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Abstract 

 

A system with equal number of positive and negative charges confined in a box with a 

small but finite thickness is modeled as a function of temperature using mesoscale 

numerical simulations, for various values of the charges. The Coulomb interaction is used 

in its three-dimensional form, 𝑈(𝑟) ~ 1 ⁄ 𝑟. A topological phase transition is found in 

this quasi 2d system. The translational order parameter, spatial correlation function, 

specific heat, and electric current show qualitatively different trends below and above a 

critical temperature. We find that a 2d logarithmic Coulomb interaction is not essential 

for the appearance of this transition. This work suggests new experimental tests of our 

predictions, as well as novel theoretical approaches to probe quasi 2d topological phase 

transitions. 
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The conventional 2d Coulomb gas consists of logarithmically interacting charges [1–3]. 

Kosterlitz and Thouless (KT) showed that such a system undergoes a topological phase 

transition as a function of temperature [1]. As the system is heated, a transition appears 

between its low temperature dielectric phase and a conducting high temperature phase 

[1]. The transition temperature is 𝑇𝐾𝑇
∗ = 𝑞∗2 4⁄ , where 𝑞∗ is the charge, in the low density 

limit [4]. Asterisked symbols represent adimensional quantities. The properties of the 2d 

Coulomb gas have been studied theoretically [1–8] and with numerical simulations [9–

17]. At temperatures below 𝑇𝐾𝑇
∗ , correlations drop algebraically with distance, with a 

temperature dependent exponent. By contrast, at temperatures above 𝑇𝐾𝑇
∗ , the correlations 

decay exponentially [1]. The KT transition has long been viewed as the quintessential 

“topological phase transition” that occurs despite the absence of a well–defined local 

order parameter (forbidden by the Mermin–Wagner–Coleman theorem [18]). Here, at 

finite temperature, no continuous symmetry breaking occurs. However, at temperatures 

𝑇∗ < 𝑇𝐾𝑇
∗ , the correlations can become very long ranged displaying the said algebraic 

decay with distance. Topological transitions also appear in gauge theories that model 

fundamental interactions. By Elitzur's theorem [19] no local order parameter can appear 

since gauge symmetry may not be broken. The latter transitions in gauge theories are 

typically discontinuous (first order) or conventional continuous (i.e., second order) 

transitions [20, 21]. Both KT transitions and phase transitions in gauge theories occur 

from a confined phase (of particles or topological defects, such as vortices or other 

excitations) to a deconfined phase. The KT transition is unique in various ways. Perhaps 

most strikingly, it is neither a conventional first nor second order transition but is rather 

an endpoint of a continuous line of critical points. Along this critical line, at 𝑇∗ < 𝑇𝐾𝑇
∗ , 

the system exhibits the above noted KT algebraic decay of correlations. There are other 

2d systems that undergo KT type transitions, of which we note only a few. These include 
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point charges [22], a solid with dislocations [23] and perhaps most well–known, the XY 

spin model (including recent experimental observation in magnetic crystalline materials 

[24]) and superfluid films [25]. It also appears in thin superconducting films where the 

interaction between vortices is logarithmic at short range [26]. KT transitions are 

ubiquitous to p > 5 state 2d classical clock models [27] and related 1d clock models [28] 

and  feature prominently in quantum spin chains and 2d quantum dimer models [29, 30]. 

Typically, in one form or another, all equilibrated systems that display a KT transition 

can be mapped onto an effective 2d plasma of interacting charges. However, with the 

exception of gauge theories, all of the above noted studies were carried out for strictly 2d 

systems. Indeed, excusing Renormalization Group considerations for finite thickness 

systems and the investigation of truly higher dimensional driven non–equilibrium XY 

models featuring KT–type transitions [31], the detailed nature of the transitions in 

equilibrated quasi-2d systems (in particular, those in hard/soft sphere charged fluids that 

form the focus of our work [5, 32]) has long remained largely unexplored. 

Here we study a low density, quasi – 2d Coulomb gas of spheres confined to move in a 

box whose thickness is small but finite, by means of numerical simulations. The specific 

query that motivated our study is that of determining how the topological transition of 

pristine 2d systems evolves as these acquire a thickness in a transverse direction [33]. 

That is, what transpires when instead of having charges (either exact or effective, e.g., 

vortices or dislocations) interacting via 2d, logarithmic–type interactions, the system is a 

thin layer, and the particles are 3d spheres? In investigating this question, we found that 

various features persist. Our results may afford a more direct comparison with 

experiments–which are not truly 2d  [34–36]. The large-distance electrostatic interaction 

that we focus on is, accordingly, modeled as the typical 3d electrostatic interactions, 

𝑈(𝑟) ~ 1 ⁄ 𝑟 where 𝑟 is the relative distance separating the charges, instead of 
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𝑈(𝑟) ~ 𝑙𝑛(1/𝑟) for strictly 2d systems. These systems are neutral, with an equal number 

of positively and negatively charged particles. For the non–electrostatic interactions, we 

use the dissipative particle dynamics (DPD) model [37, 38], which is driven by 

conservative, dissipative, and random forces. The latter forces are short ranged,  repulsive 

and pairwise additive. The conservative force is given by �⃗�𝑖𝑗
𝐶(𝑟𝑖𝑗

∗ ) = 𝑎𝑖𝑗
∗ (1 −

𝑟𝑖𝑗
∗ 𝑟𝐶

∗⁄ )Θ(𝑟𝐶
∗ − 𝑟𝑖𝑗

∗ )�̂�𝑖𝑗, where 𝑎𝑖𝑗
∗  is the intensity of the force, which is chosen here as 

𝑎𝑖𝑗
∗ = 78.3 in dimensionless units [39]. Although this type of force allows for some 

overlap of the particles, our choice of 𝑎𝑖𝑗
∗  reduces it [40]. The length 𝑟𝐶

∗ = 1 is a cutoff 

radius and Θ(𝑥) is the Heaviside step function. The dissipative and random forces are, 

respectively, given by �⃗�𝑖𝑗
𝐷(𝑟𝑖𝑗

∗ ) = −𝛾(1 − 𝑟𝑖𝑗
∗ 𝑟𝐶

∗⁄ )
2

[�̂�𝑖𝑗. �⃗�𝑖𝑗
∗ ]Θ(𝑟𝐶

∗ − 𝑟𝑖𝑗
∗ )�̂�𝑖𝑗 and �⃗�𝑖𝑗

𝑅(𝑟𝑖𝑗
∗ ) =

𝜎(1 − 𝑟𝑖𝑗
∗ 𝑟𝐶

∗⁄ )Θ(𝑟𝐶
∗ − 𝑟𝑖𝑗

∗ )𝜉𝑖𝑗�̂�𝑖𝑗, [38]. Here, �⃗�𝑖𝑗
∗ = �⃗�𝑖

∗ − �⃗�𝑗
∗ is the relative velocity 

between particles i and j. Due to the fluctuation–dissipation theorem, 𝜎2 2𝛾⁄ = 𝑘𝐵𝑇, 

where 𝑘𝐵 is Boltzmann’s constant and 𝑇 is the absolute temperature [38]. The amplitudes 

𝜉𝑖𝑗 are randomly drawn from a uniform distribution between 0 and 1. To confine the 

charges so that they move on a thin slit, an effective wall force is applied at both ends of 

the simulation box along the z–direction, given by �⃗�𝑤𝑎𝑙𝑙(𝑧∗) = 𝑎𝑤
∗ (1 − 𝑧∗ 𝑧𝐶

∗⁄ )Θ(𝑧𝐶
∗ −

𝑧∗)�̂� [41]. The prefactor 𝑎𝑤
∗  sets the maximal size of this wall strength that has 𝑧𝐶

∗  as its 

cutoff distance. The role of this featureless wall force is only to confine the motion of the 

charges on a slit. The charges are modeled as charge distributions centered at the center 

of mass of each particle, given by 𝜌𝑞∗
∗ (𝑟∗) = (𝑞∗ 𝜋𝜆∗3⁄ ) exp(−2𝑟∗ 𝜆∗⁄ ) [42, 43]. Here, 𝜆∗ 

is the decay length of the charge distribution and 𝑞∗ is the total charge carried by the 

particle. It has been shown [43] that for 𝑟∗ ≤ 𝑟𝐶
∗ (the particles’ radius), the electrostatic 

force between these charge distributions tends to zero as 𝑟 → 0. For 𝑟∗ > 𝑟𝐶
∗ the 

electrostatic potential assumes its usual form, 𝑈(𝑟)~ 1 𝑟⁄ , and its long range contribution 



5 
 

is calculated using the Ewald sums [44]. Using this charge model with the conservative 

DPD force, the collapse of particles with opposite charge is avoided, and no singularity 

occurs in the Coulomb interaction at the shortest distances. The number density, defined 

as the total number of charged particles 𝑁 divided by the volume of the simulation box 

𝑉, is in all cases equal to 𝜌∗ = 0.03. The thickness of the simulation box is fixed at 𝐿𝑧
∗ =

1 while its square transversal area depends on the total number of charged particles, which 

goes from 𝑁 = 200, up to 3 × 104. The simulations are run for up to 4 × 103 blocks of 

103𝛿𝑡∗ each, with the time step set at 𝛿𝑡∗ = 0.01. Periodic boundary conditions are 

applied along the x- and y- axes but not along the z-direction since the walls are 

impenetrable. Full details about the method, algorithm and other details have been 

published elsewhere [40, 41, 43]. 

To track the phase transition, we calculate the translational order parameter (TOP) of the 

particles, defined as follows [44]: 

Ψ𝑇 =
1

𝑁
〈|∑ 𝑒𝑖�⃗⃗⃗�∙𝑟∗⃗⃗⃗⃗⃗

𝑗𝑁
𝑗=1 |〉,     (1) 

where 𝑁 is the total number of particles, and �⃗⃗⃗� is the first shell reciprocal lattice vector. 

The angular brackets denote an average over time. Figure 1(a) shows the dependence of 

TOP on temperature for increasing values of the charge. We find a transition from an 

ordered low temperature state to a disordered high temperature state, as shown in Fig. 1. 

The associated transition temperature  𝑇𝑐
∗ monotonically increases with the magnitude of 

the charge |𝑞∗|. Interestingly, on scaling the temperature by  𝑇𝑐
∗ = 𝑞∗2 4⁄ , all of the TOP 

curves collapse into a single universal function, (Fig. 1(a)). The TOP is approximately 

constant below 𝑇𝑐
∗, where the charges are all paired, and it decays sharply at temperatures 

above 𝑇𝑐
∗. Although the TOP depends on the size of the system, becoming smaller as the 

size increases, 𝑇𝑐
∗ does not scale with the system size (see Fig. 1(b), for |𝑞∗| = 7). At the 
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onset of the transition, the cluster formed by the grouping of dipoles begins to dissociate, 

fragmenting into smaller groups of dipoles [10, 11]. This splintering causes the TOP to 

decrease rapidly with a small rise of the temperature, reaching a plateau. At the highest 

temperatures, some charges still appear in isolated dipoles. The TOP is small but remains 

non-zero at those temperatures. For sufficiently large systems, several clusters of dipolar 

pairs are formed, giving rise to a phase with algebraic order only. When extrapolated to 

the thermodynamic limit, our data suggest that the TOP tends to zero, as expected for a 

topological phase transition having no local order parameter. For a fixed value of the 

single particle charge, so long as the system remains globally neutral and confined along 

the z–direction, the transition between a state where all charges are bound to one where 

they are unbound occurs at the same temperature.  
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Figure 1. (a) The translational order parameter Ψ𝑇 as a function of the scaled temperature,  

𝑇∗ 𝑇𝐶
∗⁄  for four values of the charge on the particles.  In all cases, 𝜌∗ = 0.03, 𝑁 = 200; 

error bars are smaller than the symbol’s size. The dashed lines are guides for the eye. (b) 

Ψ𝑇 as a function of the scaled temperature at fixed number density 𝜌∗ = 0.03 and charge 
|𝑞∗| = 7 as the total number of charged particles N is increased.   

 

The radial distribution function (RDF), 𝑔(𝑟), for particles of opposite charge is shown in 

Fig. 2, at 𝑇∗ < 𝑇𝐶
∗ (Figs 2(a) and (b)), and at 𝑇∗ > 𝑇𝐶

∗ (Figs. 2(c) and (d)). At the lowest 

temperatures, all dipoles are bound in dipole pairs, see Fig. 2(b). The sharp maxima 

displayed at relatively short distances in the RDF (Fig. 2(a)) correspond to closely bound 

dipolar pairs [15]. Accordingly, maxima appear at 𝑟∗ = 1, √5, √8, ..., etc., as a 

consequence of the coordination of opposite charges forming a square lattice on the xy–

plane, with the first peak due to dipolar pairs, the second to four–charge clusters, and so 

on. The long–range behavior of the RDF, indicated by the dashed line in Fig. 2(a), shows 

algebraic decay, as expected [1–4]. To capture this dependence, the area of the simulation 
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box has to be large enough to allow for the formation of dipolar clusters. If the number 

of charges is small, they all condense into a single square lattice at the lowest temperature. 

The snapshot in Fig. 2(b) shows all charges condensed into clusters with quasi–long range 

order at the lowest temperature. At 𝑇∗ > 𝑇𝑐
∗, the RDF decays exponentially [1–3], see 

Fig. 2(c). The charge clusters are dissolved, and most charges move individually, 

although some remain bound in dipoles; see Fig. 2(d). Comparison of the RDFs below 

(Fig. 2(a)) and above (Fig. 2(c)) 𝑇𝑐
∗ vividly sheds light on the nature of this phase 

transition [1]. Most of the structure of the system when it is condensed, at 𝑇∗ < 𝑇𝑐
∗ (Figs. 

2(a), (b)) vanishes at 𝑇 > 𝑇𝑐
∗ (Figs. 2(c), (d)).  

 

Figure 2. (a) The RDF and (b) snapshot of oppositely charged spheres at 𝑇∗ = 0.1 < 𝑇𝑐
∗. 

The RDFs shown in (c) are all for 𝑇∗ > 𝑇𝑐
∗, with 𝑇𝑐

∗ = 0.41. The snapshot in (d) shows 

the system at 𝑇∗ = 1.0. The dashed red line in (a) is the fit to the function 𝑔(𝑟∗)~𝑟∗−𝜂
, 

with 𝜂 = 1.1. The solid red line in (c) is the function 𝑔(𝑟∗)~𝑒−(𝑟∗ 2.2⁄ ). The snapshot in 

(d) is taken at 𝑇∗ = 1.0 > 𝑇𝑐
∗, showing most charges unpaired. Red/blue circles are 

positive/negative charges. In all cases, 𝜌∗ = 0.03, |𝑞∗| = 7, 𝑁 = 3 × 104. The snapshots 

were obtained with VMD [45].  
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In Fig. 3(a) we show the evolution of the density of free charges with increasing 

temperature for two values of the charge. The charges are considered free if their relative 

distance is 𝑟𝑖𝑗
∗ ≥ 1.4. As Fig.3(a) shows, the number of free charges increases rapidly as 

the temperature grows above 𝑇𝐶
∗, following the same trend for both values of the charge 

on each sphere. The solid line in Fig. 3(a) corresponds to the approximate analytical 

solution, provided by Minnhagen [3] for the Kosterlitz – Thouless transition in charged 

disks. It is concluded that the quasi 2d condensed phase melts similarly as the strictly 2d 

phase does. At temperatures below the transition temperature, the spatial correlations 

between charges of opposite sign decay as a power law, 𝑔(𝑟𝑖𝑗
∗ )~ 1 𝑟𝑖𝑗

∗ 𝜂⁄ , where the 

exponent 𝜂 depends linearly on temperature, for 𝑇∗ well below 𝑇𝐶
∗; see Fig. 3(b). This is 

in agreement with the expected behavior for the strictly 2d KT transition [1]. At 𝑇𝐶
∗, 𝜂 ≈

4.5 ± 1.8, which is much larger than the expected value for the KT transition, 𝜂 = 1 4⁄  

[1]. A more appropriate comparison would be with the value of the exponent extrapolated 

from the low temperature data (black line in Fig. 3(b)), where the power law dependence 

of 𝑔(𝑟𝑖𝑗
∗ ) is well defined. There, one finds 𝜂 = 2.1. Although notably larger than the 

expected 2d value, this value of 𝜂 is not too different from that found in other, quasi – 2d 

models [46, 47]. 
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Figure 3. (a) Density of free charged spheres, 𝑛𝐹, regardless of their sign, as a function 

of reduced temperature for spheres with charge |𝑞∗| = 4 (red circles) and |𝑞∗| = 6 (blue 

triangles).  In both cases there are 𝑁 = 200 charged particles, with total number density 
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𝜌∗ = 0.03. The solid black line represents an approximate analytical solution for finite 

screening length of the Coulomb interaction between disks taken from [3]. (b) Exponent 

(𝜂) of the algebraic decay of the radial distribution function between charges of opposite 

sign, 𝑔(𝑟𝑖𝑗
∗ )~ 1 𝑟𝑖𝑗

∗ 𝜂⁄ , as a function of the normalized temperature. The solid black line is 

the best linear fit for the data below 𝑇𝐶
∗. There are 3 × 104 particles in the system with 

|𝑞∗| = 7 and 𝜌∗ = 0.03. 

The transition found here can be understood as being driven by the proliferation of defects 

that melt the crystal [1, 48, 49]. As shown by Toxvaerd [50], the lattice melts as the 

temperature increases, where the defects become charge quadruplets of disclinations. The 

role of disclinations is played by dipolar pairs. We calculate the specific heat, 𝐶𝑉
∗ =

1 𝑁𝑞∗2⁄ (𝜕𝑈∗ 𝜕𝑇∗⁄ )𝑉, as |𝑞∗| increases, from numerical differentiation of the total 

internal energy curves, 𝑈∗. As seen in Fig. 4, we find that 𝐶𝑉
∗ has a maximum at 𝑇∗~𝑇𝑐

∗, 

regardless of the charge, in agreement with previous reports for strictly 2d systems [9, 

11–13, 15, 17]. The maximum in 𝐶𝑉
∗ occurs at a temperature that increases with |𝑞∗|, since 

larger energy is required to unbind dipoles for larger charge and becomes smaller in 

magnitude as |𝑞∗| increases. The stronger coupling produced by increasing |𝑞∗| makes 

the transition broader, with more dipolar pairs present at 𝑇∗ > 𝑇𝑐
∗. This behavior 

reproduces that found for 𝐶𝑉
∗ of charged disks below and above 𝑇𝑐

∗ [15]. Once 𝑇∗ is 

renormalized by the corresponding 𝑇𝑐
∗ for each charge, the maximum in 𝐶𝑉

∗ occurs at 

roughly the same normalized temperature, for all the values of 𝑞∗; see Fig. 4.  
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Figure 4. Specific heat, 𝐶𝑉
∗ = 1 𝑁𝑞∗2⁄ (𝜕𝑈∗ 𝜕𝑇∗⁄ )𝑉, as a function of temperature 

normalized by 𝑇𝐶
∗, for four values of the charge. In all cases, 𝜌∗ = 0.03, 𝑁 = 200 and the 

error bars are smaller than the symbols’ size. The dashed lines are guides for the eye.  

Lastly, we calculate the average current in the system, 𝐼𝑥
∗, once a weak electric field �⃗⃗�∗ =

0.02�̂� is applied along the x–axis of the simulation box, for particles with charge |𝑞∗| =

5. The current is given by 

𝐼𝑥
∗ =

1

𝑁𝑟𝐶
∗ 〈|∑ 𝑞𝑖

∗𝑣∗⃗⃗⃗⃗⃗
𝑖𝑥

𝑁
𝑖=1 |〉,     (2) 

where 𝑣∗⃗⃗⃗⃗⃗
𝑖𝑥 is the x–component of the velocity of the i–th particle with charge 𝑞𝑖

∗, and 

𝑟𝐶
∗ = 1 is the cutoff length of the non–electrostatic forces. The results are shown in Fig. 

5, where 𝑈∗ is included also, for comparison. There is clearly a transition from a low 

temperature dielectric phase to a conducting phase at 𝑇∗ > 𝑇𝑐
∗, as in the strictly 2d KT 

transition. Consistent with Ohm´s law, the temperature dependence of the current follows 
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that of 𝑈∗. The inset in Fig. 5 presents 𝑈∗ vs 𝐼𝑥
∗, where a linear dependence between them 

clearly arises. The trends found in both 𝐶𝑉
∗ (Fig 5) and 𝑈∗ (Fig. 5) are the same as those 

found for charged disks in strictly 2d systems [9, 14].  

 

Figure 5. Comparison of  the internal energy, 𝑈∗ 𝑁𝑞∗2⁄ , (blue squares, right axis) with 

the average current along the direction of the applied electric field, 𝐼𝑥
∗, (red circles, left 

axis), when 𝐸∗ = 0.02 is applied along the x axis. The dashed lines joining the data are 

guides for the eye. The inset shows the dependence of 𝑈∗ 𝑁𝑞∗2⁄  on 𝐼𝑥
∗; the dashed line is 

the best linear fit. For all curves, 𝜌∗ = 0.03, 𝑁 = 200, |𝑞∗| = 5 and the error bars are 

smaller than the symbol sizes.  

The phase transition found here may, once again, be understood as being driven by a 

proliferation of defects in the form of pairs of opposite charges that melt the crystal. At 

the onset of the melting transition bound dislocation pairs begin to appear. Raising the 

temperature leads to the appearance of more dislocations and disclinations, with some 

remaining at the largest temperature modeled here. This scenario is similar to the KTHNY 

theory [1, 48, 49] that predicts that the 2d crystal melts due to the unbinding of 

dislocations and the spread of disclinations. Consequently, the effective interactions 

between defects responsible for the phase transition in this quasi–2d system may be 
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predominantly logarithmic, as they are in the KTHNY theory, although the electrostatic 

pair interactions vary as 1 𝑟⁄ .  

To summarize, the structural, thermodynamic, and dynamic properties of neutral systems 

of charged spheres confined to move in a quasi–2d geometry have been obtained at 

various temperatures, for various charge values. We find that it is possible to locate a 

topological phase transition in a low density Coulomb gas that is not strictly confined to 

2d but has a finite thickness, and that its properties resemble those of its strictly 2d 

counterpart. The 𝑇𝑐
∗ is found to take place at 𝑇𝐶

∗ = 𝑞∗2 4⁄ , as predicted for disks [1–8]. 

The explicit dependence of the Coulomb interaction (ln(r) or 1/r) is not crucial for the 

appearance of the topological phase transition but charge neutrality in reduced 

dimensionality is [11]. This is relevant for comparison with, understanding of and 

interpretation of recent quasi–2d experiments. Our approach may suggest new 

experimental tests of our predictions, such as in colloids trapped between membranes, as 

well as new theoretical approaches to probe this type of topological phase transition. 
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