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The optimal “twisted” geometry of a crystalline layer on a crystal is long known, but that on a
quasicrystal is still unknown and open. We predict analytically that the layer equilibrium config-
uration will generally exhibit a nonzero misfit angle. The theory perfectly agrees with numerical
optimization of a colloid monolayer on a quasiperiodic decagonal optical lattice. Strikingly different
from crystal-on-crystal epitaxy, the structure of the novel emerging twisted state exhibits an unex-
pected stripe pattern. Its high anisotropy should reflect on the tribomechanical properties of this
unconventional interface.

PACS numbers: 68.35.Af,68.08.De,62.10.+s,62.20.Qp

The optimal structure which two-dimensional (2D)
crystalline monolayers adopt upon deposition onto a
lattice-mismatched crystal surface, a frequent occurrence
for many current 2D materials and devices [1–3], is known
as a source of counterintuitive phenomena. Novaco and
McTague (NM) [4, 5], followed by others [6, 7], predicted
that the two 2D lattices would generally not line up,
and instead rotate by some small twist angle θ - a pre-
diction that was promptly verified by Ar deposition on
graphite [8]. A variety of 2D lattices, recently including
colloidal monolayers [9, 10], actually adopt this slightly
twisted epitaxy, where the gain in corrugation/adhesion
energy outweighs the elastic-energy cost. In the rotated
geometry, the misfit dislocations turn from compressive
to shear, the latter less expensive owing to the lower shear
stiffness [5, 10].

Less clear is what should happen to the overlayer ori-
entational epitaxy when the crystalline substrate is re-
placed by a quasicrystal. The quasicrystal, even if not
translationally periodic, has well-defined directional axes
(Fig. 1a-b), with which the overlayer crystal axes could
align or not. The crystal-on-quasicrystal misfit super-

structures are quite different in nature and energetics
from the crystal-on-crystal case, and both experiments
and theory show that quasicrystal surfaces induce a con-
siderably richer structural complexity in the overlayer
[11–13]. That complexity includes pseudomorphic phases
with both crystalline and quasicrystalline conformations
(Archimedean-like tiling arrangements) [14] and the pro-
liferation of anomalous structures [12], both observed in
elegant colloidal monolayer experiments. While neither
theory nor existing data so far suggested a misaligned
geometry, we predict in this Letter that twisted epitaxy
will often occur in the quasicrystalline case, too. Ob-
tained analytically and confirmed by a model simulation,
the rotation is accompanied in this case by a striped pat-
tern, quite different from the the ordinary moiré pattern
of the crystalline case.

The model - Consider a crystalline harmonic 2D mono-
layer under the influence of a quasi-crystalline potential
V (x),

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥ1 = Ĥ0 +
∑
j

V (Rj + ûj) (1)
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FIG. 1: (a) Sketch of a 2D crystalline colloidal layer interacting with a decagonal quasiperiodic energy profile V (x) generated
by light interference. (b) A portion of the 5-fold symmetry corrugation energy V (x), which we study here, pictured as a function
of position. (c) The reciprocal lattice vectors km of potential V (x) in Eq. (4), and the geometric construction of the G vectors
for p = 5. (d) The resulting p(p− 1) = 20 G vectors.

where

Ĥ0 =

BZ\0∑
q

∑
s

ℏωq,sâ
†
q,sâq,s (2)

is the harmonic intralayer interaction, â†q,s is the creation
operator of a phonon with wavevector q and polarization
s,

ûj =
1√
N

BZ\0∑
q

∑
s

√
ℏ

2Mωq,s
eiq·Rjϵq,s

(
â†−q,s + âq,s

)
,

(3)
is the displacement of the j-th particle from its lattice
equilibrium position Rj . The phonon eigenvectors ϵq,s
(s = L,T) [47] are such that ϵq,s · ϵq,s′ = δs,s′ with
ϵ−q,s = ϵq,s. For specificity, here we focus on a hexag-
onal lattice with equilibrium spacing acoll and nearest-
neighbor elastic coupling K. We assume moreover a rigid
quasi-periodic “substrate” potential

V (x) = −V0

p2

∑
G

e−iG·x , (4)

where the p(p − 1) vectors G are defined as differences
of km vectors in Sect. S1 of the Supplemental Material
(SM) [15], and shown in Fig. 1. The potential (4) can
model the in-plane atomic corrugations that adatoms ex-
perience when deposited on an atomically flat quasicrys-
talline surface, or the light intensity pattern resulting
from the superposition of p identical coherent laser beams
incoming from regularly-spaced directions, and with in-
plane wavelength apot [12, 16–23]. Specifically a quasi-
crystalline potential with decagonal symmetry is gener-
ated when p = 5.
The quasicrystalline potential Eq. (4) produces a per-

turbation to the harmonic Ĥ0:

Ĥ1 = −V0

p2

∑
j

∑
G

e−iG·Rje−iG·ûj . (5)

The dimensionless ratio g = V0/(Ka2coll) identifies the
coupling regime of the model [24]. When g ≫ 1, the cou-
pling is strong and it is energetically costly for particles
to move away from the the minima of V (x), while it is
comparatively cheaper to deform the crystalline arrange-
ment. As a result, particles tend to remain close to the
bottom of the potential wells: this regime was addressed
by previous work [18, 25]. On the other hand, for g ≪ 1
the substrate potential V (x) is a weak perturbation only
causing small deviations from the perfect crystalline ar-
rangement of the overlayer. The original NM theory [4, 5]
described crystal-on-crystal epitaxy in the weak-coupling
regime. Here we extend it to a crystal-on-quasicrystal
case in the same regime.

Variational approach - We assume that the phonons
are in a coherent state [26] of the form:

|Ψ⟩ = e−
1
2

∑
q,s |zq,s|2e

∑
q,s zq,sâ

†
q,s |0⟩ , (6)

where the zq,s are dimensionless variational parameters,
with z−q,s = z∗q,s, and we evaluate the average energy of

this state, E = ⟨Ψ|Ĥ0 + Ĥ1|Ψ⟩.
The average of the individual terms is straightforward

to calculate in the coherent state, by using the fact that
|Ψ⟩ is an eigenstate of the phonon destruction operator
[26], âq,s|Ψ⟩ = zq,s|Ψ⟩. Details are given in the SM [15].
The variational total energy per particle is:

E =
E

N
=

BZ\0∑
q

∑
s

ℏωq,s|ξq,s|2

− V0

p2

∑
G

e−WG

(
1

N

∑
j

e−iG·Rje−iG·uj

)
, (7)

where ξq,s = zq,s/
√
N guarantees correct scaling in the

thermodynamic limit. Moreover, uj = ⟨Ψ|ûj |Ψ⟩ is the
average displacement field, a linear function of {ξq,s}.
The Debye-Waller factor WG will be ignored, as neg-
ligible in a colloidal system. E should be minimized
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FIG. 2: Red hexagon: the first Brillouin zone of the hexag-
onal lattice with acoll = 5.8 µm. Dots: successive locations of
the q points obtained by Eq. (9), as the p(p− 1) = 20 vectors
G (drawn in Fig. 1d) of the decagonal quasiperiodic potential
(apot = 5.4µm) are rotated counterclockwise in θ steps.

with respect to the variational parameters {ξq,s}, whence
∂E/∂ξ∗q,s = 0 leads to (see SM [15]):

ℏωq,sξq,s = i
V0

p2

√
ℏ

2Mωq,s

∑
G

(G · ϵq,s)Fq,G , (8)

where Fq,G = 1
N

∑
j e

−i(q−G)·RjeiG·uj depends non-

linearly on the {ξq,s} through eiG·uj . In the one-phonon
approximation eiG·uj → 1 + iG · uj , momentum conser-
vation leads to

q = G− τ (9)

where τ are the reciprocal lattice vectors of the harmonic
lattice {Rj}. The optimal energy takes the form (see SM
[15]):

E1-ph
N→∞
= − V 2

0

2Mp4

L,T∑
s

∑
G,τ

|G · ϵq,s|2

ω2
q,s

∣∣∣∣q∈BZ

q=G−τ

. (10)

Only the q−points satisfying momentum conservation
contribute. For each G, exactly one τ places q in the
first Brillouin zone (BZ): as a result the number of q’s
contributing is the same as the number of G vectors,
namely 20 for our decagonal potential. Correspondingly,
the equilibrium displacement field uj is

uj = − V0

Mp2

L,T∑
s

∑
G,τ

G · ϵq,s
ω2
q,s

ϵq,s sin(q ·Rj)

∣∣∣∣q∈BZ

q=G−τ

.

(11)
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FIG. 3: Comparison of the numerically relaxed total poten-
tial energy per particle (points), with the one-phonon result,
Eq. (10) (line), as a function of the twist angle θ. The geome-
try is defined by the ratio apot/acoll = 5.4 µm/(5.8 µm). Four
different coupling amplitudes from V0 = 10−4 Ka2

coll (blue
dots) to V0 = 0.05Ka2

coll (violet diamonds) are reported. The
circular sample has N = 999854 particles, Ntot = 1003633
including the fixed external ring. Vertical dashed line: the
optimal angle θopt ≃ 5.31◦.

One can further minimize E1-ph, to find the optimal
global arrangement, by varying the orientation angle θ of
the τ -reciprocal lattice relative to the FourierG points of
the quasi-crystalline potential, see SM [15] Figs. S2 and
S3. The frequency denominator in Eq. (10) tends to favor
small-q transverse modes with lower sound velocity, the
optimal arrangement is obtained when the projections
|G · ϵq,s| are largest, and their frequencies the lowest:
this observation identifies the shortest q vector qmin as
the main contributor for the distortion. In this respect,
the main difference between the hexagonal-on-hexagonal
lattice of NM [4, 5] and the hexagonal-on-decagonal qua-
sicrystal is that in the former (see SM [15] Fig. S4a) the q
vectors retain the original hexagonal symmetry, while in
the latter the only symmetry of the q vectors is inversion,
i.e. they come in opposite pairs, see Fig. 2.

Numerical - We implement the finite-size classical
counterpart of Eq. (1) in LAMMPS [27], a 2D hexago-
nal monolayer of point particles interacting via harmonic
springs of stiffness K and spacing acoll. Particles move in
the quasi-periodic substrate potential of Eq. (4). Ener-
gies are expressed in units of Ka2coll, so that the dimen-
sionless results apply equally to 2D colloids in an optical
lattice or to an atomic overlayer on a quasicrystalline sur-
face. We simulate a circular sample, with particles in the
outermost ring fixed at perfect-lattice positions, to mit-
igate boundary effects and to control the twist angle in
the nontrivial range 0◦ ≤ θ ≤ 6◦ dictated by symmetry.
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With a generic “lattice-incommensurate” situation
in mind, we adopt a length ratio apot/acoll =
5.4µm/(5.8µm) such that G ̸= τ , hence q ̸= 0, for all
twist angles θ. The energy lowering ∆U/N obtained by
the numerical relaxation of a circular sample and the one-
phonon energy of Eq. (10) are compared as a function of
twist angle θ in Fig. 3. In the weak-coupling regime g ≪ 1
where the one-phonon approximation applies, the agree-
ment is excellent without any fitting parameters. While
for g ≃ 10−4 the one-phonon formula predicts the en-
ergy lowering with quantitative accuracy, even when the
coupling strength is raised to much larger g ≃ 10−2, the
overall dependence of the energy on the twist angle θ re-
mains qualitatively similar to the prediction of Eq. (10),
and also the optimal twist angle θopt ≃ 5.31◦ (for the
adopted length ratio apot/acoll) does not deviate signifi-
cantly.

For each twist angle, Eq. (11) predicts the displace-
ment of each particle from its initial position. The largest
contribution will typically be associated with the softest
among the phonons satisfying Eq. (9), namely the pair of
long-wavelength transverse phonons associated with the
shortest q = ±qmin. We can verify this observation di-
rectly by inspecting the distortions of the relaxed configu-
ration. Figure 4 compares the displacement pattern pre-
dicted by Eq. (11) with that obtained in the relaxed con-
figuration at the same θ = θopt: each particle j is colored
in a way that represents its displacement uj away from
the perfect unrelaxed crystal position Rj . For small g
(Fig. 4b), the displacement patterns match nicely, except
for predictable deviations near the sample edge where the
rigid ring produces just a smooth quenching of the distor-
tion, with little effect on the bulk. The blue lines drawn
perpendicular to qmin and spaced by λ = 2π/|qmin| high-
light the pair of phonon modes most strongly involved in
the displacement pattern. We see that, as a result of the
distortion being dominated by just one pair of shortest
q vectors, this hexagonal-on-decagonal interface yields
a moiré distortion pattern dominated by stripes, as op-
posed to the hexagonal-on-hexagonal interface leading to
a hexagonal moiré pattern, widely studied in recent years,
e.g., in the context of 2D materials [1–3]. Stronger cou-
pling, exemplified by Fig. 4c,d, leads to a more intricate
pattern, involving extra phonon modes.

Discussion - Summarizing, we predict that the equi-
librium epitaxy of a 2D lattice deposited onto a quasi-
periodic substrate is described by Eqs. (10) and (11).
Obtained analytically and tested numerically, the op-
timal twist angle prediction generates a definite non-
symmetric alignment of the distortion pattern and has
the same weak-corrugation applicability as the well-
established NM hexagonal-on-hexagonal epitaxy. In
comparison, the equilibrium moiré pattern differs very
importantly. Dominated by a pair of shortest recipro-
cal vectors qmin, rather than 6 ones placed at the ver-
tices of a regular hexagon, the distortion pattern con-

sists of parallel stripes, with lower symmetry and higher
anisotropy than for the hexagonal-on-hexagonal epitaxy
[48]. Such nontrivial angular alignment would be im-
possible to predict without our quantitative approach.
Experimentally, through e.g. properly designed setups
with colloidal monolayers on optical lattices [12, 14, 18],
one should be able to verify these predictions. The oc-
currence of a NM lattice twist between crystalline con-
tacting materials strongly modifies the moiré structure,
upon which many electronic/vibrational/chemical prop-
erties and exotic strongly-correlated and topological phe-
nomena depend [28, 29]. Here, the emerging highly di-
rectional striped moiré pattern should reflect in drastic
anisotropic features, such as the direction-dependent tri-
bological properties [30] of sliding heterointerfaces real-
ized, e.g., by crystalline metallic clusters [31] or by flakes
of 2D materials [32] on quasicrystalline solid surfaces
[33, 34]. In the weak-coupling regime we predict no static
friction (superlubricity, see SM Sect. S2A [15]) but the
kinetic friction upon sliding should involve primarily ex-
citations of the qmin phonon, therefore becoming strongly
anisotropic.

Support is acknowledged from grant PRIN2017 UT-
FROM of the Italian Ministry of University and Re-
search (MUR), and from project NEST funded under
the National Recovery and Resilience Plan (NRRP),
Mission 4 Component 2 Investment 1.3 - call No. 1561
of 11.10.2022 of MUR, funded by the European Union
– NextGenerationEU Project code PE0000021, Con-
cession Decree No. 1561 of 11.10.2022 by MUR with
CUP:D43C22003090001. GES acknowledges support
from PNRR MUR project PE0000023-NQSTI, from
PRIN 2022H77XB7 of MUR, and from the project Quan-
tERA II Programme STAQS project funded by the Euro-
pean Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation pro-
gramme under Grant Agreement No 101017733. Work
by ET and AV was partly supported by ERC UL-
TRADISS Horizon 2020 Contract No. 834402. EP was
partially supported by the FVG Regional project with
CUP:F53C22001780002.

[1] T. de Jong, T. Benschop, X. Chen, E. Krasovskii,
M. J. A. de Dood, R. M. Tromp, M. P. Allan, and S. J.
van der Molen, Nat. Commun. 13, 70 (2022).

[2] S. Lisi, V. Guisset, P. David, E. Mazaleyrat, A. C. Gómez
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