expression for V; should be

4rpg’

FTUN, + 4n?RTGOTE

(22)

At this point we already have V;: [22) and p; ([I8). So
we can write Fj,,; from equation (I7al)

4drpg’

Fipp = Z 6—4W2S2ETééTE )
/22 + 4n2kTGOTR

kez3

(23)

Compared to straight-forward method of computing, this
one has better convergence. For big values of Ap we will
see, that first summands in (23) descend as 1/|k|2. But
if we write series containing interaction energy between
this particle and any other, first summands will descend
as 1/|k).

In section [Tl we have mentioned that there is one com-
pensatory term we need to take into account. This term
will exclude Coulomb self-interaction. If we omit techni-
cal details (see appendix [VIF)) explicit form of F§ can be
obtained

/efrlz/(452)V(r/)r/2dr/, (24)
0

1

Fo=
2\/ms3

or substituting screened Coulomb potential (1) as V and
approximating for the case when s is much smaller then
screening distance Ap

2 2

¢ L (25)
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Expressions we'we got for Fj,; ans Fy are a bit incon-
venient. So we use that s is small compared to distances
in the lattice (“sharp peak” approximation, section [
and perform some approximation.

First of all we introduce mean distance calculated from
particle’s density

F, =

(26)



and split sum (23] into two parts. Further we will sup-
pose lattice under consideration as not too much degen-
erated. In other words, we will assume that it may be de-
scribed as some “deformation” of cubic lattice (appendix

e
+ T Z —————— + 47pg* %
E#0

One may see that last term is equal to energy in case
of evenly distributed charge. Other terms are corrections
due to charge pointness and comprise all information on
lattice geometry.

It is very useful to notice, that this is the only sum-
mand that approaches infinity if A\p — oco. This means
that (27)) can be used for different lattice comparison even
without screening. We will only need to measure energy
starting from 47pg®A\%, as “ground-level”.

One more thing to notice. Coulomb is a long-range
interaction and localization distance s should not play
any significant role in approximation. Here we see that
it is really absent. Rather different may be a picture
for short-range interactions or effective interactions with
uncompensated Fy (example [LC).

Further we will also need two-dimensional version
of [Z1). Nevertheless, we talk about two-dimensional
case, physics is essentially three-dimensional, so previ-
ous result should be correct with little modifications.
We change the part with uniformly distributed charge
to 27pg®Ap (p would be two-dimesional density here),
use G () instead of G (I6d) and perform summation
over Z?2, not Z3.

C. Example: calculating Fi,: for capillary
interaction

Last example we will consider is a rough estimation of
capillary interaction energy. This results will be used
in section [Vl More discussion on physics of the phe-
nomenon and references we postpone until [Vl

It is known, that electrons deform liquid-helium sur-
face when pressed against with electric field and this
causes effective interaction with potential [30]
q2E2
2o

Vir)y=-

Ko(r/lo), (28)

where ¢F is force caused by electric field, o— sur-
face tension of liquid helium, r— distance between
particles, Ko— modified Bessel function, and [y =
Vo /gpme |130] — capillary length that depends on the
fluid properties only.

Since we know that capillary interaction is essen-
tially two-dimensional (particles should be localized on

some surface, no three-dimensional analogue) we will
use (7)) with (I9) and (20). Performing calculations (ap-
pendix [VTH) we get
2E2 =
v.=-1 — (29)
o 1/12+4m2kTGGTEk

So we can immediately write

ﬁq2E2e—4w2s2ET<jGTl$
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(30)

For our purposes (see section[[V]) a very rough approx-
imation would be enough. So we use the same trick as in
appendix [VI Gl but perform integration instead of sum-
mation and dealing with theta functions (see appendix

(VIT)
q2 E2

4o

Fip = In (s/lp) . (31)

One should notice, that s < [y, so logarithm value is
less then zero and thus whole expression (3] is less then
zZero.

III. GRAINS IN DUSTY PLASMA, DUST
CRYSTAL AND ITS LATTICE

It is known that grains in dusty plasma interact and
even show self-organization in form of melting and crys-
tallization of dust crystalls.

We aim to apply methods developed in section [
to this system. As a first approximation we suppose
that grains interact only as charged particles (screened
Coulomb potential). Obtained equation (27) (example
[IB) and its two-dimension analogue allow to calculate
energy of any lattice just inserting correct matrix G and
performing summation. But much more interesting is
finding the lattice with minimal energy when particles
density p is fixed. Obtained result can be verified exper-
imentally.

Both sums in (21) are highly convergent and this is
very convenient for numeric calculations. Thus we will
limit summation with || < 4. This limit was found
experimentally: taking more summands does not change
calculated minimal lattice and free energy. On the other
hand, taking less results in wrong lattice.

Before considering results, one more thing should be
mensioned. Searching for lattice with minimal energy
does not need calculation of full expression for Fj,; — Fj.
We need to minimize only parts with G. Moreover, they
both contain ¢/l, which means, that results of minimiza-
tion do not depend of particle charge.

A. 2D lattice.

Before moving to a real-life 3D lattice we start with
a 2D. This will help us to emphasize some features that
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Figure 3: Same lattice in different representations. It
has translation symmetry with respect to two vectors @
and b. Upper ﬁgure shows different choice for second
translation vector b and b’ Using reflections one may
show that lattice on bottom figure is the same as on the
upper one. So b” is possible choice as well. When
performing numerical calculations additional
restrictions are used to owercome this uncertainty.

are difficult to understand in 3D without 2D analogue.

Minimization was performed with standard function
FindMinimum of Wolfram Mathematica v.9. As func-
tion to minimize, modified (27)) was used. Minimization
was performed with regard to angle o and length of one
of translation vectors. Length of the other one b is cal-
culated from 2D particles density

1
P=ab sin(a)

Besides, we want to avoid redundant parameter . We
may get rid of [ by considering a = [(1+da) (by definition
p=1/1%).

Before considering results, one more remark should be
done. Mapping between set of all possible parameter val-
ues (angle @ and parameter da) and all possible Bravais
lattices is not a bijection. It is rather a surjection — one
lattice may be described with different o and da. For
minimization algorithms to be not confused, we provide
some restrictions.

Figure [8] shows uncertainty when choosing parameters
for lattice description. One may see that it can be elim-
inated if we claim that projection of bon @ is less then a
half of @. In terms of parameters this may be expressed
as

1+ da

t <
cot(a) < 5

(32)

Here was taken into account that p = 1/1? and should be
a constant.

Now results of calculation may be presented. Follow-
ing table shows values calculated with minimization al-
gorithm and parameters of most similar lattice we can
think of.

Parameter|Calculated value| Triangular lattice

! ~ 1.0472 /3 ~ 1.0472
a ~ 1.0746 V2/V/3 ~ 1.07457

It seems that triangular lattice has minimal potential en-
ergy that coincides with our intuitive expectations.

B. 3D lattice.

After considering possible problems and results with
2D lattice we are ready to analyze 3D case. Minimization
is performed in a similar way. We use ([27)) as function to
be minimized. Particles density is fixed in a similar way.
We consider

1
abesin(a) sin(3;)’

[
l—3:p:

suppose a = [(140da), b = [(1+6b) and express ¢ through
other parameters to keep constant charge density.

Besides, we will meet the same uncertainty problem we
had in 2D case. So we should add some restrictions. For
vector b it is obviously to use same restriction as previous
B32).

Restrictions for ¢ are more sophisticated. But they
may be achieved with same considerations as for b. The
only difference is that b was projected onto @ and we tried
to keep its projection less then @/2. Vector ¢ should be
projected onto both @ and b and its projections should
be kept less then half of this vectors respectively. This
leads to following equations

cot(B.) . (1 + 6b)% sin (oz)'
0= msm(ac) T

cot(B.) (1 + 6a)?sin?(a)
0< A+ ob) (cos(ae) — cos(a)) < 5 .

Reader may check that this equations are (¢- @) < |@| /2
and (E b ) < ‘I;

Now we can present results of numerical minimization
in form of figure @ and following table.

/2 taking relation for p into account.

Looking at figure Ml one my see, it is very similar to
hexagonal close packing (HCP) lattice. HCP consists of
two interleaving planes with triangular 2-D lattice in each
as well. So we may check, if this is really HCP lattice by
comparing their parameters.



Figure 4: Part of lattice obtained from minimization.
As is seen, 3-D lattice consists of interleaving planes
with 2-D hexagonal (triangular) lattices in each. The
only difference between planes is shift: particles from
one plane project onto “empty spaces” in another.
Translation vectors are shown as well.

Parameter|Calculated value Hexagonal close
packing (HCP)
a ~ 1.04717 7/3 ~ 1.0472
o ~ 0.523589 /6 ~ 0.5236
3. ~0.955205 |arcsin (\/2/_3) ~ 0.9553
a A~ 1.122462 /2 ~ 1.12246
b A~ 1.122462 /2 ~ 1.12246

Results show that lattice obtained by numerical calcu-
lations is really HCP. This complies with experimental
data and computer simulation [5, 16].

IV. ELECTRONS ON THE LIQUID-HELIUM
SURFACE AND THEIR LOCALIZATION
DISTANCE

In this section we consider electrons on the liquid he-
lium surface. In this section we will calculate localization
distance and compare it to obtained in other works.

In the presence of an external field electrons can be
pressed against the helium surface with significant force.
But they cannot go through this surface, because quan-
tum effects push them out 23,128, 29]. Thus they deform
surface and this deformation, in its turn, changes interac-
tion potential between electrons. The problem of finding
explicit expression of this potential is solved by adding to
Coulomb interaction effective capillary interaction. The
lateral for two electrons on the helium surface was calcu-
lated in [30].

A. Localization distance

Now we aim to find localization distance for electrons
on the liquid helium surface. To achieve this goal we will

minimize single-particle’s free energy Fy, over s (local-
ization distance itself, see example [[A]). So first of all we
construct Fy, and find 0Fy,/0s.

In section [l we developed a method for treating some
quantum systems. Example [[Al shows how to use it for
two-dimensional system of Fermi-particles. So we con-
sider Fep; from (I3) as free energy of one particle caused
with entropy in the system.

Potential energy is more complicated. In section [III
we developed methods of its calculation for particles ar-
ranged in a lattice. Since approximate expression for
Coulomb interaction in 3D lattice, presented in exam-
ple [IB] 7)), does not contain s, the same behavior in
expected for 2D. Since we are interested in derivative
OF,/0s, consideration of this part of potential energy
may be omitted. More interesting is capillary interaction
presented in example [TCl approximation (3I). It con-
tains explicit dependence on s and thus should be taken
into account.

Bringing it all together we get

0F, A2, mts  ¢*E?
s  4Am2Bs3 3BAZ

doms’

independently on lattice we are considering.
Substituting electron charge ¢ — € and solving equa-
tion F/Js = 0 we get

323282 (2 160274

2= ShEBTETE” () 1 9T (33)
4m3om 3etEtp?

If temperature tends to be small T'— 0 (e.g.  — o)

2woh?
S =\ ez (34)

This result does not differ from the classical one pre-
sented in [23].

If we consider [33)) more carefully, some interesting re-
sult may be obtained. Let’s consider low densities so that
any value of s may be treated as much lower than inter-
electron distance [. Then we may notice that solution for
s exists if

2 2
B2 Aomk o100 W7
T V/3e2 em - K

Last equation means that there is no lattice if tem-
perature T is too high, or if field FE is too weak. This
statement is in agreement with our physical intuition.

(35)

V. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion we want to make some overview of results
we have obtained.

In section [Il we started with a statistical description
of inhomogeneous system of interacting particles. It was
shown that variety of quantum systems may be described



with no much difference from classical ones. We found
an expression for free energy (B). The main feature of
this equation appeares in expression for “entropy part”
of free energy. Obtained result is applicable to a wide
variety of systems with different number of dimensions.

To make a step aside from pure theory we considered
an example [[A] of two-dimensional system of Fermi par-
ticles. This result was later reused in section [Vl

In section [[T we stated that particles are arranged in
a lattice. It seems, that adding translation symmetry to
consideration we can get some simplification for potential
energy expressions ([€) and (I7)). One may notice that
for any “catastrophic” potential only there is only one
diverging term. But this term does not contain informa-
tion on “lattice geometry”, it depends on mean particle
density only. This means, we can compare two lattices
with equal mean particle density even if inter-particle
potential is “catastrophic”.

In this approach all potentials are classified into two
groups: ones with self-interaction (often effective interac-
tions through medium) and without. Examples [ITB] and
[[TCl demonstrate how to use proposed technique in both
cases. Later they are reused for treating grains in dusty
plasma and electrons on the liquid-helium surface.

In section [[II] we considered grains in dusty plasma.
We started with potential energy obtained in examle [T
and minimized it over all possible lattices. Since there
are no good approximations for theta-function it was too
complicated to perform this minimization analytically.
Thus we used numerical computations. This computa-
tions have some features first presented in a simplified
case [I[Al and then used in a real-life case [ILBl Results
obtained in [[ITB] show that we should expect hexagonal
close packing (HCP) lattice for grains in dusty plasma.
This coincides with numerical simulations in [6] and ex-
periments [5].

Last section [[¥] shows how to use developed methods
for electrons on the liquid-helium surface. It is shown
that in some cases much more simple (but more rough
as well) compared to section [Tl approximation may be
obtained. This approximation is used to calculate lo-
calization distance and then compared to classical result
[23]. When temperature T'— 0 they fully coincide. Be-
sides, basing on this results some “guess” when lattice
can exist is done. Obtained equation can be verified ex-
perimentally.

VI. APPENDICES

During this article we tried to provide rigorous expo-
sition of presented ideas, but without physical sole being
lost in lots of equations. Thus, calculations that heavily
rely on mathematical transfomations only, were moved to
appendices. Reader, interested only in “physical part”,
may omit them.
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A. Integration over momentum in SF[u|.
We start with (8). First two summands can be easily

integrated if we mention

1 _ e *
e?+1 1+4e7’

but last summand should be integrated in terms of special
functions, namely dilogarithm [44]

Lia(a) = — j n(l-2),

z
0

If we mention that

1 1

1+e® - 14e

we would get

_ 2= 92 =/ _
BF[p] = 7r2h4ﬁ//d 'V (|7 —7'|) x
x In (1 + 65“(”) In (1 + eﬁﬂ(w)) +

(36)
2 Bu(r)
h%/d Bu(i)In (1 + M) -
52 ) iy (—etn®) _ T
- L () -
which can be simplified further.
First of all we will use Landen’s identity [44]
Lig (1 — 2) + Li (1 - 1) = —11n2(z)
2 2 2 2 ) (37)

z€C\ ]—o0;0]

with z = 1+ e ##(") and expand In® (1 + e’ﬁ“(’?)). This
leads to

o 2 - 32 =
B[] = ﬂﬁﬂ//ﬁ PV (|7 — 7))
x In (1 + eﬁ‘“(r)) In (1 + eﬁﬂ(w)) +
m 1 2
@ |Lip [ ———— ) — =
+27Th2['3/ r[ 12(1+66w>> 6"
L. 2 Bu(F)
+2ln (1+e ) .

Now we substitute (0] and (@) into the last expression

and get ().

B. On the properties of fz ().

In ([I8) we present how to calculate probability distri-
bution function for the whole system basing on single-
particle probability distribution function. It is based on



the decomposition of pgp, using () [I6d) as basis func-
tions in inverse lattice space. Here we add some con-
sideration about connection between Fourier series and
presented one.

Suppose we have a function g(7) defined on unit cube
U = [0;1] x [0;1] x [0;1]. This function can be expressed
in terms of Fourier series

> qu p2mi(FT7)
= - ,

kez
= )2 (F77) g3y,
/H/ [ o) &

Let’s consider a bijection G ([I6d) from V to U and its
inverse G~! (see Fig. [l for geometrical reasoning)

a beos(a) ccos(ae)cos(Be)
0 bsin(a) esin(ae)cos(Be) (39)
0 0 esin(fBe)

(38)

G =

It may be seen that rows of G are components of in-
verse lattice basis vectors. We are interested in case
9(F) = psp (G_1F Since we know that for Vi € V :

Psp (G’fléf') = pgp(7) one can immediately write

T
pep (7 Z ge 271'1 Gr) (40)

kez3

And same way we consider second equation from (B8]

= [ onls) e [< f )

where J is Jacobian.

Jacobian J [G‘lf] = abesin(a) sin(f.) =
tually the volume of V or inverse mean particle density.
Designating g; as p; in (@0) and (I), changing variable
in (@I) G~'7 — 7 and designating exponent in (@) as f;
we immediately get equations (I6). Moreover, obtained
result means that all properties of Fourier series can be
applied to decomposition (I6]).

Last thing to mention are periodical properties of pre-
sented series. We are going to expand domain to R? so
that p(7) will be defined everywhere in the space. So
now we need to explore behavior of this function. From
(16d) one may see, if l € Z, m € Z and n € Z:

1/p is ac-

G (F+1a+mb+n&) = GF + 18 +mé, +né., (42)

where €, €, and €, are unit vectors along coordinate
axis. With regard to (IGd)

fe (F+ 1@ +mb + na) = () (43)
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and from (IGal)
P (F+ 1@+ mb + n8> = p(F). (44)

Last equation justifies our view of connection between p
and psp as it is presented on Fig.[2

C. On the expression of p; for Gaussian psp

We suppose that pgp (7) is either 0 everywhere in R3\V,
or at least negligibly small. If so, we can change integra-
tion limits in (I6D) to infinite

_p///psp e gkz+gkm+gk )dgfa

where gz, g7 and g from (IGd) and (16d)

_ kesin(ac—a)  kysin(ac) k.
95~ Gtan(B.)sin(a)  btan(B.)sin(a) | csin(f.)’
) ke
9z = o’
cot(a) k
“ ke v .
Ik a + bsin(a)

Rewriting ([I6d) in spherical coordinates

271'17‘ (qk co:;(G)-l—[g;z Cos(ga)—i—gg sin(ga)] sin(@)) ,

fr (i) =
substituting ([I2]) and performing integration we will get

2.2 2 72 "2
pp = pe > * (9p+9z°+97?)

By direct comparison of this equation with ([I8) one
may check that they are equal.

D. On the expression of Fj,;.

Lets start with (I5al). Inner integral has infinite bor-
ders so we may rewrite this expression as follows

Fai= [[[ [[[ V@7 0o@106+
\% R3

Now we can substitute p (7) from (I6al) and mention that

fz (F+7") =§z (7) fz (7") [@Ed). So if we designate V; as
in (I7D) it can be written

Fint = = Zka Zpk,///fk )fio (7) d*F.

k€Z3 k'ez3

7Y d*F d3F. (45)

Last equation can be simplified if we perform integra-
tion. From appendix [VIB| we expect orthogonality of



fr functions.
fz_z/(7) and we will get

Let’s mention from [6d) f(7) ;%,(77) =

/// fr(7)f%, (7)d 37 = abesin(a) sin(Bc)0g - (46)

Here 5k = 5k:qk{n5kyyk;5kz1klz — product of three Kro-
necker’s delta.

Mentioning that abesin(a)sin(f.) = 1/p, where p is
mean particle density (one particle per V, see fig. [ for
geometrical reasoning) we get (['7al).

E. V; for screened Coulomb potential

Let’s consider equations (I6d) and (I6d) in spherical
coordinates

eQﬂ'ir (gE 005(9)+g% cos(p—dpp) sin(@)) 7

_ kysin(a. — a) ky sin(a) k.
kB atan(B.)sin(a)  btan(j.)sin(a) + csin(8.)’

k2 k cot(a)
L ke TR
Ik \/a2 + (bsin(a) a ) ’

and rewrite V; from (17h)

r? /d6‘ sin(6) x

fr(r) =

)

0
27
x/dwe27rir(g,€cos(9)+g'gcos(apf&pg)sin(e))'
0

1(6)
Integrating over ¢ we get

1(0) = 2me?mi9km cos(9) 3 (27Tg;;r sin(@)) .

Then we substitute last expression into equation for V;

V]}’ _ 27Tﬁ/V(T)T‘2/627TigETCOS(9)
0 0

x Jo (271'94" 81n(9)) sin(0)dOdr.

We will consider screened Coulomb potential (21I),
which means integration over r can be performed. One
may use following relation [45]

/e T (
0

20(28)'T (v + 3)
V(a2 + 2)r+3/2

R(a) > [S(B)], R(v) > —

o' dr =

12
and combine it with equation for V;; to get
2mpq® (1/Ap — 2wigy; cos(0)) sin(6)df

i <(1/ Ap — 2rigg cos(6))” + (2, sm(9>)2>3/2

Vi=

Changing variable t = cos(f) and performing integration
over t we will get
v 4drpg’
E~ 2 22 2 12
/X, +4rm gi + Ay

Last expression is equivalent to (22). One may check this
by expanding g;; and g;;.

F. Calculation of Fs for screened Coulomb
potential.

We will start with equation (I5D) and assume that
psp is a very “sharp” function (section[[Al). With this as-
sumption we can change integration limits to infinite and

this, in turn, will allow us to perform variable exchange
as we did in (5]

////// (17'1)psp (7) psp (7 + 7")d*7" A7 (47)

First of all we perform some mathematical transfor-
mations with (I2)) (in Cartesian coordinate system) and
write the following

- i 667[F+F’/2]2/527F’2/(452)'
TS

Psp (’F)psp (7 + F/) =

Now we can substitute this expression into (1) and per-
form integration over 7. Writing result in spherical co-
ordinate system and integrating over angles we immedi-
ately get ([24)).

Since we know explicit expression for V' ([2I]) we can
substitute it into ([24) and perform integration using def-
inition of the complementary error function [46)

erfe(x 2 /Oo (48)

7T

As result we will get

F, = \;’is (1 - % s /ADerfc(s//\D)> . (49)

Since we may obviously suppose that s is very small com-
pared to screening distance, then s < Ap. So we can
approximate last equation and as result we will get (25]).



G. Approximation of F;,; — Fs for screened
Coulomb potential

We start with expression (23] for Fj,;. But one may
see that it contains expressions s2GGT. Components of
GGT matrix in ([23)) are proportional to different products
of inverse distances in a lattice, e.g. 1/a?, 1/(ab), and so
on (see (I6d)). Since s < a, s < b and s < ¢ (assump-

tion about “sharp Gaussian”) we expect ‘S2GGT‘ < 1.

This means, that exponent “starts acting” only for terms

with very large |k|. In this section we will try to rewrite

equations to get even better convergence then we have.
First of all we rewrite expression for Fj,; as follows

o0
25G% 2,2 .2 2 2P TAATT
F, = PLos* 0D [ ges/(2man) $ o ETGETR g
™
27s kez?

One may easily integrate this expression and check that
it is equal to (23).

We notice, that variable s takes values much smaller
then mean distance (26 as well as much bigger. Thus
we split this integral into two. First integration we will
provide from 27s to | and second from [ to infinity.

We assume that lattice is not too degenerated (sec-
tion [[TB)), which means that angles a and 3. should not
significantly differ from 7/2. So we may expect elements
of s2GGT to be less than 1 for first integral and greater
than 1 for second. If so, then second integration may be
performed and we end up with the sum that converges
much better than (23).

l
25G% 2,2 .2 2 2P TAATE
Fipy = 2PY /NG [ ge—s/(2mAD) Z e 5 KTGGTE g
o -
27s kezZ3

0(0;52GGT)
5% /2%, —1%(1/[2nAp])*+E T GGTE)
e
+ 47 pg? Z

kez3

1/0 + 4n2kTGGTk

From (I6d) one may check with Sylvester’s crite-
rion [47] that G (I6d) is a positive-definite matrix. Ob-
viously, we expect GT and their product GGT to be
positive-definite matrices as well. Since s takes only pos-
itive values s?GG7 is positive as well. This means high-
lighted sum in the last equation is a Riemann theta func-
tion [48] at point z = 0, so we appropriately designate it
with © (0;52(§'GT).

Using modular transformation 48]

/2

Vdet A

where d is number of dimensions (3 in this case) we get

O(A 1z A7, (50)

O(z; A) =

0 (26" ) = T 0 (0:67 7 s?).
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We used the fact that det G = det GT and that mul-
tiplication by s2 is equal to multiplication by diagonal
matrix which has all elements equal to s2. Explicit ex-
pression for G~! may be used from ([BJ). Besides, we
may notice that

1

det G = abesin(a) sin(8.) s

(51)

and rewrite expression for Fj,; as follows

l

O 2\/Eq2652/A2DZ /

kezZ? 2rs

—5%/(2mAp)?— |G| /s ds
€ 5—2 +

1(k)

$2 /A% —12 (1/[27r,\D]2+|GTE|2)

+ampg® Y ©

2 2LTAATE
Fezo 1A, +4n2kTGGTE

Now we can perform integration and find I (E) Since

result is very complicated we first introduce two helper
functions

e—L?/(2mAp)?

1 L
L)= f
(L) L PN (%AD)’
L Gk
_ _alGTE|/(man) oL
fa(L)=¢ erfc 7 +27T)\D

and present result in terms of this functions

1(E=0) = o2rs) - o(0),
1(E#0) = V7 (f-1(0) = f-1(2ms)) / [4GE|
V(D) = fra(2ms) [ [1GTE |

Using precise expression for Fy ([@9) one may see

F, = 2v/mg2e® *b ¢(2ms).

So subtracting F from Fj,; simply means neglection of
this term.

Other terms we will approximate taking into account
that s < I < Ap. First we neglect all terms containing
I/Ap and s/Ap in erfc. It is known that erfc(z — c0) ~
e /(z/7) [49] and thus fo(I) > fa(27s). So we ne-
glect all f with 27s arguments. Besides, we approximate
all erfc with exponentiation and neglect small terms in
exponent. To make this procedure more clear we state

that V& € Z3\ 0 : }G—lfé} Jl> 1 and thus

}G*léf/z? > ]G*E] /> ]é*%] /D,



that leads us to equations
=12

To get the first one, identity erf(z) = 1 — erfc(z) and ap-
proximation erfc(z — 00) ~ e~ /(z/7) [49] were used.
Now approximate equation can be written (27]).

H. V; for capillary interaction

Let’s consider two-dimensional version of (I6d) and
(I6d) in polar coordinates

f*(F) _ e27ri7‘g,; Cos(g@—éga,;)7

2
N 2
k3 n .ky ok cot(a) ,
a? bsin(a) a

and rewrite V7 from (7D

95 =

00 27
Ve = ﬁ/drV(r)r/dgoe%iTgE cos(p—d¢5)
0

(=)

Integrating over ¢ we get
I =2nJy (27rg,;r) .

Then we substitute last equality and expression for V (r)
from (28) into equation for V. It is known [45], if a > 0
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and b > 0
r 1
/xJO(ax)Ko(b:r)d:r = o (52)
0

With this equation we easily obtain V,, ,,, for capillary
interaction part

Vq:_q2E2 ﬁ
k o 4ﬁzg%+1/l(2)'

(53)
Comparison with (29) shows that they are equal.

I. Approximation of F;,: for capillary interaction

We start with expression [B0) for Fj,:. First of all we
rewrite it as follows

o0

= 2702

_ PTET e [ 22 —4n?s2ETGGT R

Fie = —Te o |se 0 Z e ds.
s keZ?

Then we change summation to integration »_ feze —

JJgz- There is a method of integration for this kind of

functions [47]. As result we get

Foo— PTE e / s/ 45
20 252 det G

S

For two-dimension density it is true det G = p. Besides,
we perform integration over s and get

q2E2

Fint = — 3 e/, (s*/13) ,

o
where I'y is gamma-function. Since w know that s <
lp last equation can be approximated. We use known
approximation [49] To(z — 0) & —vy — In(x), where ~v
is Euler-Mascheroni constant. We neglect this constant
and exponent. The rest can be written as (BI]).

[1] V.E.Fortov et al., Phys. Rep. 421, 1 (2005).

[2] H.Lowen, Phys. Rep. 237, 249 (1994).

[3] G.E.Morfill, H. M. Thomas, U.Konopka, and M. Zuzic,
Phys. Plasmas 6, 1769 (1999).

[4] E.Helpand and F.H. Stilinger, J. Chem. Phys. 49, 1232
(1968).

[5] B.Klumov, G.Joyce, C.Réath, P.Huber et all, Struc-
tural properties of 3D complex plasmas under micrograv-
ity conditions, EPL, Vol.92, No.1, p.15003, (2010).

[6] B. A. Klumov, G. E. Morfill, Structural Properties of
Complez (Dusty) Plasma upon Crystallization and Melt-
ing, JETP Letters, Vol.90, No.6, pp. 444-448, (2009).

[7] B.I.Lev and A.G.Zagorodny, Phys.Lett. A 373, 158
(2009).

[8] B.I.Lev, V.B. Tymchyshyn, and A.G. Zagorodny, Con-
dens. Phys. 12, 593 (2009).

[9] H. Thomas, G.E.Morfill, V.Demmel, J. Goree, B.Feu-
erbacher, and D.Mohlmann, Phys. Rev.Lett. 73, 652
(1994).

[10] J.H. Chu and LinI, Phys. Rev. Lett. 72, 4009 (1994).

[11] A.Melzer, T. Trottenberg, and A. Piel, Phys. Lett. A 191,
301 (1994).

[12] S. V. Vladimirov, S. A. Khrapak, M. Chaudhuri, and
G. E. Morfill, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 055002 (2008).

[13] H.Ikezi, Phys. Fluids. 29, 1764 (1986).

[14] A.Melzer, A. Homann, and A. Piel, Phys. Rev. E 53, 2757
(1996).

[15] A.G. Sitenko, A. G. Zagorodny, and V. N. Tsytovich, AIP



Conf. Proc. 345, 311 (1995).

[16] S.A.Brazovsky, Sov. Phys. JETP 68, 715 (1975).

[17] B.I1.Lev and H. Yokoyama, IJMP B (International Jour-
nal of Modern Physics) 17, 4913 (2003).

[18] H. Totsuji, T. Kishimoto, and C. Totsuji, Phys. Rev. Lett.
78, 3113 (1997).

[19] P.Leiderer Two-Dimensional Electron Systems by Ed.
E.Y. Andrei, (Springer Netherlands 1997).

[20] V.B. Shikin and P. Leiderer, Sov. Phys. JETP Lett., 54,
92, (1981).

[21] D.C. Tsui, H.L. Stormer, and A.C. Gossard, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 48, 1559 (1982).

[22] R.B.Laughlin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50, 1395 (1983).

[23] V. S. Edelman, Uspekhi Fizicheskikh Nauk 23, 227
(1980).

[24] T. Ando, A.Fowler, and F.Stern, Rev. Mod. Phys. 54,
437 (1982).

[25] W. Wigner, Phys. Rev. 46, 1002 (1934).

[26] C.C. Grimes, and G. Adams, Phys. Rev. Lett. 42, 795
(1979).

[27] P.M. Platzman and H. Fukuyama, Phys. Rev. B 10, 3150
(1974).

[28] I.Skachko, Phase diagram of a 2-dimensional electron
system on the surface of liquid helium, Ph.D. thesis, Rut-
gers, The State University of New Jersey (2006).

[29] D.K. Lambert, Electrons on the surface of liquid helium,
Ph.D. thesis, Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory (1979).

[30] M.Haque, I.Paul, and S.Pankov, Phys. Rev. B 68,
045427 (2003).

[31] B. I. Lev, V. P. Ostroukh, V. B. Tymchyshyn, and
A.G.Zagorodny, Statistical description of the system
electrons on the liquid helium surface, Eur.Phys.J. B,
87:253 (2014).

[32] L.P. Gor‘’kov and D. M. Chernikova, JETP Lett. 18, 119
(1973).

15

[33] D. Ruelle, Statistical Mechanics:
W.A .Benjamin, New York, (1969).

[34] A.Isihara, Statistical Mechanics, Academic Press, New
York-London, (1971).

[35] K.Huang, Statistical Mechanics, J. Wiley and Sons, New
York, (1963).

[36] R.Baxter, Ezactly Solved Models in Statistical Mechan-
ics, Academic Press, New York, (1982).

[37] Y.D.Bilotsky and B.I.Lev, Teor. Math. Fiz. 60, 120
(1984).

[38] B.I.Lev and A.Y.Zhugaevych, Phys. Rev. E, 57, 6460
(1998).

[39] B.I.Lev and A.G. Zagorodny, Statistical description of
Coulomb-like systems, Phys. Rev. E 84, 061115 (2011).

[40] R. L. Stratonovich, Soviet Physics Doklady, Vol. 2,
(1958).

[41] J.Hubbard, Phys. Rev. Lett. 3, 77 (1959).

[42] S.F.Edwards and A.Lennard, J. Math. Phys. 3, 778
(1962).

[43] S.Samuel, Phys. Rev. D 18, 1916 (1978).

[44] A.Erdélyi, W.Magnus, F. Oberhettinger, and F. G. Tri-
comi, Higher Transcendental Functions, Vol. 1., McGraw-
Hill, New York, (1953).

[45] 1.S. Gradshteyn and 1. M. Ryzhik, Table of integrals, se-
ries, and products, Amsterdam: Elsevier / Academic
Press, (2007).

[46] A.Erdélyi, W.Magnus, F. Oberhettinger, and F. G. Tri-
comi, Higher Transcendental Functions, Vol.2. Malabar,
Krieger, (1981).

[47] R.Bellman, Introduction to Matriz Analysis, Society for
Industrial and Applied Mathematics, (1970).

[48] R.Bellman, A Brief Introduction to Theta Functions,
Holt, Rinehart and Winston, (1961).

[49] M. Abramowitz, I.Stegun, Handbook of Mathematical
Functions With Formulas, Graphs, and Mathematical
Tables, Tenth Printing, (1972).

Rigorous Results,



