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We review what is known, unknown and expected about the mathematical prop-
erties of Coulomb and Riesz gases. Those describe infinite configurations of points
in Rd interacting with the Riesz potential ±|x|−s (resp. − log |x| for s = 0). Our
presentation follows the standard point of view of statistical mechanics, but we also
mention how these systems arise in other important situations (e.g. in random ma-
trix theory). The main question addressed in the article is how to properly define
the associated infinite point process and characterize it using some (renormalized)
equilibrium equation. This is largely open in the long range case s < d. For the
convenience of the reader we give the detail of what is known in the short range case
s > d. In the last part we discuss phase transitions and mention what is expected
on physical grounds.
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I. INTRODUCTION: THE RIESZ POTENTIAL

A Riesz gas418 is a family of probabilities over random infinite configurations of points
in Rd (point processes), which has a specific behavior with respect to scaling. It depends
on the two parameters

s ∈ (−2,+∞], Υ = βρ
s
d ∈ [0,∞], (1)

where ρ > 0 is the average number of points per unit volume (also called the intensity),
β = 1/T ∈ (0,∞] is the inverse temperature which controls the amount of randomness in
the system and s is a degree of homogeneity. More precisely, a Riesz gas is a Gibbs point
process209 for which the interaction energy of every point xj0 with all the other points xj
in an infinite configuration is (formally) given by∑

j 6=j0
Vs(xj0 − xj) (2)

with the homogeneous potential of degree −s

Vs(x) =


|x|−s for s ∈ (0,+∞],

− log |x| for s = 0,

−|x|−s for s ∈ (−2, 0).

(3)

For s = 0 the name log gas is also sometimes used. When s → 0+ we have Vs(x) =
1 − s log |x| + o(s)s→0+ for every x 6= 0 and thus retain the first non-trivial term in the
expansion. The Coulomb gas corresponds to s = d− 2, in which case Vs is proportional to
the fundamental solution of the Laplacian:

−∆Vd−2 =


|Sd−1| (d− 2) δ0 for d > 3,

2π δ0, for d = 2,

2 δ0, for d = 1.

(4)

For s = +∞ we recover the hard sphere gas with impenetrable spheres of radius 1/2.
In the definition (3), the signs are chosen to ensure that Vs is repulsive, that is, decreasing

with |x|. This way, the points will not be too close from each other. The amount of



3

repulsion depends on the parameter s and on the distance between the points. The repulsion
is stronger at small distances for large s, and at large distances for small s. A natural
threshold is given by s = d, the space dimension. For s > d the potential Vs is integrable at
infinity but not at the origin. In this case the series (2) converges for any reasonable infinite
configuration of points {xj}j∈N ⊂ Rd, for instance when the smallest distance between the
xj ’s is positive. This is called the short range case. On the contrary, when s 6 d the
series (2) will usually never converge and it has to be properly renormalized. This is the
long range case to which belongs the important Coulomb potential at s = d− 2.

In order to be able to renormalize the series (2) in the long range case s 6 d, it will be
very important that Vs be positive-type, that is, with a positive Fourier transform. Recall
that the Fourier transform of |x|−s is

1̂

|x|s (k) =
2
d
2−sΓ

(
d−s

2

)
Γ
(
s
2

) f.p.

(
1

|k|d−s
)
, 0 6= s < d, s /∈ −2N, (5)

where, for s < 0, f.p. denotes the Hadamard finite part (see Ref. 449, VII.7). In the
denominator Γ(s/2) changes sign at every non-positive even integer. This explains our
constraint that s > −2 in (3). When −4 < s < −2, no multiple of |x|−s is both repulsive
and positive-type.

Whereas s controls the repulsion between the points, the other parameter Υ = βρs/d is
used to monitor the amount of randomness in the system:

• When Υ is large, our point process will usually be strongly correlated, with the posi-
tions of the individual points highly dependent of the others ones. Our Riesz point
process could be non unique (which is related to the breaking of symmetries, as we
will see). For Υ = +∞ uniqueness will in fact never hold.

• When Υ is small, the point process will be unique, hence invariant under all isometries
of Rd. Correlations will decay fast, which means that the points in two regions located
far away from each other will be almost independent. This situation is usually called
a ‘gas’ in statistical physics.

Even if for large values of Υ the ‘Riesz gas’ is in fact not a ‘gas’, this name is nevertheless
commonly used in the literature to illustrate that there are infinitely many points in the
system.

Long range systems such as (3) for s 6 d play a very important role in physics92,93,125.
Typical examples include galaxies or self-gravitating stars (interacting with the Newton
force), charged systems such as plasmas (interacting with the 3D Coulomb force), two-
dimensional and geophysical flows (interacting with the 2D Coulomb force), dipolar systems
such as dielectrics and diamagnets.

Long range Riesz gases also appear in many unexpected mathematical situations,
including Ginzburg-Landau vortices441, random matrices185,364, eigenvalues of random
Schrödinger operators15, quantum chaos61, Fekete points on manifolds64,254, complex ge-
ometry46, Laughlin functions297,343, zeros of random polynomials511, zeros of the Riemann
function75,371,426, modular forms and sphere packing problems113,406,494. Riesz gases ap-
pear everywhere and seem to be sort of universal. They have been the object of many old
and recent works. Unfortunately, each area comes with its own definition of what a Riesz
gas is and its own set of tools to study it. Those are not always easily transferred to other
fields of research.

In this paper we will review what is known, unknown and expected for Riesz gases. Our
definition of Riesz gases will follow the standard point of view of statistical mechanics, but
we will also mention how these systems arise in some other important situations. We will
provide some proofs, when they are simple enough or hard to find in the literature. What
follows does not attempt to be an exhaustive treatment of Riesz gases and only reflects
the point of view of the author. There are other possible approaches to the problem.
In particular, we will not speak at all about the quantum problem and multi-component
systems (which have several types of points).
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In spite of the large amount of works on the subject, many important questions are still
completely open. Several of them will be mentioned in this work. The most important is
probably the mere existence of the Riesz point process and its characterization in terms of
some equilibrium equation. This is well known for s > d but open in many cases for s < d.
One related difficulty is to give a meaning to the renormalized potential, a question which
will occupy a large part of the article.

The review is dedicated to the memory of Freeman J. Dyson, who was extremely influ-
ential in the subject. With Wigner he has essentially created the mathematical field of
random matrix theory148,153,365, where the log gas (s = 0) appears naturally, as we will see
in Section V C. In this context it is often called the Dyson gas509. He gave the first proof of
the instability of quantum bosonic matter with Coulomb forces149 and, with Lenard, of the
stability of fermionic matter152,328. He was the one mentioning to Montgomery that the
conjectured distribution of zeros of the Riemann Zeta function is the same as a log gas in
dimension d = 1371. In 1969, he proved150 that short range lattice Riesz gases can undergo
phase transitions in one dimension, if s 6 2. In 1971, he considered a classical Coulomb gas
with two species of charges and a uniform background (now called a Wigner-Dyson lattice)
and suggested this might be relevant for external crustal layers of neutron stars151.

In Sections II and III we will discuss how Riesz gases are defined in the framework of
statistical mechanics. We take a bounded domain Ω ⊂ Rd and a finite number of points N
in Ω, with ρ = N/|Ω|. We then look at what is happening to the Gibbs point process, in the
limit N →∞ and Ω↗ Rd. This is usually called a thermodynamic limit. In Section IV we
discuss another way of approaching the problem using analytic continuation and periodized
systems. Section V is a quick outline of confined systems, which are very often encountered
in practical situations such as random matrices. In Section VI we discuss some known and
conjectured properties of Riesz gases. We particularly focus on phase transitions, that is,
the uniqueness or non-uniqueness of the Riesz gas depending on the value of the parameters
s and Υ. We mention there many results from the physical literature. Finally, Section VII
contains some additional proofs.

II. THERMODYNAMIC LIMIT IN THE SHORT RANGE CASE s > d

In this section and the following one, we discuss the construction of Riesz gases using
the thermodynamic limit, as is usually done in statistical mechanics313,431. This method
focuses right away on the point process in the whole space Rd and naturally preserves the
symmetries of the problem, in particular the scaling invariance. As we will see later, in
applications Riesz gases often appear in other limits. In many problems they describe the
behavior of the system at a certain microscopic scale, so that seeing it requires solving first
the macroscopic problem and then zooming at the right length. These complications do not
appear in the thermodynamic limit.

In order to better explain the difficulties of the long range case, we found it natural to
first recall in this section what is known in the short range case s > d, which is very well
understood since the 60–70s. Most of the results we will quote here are due to Ruelle431,
Dobrušin-Minlos141 and Georgii205 but some are a bit more difficult to locate in the liter-
ature. Many theorems hold the same with an arbitrary interaction potential decaying fast
enough at infinity. However, the proofs for our potential Vs tend to be much simpler, due
to its positivity, and we thought we would as well provide some details. As is usual in sta-
tistical mechanics, we concentrate first on the convergence of the thermodynamic functions
before looking at the point process itself.

Several physical systems may be appropriately described by such purely repulsive power-
law potentials |x|−s with s > d, including for instance colloidal particles in charge-stabilized
suspensions128,396,454 or certain metals under extreme thermodynamic conditions269. For
s = 2 in dimension d = 1, one obtains an integrable system, the classical Calogero-
Sutherland-Moser model91,374,471–473.
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A. Canonical ensemble

We consider N distinct points x1, ..., xN in a bounded domain Ω ⊂ Rd and then look at
the limit N → ∞ and Ω ↗ Rd with N/|Ω| → ρ > 0, the desired intensity of our process.
We will often take for simplicity Ω = `ω where ω is a given set of measure |ω| = 1, with
` ∼ (N/ρ)1/d. Our point process will be defined in terms of the Riesz energy of the N
points

Es(x1, ..., xN ) :=
∑

16j<k6N

Vs(xj − xk) =
∑

16j<k6N

1

|xj − xk|s
, s > d, (6)

and will depend on a temperature T = 1/β.
We start with T = 0 where we just minimize the energy of N points in the domain Ω.

We denote by

Es(N,Ω) := min
x1,...xN∈Ω

Es(x1, ..., xN ) (7)

this minimum and call Xs(N,Ω) the set of the optimal configurations (x1, ..., xN ) ∈ Ω
N

realizing the minimum. Note that, by scaling,

Es(N,Ω) = λsEs
(
N,λΩ

)
, Xs(N,λΩ) = λXs(N,Ω), ∀λ > 0. (8)

In particular, we can always fix the density ρ = N/|Ω| to be any number that we like.
The parameter ρ plays no role in our problem. In some cases it will however be instructive
to remember how things explicitly depend on ρ. We could equivalently fix completely the
domain Ω and not increase its size in the limit N → ∞, but then we would have to zoom
in order to see how the points are arranged at the microscopic scale. This point of view is
discussed later in Section V.

Our goal is to look at the limit N → ∞ and at the positions of the optimal points. In
the end we hope to obtain an infinite configuration of points with an average of ρ points
per unit volume, and thus occupying the whole space. For this it is important that the
points do not concentrate too much nor leave big holes. For such good configurations the
interaction (2) of any point xj0 with the other points xj will be of order one. Due to the
double sum, we thus expect the total energy (7) to be of order N . This is confirmed by the
following elementary result, which can be found in many similar forms in the literature.

Lemma 1 (Bounds on Es(N,Ω)). Let s > d. There exists two constants c1, c2 > 0 depend-
ing only on d and s, such that

c1

(
N

|Ω|

)1+ s
d

6
Es(N,Ω)

|Ω| 6 c2

(
N

|Ω|

)1+ s
d

(9)

for every bounded open set Ω with |∂Ω| = 0, and every N > N0 large enough. Here N0 only
depends on the ‘shape’ of Ω, that is, on ω = |Ω|−1/dΩ and not on the volume |Ω|.

In our case we will look at the limit where N/|Ω| ∼ ρ is a fixed density. The result thus
says that Es(N,Ω) is of order ρ1+s/d|Ω| ∼ ρs/dN .

Proof. Let ω be any bounded open set with |ω| = 1 and |∂ω| = 0. By the scaling
property (8), it suffices to prove the inequality (9) for Ω = N1/dω, that is, at density
ρ = N/|Ω| = 1. For the upper bound we place our points on a lattice with density > 1,
for instance Zd/2 which has density 2d. The number of points of Zd/2 intersecting Ω is at
least equal to the number of cells located inside Ω and can thus be estimated by

#Ω ∩ Zd

2
> 2d|Ω| − 2d|∂Ω + C| = 2dN

(
1−

∣∣∂ω +N−
1
dC
∣∣) ,
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where 2d|∂Ω + C| is an estimate on the number of cells intersecting the boundary and
C = [− 1

4 ,
1
4 )d is the cube of side length 1/2. Since ∂ω is compact, we have |∂ω+N−1/dC| →

|∂ω| = 0 by dominated convergence and thus there are 2dN + o(N) points in Ω. This is
more than necessary. We place our N points on any such sites of Ω∩Zd/2. Completing the
series, we obtain the upper bound

Es(N,Ω) =
1

2

N∑
j=1

∑
k 6=j

1

|xj − xk|s
6
N

2

∑
z∈ Zd

2 \{0}

1

|z|s = 2s−1N
∑

z∈Zd\{0}

1

|z|s ,

as soon as there are at least N points in Ω, that is, |∂ω + N−
1
dC| 6 1 − 2−d. This is the

claimed upper bound in (9).
For the lower bound, we consider a lattice with density < 1, for instance 2Zd. This

defines the tiling Rd = ∪z∈2Zd(z +C ′) where, this time, C ′ = [−1, 1)d. The number of cells
intersecting Ω satisfies, similarly as before,

K := #{z ∈ 2Zd : (z + C ′) ∩ Ω 6= ∅} 6 2−dN
(

1 +
∣∣∂ω +N−

1
dC ′

∣∣) .
We call z1, ..., zK ∈ 2Zd the centers of the K cubes intersecting Ω. Let x1, ..., xN be a
minimizer for Es(N,Ω) and denote by nk := #{x1, ..., xN}∩ (zk +C ′) the number of points
located in the cube zk +C ′. Ignoring the interactions between the points in different cubes
and using that |xi − xj | 6 2

√
d for the nk(nk − 1)/2 pairs in each cube, we obtain

Es(N,Ω) >
1

21+sd
s
2

K∑
k=1

nk(nk − 1) =
1

21+sd
s
2

(
K∑
k=1

n2
k −N

)
.

To bound
∑K
k=1 n

2
k from below, we write

K∑
k=1

n2
k =

K∑
k=1

(
nk −

N

K

)2

+
N2

K
>
N2

K

since
∑K
k=1 nk = N . This provides the lower bound

E(N,Ω) >
N

21+sd
s
2

(
N

K
− 1

)
>

N

22+sd
s
2

(2d − 1)

when N is large enough so that |∂ω +N−
1
dC ′| 6 (2d − 1)/(2d + 1).

Next we turn to the positive temperature case T = 1/β > 0. We have to consider
random sets of N points and a probability measure on such sets, which is the same as
taking a symmetric positive measure P on ΩN with the normalization condition

1

N !

∫
ΩN

dP(x1, ..., xN ) = 1 (10)

and the constraint that the ‘diagonal’ (where some of the xj coincide) has zero P-measure.
The 1/N ! is because we want to count each configuration only once. Our probability measure
is obtained by minimizing the free energy (‘energy minus T×entropy’)

Fs(β,N,Ω,P) =
1

N !

∫
ΩN
Es(x1, ..., xN )P(x1, ..., xN ) dx1 · · · dxN

+
β−1

N !

∫
ΩN
P(x1, ..., xN ) logP(x1, ..., xN ) dx1 · · · dxN ,
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under the constraint (10). The value of the minimum is

Fs(β,N,Ω) = min
P
Fs(β,N,Ω,P) = −β−1 logZs(β,N,Ω), (11)

with unique minimizer

Ps,β,N,Ω(x1, ..., xN ) = Zs(β,N,Ω)−1e−βEs(x1,...,xN ) (12)

called the canonical Gibbs measure. The normalization factor

Zs(β,N,Ω) =
1

N !

∫
ΩN

e−βEs(x1,...,xN )dx1 · · · dxN = e−βFs(β,N,Ω) (13)

is called the partition function. Note that Ps,β,N,Ω in (12) is in fact a smooth function on
ΩN which vanishes exponentially fast on the diagonal. The scaling relation now reads

Fs(β,N,Ω) = λs Fs
(
βλs, N, λΩ

)
+ β−1N log(λd). (14)

Choosing λ = ρ1/d we are reduced to considering the case where ρ = 1 and β is replaced
by the parameter Υ = βρs/d announced in the introduction. In the limit β = 1/T → +∞,
Fs(β,N,Ω) converges to our previous minimum energy Es(N,Ω). The following contains
simple bounds similar to that of Lemma 1.

Lemma 2 (Bounds on Fs(β,N,Ω)). Under the same conditions as in Lemma 1, we have

c1

(
N

|Ω|

)1+ s
d

+
Nβ−1

|Ω|

(
log

N

|Ω| − 1

)
6
Fs(β,N,Ω)

|Ω|

6 c3

(
N

|Ω|

)1+ s
d

+
Nβ−1

|Ω|

(
log

N

|Ω| + c4

)
. (15)

Proof. Using Es > Es(N,Ω) and Stirling’s estimate N ! > (N/e)N , we get

Fs(β,N,Ω) > Es(N,Ω)− β−1 log
|Ω|N
N !

> Es(N,Ω) +Nβ−1

(
log

N

|Ω| − 1

)
. (16)

Inserting the lower bound (9) from Lemma 1, we obtain the lower bound in (15). For the
upper bound we argue as in the proof of Lemma 1, smearing out the points a little to have
a finite entropy. We give ourselves a smooth non-negative function χ supported in the ball
B1/4 (centered at the origin and of radius 1/4) with

∫
χ = 1 and

∫
χ| logχ| <∞. Assuming

N/|Ω| = ρ = 1 for simplicity, we then place N independent points, identically distributed
with χ, around the same N points z1, ..., zN ∈ Zd/2 ∩ Ω as in the T = 0 case. In other
words, we take the symmetric probability

P =
∑
σ∈SN

N∏
j=1

χ(xj − zσ(j)).

From the minimization principle (11), we find

Fs(β,N,Ω) 6
1

N !

∫
EsP+

1

N !β

∫
P logP 6 Nc3 +Nβ−1c4

with the constants

c3 =
∑

z∈Zd/2\{0}

∫∫
Rd×Rd

χ(x)χ(y)

|x− y + z|s dxdy, c4 =

∫
Rd
χ logχ.

The upper bound in (15) follows from (14) with λd = N/|Ω|.
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We have seen that Es(N,Ω) and Fs(β,N,Ω) behave linearly in N and |Ω| at fixed density
ρ = N/|Ω|. Next, we address the existence of the thermodynamic limit. The following is a
standard result dating from the 60s.

Theorem 3 (Canonical thermodynamic functions176,178,427,431). Assume that s > d. Let
ω be any bounded open set with |ω| = 1 and |∂ω| = 0. Then, for any ρ > 0 and β > 0, the
following limits

lim
N→∞
N

`d
→ρ

Es(N, `ω)

`d
= e(s)ρ1+ s

d , lim
N→∞
N

`d
→ρ

Fs(β,N, `ω)

`d
= f(s, β, ρ) (17)

exist and are independent of ω. The function f satisfies the relation

f(s, β, ρ) = ρ1+ s
d f
(
s, βρ

s
d , 1
)

+ β−1ρ log ρ. (18)

We have

c1 6 e(s) 6 c2, c1 −Υ−1 6 f(s,Υ, 1) 6 c3 + Υ−1c4

for all s > d and Υ > 0, with the constants given by Lemmas 1 and 2. The function
(ρ, β) 7→ βf(s, β, ρ) is convex in ρ and concave in β. In particular, Υ 7→ f(s,Υ, 1) is
continuous on (0,∞). At infinity, we have limΥ→+∞ f(s,Υ, 1) = e(s).

The theorem for any ρ > 0 follows immediately from the case ρ = 1 by scaling. The
relation (18) implies that, at small density, f(s, β, ρ) ∼ρ→0+ β−1ρ log ρ which is the leading
term of the entropy per unit volume of the Poisson point process. In the following we
will often write for simplicity f(s,Υ) := f(s,Υ, 1) and hope that this does not cause any
confusion. The functions s 7→ e(s) and (s,Υ) 7→ f(s,Υ) are respectively the energy per unit
volume and the free energy per unit volume of our Riesz gas, at unit density. They can be
shown to be continuous in s > d. Except in some exceptional cases, their precise value is
unknown. We will explain later in Section IV B that e(s) = ζ(s) in dimension d = 1492,
where ζ is the Riemann Zeta function, and will make some explicit conjectures on the value
of e(s) in dimensions d = 2, 3. The value of e(s) is also known in dimensions d ∈ {8, 24}113.
Finally, the case s = 2 in dimension d = 1 is the classical Calogero-Sutherland-Moser
model91,374,471–473 which is integrable106,198, see Remark 7 below.

The usual way of proving the existence of the limits (17) is to start with the case of
hypercubes and to show that the (free) energy is subadditive, up to small error correc-
tions176,178,427,431. For this the idea is to split the cube into 2d equal smaller cubes and to
evaluate the energy of the state obtained by taking independent optimizers in each of the
smaller cubes, inserting security corridors. The error is just the interaction energy between
the cubes, which is small thanks to the corridors and the integrability of Vs at infinity. The
proof for any domain ω is then done by tiling it with smaller cubes. In fact, the limits (17)
hold for general sequences ΩN ↗ Rd satisfying some regularity conditions of the boundary.
It is not necessary that ΩN is the rescaling of a fixed ω.

The limit (17) for e(s) was also shown in the recent Ref. 254 and 255, with the same
method of proof that we have just described, and for f(s, β, ρ) in a more general situation
in Ref. 251. In the limit s→ d+, we have

lim
s→d+

(s− d)e(s) = lim
s→d+

(s− d)f(s,Υ, 1) =
πd/2

Γ
(
d
2

) =
|Sd−1|

2
. (19)

This is proved in Ref. 252 for e(s) and for f(s,Υ, 1) this follows from (16) and the same
arguments as in Lemma 2. Thus the energy and free energy per unit volume diverge when
s → d+, which is the threshold between the short and long range cases. The leading term
does not depend on the inverse temperature β.

Remark 4 (Large deviations). At β < ∞, it is also possible to prove a Large Deviation
Principle, which is more precise than the thermodynamic limit in Theorem 3. For our short
range Riesz gas this was done in Ref. 206 and 207 and later in a more general situation
in Ref. 251. We refer to Ref. 155, 335–337, and 484 for a discussion of the importance of
large deviations in the context of statistical mechanics.
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B. Grand-canonical ensemble

Instead of fixing the density ρ, it is often very convenient to work in the grand canonical
setting, where we allow random fluctuations of the number of points, and then control the
average density by means of a dual variable µ, called the chemical potential. The grand-
canonical problem has very nice algebraic properties which simplify many proofs and, in
most cases, one can know everything on the canonical problem using the grand-canonical
ensemble.

The grand canonical partition function is a kind of Laplace transform of the canonical
one:

ZGC
s (β, µ,Ω) :=

∞∑
n=0

eβµn

n!

∫
Ωn
e−βEs(x1,...,xn)dx1 · · · dxn = 1 + eβµ +

∞∑
n=2

eβµnZs(β, n,Ω),

(20)
where we used the convention that Es(n,Ω) = 0 for n ∈ {0, 1}. The grand-canonical free
energy is

FGC
s (β, µ,Ω) := −β−1 logZGC

s (β, µ,Ω). (21)

The corresponding grand-canonical Gibbs measure is a collection of measures P = (P0,P1, ...)
where each Pn is the density for n points, given by

Pn(x1, ..., xn) = ZGC
s (β, µ,Ω)−1e−βEs(x1,...,xn)+βµn.

This is the unique minimizer of the grand-canonical free energy

FGC
s (β, µ,Ω,P) :=

∑
n>2

1

n!

∫
Ωn
EsPn + β−1

∑
n>0

1

n!

∫
Ωn
Pn logPn

under the normalization constraint
∑
n>0Pn(Ωn)/n! = 1. The scaling relation now takes

the form

FGC
s (β, µ,Ω) = λsFGC

s

(
βλs ,

µ− β−1 log(λd)

λs
, λΩ

)
. (22)

We may thus always work at µ = 0 after choosing λ = eβµ/d. We see that the parameter

Υ = βρs/d in the canonical problem is replaced by Υ̃ = βeβµs/d in the grand-canonical
setting. In other words, the activity z := eβµ plays the role of a density. Similarly, at T = 0
we may define

EGC
s (µ,Ω) = min

n>0
{Es(n,Ω)− µn} = min

n>0
x1,...,xn∈Ω

 ∑
16j<k6n

1

|xj − xk|s
− µn

 , (23)

which is the limit of Fs(β, µ,Ω) when β → ∞. The minimum in (23) is always attained
at a finite n since, by Lemma 1, Es(n,Ω) grows like n1+s/d in the limit n→∞ when Ω is
fixed. We have

EGC
s (µ,Ω) = λsEGC

s

(
λ−sµ, λΩ

)
.

The thermodynamic limit |Ω| → ∞ is similar to the canonical case, the two situations
being related by a Legendre transform.

Theorem 5 (Grand-canonical thermodynamic functions176,178,427,431). Assume that s > d.
Let ω be any bounded open set with |ω| = 1 and |∂ω| = 0. Then for every β > 0 and µ ∈ R,

lim
`→∞

EGC
s (µ, `ω)

`d
= min

ρ>0
{ρ1+ s

d e(s)− µρ} = − se(s)−
d
s

d
(
1 + s

d

)1+ d
s

µ
1+ d

s
+ , (24)

lim
`→∞

FGC
s (β, µ, `ω)

`d
= min

ρ>0

{
f(s, β, ρ)− µρ

}
=: g(s, β, µ). (25)
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The function g satisfies g(s, β, µ) = z1+ s
d g(s, βz

s
d , 0), with z = eβµ. The function (β, µ) 7→

βg(s, β, µ) is strictly concave in µ and concave in β.

In Theorem 3 we have seen that the limiting canonical free energy is a convex function
of ρ. Therefore, it is as well the Legendre transform of the grand canonical one:

f(s, β, ρ) = max
µ∈R
{g(s, β, µ) + µρ} . (26)

To any ρ we can associate the µ’s solving this maximum and to any µ we can associate
the ρ’s satisfying the minimum in (25). The convexity implies that the functions are dif-
ferentiable, except possibly on a countable set. Whenever the derivative exists, we have
µ(ρ) = ∂ρf(s, β, ρ) and ρ(µ) = −∂µg(s, β, µ). Recall that a jump in the derivative of a
convex function corresponds to a constant slope over an interval for its Legendre transform.

The strict concavity in µ stated in Theorem 5 is very important. For positive potentials
as in our situation, it was proved by Ginibre in Ref. 217. The argument has then been
rewritten in a more general context by Ruelle in Ref. 430, Sec. 4. The strict concavity
implies that the derivative in ρ of the canonical free energy cannot have any jump, that is,
Υ 7→ f(s,Υ) is in fact C1. For any ρ the maximum in (26) is attained at a unique µ = µ(ρ),
given by

µ(ρ) =
∂

∂ρ
f(s, β, ρ).

On the other hand, the grand-canonical free energy µ 7→ g(s, β, µ) can in principle have
jumps in its derivative with respect to µ, corresponding to (first order) phase transitions.
At such a point several phases of different densities co-exist. Those also correspond to
intervals where the canonical free energy f(s, β, ρ) is linear in ρ.

At zero temperature we have due to (24)

µ(ρ) =
(

1 +
s

d

)
e(s) ρ

s
d , ρ(µ) =

µ
d
s
+(

1 + s
d

) d
s e(s)

d
s

at T = 0. (27)

In this case, the grand-canonical free energy has no jump in its derivative and there are no
phase transition when the density is varied. This is of course due to the scaling invariance
of the system. Note that all the negative µ’s give the same density ρ = 0, which is obvious
from the definition (23) since Es(Ω, n) > 0 for all n > 2.

Remark 6 (Extensivity of variance). In a bounded domain Ω the first two derivatives of
the free energy with respect to µ equal

∂

∂µ
FGC
s (β, µ,Ω) = −Es,β,µ,Ω[n],

∂2

∂µ2
FGC
s (β, µ,Ω) = −β

(
Es,β,µ,Ω[n2]− Es,β,µ,Ω[n]2

)
,

where Es,β,µ,Ω[·] denotes the expectation in the grand-canonical Gibbs state and n is the
number of points. In other words, the second derivative is proportional to the variance of
the number of points. In Ref. 217, Ginibre proves that this variance satisfies

Es,β,µ,Ω[n2]− Es,β,µ,Ω[n]2 >
Es,β,µ,Ω[n]

1 + eβµβ
d
s

∫
Rd(1− e−|x|−s) dx

. (28)

Since Es,β,µ,Ω[n] ∼ ρ(µ)|Ω|, this provides a lower bound proportional to the volume. In other
words, the strict concavity of µ 7→ g(s, β, µ) follows from the variance being an extensive
quantity. This is related to the non hyperuniformity of the Gibbs point process213, which we
will discuss later in Section VI C.
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Remark 7 (Grand-canonical free energy for s = 2 in d = 1). Using a work of Ruijsenaars432,
Choquard proved in Ref. 106 that for the classical Calogero-Sutherland-Moser model s = 2
in dimension d = 1, we have the explicit formula

g(2, β, µ) = −
√

2

πβ
3
2

∫ ∞
0

ϕ−1
(√

2πβeβµ e−k
2
)

dk (29)

where ϕ(x) = xex and ϕ−1 denotes its inverse on R+. In particular, g is a real-analytic func-
tion of (µ, β) on R×(0,∞). The quantum Calogero-Sutherland-Moser model can be mapped
to a non-interacting gas obeying the Haldane-Wu fractional statistics50,239,243,277,376,506.
The function ϕ in (29) is what remains from this mapping in a semi-classical limit56.
Vaninsky490,491 coined a formula for the canonical function f(2, β, ρ) but there seems to
exist no proof that this is the Legendre transform of (29). In Ref. 56 the first terms in the
expansion of f(2, β, ρ) at small density are derived from (29).

C. Local bounds and definition of the point process

Now that we have recalled the definition and properties of the macroscopic thermody-
namic functions, we look at the Gibbs measure itself. At T = 0 we have to simply study
the positions of the points. In order to make sure that the limit is non trivial, we need to
prove local bounds.

a. Zero temperature. We start with the zero-temperature case and prove that for min-
imizing positions, the points xj never get too close to each other and cannot leave too big
holes. This is what is needed to pass to the limit locally and get an infinite configuration
of points. It is instructive to first deal with the easier grand-canonical case.

Lemma 8 (Grand-canonical local bounds, T = 0). Let µ > 0 be any fixed number. Let Ω
be any bounded open set with |∂Ω| = 0. Let N be so that

Es(N,Ω)− µN = min
n>0

{
Es(n,Ω)− µn

}
and x1, ..., xN be any minimizer for Es(N,Ω). We assume that N > 2, which is the case if

for instance diam(Ω) > µ−
1
s .

(i) For any 1 6 j0 6 N , we have ∑
j 6=j0

1

|xj − xj0 |s
6 µ. (30)

In particular, the smallest distance between the points satisfies minj 6=k |xj − xk| > µ−
1
s .

(ii) We have

N∑
j=1

1

|x− xj |s
> µ, ∀x ∈ Ω. (31)

This implies the existence of a universal constant r (depending only on d and s) such that

any ball of radius rµ−
1
s and center x ∈ Ω contains at least one of the xj’s.

One should interpret (30) as an upper bound on the decrease of energy when we remove
the point xj0 from the system. The other estimate (31) provides a lower bound on the
increase of energy when we add one point to the system, at the position xN+1 = x. Un-
derstanding the variations of the energy when one point is removed or added is the key to
obtain local bounds.
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Proof. We have Es(0,Ω) = Es(1,Ω) = 0 and Es(2,Ω) = diam(Ω)−s. The optimal N thus
satisfies N > 2 if diam(Ω) > µ−1/s. The minimality of N means that

Es(N,Ω) 6 Es(n,Ω) + µ(N − n), ∀n > 0. (32)

We then write

Es(N,Ω) =
∑

16j<k6N
j,k 6=j0

1

|xj − xk|s
+
∑
j 6=j0

1

|xj − xj0 |s

> Es(N − 1,Ω) +
∑
j 6=j0

1

|xj − xj0 |s
> Es(N,Ω) +

∑
j 6=j0

1

|xj − xj0 |s
− µ

where we have used (32) for n = N − 1. We obtain (30). For (31) we add an extra point
in the position xN+1 = x to the minimizer for Es(N,Ω) and use it as a trial state for
Es(N + 1,Ω). We obtain

Es(N) +

N∑
j=1

1

|x− xj |s
> Es(N + 1) > Es(N) + µ,

using again (32), this time with n = N + 1.
To prove the statement concerning the balls of radius rµ−1/s, we use the following ele-

mentary lemma.

Lemma 9. There exists a universal constant C = C(s, d) such that for every r > 1,∑
j

1

|yj |s
6

C

rs−d

for any points yj ∈ Rd \Br(0) with the property that minj 6=k |yj − yk| > 1.

We choose r so that, in the lemma, C/rs−d < 1. By scaling we deduce that if there is no

xj in a ball of radius rµ−1/s centered at some x, then
∑N
j=1 |x−xj |−s < µ. This is because

min |xj − xk| > µ−1/s by (i). When x ∈ Ω, this contradicts (31) and thus shows the last
part of the statement.

Proof of Lemma 9. For any y ∈ B1/2(yj), we have by the triangle inequality |y| 6 |yj | +
1/2 6 (3/2)|yj |, since |yj | > r > 1. Thus |yj |−s 6 (3/2)s|B1/2|−1

∫
B1/2(yj)

|y|−s dy. Since

the balls B1/2(yj) are disjoint due to the distance between the yj and all contained in

Rd \Br/2(0), we obtain∑
j

1

|yj |s
6 (3/2)s|B 1

2
|−1

∫
|y|> r

2

dy

|y|s =
3sd

(s− d)rs−d
.

The previous proof in the grand-canonical case uses that µ provides a bound on the
variation of the energy when we add or remove one point from the system. In the canonical
case we have to first estimate this variation and then the argument is the same as before.
For simplicity, we state our result at density ρ = 1. As usual, the general case follows by
scaling.

Lemma 10 (Local bounds in the canonical case, T = 0). Assume that s > d. Let ω be any
bounded open set with |ω| = 1 and |∂ω| = 0. Let Ω = N1/dω. Then we have

Es(N − 1,Ω) > Es(N,Ω)− µ1, Es(N + 1,Ω) > Es(N,Ω) + µ2 (33)

for two universal constants µ1, µ2 > 0 and N large enough. The conclusions of Lemma 8
hold for a minimizer x1, ..., xN of Es(N,Ω), with µ replaced by µ1 for (i) and by µ2 for (ii).
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The lemma is from Dobrušin-Minlos in 1967 (Ref. 141, Sec. 4), see also Georgii in Ref. 205,
Lem. (6.2). Similar arguments appeared later in Ref. 63, 258, 259, and 305.

Proof. Assume N > 2 and let x1, ..., xN−1 ∈ Ω. We look at the set A := Ω \⋃N−1
j=1 Bδ(xj)

obtained by removing small balls around the points. Its volume satisfies

|A| > |Ω| − (N − 1)|B1|δd > (N − 1)
(
1− |B1|δd

)
>
N − 1

2

if we choose δ = (2|B1|)−1/d. Then we compute the average

|A|−1

∫
A

N−1∑
j=1

dx

|x− xj |s
6 2

∫
|x|>δ

dx

|x|s =
d(2|B1|)

s
d

s− d =: µ1.

This proves that there exists an x ∈ A ⊂ Ω such that
∑N−1
j=1 |x − xj |−s 6 µ1. Thus we

have Es(N,ω) 6 Es(x1, ..., xN−1, x) 6 Es(x1, ..., xN−1) +µ1. Optimizing over (x1, ..., xN−1)
we obtain Es(N,Ω) 6 Es(N − 1,Ω) + µ1. In fact, this argument works for n points in an
arbitrary domain Ω under the sole condition that 2 6 n 6 |Ω|+ 1.

For the other bound we consider a minimizer x1, ..., xN+1 for E(N + 1,Ω) and call η =
minj 6=k |xj − xk|/2 half of the smallest distance between the points. For N large enough,

we have η 6 (2/|B1|)1/d. This is because the balls Bη(xi) are disjoint and therefore

(N + 1)|B1|ηd =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
N+1⋃
j=1

Bη(xj)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 6 N
(

1 +
∣∣∂ω +N−

1
dBη

∣∣) = N + o(N).

Up to permutations we can assume that η = |xN+1 − xN |/2 and then

Es(N + 1,Ω) > Es(N,Ω) +

N∑
j=1

1

|xN+1 − xj |s
> Es(N,Ω) +

|B1|
s
d

2s
d+1
d

.

In Lemma 10 we have only considered the two pairs (N − 1, N) and (N,N + 1) in a
domain of volume |Ω| = N . There are similar bounds for any pair (N,N + 1) when N is of
the same order as |Ω|.

The local bounds in Lemmas 8 and 10 allow us to pass to the thermodynamic limit and
get, after extraction of a subsequence, an infinite configuration of points in Rd. We would
also like to pass to the limit in the minimization problem solved by the points. Of course,
since we end up with infinitely many points, their total energy is infinite. However we can
still express their optimality by moving, adding and deleting finitely many xj ’s, and writing
that the energy must go up. Due to the positive distance between the points and the short
range nature of the potential, the energy shift is finite. This leads to the following definition.

Definition 11 (Equilibrium configurations and Riesz point process at T = 0). Let s > d
and µ > 0. An equilibrium configuration at chemical potential µ is an infinite collection of
points X = {xj}j∈N ⊂ Rd such that there exists ε > 0 with

(i) minj 6=k |xj − xk| > εµ−
1
s ;

(ii) any ball of radius ε−1µ−
1
s contains at least one of the xj’s;

(iii) for any bounded domain D ⊂ Rd, we have

∑
16j<k6n

1

|yj − yk|s
+

n∑
j=1

∞∑
`=N+1

1

|yj − x`|s

>
∑

16j<k6N

1

|xj − xk|s
+

N∑
j=1

∞∑
`=N+1

1

|xj − x`|s
+ µ(N − n) (34)
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for all n > 0 and all y1, ..., yn ∈ D, after relabeling the xj so that x1, ..., xN ∈ D and

xj ∈ Rd \D for j > N + 1. In other words, x1, ..., xN solve the minimization problem

min
n>0

y1,...,yn∈D

 ∑
16j<k6n

1

|yj − yk|s
+

n∑
j=1

∞∑
`=N+1

1

|yj − x`|s
− µn

 . (35)

We call Xs,µ the set containing all such equilibrium configurations. It is invariant under
translations, rotations and it is closed for the local convergence of points. We have the scal-
ing relation Xs,µ2 = (µ2/µ1)

1
sXs,µ1 for any µ1, µ2 > 0. A Riesz point process at temperature

T = 0 and chemical potential µ is by definition a point process P which concentrates on
Xs,µ, that is, for which the above properties (i)–(iii) hold P–almost surely. The convex set
of such processes is denoted by Rs,∞,µ.

The points x1, ..., xN could also be allowed to move outside of D. This does not change
anything since D can be arbitrarily large. The property (34) is the zero-temperature ver-
sion of the famous Dobrušin-Lanford-Ruelle (DLR)137,139,140,314 condition which will be
discussed below. We have however not found it stated anywhere in the literature.

The local minimization problem (35) is similar to the definition of EGC
s (µ,D) in (23),

except for the second sum in the minimum which involves the potential generated by the
point xj outside of D. Due to the positive distance between the xj ’s, this potential is very
small well inside D, by Lemma 9. It is essentially only seen by the yj close to the boundary
of D. This potential is often called a “boundary condition” for the points inside. One can

prove that the minimum in (35) equals EGC
s (µ, `D) +O(`d−

s−d
s−d+1 ), uniformly with respect

to the points outside, under the assumption that |D| = 1 and ∂D is smooth enough.385 In
particular, the points x1, ..., xN almost minimize EGC

s (µ, `D). From the Legendre relations
in Theorem 5, this can be used to show that the points xj have a well defined intensity and
energy per unit volume

lim
`→∞

#X ∩ `D
`d

= ρ(µ), lim
`→∞

Es(#X ∩ `D)

`d
= e(s)ρ(µ)1+ s

d . (36)

We recall that ρ(µ) is defined in (27).
The local bounds of Lemma 8 can be used to prove that any sequence of optimizers for

our grand canonical problem EGC
s (µ, `ω) converges locally to an equilibrium configuration

X = {xj}j∈N when `→∞, after extraction of a subsequence.

Theorem 12 (Convergence to equilibrium configurations). Let s > d and µ > 0. Let
ω be an open set containing the origin with |∂ω| = 0. For any ` > 1, denote by X` =
{x1,`, ..., xN`,`} an optimizer for EGC

s (µ, `ω). After extraction of a subsequence `n → ∞,
X`n converges locally to an infinite equilibrium configuration X ∈ Xs,µ. In particular, we
have Xs,µ 6= ∅ for all µ > 0.

The set Xs,µ is invariant under translations and rotations, hence is always infinite. How-
ever, it seems reasonable to believe that there will only exist finitely many equilibrium
configurations, up to translations and rotations:

Xs,µ ?
=

J⋃
j=1

µ−
1
s

{
RLj + τ : R ∈ SO(d), τ ∈ Rd

}
. (37)

The crystallization conjecture (Conjecture 38 below) states that the Lj are all Bravais
lattices58. In dimensions d ∈ {1, 8, 24} we expect that J = 1 with a universal lattice L1

independent of s113,492 (of course L1 = Z in dimension d = 1). In other dimensions, the
optimal lattice could depend on s, and then we expect that J > 1 for some particular values
of s where two or more lattices give the same answer. This is what is believed to happen
in d = 3 with the Body-Centered Cubic (BCC) and Face-Centered Cubic (FCC) lattices.
This is all discussed later in Section IV B
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At T = 0, a Riesz point process is just a probability measure over the equilibrium
configurations in Xs,µ. Such point processes have intensity ρ = ρ(µ) by (36) and form a
convex set. After averaging, we see that there exists rotation-invariant and/or translation-
invariant Riesz point processes.

We have discussed here the easier grand-canonical case. A canonical equilibrium con-
figuration X = {xj}j∈N is by definition one satisfying all the same properties (i)–(iii) of
Definition 11, with

• µ−
1
s replaced by ρ−

1
d in (i) and (ii),

• only n = N allowed in (34), hence µ can be discarded there.

Choosing µ so that ρ(µ) = ρ in (27) we see that the corresponding grand-canonical config-
urations Xs,µ are all canonical. Since ρ 7→ µ(ρ) is one-to-one, we expect that these are the
only ones but have not found this stated anywhere in the literature. The convergence in
the canonical case is studied in Ref. 251 after performing some averages over translations.

Remark 13 (Minimizing the (free) energy per unit volume). Let X = {xj}j∈N be any
infinite configuration of points in Rd. Then we can define the (upper and lower) energy per
unit volume and density by

es(X) := lim sup
R→∞

Es(X ∩BR)

|BR|
, es(X) := lim inf

R→∞
Es(X ∩BR)

|BR|
,

ρ(X) := lim sup
R→∞

#(X ∩BR)

|BR|
, ρ(X) := lim inf

R→∞
#(X ∩BR)

|BR|
.

These macroscopic quantities do not allow for a fine understanding of the optimal configu-
rations. For instance, they do not change if X is modified on a compact set. In addition,
the limits might be different if we replace the ball BR by another set. Nevertheless, these
concepts have proved very useful in some situations113,251. For instance, it follows from
the definition that the minimal energy satisfies e(s)ρ1+ s

d 6 inf{es(X) : ρ(X) = ρ}. Let
X ∈ Xs,µ be an equilibrium configuration as in Definition 11, which is known to exist by

Theorem 12. Then we have es(X) = es(X) = e(s)ρ(µ)1+s/d and ρ(X) = ρ(X) = ρ(µ)
by (36). Choosing µ so that ρ(µ) = ρ, this proves that

e(s)ρ1+ s
d = min

X⊂Rd
ρ(X)=ρ

es(X). (38)

There is a similar expression in the grand canonical case with es(X) − µρ(µ) and without
constraint. Thus e(s) has a variational interpretation in terms of infinite configurations
of points. Instead of considering individual point configurations X which may not have
a clear density or energy per unit volume, it is sometimes better to work with stationary
(that is, translation-invariant) point processes65,317,318 (see Lemma 33 below). Variational
characterizations of the type of (38), involving general point processes, have played an
important role in works of Georgii206,207,318 at positive temperature.

b. Positive temperature. Next we turn to the positive temperature case. All the con-
figurations of points are now possible and we have to control the probabilities that the
points are badly placed. Instead of considering the smallest distance and the largest hole,
we discuss weaker bounds which are enough to pass to the limit. We again start with the
easier grand-canonical case, for which we introduce the k-point correlation function of the
Gibbs measure in a domain Ω

ρ
(k)
s,β,µ,Ω(x1, ..., xk) := ZGC

s (β, µ,Ω)−1
∑
n>0

eβµ(n+k)

n!

∫
Ωn
e−βEs(x,y)dy. (39)
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We have used here the short-hand notation x = (x1, ..., xk), y = (y1, ..., yn), dy = dy1 · · · dyn
and Es(x, y) = Es(x1, ..., xk, y1, ..., yn). The expectation of a random variable f defined on
finite or infinite configurations of points is given by

Es,β,µ,Ω[f ] := ZGC
s (β, µ,Ω)−1

∑
n>0

eβµn

n!

∫
Ωn
f({x1, ..., xn})e−βEs(x)dx1 · · · dxn.

Our goal will be to control the energy Es(D∩X) and the number of points nD(X) = #X∩D
in any given domain D ⊂ Rd, independently of the large domain Ω. A calculation shows
that

Es,β,µ,Ω
[

nD!

(nD − k)!

]
=

∫
D`
ρ

(k)
s,β,µ,Ω, Es,β,µ,Ω

[
Es(D ∩ ·)

]
=

1

2

∫∫
D2

ρ
(2)
s,β,µ,Ω(x, y)

|x− y|s dxdy.

(40)
The question is therefore to control the correlation functions, which is very easy for a
positive interaction431.

Lemma 14 (Local bounds in the grand-canonical case, T > 0431). Let s > d and Ω ⊂ Rd
be any bounded domain. Then we have the universal bounds

ρ
(k)
s,β,µ,Ω(x1, ..., xk) 6 eβµke

−∑16`<m6k
β

|x`−xm|s 6 eβµk, (41)

e−
β

4diam(D)s Es,β,µ,Ω
[
e

β(nD)2

4diam(D)s

]
6 Es,β,µ,Ω

[
eβEs(D∩·)

]
6 exp

(
eβµ|D|

)
, (42)

for any bounded domain D ⊂ Rd.

The bound (41) implies that our Gibbs measure has a uniformly bounded average local
energy and number of points. The second bound (42) gives that the probability of having
more than λ points or an energy larger than λ in a domain D decays exponentially in λ, at
a rate depending on the size of D.

Proof. Since the potential Vs(x) = |x|−s is positive, we have Es(x, y) > Es(x) + Es(y).
Inserting in (39) immediately provides (41). For (42) we need to use that for any random
variable f with support in a domain D

Es,β,µ,Ω[f ] =
1

ZGC
s (β, µ,Ω)

∑
n,k>0

eβµ(n+k)

n! k!

∫
Dk×(Ω\D)n−k

f({x})e−βEs(x,y)dxdy.

This is shown by looking at all the possible numbers of points in and outside D. Taking
f(X) = exp(βEs(X ∩D)) we obtain the last bound in (42). For the first bound we use that
for any x = (x1, ..., xn) ∈ Dn

Es(x) >
n(n− 1)

2 diam(D)s
>

n2 − 1

4 diam(D)s
,

which concludes the proof.

There exist similar bounds in the canonical case. The k-point correlation of the canonical
Gibbs measure is defined by

ρ
(k)
s,β,N,Ω(x) := Zs(β,N,Ω)−1 1

(N − k)!

∫
ΩN−k

e−βEs(x,y)dy (43)

so that we have the pointwise inequality

ρ
(k)
s,β,N,Ω(x) 6

Zs(β,N − k,Ω)

Zs(β,N,Ω)
e−βEs(x). (44)
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The same proof as in Lemma 10 was used by Dobrušin-Minlos (Ref. 141, Sec. 4, see also
Georgii in Ref. 205, Lem. (6.2)) to show that

Zs(β,N − k,Ω)

Zs(β,N,Ω)
6 2keβµ1k,

for fixed k and N large-enough (depending on k), in any domain satisfying |Ω| = N , where
µ1 is the constant from Lemma 10. This provides the desired bound on the correlation
functions in the canonical case.

With these bounds at hand we can pass to the thermodynamic limit and obtain a point
process satisfying similar local bounds. This is what corresponds to (i) and (ii) in Defini-
tion 11. The positive temperature equivalent of (iii) is called the Dobrušin-Lanford-Ruelle
(DLR) condition137,139,140,314, and states that the conditional probability of the points in a
domain D, given the positions x = {x`} of the points outside of D is the grand-canonical
probability on D

Pβ,µ,D,x :=

(
eβµn

ZGC(D,x)
e
−β
(∑

16j<k6n
1

|yj−yk|s
+
∑n
j=1

∑
`

1
|yj−x`|s

))
n>0

. (45)

This property holds in a finite domain Ω and pertains in the limit, almost surely with
respect to the outside411. The second sum in (45) is almost-surely finite, due to the average
bounds from Lemma 14.

Definition 15 (Riesz point process at T > 0). A Riesz point process at inverse temperature
β and chemical potential µ ∈ R is a point process satisfying the same average local bounds
as in (41) and (42) for any bounded domain D and the DLR condition that the conditional
probability of the points in a domain D given the positions x` in Rd \ D is almost surely
given by (45). The convex set of such processes is denoted by Rs,β,µ and it is non empty.

A Riesz point process does not necessarily have a well defined intensity since there can
be phase transitions and thus several ρ’s corresponding to one µ, which is different from
T = 0. One can also define a concept of canonical Gibbs state. It is proved by Georgii in
Ref. 205 that those are all convex combinations of grand-canonical ones.

At T = 0 we knew from the invariance under translations and rotations that the set
Xs,µ of equilibrium points cannot be reduced to one point, hence so does the convex set
Rs,∞,µ. On the other hand, at positive temperature it is perfectly possible that Rs,β,µ be
a single point process, invariant under isometries. The question of whether this happens or
not is fundamental in the understanding of phase transitions and will be discussed later in
Section VI.

Instead of using the DLR conditional probability (45), one can define the Riesz point
process through the Kirkwood-Salsburg (KS) equations428,431. This is an infinite hierarchy
of integral equations involving the correlation functions, taking the form

ρ(k)(x1, ..., xk) = e
−β∑k

j=2
1

|xj−x1|s eβµ ×
{
ρ(k−1)(x2, ..., xk)+

+

∞∑
n=1

1

n!

∫
(Rd)n

n∏
j=1

(
e
− β
|yj−x1|s − 1

)
ρ(k−1+n)(x2, ..., xk, y1, ..., yn) dy1 · · · dyn

}
. (46)

Yet another point of view is given by the Bogoliubov-Born-Green-Kirkwood-Yvon (BBGKY)
equations, which involve gradients and take the form

∇x1
ρ(k)(x1, ..., xk) = −β

k∑
j=2

∇Vs(x1 − xj)ρ(k)(x1, ..., xk)

− β
∫
Rd
∇Vs(x1 − y)ρ(k+1)(x1, ..., xk, y) dy. (47)
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It is proved in Ref. 138, 204, 314, and 430 (see also the discussion in Ref. 229) that these
are completely equivalent points of view. A solution of the KS or BBGKY equations with
correlation functions satisfying the bounds (41) defines a point process which satisfies the
DLR condition (45), and conversely. There are in fact other equivalent characterizations
such as the Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) condition but they will not be discussed in this
article.

III. THERMODYNAMIC LIMIT IN THE LONG RANGE CASE s < d

After this long description of Riesz point processes in the short range case s > d, we turn
to the more difficult long range case s < d, for which many results are still open. We will
not discuss the threshold s = d in this article.

A. Canonical ensemble

We can start the same as in the short range case and investigate the minimal energy

Ẽs(N,Ω) = min
x1,...,xN∈Ω

∑
16j<k6N

Vs(xj − xk) (48)

where we recall that Vs is given by (3). It is however not possible to construct good
configurations of points this way. The points repel a lot at large distances due to the non-
integrability of the potential, and do not repel that much anymore when they are close.
The consequence is that they will all escape to a neighborhood of the boundary. This is
sometimes called the evaporation catastrophe197. In fact, for −2 < s 6 d− 2 the minimum
is always attained for x1, ..., xN all exactly on ∂Ω, and our set Ω ends up being completely
empty. To prove this claim, we recall that

−∆
1

|x|s =
s(d− 2− s)
|x|s+2

in Rd \ {0}, for s 6= 0,

−∆(− log |x|) =
d− 2

|x|2 in Rd \ {0}, for s = 0.

Due to the sign in (3), we find that Es is superharmonic with respect to each xj0 on
Ω\{xj}j 6=j0 , hence attains its minimum at the boundary. This cannot be at one xj where the
potential diverges to +∞ or vanishes, and thus we must have xj0 ∈ ∂Ω. When d−2 < s < d,
there will be points everywhere but many more close to the boundary than in the interior
of Ω.

Gathering at (or close to) the boundary is the best that our points can do to compensate
the slow decay of the potential, but this is not sufficient to make the energy behave well.
For ω any smooth bounded domain so that |ω| = 1, it can be proved that (for s > 0)

Ẽs(N,N
1
dω) = N−

s
d min
y1,...,yN∈ω

∑
16j<k6N

1

|yj − yk|s

∼
N→∞

N2− sd

2
min
ν

∫∫
ω×ω

dν(x) dν(y)

|x− y|s =
N2− sd

2 Caps(ω)
(49)

where the right side is the Riesz capacity of the domain ω312 and the second minimum
is over all probability measures ν supported in ω. Unlike the short range case treated in
Lemma 1, the energy grows much faster than N in a large domain. The limit (49) dates
back at least to Choquet109 and has appeared in many forms in the literature312. There is
a similar limit for s 6 0.
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Adding a fixed temperature will not help. The points will now be forced to visit the
whole of Ω but this is so costly that they will very rarely do so. In fact, the exact same
limit as (49) holds for the free energy

F̃s(β,N,N
1
dω) = −β−1 log

(∫
(N

1
d ω)N

e−β
∑

16j<k6N Vs(xj−xk)dx1 · · · dxN
)
,

independently of the value of the temperature T = 1/β. One should take T ∼ N
d−s
d in

order to see an effect of the temperature to leading order, but this will only affect the value
of the constant in (49) without changing the behavior in N2− sd 87,292–294,369.

We have to find a way of compensating the strong repulsion between the points and
prevent their escape to the boundary. On the other hand, we wish to keep nice scaling
properties such as (8) and (14). The solution to this problem is well known in physics.
The idea is to add a uniform compensating background of density ρb which acts as a
renormalization of the energy. We thus define

Es(x1, ..., xN ,Ω, ρb) :=
∑

16j<k6N

Vs(xj − xk)− ρb
N∑
j=1

∫
Ω

Vs(xj − y)dy

+
ρ2
b

2

∫∫
Ω×Ω

Vs(x− y) dx dy. (50)

The second and third terms on the right side of (50) are respectively interpreted as the
interaction between the points and the uniform background, and the self-energy of the
background. The last term is a constant added for convenience, but the second term
depends on the location of the points and it can drastically modify their optimal position.
It seems very natural to enforce the constraint that ρ = N/|Ω| = ρb and we will soon do
so, but for the moment we keep ρb > 0 arbitrary. When ρb = 0 we recover the problematic
energy in (49). The corresponding minimum energy is

Es(N,Ω, ρb) := min
x1,...,xN∈Ω

Es(x1, ..., xN ,Ω, ρb). (51)

We use the same notation Es and Es for s < d as in the short range case s > d. We hope
this does not cause any confusion. The link with s > d will be clarified later in Section IV.
By convention we will always include the background when s < d. The uniformity of the
background provides the same scaling relation as in the short range case, with the exception
of s = 0:

Es(N,Ω, ρb) = λsEs
(
N,λΩ, ρbλ

−d)+ log λ
(N − ρb|Ω|)2 −N

2
δ0(s). (52)

Our notation means that the second term is only present for s = 0. The potential seen by
any point xj0 in the system is now given by

N∑
j=1
j 6=j0

Vs(xj − xj0)− ρb
∫

Ω

Vs(y − xj0)dy.

The hope is that the second term compensates the first if ρ = ρb and the points are
sufficiently well arranged in the domain Ω. For instance, if the xj are uniformly and inde-
pendently distributed in Ω, the expectation is(

N − 1

|Ω| − ρb
)∫

Ω

Vs(y − xj0) dy =

(
ρ− ρb −

1

|Ω|

)∫
Ω

Vs(y − xj0) dy.
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The integral
∫

Ω
Vs(y−xj0) dy behaves like |Ω|1− sd , a divergence which can be compensated

by the factor (ρ− ρb − |Ω|−1) only if ρb = ρ.
The subtraction of a uniform background as in (50) has a long history in physics. In the

Coulomb case s = d− 2, this is often called the Jellium model, a name which seems to have
been first suggested by Herring at a conference in 1952262,272. The points are interpreted
as negative charges moving in a positively charged jelly. Another name which is also found
in the literature is the one-component plasma.386 The model seems to have been proposed
around 1900 by J. J. Thomson481 – based on previous ideas of W. Thomson (Lord Kelvin)
– in order to describe the electrons in an atom, before the discovery of the nuclei. In this
context, it is often called the plum pudding model. The first mathematical results go back
to Föppl who studied it in his dissertation with Hilbert in 1912181. In a celebrated work,
Wigner498 introduced the quantum version of this model in 1934. Since the renormalization
procedure (50) is independent of s, in this paper we will use the name ‘Jellium’ for all s < d.

The homogeneous background is a caricature of what charged particles usually experience
in real physical systems, but the Jellium model has nevertheless been found to provide
both qualitative and quantitative results in a large number of practical situations. It is
the reference model in Density Functional Theory352,394,401, where it appears in the Local
Density Approximation265,300,332,333 and is used for deriving the most efficient empirical
functionals42,399,400,402,469,470. Valence electrons in alcaline metals have been found to be
described by Jellium to a high precision, for instance in sodium274 and lithium264. The
Jellium model is also believed to be a good approximation to the deep interior of white
dwarfs, where the density of particles is very dense, as was studied first by Salpeter in
1961438 (see also Ref. 40 and Ref. 489, Chap. 11). In this case the atoms are fully ionized
and the nuclei evolve in a uniform background of electrons. This is all for d = 3 and
s = d − 2 = 1 (Coulomb case) but there are many other applications for different values
of d and s. For instance, s = 0 plays a role for star polymer solutions, at least at short
distances346,505. Other values of s and d ∈ {1, 2, 3} can be artificially produced in the
laboratory by tuning the interaction between cold atoms using lasers512.

When ρb = N/|Ω|, it is useful to think that each point xj owns a small piece Ωj (to be
determined) of the background of volume |Ωj | = 1/ρb. The potential generated by a point
xj0 with its background Ωj0 behaves like

1

|x− xj |s
− ρb

∫
Ωj

dy

|x− y|s = s
x · Pj
|x|s+2

+
s

2

xTQjx

|x|s+4
+O

(
1

|x|s+3

)
|x|→∞

(53)

where

Pj = xj − ρb
∫

Ωj

y dy, Qj = (s+ 2)xjx
T
j − |xj |2 − ρb

∫
Ωj

(
(s+ 2)yyT − |y|2

)
dy

are the dipole and quadrupole for the Riesz interaction. A similar expansion holds for s 6 0.
The interaction between two such compounds goes at infinity like 1/|x|s+2 and even like
1/|x|s+4 if Pj = 0. We thus see how the background can serve to improve the decay at
infinity of the potential. This generates the hope that the system will be stable for s > d−2
or maybe even s > d − 4. It turns out that the situation is much better: the background
stabilizes the system for all s > 0 as well as all −2 < s 6 0 if we impose neutrality, in all
space dimensions d.

Lemma 16 (Stability of Jellium331). Let d > 1 and −2 < s < d. For a universal constant
c1 > 0 (depending only on d and s), we have

Es(N,Ω, ρb) > −


c1ρ

s
d

b N for s > 0, ρb > 0,(
c1 +

log ρb
2d

)
N for s = 0, ρb = N

|Ω| ,

0 for −2 < s < 0, ρb = N
|Ω| .

(54)
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This is the equivalent of Lemma 1 in the long range case, except that for s > 0 ρs/d is

replaced by ρ
s/d
b in (54). Note that Es(N,Ω, ρb) can now be negative for 0 6 s < d but

becomes again positive for s < 0.
The lemma is taken from Ref. 331, Appendix, but a similar argument was given earlier

in Ref. 121, App. B.2, only for 0 < s < d. The Coulomb case s = d − 2 was treated much
earlier by Lieb and Narnhofer 341 and Sari and Merlini 445 , based on ideas of Onsager390.
The argument deeply relies on the fact, mentioned in the introduction, that Vs has a positive
Fourier transform. In the case s 6 0 its Fourier transform is a singular distribution but it is
positive when restricted to neutral systems, hence the constraint that ρb = N/|Ω| in (54).
We quickly outline the proof since it relies on an inequality which we will need later.

Proof. When −2 < s < 0, since Vs(0) = 0 we can introduce ν :=
∑N
j=1 δxj −ρb1Ω and write

Es(x1, ..., xN ,Ω, ρb) =
1

2

∫∫
Ω×Ω

Vs(x− y) dν(x) dν(y) =
2d−s−1π

d
2 Γ
(
d−s

2

)
−Γ
(
s
2

) ∫
Rd

|ν̂(k)|2
|k|d−s dk.

(55)
The last integral converges when ν(Rd) = N − ρb|Ω| = 0 and s > −2, since then

ν̂(k) = −i(2π)−
d
2 k ·

 N∑
j=1

xj − ρb
∫

Ω

y dy

+O(|k|2)k→0.

The right side of (55) is non-negative since Γ(s/2) < 0 for −2 < s < 0. The case s > 0
is more complicated, due to the singularity at the origin. The idea is to replace Vs in the
Jellium energy Es by a truncated potential Vs,ε, which is bounded at the origin and still has
a positive Fourier transform. Adding the missing diagonal term j = k in the interaction
between the points, one obtains that the Jellium energy with Vs,ε equals

1

2

∫∫
Ω×Ω

Vs,ε(x− y) dν(x) dν(y)− N

2
Vs,ε(0) > −N

2
Vs,ε(0), (56)

with the same ν as above. To define the regularized potential Vs,ε we use that for any radial
function χ > 0 with

∫
Rd χ = 1, we have by scaling

1

|x|s = c(s, χ)

∫ ∞
0

χ ∗ χ(x/r) r−1−sdr (57)

where c(s, χ)−1 = |Sd−1|−1
∫∫

Rd×Rd χ(x)χ(y)|x−y|s−ddxdy. This suggests to introduce the
truncated potential

Vs,ε(x) := c(s, χ)

∫ ∞
ε

χ ∗ χ(x/r) r−1−sdr

which satisfies Vs,ε(0) = c(s,χ)ε−s

s

∫
Rd χ

2 and 0 6 Vs,ε 6 Vs a.e. Replacing Vs by Vs,ε
decreases the first and third term in the Jellium energy (51), whereas the error in the
interaction energy can be estimated by

N∑
j=1

∫
Ω

(Vs − Vs,ε)(xj − y) dy 6 N

∫
Rd

(
Vs(y)− Vs,ε(y)

)
dy. (58)

Since
∫
Rd(Vs − Vs,ε) < ∞, this is of order N , as claimed. The case s = 0 is obtained by

looking at the limit s→ 0+332.

Remark 17 (The log gas). In the limit s→ 0+, we have Vs(x)→ 1 and thus

lim
s→0+

Es(N,Ω, ρb) =
(N − ρb|Ω|)2

2
− N

2
.
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This is of order N only in the neutral case N = ρb|Ω|. Understanding minimizers re-
quires expanding to the next order in s, leading to the definition V0(x) := − log |x| and the
expansion

Es(N,Ω, ρb) = −N
2

+ sE0(N,Ω, ρb) + o(s)s→0+ , for N = ρb|Ω|.

We hope it does not create any confusion that E0 is the derivative of Es at s = 0+, and not
the value of the function.

Remark 18 (The threshold s = −2). The case s = −2 is similar to s = 0. A calculation
shows that

lim
s→−2

Es(x1, ..., xN ,Ω, ρb) = (ρb|Ω| −N)

 N∑
j=1

|xj |2 − ρb
∫

Ω

|y|2 dy

+

∣∣∣∣∣∣
N∑
j=1

xj − ρb
∫

Ω

y dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

.

This is non-negative when ρb = N/|Ω|. The last term vanishes when
∑N
j=1 xj = ρb

∫
Ω
y dy,

and this proves that Es(N,Ω, ρb)→ 0 when s→ (−2)+ and N = ρb|Ω|. The minimizers for

Es converge to the configurations satisfying
∑N
j=1 xj = ρb

∫
Ω
y dy which further minimize

the next order term. It thus seems appropriate to define V−2(x) := −|x|2 log |x| and work
with the two constraints

N = ρb|Ω|,
N∑
j=1

xj = ρb

∫
Ω

y dy.

With these charger and dipole conditions, we will have Es > 0 for all −4 < s < −2 if
we again flip the sign of the potential and take Vs(x) = |x||s|. Adding more and more
constraints, we can in fact go on like this and consider arbitrarily negative values of s. At
each negative even integer we should consider V−2k(x) = ±|x|2k log |x|. In order not to
complicate the discussion, we will restrict here our attention to s > −2, which is already a
much larger region than what was considered in most of the literature so far.

Remark 19 (Explicit values). After choosing an explicit χ, it is possible to provide a
concrete value for c1. In the Coulomb case s = d−2, one can in fact obtain surprisingly good
bounds following a different method due to Lieb and Narnhofer341. The idea is to replace Vs
by Vs ∗ ν for a radial function ν > 0 with

∫
Rd ν = 1. Newton’s theorem implies Vs ∗ ν 6 Vs,

and the interaction with the background is estimated as in (58). After optimizing over ν
(the optimum is the uniform measure of a certain ball), this provides the constant341,445

c1 =



− 1

12
for s = −1 in d = 1,

3

8
+

1

4
log π for s = 0 in d = 2,

d2

2(d+ 2)

(
2π

d
2

dΓ(d/2)

)1− 2
d

for s = d− 2 in d > 3.

In d = 3 one obtains c1 = (3/5)(9π/2)1/3 ' 1.4508 which is surprisingly close to the
conjectured best value −ζBCC(1) ' 1.4442 (see Section IV B). In dimension d = 2, we have
c1 ' 0.6612, which is also remarkably close to the expected best constant −ζ ′trg(0) ' 0.6606
(see Ref. 316, Prop. B.1). In dimension d = 1, the constant is optimal since we will see in
Theorem 36 that limN→∞E−1(N, [0, N ], 1)/N = −ζ(−1) = 1/12 where ζ is the Riemann
Zeta function.

The constant c1 obtained by this method has a simple physical interpretation. For N = |Ω|
and ρb = 1, the opposite of c1 is exactly the Jellium energy of a system composed of points
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sufficiently far away and a background Ω equal to the union of the balls of volume 1 centered
at the points. The lower bound −c1 implies that this is the minimizer if we would optimize
both over the positions of the points and the shape of the background Ω. In chemistry, this
is called the “point charge plus continuum approximation” of Jellium452.

When s 6 0, non-neutral systems have a very large negative energy, hence the necessity
of the neutrality constraint. For instance, taking N points uniformly distributed over Ω,
we obtain the simple upper bound

Es(N,Ω, ρb) 6

(
1

2

(
N

|Ω| − ρb
)2

− N

2|Ω|2

)∫∫
Ω×Ω

Vs(x− y)dx dy.

If N/|Ω| → ρ 6= ρb, the right side behaves like sgn(s)|Ω|2−s/d for s 6= 0 and −|Ω|2 log |Ω|
for s = 0. The constraint that ρb = N/|Ω| is therefore necessary to have a lower bound of
order N when s 6 0. This will force us to work canonically. There will be no well defined
grand-canonical model for s 6 0.

When s > 0 non-neutral systems will also behave badly, but they have a large positive
energy. It is therefore expected that neutrality will automatically arise and should not be
a necessary assumption. The grand-canonical problem will thus be perfectly well defined
when s > 0, but it will essentially be trivial. Changing the value of the chemical potential µ
will not affect the final density which will always be ρ = ρb. This follows from the following
corollary of the proof of Lemma 16.

Lemma 20 (Simple estimate on the total charge). Assume that 0 < s < d. We have for
all N > 1

Es(N,Ω, ρb) >
c′1(N − ρb|Ω|)2

|Ω| sd − c1ρ
s
d

b N. (59)

for a positive constant c′1 depending only on the shape of Ω, that is, on the set ω = |Ω|− 1
dΩ.

There are similar estimates on the higher moments. For instance the same proof gives
for the dipole

Es(x1, ..., xN ,Ω, ρb) >
c′′1
|Ω| s+2

d

∣∣∣∣∣∣
N∑
j=1

xj − ρb
∫

Ω

y dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

− c1ρ
s
d

b N.

These estimates become better when s decreases, which is a simple manifestation of the
long range of Vs.

When Es(N,Ω, ρb) is of order |Ω| we conclude that |N/|Ω| − ρb| . |Ω|−
d−s
2d → 0 which

is the neutrality mentioned before. In particular, in the Coulomb case s = d − 2 we find

that N − ρb|Ω| must be at most a surface term |Ω| d−1
d . This is optimal, since it is well

known that a charge on the surface can generate a constant potential inside, which thus
shifts the energy by a constant times N . In fact, for Ω = (N/ρb)

1/dω, the difference
(Es(N + Q,Ω, ρb) − Es(N,Ω, ρb))/N converges to a positive limit depending only on the

s-capacity of ω, whenever Q ∼ qN
s+d
2d with q 6= 0. This is proved in the Coulomb case

s = d−2 in Ref. 341, Sec. 3.5 for balls (see also Ref. 339, Sec. VI and Ref. 223). We provide
the proof for d− 2 < s < d in Section VII A below.

Proof. By scaling we can assume that Ω = N
1
dω with |ω| = 1, so that ρ = 1. From the

estimate in (56) we know that

Es(x1, ..., xN ,Ω, ρb) >
1

2

∫∫
Ω×Ω

Vs,ε(x− y) dν(x) dν(y)− c1Nρ
s
d

b

=
c(s, χ)

2

∫ ∞
ε

(∫
Rd

(χr ∗ ν)2

)
rd−1−sdr − c1Nρ

s
d

b , (60)
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with ν =
∑N
j=1 δxj − ρb1Ω and χr(x) = r−dχ(x/r). We assume for simplicity that χ has its

support in the unit ball B1. By Cauchy-Schwarz we have

N2
(
1− ρb

)2
=

(∫
Rd
χr ∗ ν

)2

6 |Ωr|
∫
Rd

(χr ∗ ν)2

where Ωr = Ω + Br = N1/d(ω + BN−1/dr) contains the support of χr ∗ ν. Using that
|ω +BR| 6 C(1 +Rd) for any R > 0, where C depends on ω, we obtain |Ωr| 6 C(N + rd)
and thus∫ ∞
ε

∫
Rd

(χr ∗ ν)2 rd−1−sdr >
∫ ∞
N

1
d

∫
Rd

(χr ∗ ν)2 rd−1−sdr

>
N2(1− ρb)2

C

∫ ∞
N

1
d

rd−1−s

N + rd
dr = N2− sd (1− ρb)2

C

∫ ∞
1

rd−1−s

1 + rd
dr.

It remains to discuss upper bounds on Es(N,Ω, ρb) in the neutral case and show that
it is of order N , as expected. The situation is more complicated than in the short range
case since we really have to place the points everywhere at the correct density, in order to
appropriately screen the background. In fact, the proof gets more involved when s decreases
and more stringent conditions are needed on the shape of the domain Ω for s 6 0. The
main tool for proving upper bounds is the following simple inequality (called the “method
of cells” in Ref. 445).

Lemma 21 (General upper bound). Assume that −2 < s < d. Let Ω ⊂ Rd, N ∈ N and
ρb > 0 be such that N = ρb|Ω|. Suppose that Ω is the disjoint union of some measurable
sets Ωj with Nj := ρb|Ωj | ∈ N. Then we have

Es(N,Ω, ρb) 6 −
∑
j

ρ2
b

2Nj

∫∫
Ωj×Ωj

Vs(x− y) dxdy. (61)

Proof. Place Nj points uniformly distributed in each Ωj , that is, use the trial measure
P = Sym

(
⊗Nj=1 (ρb1Ωj/Nj)

⊗Nj ) where

Sym(Q)(x1, ..., xN ) :=
∑
σ∈SN

Q(xσ(1), ..., xσ(N)) (62)

denotes the symmetrization of a probability measure Q.

For Nj = 1, the inequality tells us that any domain Ω which can be partitioned into N
sets Ωj , all of the same volume 1/ρb and with a uniformly bounded diameter must have
an energy of order N . This works for all s ∈ (−2, d) and includes all sufficiently smooth
connected domains, as shown recently by Gigante and Leopardi 215 . We next explain how
to use the lemma with fewer assumptions on Ω, at the expense of restricting the considered
values of s to [−1, d).

Lemma 22 (Upper bound for s > −1). Let N ∈ N, ρb > 0 and Ω be a bounded domain so
that N = ρb|Ω| and |∂Ω| = 0. For N > N0 large enough, we have

Es(N,Ω, ρb) 6 c2N


−ρ

s
d

b for s > 0,

1− log ρb
2d for s = 0,

ρ
s
d

b for −1 6 s < 0.

Here c2 only depends on s, d, as well as on ω = |Ω|−1/dΩ when s = −1, whereas N0 only
depends on s, d, ω. If s ∈ [−1, 0] we need to further assume that ω has a regular boundary
in the sense that

|∂ω +Br| 6 Cr, ∀r 6 r0. (63)
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Proof. By scaling we can assume that ρb = 1 and Ω = N1/dω. The idea is the same as in
the proof of Lemma 1, except that we cannot use lattices with densities different from 1,
which would badly screen the uniform background. We thus consider the tiling of Rd made
of cubes of side length one and take for Ωj all the cubes Cj contained in Ω. Let K be the

number of those cubes, which satisfies N
(
1− |∂ω +N−

1
dC|

)
6 K 6 N

(
1 + |∂ω +N−

1
dC|

)
by the arguments in Lemma 1. We call ΩK+1 = Ω \⋃Cj⊂Ω Cj the missing part, which has

the volume |ΩK+1| = N −K 6 N |∂ω +N−
1
dC| = o(N). Applying Lemma 21 gives

Es(N,Ω, ρb) 6 −
K

2

∫∫
C×C

Vs(x− y) dx dy − 1

2|ΩK+1|

∫∫
ΩK+1×ΩK+1

Vs(x− y) dxdy.

When s > 0 we can just discard the last term which is negative and obtain the desired
upper bound Es(N,Ω, ρb) 6 −c2N with for instance c2 = (1/4)

∫∫
C×C Vs(x − y)dx dy.

When s 6 0 the last term is (or can be at s = 0) positive and must be estimated. Using

that ΩK+1 has diameter of order N1/d, the last term is of order N
|s|
d |ΩK+1| for s < 0 and

|ΩK+1| logN for s = 0. It is hard to go further without more assumptions on ω. Under

the assumption (63), we obtain |ΩK+1| . N
d−1
d and thus our error term is a O(N

|s|+d−1
d )

(resp. O(N
d−1
d logN) for s = 0). For s ∈ (−1, 0], this is a o(N) and we can take the same

c2 :=
∫∫
C×C |Vs(x− y)|dx dy. For s = −1 we take c2 =

∫∫
C×C |x− y|dxdy + diam(ω).

We have seen that for sufficiently well behaved domains Ω (depending on s), the energy
is of order N in the neutral case. We next turn to the positive temperature case and define

Fs(β,N,Ω, ρb) := −β−1 logZs(β,N,Ω, ρb),

with

Zs(β,N,Ω, ρb) :=
1

N !

∫
ΩN

e−βEs(x1,...,xN ,Ω,ρb)dx1 · · · dxN . (64)

The corresponding Gibbs measure is

Ps,β,N,Ω,ρb := Z(β,N,Ω, ρb)
−1e−βEs(x1,...,xN ,Ω,ρb).

The scaling relation reads

Fs(β,N,Ω, ρb) = λs Fs

(
βλs, N, λΩ, λ−dρb

)
+ β−1N log(λd)− N

2
δ0(s) log λ. (65)

We can obtain a lower bound on Fs(β,N,Ω, ρb) using the same estimate as in (16) and
Lemma 16. As for upper bounds, the estimate (61) becomes

Fs(β,N,Ω, ρb) 6 −
∑
j

ρ2
b

2Nj

∫∫
Ωj×Ωj

Vs(x− y) dxdy + β−1
∑
j

log

(
Nj !

|Ωj |Nj
)

6 −
∑
j

ρ2
b

2Nj

∫∫
Ωj×Ωj

Vs(x− y) dxdy +Nβ−1 log ρb

and the argument is the same as when T = 0.
The previous estimates suggest that the thermodynamic limit could exist for all s > −2,

for sufficiently smooth sequences of domains. Unfortunately, this has not been proved in
full generality, to our knowledge. The best result known so far seems to be the following.

Theorem 23 (Canonical thermodynamic functions, long range case). Let d > 1, max(0, d−
2) 6 s < d. We also allow s = −1 if d = 1. Let ω be any smooth bounded open set with
|ω| = 1. Then, for any ρ = ρb > 0 and β > 0, the following limits

lim
N→∞
`d=N/ρ

Es(N, `ω, ρ)

`d
= e(s)ρ1+ s

d − δ0(s)
ρ log ρ

2d
, lim

N→∞
`d=N/ρ

Fs(β,N, `ω, ρ)

`d
= f(s, β, ρ)

(66)
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exist and are independent of ω. The function f satisfies the relation

f(s, β, ρ) = ρ1+ s
d f
(
s, βρ

s
d , 1
)

+

(
β−1 − δ0(s)

2d

)
ρ log ρ. (67)

We use again the same notation e(s) and f(s, β, ρ) as for the short range case s > d. The
link between the two cases will be discussed in Section IV.

The theorem was proved by Lieb-Narnhofer341 for s = 1 in dimension d = 3, based
on earlier work by Lieb-Lebowitz339 (see also Ref. 344), and was extended to s = d −
2 in all dimensions by Sari-Merlini445. Those proofs make use of Newton’s theorem,
which is however specific to the Coulomb case. For s = −1 in d = 1 the result is due
to Kunz 306 . The proof for the other values of s is due to Serfaty et al in a long series of
works29,65,317,320,405,421,424,441–443,456. There the model is written in an external potential
and in terms on the electric field instead of the charge densities. The connection to our
definition of Jellium is detailed at zero temperature in Ref. 121, Lemma 2.6 and in Sec-
tion V below (see, in particular, Remark 42). We provide a different proof of Theorem 23
for s > max(0, d−2) in Section VII A below. In the Coulomb case s = d−2 > 0, Armstrong
and Serfaty have provided in Ref. 29 a quantitative bound of the order O(`−1) for the two
limits in (66).

We insist that the limits (66) concern the neutral case where the volume `d is exactly equal
to N/ρ = N/ρb. The result does not hold under the sole condition that N`−d → ρ = ρb as
was the case in the short range case in Theorem 3. In fact, one can show that

lim
N,`→∞

`−
d+s
2 (N−ρ`d)→q

Es(N, `ω, ρ)

`d
=

(
e(s) +

q2

2 Caps(ω)

)
ρ1+ s

d ,

lim
N,`→∞

`−
d+s
2 (N−ρ`d)→q

Fs(β,N, `ω, ρ)

`d
= f(s, β, ρ) +

q2

2 Caps(ω)
ρ1+ s

d (68)

for any fixed q ∈ [0,+∞], where Caps(ω) is the Riesz s-capacity defined in (49). This was
proved for balls in the Coulomb case s = d− 2 in Ref. 306 and 341. We extend this result
to all max(0, d− 2) < s < d in Section VII A (see Corollary 50). In particular, we see that

we need `d = N/ρ+ o(N
d+s
2d ) to obtain the limit to e(s)ρ1+s/d or f(s, β, ρ) in (66).

Note that for the log gas s = 0 the scaling relation (67) gives

f(0, β, ρ) = f
(
0, β, 1

)
ρ+

2d− β
2βd

ρ log ρ.

This is a convex function of ρ for β < 2d but a concave function for β > 2d. It is exactly
linear at β = 2d. In fact, 2d−β

2βd ρ is equal to the pressure, which is thus negative for β > 2d439.

Using a circular background the free energy could be explicitly computed at the special point
β = 2 in dimension d = 2 in Ref. 18, 133, and 184, leading to

f(0, 2, ρ) = − log(2π2)

4
ρ+

ρ log ρ

4
for s = 0 and β = 2 in dimension d = 2. (69)

In dimension d = 1 it is in fact possible to compute f(0, β, ρ) for all values of β > 0 and
ρ > 0, by first periodizing the system. The formula is provided later in (120) in Remark 41.
This is again an integrable system, related to the quantum Calogero-Sutherland-Moser
model (see Section V C below). In 1D, the point β = 2 at which the free energy stops to be
convex is a BKT phase transition, see Section VI A 2 d.
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B. Grand-canonical ensemble

We now turn to the grand-canonical case. Since the energy behaves badly for s 6 0 in
the non-neutral case, we have to assume s > 0. We define

EGC
s (µ,Ω, ρb) := min

n>0
{Es(n,Ω, ρb)− µn} , (70)

as well as

FGC
s (β, µ,Ω, ρb) := −β−1 logZGC

s (β, µ,Ω, ρb), (71)

with

ZGC
s (β, µ,Ω, ρb) := 1 + eβµ +

∞∑
n=2

eβµnZs(β, n,Ω, ρb). (72)

As we have explained, the chemical potential µ will have no effect on the bulk density
of the system and might only affect the density close to the boundary. Let us introduce
N := ρb|Ω| and assume for simplicity that this is an integer. Then we have EGC

s (µ,Ω, ρb) 6

Es(N,Ω, ρb)− µN 6 (c2 − µ)Nρ
s/d
b by Lemma 22. On the other hand, denoting by Nµ an

integer so that Es(Nµ,Ω, ρb)− µNµ = EGC
s (µ,Ω, ρb), we obtain by Lemma 20

(Nµ −N)2 6 (c′1)−1|Ω| sd ρ
s
d

b (c2 + c1 − µ)N = o(N2).

This proves the claimed charge neutrality in the limit. There is a similar argument at
positive temperature.

In spite of its triviality, the grand-canonical problem is still a useful model for s > 0.
For instance, the proof of the existence of the thermodynamic limit is simplified by the fact
that the number of points can be taken arbitrary and the result is known for all s > 0.

Theorem 24 (Grand-canonical thermodynamic functions, long range case). Assume that
0 < s < d. Let ω be any bounded open set with |ω| = 1 and ∂ω satisfying (63). Then for
every β > 0, µ ∈ R and ρb > 0, the following limit exist

lim
`→∞

EGC
s (µ, `ω, ρb)

`d
= eGC(s)ρ

1+ s
d

b − µρb, lim
`→∞

FGC
s (β, µ, `ω, ρb)

`d
= fGC(s, β, ρb)− µρb.

(73)
The function fGC satisfies the same scaling relation as in (67). If s > d−2, then eGC(s) =
e(s) and fGC(s, β, ρb) = f(s, β, ρb), the canonical functions from Theorem 23.

The existence of the limit as well as the equality with the canonical problem is proved in
the Coulomb case in Ref. 341 and 445. A different proof of the existence of the limit can be
provided in dimension d = 3 by following the method introduced in Ref. 240 based on the
Graf-Schenker inequality224. For other values of s ∈ (0, d), one can use a similar inequality
due to Fefferman172,225,273, as recently shown in Ref. 121 and 122 at T = 0. On the contrary
to the usual method in the short range case (outlined after Theorem 3), the Graf-Schenker
and Fefferman approaches are based on establishing a lower bound on the free energy in a
large domain in terms of the one in smaller domains (Figure 1). Since the local number of
points typically fluctuates, this approach is well suited to the grand-canonical ensemble.

For d− 2 < s < d, we have not found the equality with the canonical problem stated in
the literature and we provide a proof in Section VII A below. In fact, we can even prove the
existence of the thermodynamic limit in the canonical case (Theorem 23) using Theorem 24
(see Corollary 53 in Section VII A below).

Long range potentials can sometimes lead to non-equivalent ensembles in statistical me-
chanics92,93,125. This is already the case for s 6 0, where the grand canonical problem
is unbounded whereas the canonical problem is finite. The non-equivalence for s 6 0 is
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ℓ

FIG. 1. Consider positive and negative charges ej ∈ {±1} located at some xj ∈ R3 and represented
here by the colored dots. The total Coulomb interaction is Etot =

∑
16j<k6N ejek/|xj − xk|. Take

then a tiling (Tα) of R3, made exclusively of congruent tetrahedra of side length `. The Graf-
Schenker inequality224 states that there exists an appropriate translation and rotation of the tiling
(depending on the xj) for which Etot >

∑
αEα − CN/` where Eα is the Coulomb interaction of

the points inside the tetrahedron Tα and N is the total number of points. In other words, we
can neglect the interaction between the tetrahedra in a lower bound, up to a small error. The
interpretation is that there is always some kind of screening as far as lower bounds are concerned.
In our case one of the two charge densities is uniform and not composed of points, but the bound
holds the same. The Graf-Schenker inequality was used in Ref. 224, 240, 330, and 332 to prove that
the thermodynamic limit exists for 3D Coulomb systems. A similar but more complicated bound
was introduced before by Conlon, Lieb and Yau116, involving cubes and a replacement of Coulomb
by Yukawa. For other values of s > 0, Fefferman had developed earlier in Ref. 172 a similar
inequality but each tiling domain had to be written as the union of balls of many different sizes.
The advantage of the latter approach is that it can be generalized to all s > 0 in all dimensions
d > 1122,225,273. It is an interesting question to find a generalization of the simpler Graf-Schenker
inequality to other dimensions and potentials.

also manifest in the non-convexity of the (free) energy as a function of ρ (when it exists).
We do not quite know what to expect for all s < d − 2 in dimension d > 3 but at least
conjecture the equivalence of the canonical and grand-canonical ensembles for s > d− 4. In
the physical dimensions d 6 3 this would already cover all the possible exponents s > 0.

Due to the necessary neutrality of the system, the free energy ends up being exactly
linear in the chemical potential µ. Recall that it is strictly concave in the short range case
(Theorem 5). From Remark 6 this suggests that the variance of the number of points should
be a o(|Ω|), which is related to the hyperuniformity of the point process discussed later in
Section VI C.

C. Local bounds and definition of the point process

We turn to local bounds and the definition of the Riesz point process. This is a very
active subject at the moment and few results have been established so far. Even if local
bounds are important, they will in general not be enough to guarantee that the potential

ΦΩ(x) =
∑
xj∈Ω

Vs(x− xj)− ρb
∫

Ω

Vs(x− y) dy

admits a well defined limit Φ(x) almost-surely when Ω ↗ Rd. This is needed to pass to
the limit in the equilibrium equations such as DLR. The convergence of ΦΩ should hold
because the points are sufficiently well positioned so as to screen the background, but this
is difficult to prove in general.
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a. Local bounds. At zero temperature, local bounds are known. This is an unpublished
result of Lieb in the Coulomb case, which has been used and generalized to all d−2 6 s < d
in Ref. 320, 343, 405, 421, 423, and 424. For points on a manifold, related results can be
found in Ref. 78, 124, 142, 143, and 253. The low temperature regime is also studied in the
2D Coulomb case in Ref. 23–26.

Lemma 25 (Separation). Let d > 1 and max(0, d − 2) 6 s < d. Let ρb > 0, N > 2 and
Ω ⊂ Rd be any bounded open set. Let x1, ..., xN be a minimizer for Es(N,Ω, ρb). There
exists a universal constant δ > 0 (depending only on s, d) such that for every xj0 ∈ Ω with

d(xj0 , ∂Ω) > δρ
−1/d
b , we have minj 6=j0 |xj0 − xj | > δρ

− 1
d

b .

Proof. We start with Lieb’s proof in the easier Coulomb case s = d − 2. One can take
δ = |B1|−1/d, which means that each point in the interior of Ω has around it a ball of
volume ρ−1

b containing no other point. Let us take j0 as in the statement and assume by
contradiction that there exists j1 such that xj1 is in the ball BR(xj0) ⊂ Ω centered at xj0
and of radius R := δρ

−1/d
b . After relabeling the points we may assume that j0 = 2 and

j1 = 1. Next we consider the energy as a function of x1 and remark that

Es,ρb,Ω(x1, ..., xN ) =Es,ρb,Ω(x2, ..., xN ) +

(
Vs(x1 − x2)− ρb

∫
BR(x2)

Vs(x1 − y) dy

)

+

 N∑
j=3

Vs(x1 − xj)− ρb
∫

Ω\BR(x2)

Vs(x1 − y) dy


=:Es,ρb,Ω(x2, ..., xN ) +W1(x1) +W2(x1). (74)

In the Coulomb case s = d− 2 we have

−∆x1
W2 = cd

∑
xj∈BR(x2)

δx` > 0, in BR(x2)

with cd > 0 the constant in (4). Therefore W2 is subharmonic and attains its minimum at
the boundary of BR(x2). By Newton’s theorem, W1(x1) = (Vs − |BR|−1Vs ∗ 1BR)(x1 − x2)
is strictly positive inside BR(x2) and vanishes at the boundary. Hence W1 +W2 must attain
its minimum at the boundary of BR(x2), which contradicts the minimality of the energy
with respect to x1.

For other values of s, this argument has been generalized by Petrache and Serfaty in
Ref. 405, Thm. 5. The main point is that the potential µ ∗ |x|−s is the restriction to

Rd × {0} of the solution W̃ to the degenerate elliptic equation −div|xd+1|s+1−d∇W̃ =
c̃d,sµ(x)δ0(xd+1) in Rd+186. Applying the (degenerate) maximum principle168 in (Rd \ Ω ∪
BR(x2)) × R, we see that W̃ attains its minimum on ∂Ω ∪ ∂BR(x2)) × {0}. Hence the
function W2 in (74) must again attain its minimum on ∂Ω ∪ ∂BR(x2). Choosing R small
enough such that W1(x) > max∂BR(x2)W1 for all x ∈ BR(x2) allows to conclude.

Remark 26. Lieb’s separation result was generalized by Lieb, Rougerie, and Yngvason 343

as follows. To any configuration x1, ..., xK ∈ Rd of K points one can associate a unique
set B(x1, ..., xK) ⊂ Rd of volume K/ρb containing the points so that the Coulomb potential

generated by
∑K
j=1 δxj − ρb1B(x1,...,xK) vanishes completely outside of B(x1, ..., xK). In

general this set will not be fully included into our background Ω but it is if the points are
sufficiently inside Ω. In this case, one can prove that for a minimizer the other N−K points
must all lie outside of B(x1, ..., xK). Furthermore, we have the inclusion B(x1, ..., xK−1) ⊂
B(x1, ..., xK). For one point B(x) is just the ball of radius (|B1|ρb)−1/d and we recover
the previous result. By induction we can thus let Ωj := B(x1, ..., xj) \ B(x1, ..., xj−1),
after ordering the points properly. This allows to partition the interior of Ω into subsets
Ωj 3 xj with the property that the charge δxj − ρb1Ωj does not interact with any of the
other compounds. This is one possible splitting of the background among the points, which
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we have already mentioned several times. The procedure stops for the charges close to the
boundary, which should not matter in the thermodynamic limit. The “screening regions”
of Ref. 343 are also known as “subharmonic quadrature domains” in the potential theory
literature236–238,435, where they are obtained by some kind of partial balayage. See Ref. 423
for more details.

Lemma 25 applies to all N , but for N � ρb|Ω| most of the points will accumulate at the
boundary ∂Ω where the estimate does not hold. When the energy is of order N we can
show that there are only o(N) points close to the boundary, so that Lemma 25 covers most
of the points.

Lemma 27 (Number of points close to the boundary). Let d > 1 and 0 < s < d. Let
ρb > 0, N > 2 and Ω ⊂ Rd be any bounded open set. For δ small enough (depending only
on ω = |Ω|−1/dΩ), the number of points at a distance R 6 δ|Ω|1/d to the boundary satisfies

#{xj ∈ Ω : d(xj , ∂Ω) < R} 6 N
|{x ∈ Ω : d(x, ∂Ω) 6 3R}|

|Ω|

+
C|Ω| 12
R
d−s
2

(
Es(x1, ..., xN ,Ω, ρb) + c1Nρ

s
d

b

) 1
2

. (75)

When N and the energy are both of order |Ω|, we find that there are o(N) points located
at any distance 1� R� |Ω|1/d to the boundary, hence in particular also at a finite distance.
When ω has a regular boundary in the sense of (63) we can make this more quantitative

and obtain after optimizing over R that there are at most O(N1− d−s
d(2+d−s) ) points located

at a distance R ∼ N 2
d(2+d−s) to the boundary ∂Ω.

Proof. We assume again ρ = 1. We take χ = |B1|−11B1
in (60). Letting qr,τ (X) :=

χr ∗ ν(τ) = |Br|−1(#X ∩ Br(τ) − ρb|Br ∩ Ω|) be the charge per unit volume in the ball
Br(τ) centered at τ , the bound (60) gives for R > ε,

1

R

∫ 2R

R

∫
Rd
qr,τ (X)2dτ dr 6

C

Rd−s

(
Es(X,N1/dω, ρb) + c1Nρ

s
d

b

)
. (76)

When RN−1/d 6 δ is small enough, the set Ω−3R = {τ ∈ Ω : d(τ, ∂Ω) > 3R} is non empty
and we can restrict the τ integral to this set. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
|Ω−3R| 6 |Ω|, we find

1

R

∫ 2R

R

∫
Ω−3R

qr,τ (X)2dτ dr > |Ω|−1

(
1

R

∫ 2R

R

∫
Ω−3R

qr,τ (X) dτ

)2

= |Ω|−1

(
1

R

∫ 2R

R

∫
Ω−3R

#X ∩Br(τ)

|Br|
dτ − |Ω−3R|

)2

.

Since #X ∩ Ω−R > |Br|−1
∫

Ω−3R
#X ∩Br(τ)dτ for r 6 2R, this gives

#X ∩ Ω−R > |Ω−3R| −
C|Ω| 12
R
d−s
2

(
Es(X,N1/dω, ρb) + c1Nρ

s
d

b

) 1
2

and concludes the proof.

The local charge qr,τ (X) used in the previous proof is also often called the discrepancy
(per unit volume). At T = 0, Lemma 25 says that it is uniformly bounded for minimizers,
away from the boundary of Ω. The estimate (76) says that it is small in average for r � 1,
which is going to be useful later.
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The next natural step is to prove that there are no big hole in the system, similarly as
in Lemmas 8 and 10. To our knowledge, this is not understood for all values of s. In
Ref. 29, 404, and 421 it is proved that qr,τ (X) = O(1/r) for a minimizer X of the canonical
Coulomb problem, uniformly in τ far enough from the boundary. This implies that any
ball of radius r must contain of the order of rd points. Instead of looking at the holes,
it is equivalent to ask what is the smallest radius r so that ∪jBr(xj) covers the whole of
Ω (perhaps with a neighborhood of the boundary removed). This is called the covering
radius64. Weaker average bounds on qr,τ are proved later in Section VII B for all s > 0.

At positive temperature, average bounds on qr,τ are more difficult to obtain. It is
shown by Leblé and Serfaty in Ref. 320, Lem. 3.2 that E[q2

R,0] 6 C/Rd−s, for any in-

finite translation-invariant (stationary) point process with finite Jellium energy per unit
volume, in the case max(0, d − 2) 6 s < d. One can in fact get the same bound for all
0 < s < d (averaged over [R, 2R]) by integrating (76) against the point process. It is more
complicated to deal with non translation-invariant systems (without performing an average
over translations, that is, look at the “empirical field”). An estimate on the local charge
was provided in Ref. 37, 38, and 319 in the 2D Coulomb case, but only for sets of diam-
eter R ∼ Nε for any ε > 0. The desired local bounds were finally proved very recently
by Armstrong and Serfaty 29 for s = d − 2 in all dimensions d > 2, in the canonical case.
Their result is formulated with an external confining potential but also applies to a uniform
background, by Remark 42 in Section V. After passing to the limit, this provides a limiting
point process in the Coulomb case, for all values of β.

Boursier has recently obtained76 rigidity results about the fluctuations of the individual
points in the case 0 < s < 1 in dimension d = 1, which imply very precise (average) local
bounds. In the case of the 1D log gas s = 0, much more is known due to the link with
random matrices explained in Section V, see for instance Ref. 73 and 74.

For stationary point processes, it is possible to get around explicit local bounds and
obtain some local tightness using the finiteness of the entropy per unit volume. Such an
argument goes back to Georgii and Zessin209,210 and was crucially used for Riesz gases in
Ref. 129–131. More precisely, the entropy controls the expectation of nD log nD in any
domain D (see for instance Ref. 134, Lem. 6.2).

b. Infinite Riesz point processes. With local bounds at hand, the next step is to pass
to the limit and get either infinite optimal configurations at T = 0, or a point process at
T > 0, satisfying a DLR-type condition. The main difficulty here is to give a meaning to
the potential, which is the formal limit

Φ(x) := lim
Ω↗Rd

∑
xj∈Ω

Vs(x− xj)− ρb
∫

Ω

Vs(x− y) dy

 . (77)

This potential should appears in the DLR equations and it is interpreted as a renormal-
ization of the infinite potential

∑
j Vs(x − xj). Local bounds are in general not enough to

properly define the potential (77). One has to use more carefully the fact that we work
with a minimizer for T = 0 and a Gibbs measure for T > 0.

A special situation is d− 1 < s < d, which has recently been considered by Dereudre and
Vasseur131. In this case, a local bound on the average number of points implies that ∇Φ(x)
is finite almost surely and it remains to show that Φ(x) is almost surely bounded for one
x. This was used in Ref. 131 to prove the convergence of the Gibbs state at T > 0 to a
solution of the (properly renormalized) canonical and grand-canonical DLR equations. To
be more precise, the authors started with the periodic model discussed later in Section IV C
to ensure translation-invariance (hence a uniform density ρ(1)), but their result applies the
same to our situation, after performing an average over translations.

In a previous work129, Dereudre, Hardy, Leblé and Mäıda had managed to treat the case
s = 0 in dimension d = 1 (1D log gas), using some a priori local bounds from Ref. 320. This
case is better understood due to the link with random matrix theory. The corresponding
point process had in fact already been constructed in Ref. 296, 379, 487, and 488 but the
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(renormalized) DLR equations were first justified in Ref. 129. Apart from the special 1D
Coulomb case s = −1 which was already completely understood at the end of the 70s14,306

(see Section VI A 2 e below), the work of Dereudre, Hardy, Leblé and Mäıda gave the first
rigorous justification of DLR for long range systems.

The DLR characterization might not be the easiest path for Coulomb and Riesz gases.
It was suggested by Gruber, Lugrin and Martin229,230 back in the 80s that the BBGKY
equations might be more adapted since they involve the field ∇Vs which decays better and
is integrable at infinity for s > d− 1. We discuss these equations in Section VI C below and
it would be interesting to make the connection with Ref. 131.

Since we always think of Φ(x) as a renormalization of the divergent potential
∑∞
j=1 Vs(x−

xj) = +∞, one fundamental question is to identify the infinite configurations X = {xj}j∈N
for which the infinite series can be renormalized in a natural and unambiguous way. Our
Riesz point process should concentrate on such configurations. Our train of thought in this
article is that the uniform background (also sometimes called the integral compensator, see
Ref. 131, Rmk. 1.15) is the right approach, at least for not too low values of s. In Section IV
we will compare it with another method based on analytic continuation in s.

D. Equilibrium configurations for d− 2 6 s < d

We state here a result in the case T = 0 for d− 2 6 s < d, which has not been treated in
Ref. 129 and 131 and is the equivalent of Theorem 12 in the long range case. We are able
to renormalize the potential for our equilibrium configuration, that is, show the existence
of the function Φ in (77), without performing any average over translations. The following
result seems to be new and its detailed proof is provided later in Section VII B.

Theorem 28 (Equilibrium configurations for d − 2 6 s < d). We assume 0 < s < d in
dimensions d ∈ {1, 2} and d − 2 6 s < d in dimensions d > 3. Let ω be any domain
of volume |ω| = 1 so that |∂ω| = 0. Let ρb > 0 and µ ∈ R. Consider any minimizer
X` = {x1,`, ..., xN`,`} ⊂ Ω := `ω for the grand-canonical problem EGC

s (µ, `ω, ρb). Up to
extraction of a subsequence, translation of ω, and relabelling the xj,`, we have the following
properties:

• xj,` → xj as `→∞ for any fixed j > 1. The infinite configuration of points X = {xj , j >
1} satisfies |xj − xk| > δµ−1/s for j 6= k, with δ > 0 the same constant as in Lemma 25.

• The potential

Φ`(x) :=

N∑̀
j=1

1

|x− xj,`|s
− ρb

∫
Ω

dy

|x− y|s

is bounded below on Ω and locally bounded from above on Ω \X`, independently of `. The
sequence Φ` converges as `→∞ to a function Φ ∈ C0(Rd \X)∩L1

loc(Rd), in L1
loc(Rd) and

locally uniformly in the sense that for any R > 0

Φ`(x)−
∑

xj,`∈BR

1

|x− xj,`|s
−→
`→∞

Φ(x)−
∑

xj∈BR

1

|x− xj |s
uniformly on BR. (78)

Denoting by

Φ(j0) = lim
`→∞

N∑̀
j=1
j 6=j0

1

|xj0 − xj,`|s
− ρb

∫
Ω

dy

|xj0 − y|s
= lim
x→xj0

(
Φ(x)− 1

|x− xj0 |s
)

(79)

the limit of the interaction of any xj0,` with the rest of the system, we can express for
s > d− 2 and all x ∈ Rd \ {xj0}

Φ(x) = Φ(j0) +
1

|x− xj0 |s
+
∑
j 6=j0

(
1

|x− xj |s
− 1

|xj0 − xj |s
+ s

(x− xj0) · (xj0 − xj)
|xj0 − xj |s+2

)
. (80)
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If s = d− 2, Φ solves the equation

−∆Φ = (d− 2)|Sd−1|

∑
j

δxj − ρb

 (81)

in the sense of distributions on Rd. In all cases, Φ is uniquely determined from the infinite
configuration X = {xj}, up to a constant.

• The limiting infinite configuration X satisfies the equilibrium equations

n∑
j=1

ΦDc(yj) + Es(Y,D, ρb) >
N∑
j=1

ΦDc(xj) + Es(X ∩D,D, ρb) + µ(n−N), (82)

for any domain D ⊂ Rd, any Y = {y1, ..., yn} ⊂ D and after relabelling the xj so that

{x1, ..., xN} = X ∩D, where

ΦDc(x) := Φ(x)−
∑
xj∈D

1

|x− xj |s
+ ρb

∫
D

dy

|x− y|s

denotes the potential induced by the system outside of D.

The series on the right side of (80) is convergent for d − 2 < s < d since the summand
behaves as |xj |−(s+2) for large j and the points xj are well separated. When d− 1 < s < d,
we will prove that the third term vanishes after summing, and thus obtain the simpler
formula

Φ(x) = Φ(j0) +
1

|x− xj0 |s
+
∑
j 6=j0

(
1

|x− xj |s
− 1

|xj0 − xj |s
)

for d− 1 < s < d. (83)

The last sum was called the ‘move function’ in Ref. 129 and 131. The formula (83) formally
amounts to shifting the divergent series by an infinite (x-independent) constant, which seems
a natural procedure since∇Φ is finite. For d−2 < s < d, the less intuitive x-dependent third
term in (80) naturally appears in our proof because we look at an equilibrium configuration
and use that the energy is stationary at a minimizer. We see no easy way of bringing
more derivatives to renormalize the series in a similar manner for s < d− 2. At s = d − 2
we are not able to provide an explicit form for Φ but know that it is the unique solution
(up to constants) to Poisson’s equation (81), which is bounded-below and grows at most
quadratically at infinity (see Lemma 54).

It may worry the reader that given the infinite configuration X = {xj}, the corresponding
potential Φ seems to be only explicitly known up to a constant. This is probably unavoid-
able. If we fix a specific representation for Φ (e.g. the right side of (80) without the first
constant), then we can include the missing unknown constant into the chemical potential
µ and thereby obtain equilibrium DLR equations with a renormalized chemical potential
µren. It seems reasonable to expect that for such a fixed representation of Φ, there exists
a solution for only one value of µren. When performing the thermodynamic limit with a
different µ, some points would then have to escape to a neighborhood of the boundary of `ω
so as to generate a constant potential inside and thus change µ to µren. Such a phenomenon
is predicted to happen in the Coulomb case at positive temperature in Ref. 171 and 276 as
well as in Ref. 85, Sec. II.F. It has never been proved, to our knowledge.

In physics, renormalization often coincides with an analytic continuation. We are unable
to show this for minimizers but believe it is the case for s > d−2, since those are conjectured
to be periodic. In the periodic case, we prove the equivalence in the next section.
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IV. ANALYTICITY AND PERIODICITY

Periodic systems play a central role in the analysis of Riesz gases. They are believed
to be optimal in some situations (e.g. at zero temperature). They also arise when the
points are placed on the torus in the thermodynamic limit, instead of a container Ω with
hard walls. The energy per unit volume and the potential of a periodic configuration of
points can be expressed in terms of the Epstein Zeta function159, which is a d–dimensional
generalization of the Riemann Zeta function. This naturally leads to interesting problems
in complex analysis and analytic number theory.

In the Coulomb case, the definition of the potential Φ(x) of an infinite periodic configu-
ration poses some problems which have raised a lot of confusion in the literature. This will
also be discussed in this section.

A. Background as an analytic continuation

In this first section we exhibit a connection between the long and short range cases, by
proving that the potential of an infinite system with background is for s < d the analytic
continuation in s of the same system with a short range potential s > d. Results of this
type go back to Ref. 68–71 and they shed a new light on the role of the uniform background,
at least for not too low values of s. We start with general point configurations before we
turn to the special case of periodic lattices.

1. General case

Let X = {xj}j∈N be any infinite configuration of points in Rd. We assume that the points
are well separated: infj 6=k |xj − xk| > 0. This is sufficient to define the potential

Φ(s, x) =

∞∑
j=1

1

|x− xj |s
, for s > d and any x ∈ Rd \X.

In fact this defines an analytic function in s on the half plane {<(s) > d} for every fixed
x ∈ Rd\X. The question we are asking here is whether this potential admits a meromorphic
continuation in s and if this extension coincides with the limit obtained by inserting a
background

Φ(s, x) = lim
Ω↗Rd

∑
xj∈Ω

1

|x− xj |s
− ρb

∫
Ω

dy

|x− y|s

 , for s < d.

For configurations leaving no big hole, we expect that Φ(s, x) will diverge when s→ d+, so
that there will always be a pole at s = d. In fact, we expect the residue to be related to the
density of points, which is the constant ρb which we have to choose for the background.

The points must be sufficiently well placed so as to screen a uniform background and
the allowed values of s < d will depend on the quality of the screening. The following is a
simple result inspired of Ref. 57, 68–70, and 203, where we only require that the number of
points in large balls is sufficiently close to the corresponding volume.

Lemma 29 (Background as an analytic continuation in s with discrepancy bounds). Con-
sider an infinite configuration of points X = {xj}j∈N ⊂ Rd such that infj 6=k |xj − xk| > 0.
Let x ∈ Rd \X and assume that∣∣∣∣#X ∩BR(x)− ρb

|Sd−1|Rd
d

∣∣∣∣ 6 CRd−α, ∀R > C (84)
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for some ρb, C > 0 and 0 < α 6 d. Then the potential Φ(s, x) :=
∑
j>1 |x− xj |−s, initially

defined on the half plane {<(s) > d}, admits a meromorphic extension to {<(s) > d − α}
with a unique simple pole at s = d, of residue ρb|Sd−1|. This analytic extension is given by
the limit

Φ(s, x) = lim
R→∞

 ∑
xj∈BR(x)

1

|x− xj |s
− ρb

∫
BR(x)

dy

|x− y|s

 (85)

for all d− α < <(s) < d.

Our background is here a ball centered at the point x for simplicity, but more general
situations can be considered. All periodic lattices satisfy (84) with a constant C independent
of x, and α = 2 in dimensions d > 5222, α < 2 in dimension d = 4, α < 2 − 2/(d + 1) in
dimensions d ∈ {2, 3}310,311 and α = 1 in dimension d = 1. Thus for periodic configurations
we can reach s > d − 2 for d > 4 and s > d − 2 + 2/(d + 1) for d ∈ {1, 2, 3}. There exist
better estimates for the cubic lattice278. The analyticity can be wrong at s = d − 2 for
periodic configurations, see Lemma 31 and Remark 34 below.

The range of the analytic extension provided in Lemma 29 is optimal under condition (84).

Indeed, consider the infinite configuration Y = {|k| α
d−α k, k ∈ Zd} which hasO(Rd−α) points

in a ball BR and yields a pole at s = d−α. Adding it to a nice (e.g. periodic) configuration
X with only one pole at s = d, we obtain a configuration with two poles at d and d− α.

Proof. Let us define

fR(s) =
∑

xj∈BR(x)

1

|x− xj |s
− ρb

∫
BR(x)\B1(x)

dy

|x− y|s (86)

and prove that it converges to an analytic function on the half plane {<(s) > d − α} in
the limit R → ∞. We introduce the locally finite measure ν :=

∑
xj∈Rd\B1(x) δxj−x −

ρb1Rd\B1(0) (we have re-centered the system at 0 for simplicity). Integrating by parts in
radial coordinates gives

fR(s) =
∑

xj∈B1(x)

1

|x− xj |s
+

∫
|y|6R

dν(y)

|y|s =
∑

xj∈B1(x)

1

|x− xj |s
+
ν(BR)

Rs
+ s

∫ R

1

ν(Br)

rs+1
dr.

The first sum on the right side contains finitely many terms due to the positive distance
between the points and it is thus analytic. From the assumption (84), we have |ν(Br)| 6
C(1 + rd−α) and therefore the second term ν(BR)/Rs goes to zero for <(s) > d− α, when
R→∞. The last integral is convergent in the limit R→∞ and the limiting function

f(s) =
∑

xj∈B1(x)

1

|x− xj |s
+ s

∫ ∞
1

ν(Br)

rs+1
dr

is analytic on {<(s) > d− α}.
When <(s) > d, the two terms in (86) converge separately and we find

f(s) = Φ(s, x)− ρb
∫
Rd\B1(x)

dy

|x− y|s = Φ(s, x)− ρb|Sd−1|
s− d (87)

with Φ(s, x) the potential in the statement. This proves that s 7→ Φ(s, x) admits a mero-
morphic extension to {<(s) > d − α} with a simple pole at s = d, of residue ρb|Sd−1|. On
the other hand, for d− α < <(s) < d, we can write

lim
R→∞

 ∑
xj∈BR(x)

1

|x− xj |s
− ρb

∫
BR(x)

dy

|x− y|s


= lim
R→∞

(
fR(s)− ρb

∫
B1(x)

dy

|x− y|s

)
= f(s) +

ρb|Sd−1|
s− d .



36

This coincides with the meromorphic extension of Φ(s, x), by (87).

The previous result is based on the rather global information (84) on the number of
points in large balls. The range of validity in s can be improved under some more local
assumptions on the positions of the points. The following is a slight generalization of a
result in Ref. 68–70, which only dealt with periodic systems (see also Ref. 316). The spirit
is again that each point owns a small piece of the background, of constant volume.

Lemma 30 (Background as an analytic continuation in s with local bounds). Consider
an infinite configuration of points X = {xj}j∈N ⊂ Rd. Assume that Rd = ∪jΩj for some

disjoints measurable sets Ωj satisfying |Ωj | = ρ−1
b and Br(xj) ⊂ Ωj ⊂ B1/r(xj) for some

0 < r < 1 and all j > 1. Let x ∈ Rd \ X. Then the potential Φ(s, x) :=
∑
j>1 |x − xj |−s

admits a meromorphic extension to {<(s) > d − 1} with a unique simple pole at s = d. If
furthermore

ρb

∫
Ωj

x dx = xj , ∀j > 1, (88)

then the same holds on {<(s) > d− 2}. For every d− 1 < <(s) < d, we have

Φ(s, x) = lim
`→∞

 ∑
xj∈`ω

1

|x− xj |s
− ρb

∫
`ω

dy

|x− y|s

 (89)

for all ω ⊂ Rd containing the origin, with |ω| = 1 and a boundary as in (63). Under the
condition (88), we have for d− 2 < <(s) < d

Φ(s, x) = lim
`→∞

∑
j

χ(xj/`)

|x− xj |s
− ρb

∫
Rd

χ(y/`) dy

|x− y|s


= lim
R→∞

 ∑
xj∈BR

1

|x− xj |s
− ρb

∫
∪

xj∈BR
Ωj

dy

|x− y|s

 (90)

where χ ∈ C∞c (Rd) is any function such that χ(0) = 1.

For balls the first part is a consequence of Lemma 29 since the assumptions on the Ωj ’s
imply that (84) holds with α = 1. The second part is an improvement for d − 2 < <(s) 6
d − 1, under the no dipole assumption (88). The limit (90) might not exist for general
rescaled sets Ω = `ω as in (85). It is well known that in this context smooth cut-offs (such
as on the first line of (90)) are better behaved (Ref. 475, Sec. 3.7). In dimension d = 1
a similar result holds for −1 < s < 0 but the potential is the opposite of the analytic
continuation, due to our choice of sign for Vs. At s = 0 it is the derivative of the analytic
continuation.

Proof. We argue similarly as in Lemma 29. We consider the series

f(s) =
∑
j>1

(
1

|x− xj |s
− ρb

∫
Ωj\B1(x)

dy

|x− y|s

)

which defines an analytic function over the whole half plane {<(s) > d − 1}. Indeed,
our assumptions on X and the Ωj ’s imply that only finitely many Ωj can intersect B1(x),
whereas for the other ones we have by (53)∣∣∣∣∣ 1

|x− xj |s
− ρb

∫
Ωj

dy

|x− y|s

∣∣∣∣∣ 6 C

|xj |<(s)+1
(91)
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for j large enough. The truncated series

f`(s) :=
∑
xj∈`ω

(
1

|x− xj |s
− ρb

∫
Ωj\B1(x)

dy

|x− y|s

)

=
∑
xj∈`ω

1

|x− xj |s
− ρb

∫
∪

xj∈`ω
Ωj\B1(x)

dy

|x− y|s ,

converges locally uniformly to f(s) on {<(s) > d − 1}. For <(s) > d we get f(s) =
Φ(s, x) − ρb|Sd−1|/(s − d) hence Φ(s, x) admits the mentioned meromorphic extension to
{<(s) > d− 1}. On the other hand, for d− 1 < <(s) < d and ` large enough, we have

f`(s) = Φ`(s, x) + ρb

∫
B1

dy

|y|s + ρb

∫
`ω

dy

|x− y|s −
∫
∪

xj∈`ω
Ωj

dy

|x− y|s

 ,

with Φ`(s, x) the function inside the limit on the right side of (85). The last term involves
only the Ωj intersecting the boundary of `ω and those are at most at a distance 2r from
this boundary. It can thus be estimated by∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫
∪

xj∈`ω
Ωj

dy

|x− y|s −
∫
`ω

dy

|x− y|s

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 6 C`d−1r

`<(s)
→ 0

due to the regularity assumption on ω. We deduce that Φ`(s, x) admits the limit

lim
`→∞

Φ`(s, x) = f(s)− ρb
∫
Bε

dy

|y|s = f(s) +
ρb|Sd−1|
s− d

which concludes the proof for d− 1 < <(s) < d.
If the dipole vanishes as in (88), the exponent on the right side of (91) is replaced by

<(s) + 2 and f(s) is analytic on {<(s) > d− 2}. The proof for the second limit (90) works
exactly the same as above. For the first limit we only have to prove that for d−2 < <(s) < d

lim
`→∞

∑
j

∫
Ωj\B1(x)

χ`(y)− χ`(xj)
|x− y|s dy = 0. (92)

This follows from the fact that, for j large enough and y ∈ Ωj ,

χ`(y)− χ`(xj)
|x− y|s =

∇χ(`−1xj)

`|xj |s
· (y − xj) +O

(
1

`2|xj |<(s)
+

1

`|xj |<(s)+1

)
.

After integration over Ωj , the first term vanishes. Summing over j the second and third

terms give a O(`d−<(s)−2) for d − 2 < <(s) < d − 1, a O(log `/`) for <(s) = d − 1 and a
O(`−1) for d− 1 < <(s) < d.

2. Periodic systems

We now discuss the periodic case. Let

L = v1Z + · · ·+ vdZ

be any lattice, with (v1, ..., vd) a (not necessarily orthonormal) basis of Rd. We call Q =
{x ∈ Rd : |x| < |x − z|, ∀z ∈ L } the Wigner-Seitz cell of L , which contains all the
points closer to the origin than to any other point of the lattice. This is a polyhedron. Note
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that since L = −L , then we have as well Q = −Q. This implies that Q has no dipole:∫
Q
y dy = 0. In the short range case, we define the L –periodic interaction potential

V L
s (x) =

∑
z∈L

1

|x− z|s , for x /∈ L and s > d. (93)

This corresponds to the potential Φ(s, x) studied in the previous subsection. We also
introduce the interaction between any point of the lattice with all the other ones

ML (s) := lim
x→0

(
V L
s (x)− 1

|x|s
)

=
∑

z∈L \{0}

1

|z|s , for s > d, (94)

which is called the Madelung constant of the lattice L .98,345,353 We have ML (s) = 2ζL (s)
where

ζL (s) :=
1

2

∑
z∈L \{0}

1

|z|s (95)

is the Epstein Zeta function159 of the lattice L . When d = 1 and L = Z we recover the
usual Riemann Zeta function.

Since
∫
Q
y dy = 0, Lemma 30 applies with X = L and Ωz = z + Q. It gives that

V L
s (x) and ML (s) possess a meromorphic extension to at least {<(s) > d − 2} and that

the potential for d− 2 < <(s) < d can be computed as a limit with a uniform background.
It turns out that the extension exists on the whole plane C, with a unique pole at s = d.
However, the simple background fails to reproduce the analytic extension for s 6 d − 2,
even when the limit exists. This has caused a lot of confusion. Our goal in this section
is to explain where this issue is coming from and how the background can be modified in
order to get the analytic extension over the whole of C \ {d}. Essentially, we will have to
introduce some oscillations at the boundary of Ω.

The analytic extension will be given in terms of the L –periodic potential V L
s which has

the same Fourier coefficients as Vs and satisfies
∫
Q
V L
s = 0. Its Fourier transform reads

V̂ L
s =


sgn(s)

2
3d
2 −sπd Γ

(
d−s

2

)
Γ
(
s
2

)
|Q|

∑
k∈L ∗\{0}

δk
|k|d−s for s ∈ (−2, 0) ∪ (0, d),

2
3d
2 +1−sπdΓ

(
d
2

)
|Q|

∑
k∈L ∗\{0}

δk
|k|d for s = 0,

(96)

where L ∗ is the lattice dual to L , that is, the one generated by the dual basis v∗1 , ..., v
∗
d

times 2π.
The following is in the same spirit as Lemmas 29 and 30, except that it is valid for a

much larger range of s, and that we have to be careful with the signs.

Lemma 31. The potential V L
s (x) defined for {<(s) > d} admits a meromorphic extension

Ṽ L
s (x) to C with a unique and simple pole at s = d, and

Ṽ L
s (x) =

{
V L
s (x) for s ∈ (0,∞) \ {d},
−V L

s (x) for s < 0,
(97)

where V L
s is the periodic function defined in (96). At s = 0 we have V L

0 (x) = ∂
∂s Ṽ

L
s (x)

∣∣
s=0

.
Similarly, we have

ML (s) := lim
x→0

(
V L
s (x)− 1

|x|s
)

= 2

{
ζL (s) for s ∈ (0,∞) \ {d},
−ζL (s) for s < 0.



39

and

ML (0) := lim
x→0

(
V L

0 (x) + log |x|
)

= 2ζ ′L (0) for s = 0.

Assume furthermore that d − 2 < s < d or that s = d − 2 and d
∫
Q
yiyj dy =

∫
Q
|y|2 dyδij

(no quadrupole). Then we have

lim
`→∞

( ∑
z∈L∩∈`ω

Vs(x− z)− ρb
∫
∪z∈`ω(Q+z)

dy

|x− y|s

)

= V L
s (x) + δd−2(s)

|Sd−1|
2d

∫
Q

|y|2 dy +
log |Q|
d|Q| δ0(s) (98)

for all x ∈ Rd \L and ω containing the origin so that |ω| = 1 and |∂ω| = 0.

We discuss the proof informally. The analytic extension is well known and only the
formula (97) requires an argument. Let us start with the case max(0, d − 2) < <(s) < d.
From the proof of Lemma 30, we see that it suffices to show the formula

V L
s (x) =

∑
z∈L

(
Vs − |Q|−11Q ∗ Vs

)
(x− z) for d− 2 < <(s) < d. (99)

This is well known and the proof goes as follows. The function f = Vs − |Q|−11Q ∗ Vs is

integrable. Its Fourier transform is proportional to |k|s−d(1− (2π)d/2|Q|−11̂Q(k)). This is

a O(|k|2−d+<(s)) at the origin, hence
∫
Rd f = 0. Since 1̂Q(k) = 0 for all 0 6= k ∈ L ∗, we

have f̂(k) = V̂ L
s (k) for all k ∈ L ∗ and thus obtain (99) from Poisson’s summation formula.

At s = d−2 and if the quadrupole vanishes, the series on the right of (99) converges but it
does not coincide with V L

s . As stated in (98), there appears a constant shift proportional to∫
Q
|y|2dy.387 This was proved in Ref. 68–70, and 329 and is further discussed in Remark 34

below. More screening is required for s 6 d− 2 and the right formula to be used is rather
cumbersome at first sight. It reads

V L
s (x) =

∑
z∈L

(
Vs +

M∑
m=1

(−1)m
(
M

m

)
Vs ∗

(
1Q

|Q|

)∗m)
(x− z) for s > d− 2M , (100)

where ϕ∗m := ϕ ∗ · · · ∗ ϕ denotes the iterated convolution. The new function f in the

sum now has a Fourier transform proportional to |k|s−d(1− (2π)d/2|Q|−11̂Q(k))M and the
arguments are the same as before. The proof of Lemma 30 can be adapted to handle the
new terms and this is how one can get the stated analytic continuation to the whole of
C \ {d}, increasing M step by step.

For instance, for M = 2 and d− 4 < s < d we get the doubly-screened potential58,316,329

V L
s (x) =

∑
z∈L

(
Vs − 2|Q|−1Vs ∗ 1Q + |Q|−2Vs ∗ 1Q ∗ 1Q

)
(x− z). (101)

When d− 2 < s < d this coincides with (99) due to the fact that∑
z∈L

(
−|Q|−1Vs ∗ 1Q + |Q|−2Vs ∗ 1Q ∗ 1Q

)
(x− z)

=
1

|Q|

∫
Rd

(
Vs − |Q|−1Vs ∗ 1Q

)
(x− y) dy = 0,

as we have seen above. At s = d − 2, the last integral does not vanish and provides the
shift in (98). The doubly-screened potential (101) corresponds to the modified background
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ρb(21Ω−|Q|−11Ω∗1Q) instead of the simple sharp background ρb1Ω. This new background
has a slightly different behavior in the neighborhood of ∂Ω but still converges to the constant
ρb over Rd. This is how the background has to be modified for periodic systems, in order
to recover the expected analytic continuation for low values of s. Instead of modifying the
background it might be possible to instead deform the lattice close to the boundary.

Since periodic systems have some ergodicity, we can also investigate the Jellium energy
per unit volume, in addition to the potential. For later purposes, we slightly complicate the
situation and assume that we have N points in the unit cell Q, which are repeated infinitely
many times in space. This corresponds to taking N translated copies of the lattice L .

Lemma 32 (Periodic energy). Let L be an arbitrary lattice of Wigner-Seitz cell Q. Con-
sider N distinct points x1, ..., xN ∈ Q and the infinite periodic system X = {xi + z, i =
1, ..., N, z ∈ L }. Denote by XR := {xi + z, i = 1, ..., N, z ∈ L ∩ BR} and ΩR :=
∪z∈L∩BR(z+Q) the points and cells intersecting the ball BR. Then, for d− 2 < s < d, the
Jellium energy per unit volume converges to

lim
R→∞

Es
(
XR,ΩR, N |Q|−1

)
|BR|

=
1

|Q|

( ∑
16j<k6N

V L
s (xj − xk) +

NML (s)

2
+

log |Q|
2d

δ0(s)

)
.

(102)

If |Q|−1
∫
Q
y dy = N−1

∑N
j=1 xj, then the same result holds for max(−2, d− 4) < s < d.

The convergence of the energy holds in a larger range of s than for the potential. This is
because the energy can be expressed in terms of the doubly-screened potential (101)58,316,329.
Physically, each cell z + Q contains N points and a uniform background of density ρb =
N/|Q|, hence is neutral. The energy involves the interactions between these cells, which is
summable for all s > d − 2. If each cell has no dipole, this is summable for all s > d − 4.
Recall that NML (s)/2 in (102) is the interaction of each of the N points with its periodic
copies, which is not contained in the first sum. For N = 1, only the Madelung term remains
in Lemma 32 and we conclude that the Jellium energy per unit volume of the infinite lattice
X = L with uniform background ρb = |Q|−1 is just ρbML (s)/2, for the mentioned values
of s316.

From Lemmas 31 and 32, we see that the Jellium energy per unit volume of an infinite
periodic system with background (the right side of (102)) equals the analytic continuation
of the corresponding energy in the short range case s > d (modulo a sign for s < 0 and a
derivative for s = 0). Thus the background does the analytic continuation at the level of
the energy per unit volume, as it did for the potential.

There are similar results for periodic point processes, which naturally occur at positive
temperature. One simple lemma in this direction is as follows.

Lemma 33 (Energy of periodic point processes). Let P be an L –periodic point process
on Rd with finite local moments, which is repulsive and clustering in the sense that∣∣∣ρ(2)

P (x, y)
∣∣∣ 6 Ce−

1
C|x−y|a ,

∣∣∣ρ(2)
P (x, y)− ρ(1)

P (x)ρ
(1)
P (y)

∣∣∣ 6 C

1 + |x− y|b , (103)

for some a, b, C > 0. Denote by PR the localization of P to the set ΩR = ∪z∈BR(z +Q).
Then for all s > d, the average energy per unit volume converges to

lim
R→∞

EPR
[Es(·)]
|ΩR|

=
1

2|Q|

∫∫
Q×Rd

ρ
(2)
P (x, y)

|x− y|s dxdy. (104)

Let ρb = |Q|−1
∫
Q
ρ

(1)
P . For max(d − 2, d − b) < s < d, the Jellium energy per unit volume

converges to

lim
R→∞

EPR
[Es(·,ΩR, ρb)]
|ΩR|

=
1

2|Q|

∫∫
Q×Rd

Vs(x− y)
(
ρ

(2)
P (x, y)− ρ(1)

P (x)ρ
(1)
P (y)

)
dxdy

+
1

2|Q|

∫∫
Q×Q

V L
s (x− y)ρ

(1)
P (x)ρ

(1)
P (y) dx dy (105)
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and this is the analytic extension in s of (104). If
∫
Q
y ρ

(1)
P (y) dy = 0, the result is valid

with d− 4 instead of d− 2.

This is the periodic extension of similar results in Ref. 65 and 318 for translation-invariant
point processes (which, of course, are also periodic). The second term in (105) is then absent

since ρ
(1)
P is constant. The pointwise upper bound on ρ

(2)
P in (103) is not at all optimal and

has been chosen for simplicity. What we really need is that the point process is sufficiently
repulsive so as to make the right side of (104) finite on the diagonal x = y. Recall, however,
that our short range Riesz Gibbs point processes at inverse temperature β all satisfy the
exponential repulsion by Lemma 14. The clustering property (103) is also known to be
valid, but only for sufficiently small values of β, as we will explain later in Theorem 46.

Proof. We remove the index P on the correlation functions for shortness. The periodicity
of the point process implies that ρ(2)(x + z, y + z) = ρ(2)(x, y) and ρ(1)(x + z) = ρ(1)(x)
for all z ∈ L . In particular, ρ(1) is L –periodic. Integrating over y in the unit cell Q, we
obtain from (103) that ρ(1) is in fact bounded. The localization PR has by definition the

correlation functions ρ
(k)
PR

= 1⊗kΩR
ρ(k) and therefore

EPR
[Es(·)] =

1

2

∫∫
ΩR×ΩR

Vs(x− y)ρ(2)(x, y) dx dy,

by (40). Using the periodicity of ρ(2), this converges to the limit mentioned in (104) (see
Ref. 99, Prop. 2.1 for a similar argument).

In the Jellium case we have similarly

EPR
[Es(·,ΩR, ρb)] =

1

2

∫∫
ΩR×ΩR

Vs(x− y)
(
ρ(2)(x, y)− 2ρ(1)(x)ρb + ρ2

b

)
dx dy

=
1

2

∫∫
ΩR×ΩR

Vs(x− y)
(
ρ(2)(x, y)− ρ(1)(x)ρ(1)(y)

)
dx dy

+
1

2

∫∫
ΩR×ΩR

Vs(x− y)
(
ρ(1)(x)− ρb

)(
ρ(1)(y)− ρb

)
dxdy.

Under our assumption (103), when we divide by |BR| the first term converges to

1

2|Q|

∫∫
Q×Rd

Vs(x− y)
(
ρ(2)(x, y)− ρ(1)(x)ρ(1)(y)

)
dxdy,

similarly as in the short range case. Since ρ(1) is periodic and
∫
ρ(1) = ρb|Q|, the second

term can be written as

1

2

∫∫
ΩR×ΩR

Vs(x− y)
(
ρ(1)(x)− ρb

)(
ρ(1)(y)− ρb

)
dxdy

=
1

2

∫∫
Q×Q

ρ(1)(x)ρ(1)(y)
∑

z,z′∈BR

(
Vs(x− y + z − z′)− |Q|−1

∫
Q

Vs(u− y + z − z′) du

− 1

|Q|

∫
Q

Vs(x− v + z − z′) dv +
1

|Q|2
∫∫

Q×Q
Vs(u− v + z − z′)dudv

)
dxdy. (106)

The function in the parenthesis is summable in z − z′ when d− 2 < s < d. Passing to the
limit, we obtain

1

2|Q|

∫∫
Q×Q

f(x, y)ρ(1)(x)ρ(1)(y)dx dy
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with the L –periodic kernel (recall (99))

f(x, y) =
∑
z∈L

(
Vs(x− y + z)− 1

|Q|

∫
Q

Vs(u− y + z) du

− 1

|Q|

∫
Q

Vs(x− v + z) dv +
1

|Q|2
∫∫

Q×Q
Vs(u− v + z)dudv

)
= V L

s (x− y) +
1

|Q|

∫
Rd

(
Vs(u+ x− y)− Vs(u− y)− Vs(u+ x) +

1

|Q|Vs ∗ 1Q(u)

)
du.

From the behavior in Fourier we see that the last integral vanishes for s > d− 2. The proof
of the analytic extension is similar to that of Lemma 30. In the case s > d− 4 we use that

ρ
(1)
P has no dipole to introduce more cancellation in (106).

Remark 34 (Potential of infinite periodic Coulomb systems). Consider a lattice without
quadrupole as in Lemma 31. Let

Φ(0) := lim
`→∞

 ∑
06=z∈L∩∈`ω

Vs(z)− ρb
∫
∪z∈`ω(Q+z)

dy

|y|s


be the interation energy of any point (e.g. the origin) with the rest of the system, where the
background is a union of cells. For d − 2 < s < d this is equal to the Madelung constant
ML (s) = 2ζL (s) by Lemma 31, which coincides with twice the energy per unit volume by
Lemma 32. However, the two do not coincide in the Coulomb case by (98). This is very
confusing and has generated some controversy in the literature. We learnt this from Ref. 68–
70 and this has led to important technical difficulties for the uniform electron gas121,329,331.
It turns out that the controversy started much earlier in 1979, after a paper of Hall244 based
on an unpublished remark by Plaskett in 1959. The conendrum raised by Hall was discussed
in several papers in the 80s.18,245,246,275,383,497 The conclusion is that although the energy
per unit volume is unambiguous, the point interaction Φ(0) and the potential Φ(x) are only
defined up to a constant for a periodic Coulomb system. One can get different shifts for
the same configuration depending on how the background grows383. The electric field is
itself defined unambiguously. This complicates a lot the study of infinite Coulomb systems.
Similar problems occurr for random systems95,308 at positive temperature107.

B. The crystallization conjecture

In physics, it is often believed that interacting systems are periodic (crystallized) at
small (hence in particular at zero) temperature. This is called the crystallization con-
jecture58,412,486 and its physical aspects will be discussed more thoroughly in Section VI.
Although this is certainly not valid for all possible interactions, it is believed that the
conjecture holds for Riesz gases.

At zero temperature, the precise statement is that optimal configurations are all Bravais
lattices, for all admissible s (that is, are periodic with exactly one point per unit cell).
Due to Lemmas 31 and 32, the formulation of this conjecture in terms of the Epstein Zeta
function reads as follows.

Conjecture 35 (Crystallization – energy). For any s ∈ (−2,∞) \ {d}, the minimal energy
per unit volume of the Riesz gas is

e(s) = min
L
|Q|=1


ζL (s) s > 0,

ζ ′L (0) s = 0,

−ζL (s) s < 0.

(107)
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We have in fact only defined e(s) for s > max(0, d − 2) in Theorem 23 and s = −1 in
d = 1, but we mentioned that e(s) probably exists for all s > −2. The existence of the limit
is part of the conjecture for s < d− 2.

In dimension d = 1 no minimum over L is necessary and the conjecture involves the
Riemann Zeta function. In higher dimensions, it is still needed to determine the optimal
lattice L , which could depend on s. From the conjecture it would follow that in the regions
where the optimal lattice L is independent of s, e(s) is analytic (up to the sign change at
s = 0 and the pole at s = d).

In dimension d = 1 the conjecture has been proved in many cases. The easiest is the
Coulomb case s = −1 for which the Jellium energy of N points in the interval IN =
[−N/2, N/2] can be expressed as

E−1(X, IN , 1) = −
∑

16j<k6N

|xj − xk|+
N∑
j=1

∫ N
2

−N2
|xj − y|dy −

1

2

∫∫
[−N2 ,N2 ]2

|x− y|dxdy

=
N−1∑
j=0

(
xj − j +

N + 1

2

)2

+
N

12
(108)

if we order the points so that x1 6 · · · 6 xN , see Ref. 306, Eq. (5). From this we see
immediately that the unique minimizer is when the points are in the center of their unit
cell, xj = j − (N + 1)/2. Passing to the limit N →∞ provides e(−1) = 1/12 = −ζ(−1), as
claimed. In the short range case s ∈ (1,∞), the result e(s) = ζ(s) is due to Ventevogel492

(see also Ref. 64, 112, 251, and 360). For s = 0, the equality is due to Sandier and Serfaty442

(see also Ref. 317). The case s ∈ (0, 1) is handled by Leblé 318 . For points on the circle
S1, crystallization holds at any finite N for all s > −2 (see Theorem 40 below as well as
Ref. 173 and 492 and Ref. 79, Thm. 2.3.3), but the link to the Jellium model does not seem
to have been established rigorously for s < 0, s 6= −1. All these results rely deeply on the
convexity of Vs as a function of |x| and on the fact that one can express everything in terms
of the distance between consecutive points on the line or on a curve.

The Cohn-Kumar conjecture112 states that some special lattices L are universally op-
timal in particular dimensions. Universal optimality means that the lattice is the global
minimizer for every completely monotone short-range interaction potential of the square

distance (equivalently, every Gaussian e−α|x|
2

). This covers our Riesz potential Vs for all
s > d. Petrache and Serfaty 406 have proved that the Cohn-Kumar conjecture would in fact
imply Conjecture 35 not only for s > d but also for all max(0, d− 2) 6 s < d. In this case,
the optimal lattice L in (107) is therefore independent of s on [max(0, d− 2),∞) \ {d}, so
that e(s) is analytic and equals the corresponding Epstein Zeta function ζL (s).

With the above definition, the universal optimality of L = Z in dimension d = 1 was in
fact proved by Ventevogel and Nijboer in Ref. 493. More was later shown in Ref. 112 (see
also Ref. 113). The Cohn-Kumar conjecture in dimension d = 2 states that the triangular
lattice is universally optimal and it is still an open problem. It would imply that e(s) is also
analytic in dimension d = 2 (again up to the pole at s = 2 and the derivative at s = 0).

The Cohn-Kumar conjecture was recently proved in the groundbreaking work Ref. 113
by Cohn et al. in dimensions d ∈ {8, 24} with, respectively, the E8 and Leech lattices. The
current situation is, therefore, the following.

Theorem 36 (Crystallization). Conjecture 35 is true for all s ∈ {−1} ∪ [0, 1) ∪ (1,∞) in
dimension d = 1 and all s ∈ [d− 2,∞) \ {d} in dimensions d ∈ {8, 24}.

There is no universally optimal lattice in the physical dimension d = 3. Numerical
computations54,58,62,114,196,382,407 suggest that the optimal lattice is Face-Centered Cubic
(FCC) for s > 3/2 and Body-Centered Cubic (BCC) for 0 < s 6 3/2. Both should
be optimal at s = 3/2. This conjecture can be traced back to Nijboer in 1975 for the
specific values s ∈ {1, 3/2, 2} (see Ref. 382, p. 83), and is now usualy called the Sarnak-
Strömbergsson conjecture447. If the conjecture is correct, e(s) is therefore an analytic func-
tion on (0,∞)\{3/2, 3}, with a jump in its derivative at s = 3/2 (first order phase transition)
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and a pole at s = 3. The analyticity over (0,∞) \ {3} is wrongly conjectured in Ref. 64 and
80.

Conjecture 35 has a long history in physics and mathematical physics. It is a general
principle that zero-temperature systems are “very often” crystallized. This fundamental
problem was formalized for instance in Ref. 58, 412, and 486. The case of the Riesz potential
was considered in many physical works, for both s > d and s < d, as we will outline in
Section VI. In the 3D Coulomb case (or more generally s = 1 and d ∈ {1, 2, 3}), the
conjecture is due to Wigner498,499 in 1934. When discussing electrons, he wrote in Ref. 498,
p. 1010 that “if the electrons had no kinetic energy, they would settle in configurations which
correspond to the absolute minima of the potential energy. These are closed-packed lattice
configurations, with energies very near to that of the body-centered lattice.” A year later,
Fuchs196 made the careful computation of the Jellium energy of the BCC lattice ζBCC(1)
and confirmed it is better than other lattices (see also Ref. 446). That this is related to the
Epstein Zeta function was known since works of Madelung353, Ewald167 and Emersleben156.
The analytic extension is implicit in the formulas involving Theta functions used in the
literature62,72,114,218,407,458 but to our knowledge it was formalized first in Ref. 68–71.

A Wigner crystal of (quantum) electrons is very hard to observe in the laboratory, due
to the necessity of working at very low temperature and density (to suppress quantum
fluctuations). This is a very active field of research in experimental physics. Crystallization
has only been observed very recently, for one-dimensional systems in Ref. 457, in 2D in
Ref. 338 and in 3D in Ref. 463 and 513, thus largely confirming Wigner’s prediction.

The 2D Coulomb case (s = 0 in d = 2) also has a long history in physics, since it describes
the behavior of vortices in superfluids5 and superconductors55,441,455. In this setting, the
expected minimizer (the triangular lattice) is often called the Abrikosov lattice2. This was
observed very quickly in experiments for superconductors123,263 and much later for rotating
Bose-Einstein condensates1,354.

There are many computations in the physics literature supporting the conjecture. We
defer the discussion of these results to Section VI, where we add the temperature. Conjec-
ture 35 also appears in many forms in the mathematical literature. Part of it can be found
in Ref. 6, 53, 55, 64, 80, 112, 441, 443, and 447 but there are many other examples. We
refer to Ref. 58 for more details.

Remark 37 (Optimal lattices). Finding the optimal lattice L for the minimum on the
right side of (107) can be particularly challenging. The works in this direction are reviewed
in detail in Ref. 58. In the two-dimensional case, it is known that the triangular lattice is
the best among lattices for all s > 097,103,135,157,372,384,413,441. In d = 3, it is only known
that the FCC lattice is the best for large values of s158,433. Stability properties of 3D lattices
under small deformations are studied in Ref. 52, 175, and 233.

Most authors only consider the minimal energy and do not attempt to prove that mini-
mizers are really crystallized in the thermodynamic limit58,289. We would like to suggest a
more general problem and instead ask whether all the possible infinite Riesz equilibrium con-
figurations are crystallized. This is more general since, in principle, some of these optimal
configurations could only occur in a thermodynamic limit with exotic boundary conditions.
Nothing like this has been shown to our knowledge, even in dimension d = 1 where we
nevertheless expect the proof to be quite similar to the existing results.

Recall that we have defined Riesz equilibrium configurations at any chemical potential
µ > 0 in Definition 11 when s > d. When s < d we can introduce a similar definition
using Theorem 28 for max(d − 2, 0) 6 s < d, with µ ∈ R and ρb > 0. We can choose
any representation for the potential Φ(x), at the expense of shifting µ. The corresponding
conjecture is the following.

Conjecture 38 (Crystallization – configurations). The Riesz equilibrium infinite config-
urations are exactly the r(L + τ) with τ ∈ Rd and L the minimizers for the right side

of (107), where r = µ−1/s for s > d and r = ρ
−1/d
b for s < d.
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C. Limit with periodic boundary conditions

We have discussed infinite periodic systems and their optimality in some cases. We now
turn to another important use of periodic potentials, even in situations where crystallization
is not expected. The idea is to replace the thermodynamic limit studied in Sections II–III
by that of a periodic system with an increasing period `. This corresponds to working
on the ‘torus’ Rd/`L instead of the container Ω = `ω with hard walls. Since the torus
has no boundary, it is expected that the thermodynamic limit for this model should be
somewhat better behaved in some delicate cases (e.g. very low s). This will be confirmed
by the main result below. Even if the periodic model seems somewhat less physical than
having a finite system in a container, many practical simulations on Jellium are made in
the periodic setting361. The expectation is that the final result must be the same as for
the usual thermodynamic limit. One advantage of the periodic problem is that the system
is translation-invariant (in the sense of torus translations, that is, modulo `L ). Working
with translation-invariant point processes has several well-known advantages in statistical
mechanics although this restriction could in principle prevent from revealing the detailed
properties of all the equilibrium states.

In order to describe the problem, we fix again a lattice L of Wigner-Seitz unit cell Q
which, for simplicity, has volume |Q| = 1. We consider the scaled lattice `L by an amount
` > 0 and denote by

E`Ls (x1, ..., xN ) :=
∑

16j<k6N

V `Ls (xj − xk) +
NM`L (s)

2
(109)

the periodic energy which we have found in Lemma 32. Up to a negligible logarithmic
correction when s = 0, this is the energy per unit cell of an infinite configuration with the
xj repeated (`L )–periodically. It contains the somewhat unphysical interactions with the
mirror images, which are however further and further away when ` increases. When s < d,
the infinite system is immersed in a uniform background (properly chosen for s 6 d − 2).
The latter does not appear explicitly in the expression of the energy (109) since

∫
`Q
V L
s = 0

by definition for s < d. In some sense, the background is only used to justify the use of the
periodic potential V `Ls . Neutrality is thus automatically imposed in the periodic model.

Note the scaling relation

V `Ls (`x) = `−sV L
s (x), ∀s ∈ (−2,∞) \ {d}, ∀` > 0. (110)

Similarly, the Madelung constant satisfies

M`L (s) =


ML (s)

`s
for s 6= 0,

ML (0) + log ` for s = 0.
(111)

For s > 0 we have therefore M`L (s) = o(1) and the last constant in (109) can be safely
removed. But for s 6 0 it is divergent. In fact, for s < 0 we have M`L (s) = V `Ls (0) and
therefore the energy (109) can be rewritten as

E`Ls (x1, ..., xN ) :=
1

2

∑
16j,k6N

V `Ls (xj − xk) for −2 < s < 0.

Finally, we remark that

lim
`→∞

(
V `Ls (x)−M`L (s)

)
= Vs(x) for s ∈ (−2, d) \ {d} and any fixed x.

In the limit the constant M`L (s) can be removed for s > 0. This shows that for two points
xj , xk ∈ `Q located at a finite distance to each other, the periodic interaction is essentially
the same as that of the whole space (up to a large constant for s 6 0).
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We can now look at the thermodynamic limit for this new problem as we discussed in
Sections II and III, with V `Ls in place of Vs, assuming the points are in the rescaled unit
cell `Q. The canonical energy and free energy are defined by

EL
s (N, `Q) := min

x1,...xN∈`Q
E`Ls (x1, ..., xN )

and

FL
s (β,N, `Q) = − 1

β
log

(
1

N !

∫
(`Q)N

e−βE
`L
s (x1,...,xN ) dx1 · · · dxN

)
.

Since an `–periodic system is also k`–periodic, the variational principle provides

EL
s (kdN, k`Q) 6 kdEL

s (N, `Q) +
log `

2
(kd − 1)δ0(s),

FL
s (β, kdN, k`Q) 6 kd FL

s (β,N, `Q) +
log `

2
(kd − 1)δ0(s), (112)

for all k ∈ N and ` > 0. There is a similar estimate for any sublattice L ′ ⊂ `L , not just
L ′ = k`L . The energy and free energy per unit volume are thus decreasing along sequences
of the form `j = kj`0 and Nj = kjdN0 (up to an unimportant logarithmic correction at
s = 0). The following is the periodic equivalent to Lemmas 1 and 16.

Lemma 39 (Stability bounds with periodic boundary conditions). Let L be a lattice with
normalized unit cell Q. Let s ∈ (−2,∞) \ {d}. There exists a constant cL (s) (depending
only on L and s) such that

cL (s)

(
N

`d

) s
d

N 6 EL
s (N, `Q) 6

ML (s)

2

(
N

`d

) s
d

N,

cL (s)

(
N

`d

) s
d

N+β−1N

(
log

N

`d
− 1

)
6 FL

s (β,N, `Q) 6
ML (s)

2

(
N

`d

) s
d

N+β−1N log
N

`d
.

For s < 0 and s > d we can take cL = 0.

Proof. From the scaling relations (110) and (111), we can always assume that N = `d. For
the upper bound we use (112) and obtain

Fs(β, `
d, `Q) 6 N Fs(β, 1, Q) =

ML (s)

2
N.

We have used here that the energy of one point is EL
s (x1) = ML (s)/2 by (109). When

s > d it is clear that E`Ls > 0. When s < 0 we have V `Ls (0) = M`L (s) so that

E`Ls (x1, ..., xN ) =
1

2

∑
16j,k6N

V `Ls (xj − xk) =
1

2(2π)d/2

∑
k∈L ∗/`

V̂ `Ls (k)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
N∑
j=1

eixj ·k

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

> 0

as well. In these two cases we can thus take cL (s) = 0. From Lemmas 32 and 16 we obtain
EL
s (`d, `Q) > −c1N for all s > d− 4, with c1 the constant in Lemma 16. This implies that

FL
s (`d, `Q) > −(c1 + β−1)N . In fact, from the existence of the thermodynamic limit in

Theorems 3 and 23 and Lemma 32, we also have

EL
s (`d, `Q)

`d
> e(s),

FL
s (β, `d, `Q)

`d
> f(s, β, 1), for all s > max(0, d− 2).

For lower values of s one can get a universal lower bound by arguing as in Lemma 16 and
modifying the background as outlined in Section IV A 2, but the result can also be read in
Ref. 257, Lem. 12 and Ref. 64, Lem. 10.8.3.
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The following says that the thermodynamic limit exists for the canonical periodic problem
for all s > −1 and that it is independent of the lattice shape. Furthermore, it coincides
with the limit with a sharp container for s > d− 2.

Theorem 40 (Thermodynamic limit with periodic boundary conditions). Let L be a lattice
with normalized unit cell Q. Let ρ > 0, d > 1 and s ∈ (−1,∞) \ {d}. If d = 1 we also allow
s = −1. We have the limits

lim
N→∞
N

`d
→ρ

EL
s (N, `Q)

`d
= eper(s)ρ1+ s

d − δ0(s)
ρ log ρ

2d
, lim

N→∞
N

`d
→ρ

FL
s (β,N, `Q)

`d
= fper(s, β, ρ),

(113)
where eper(s) and fper(s, β, ρ) are independent of the lattice L . In dimension d = 1, the
first limit is in fact valid for s ∈ (−2,∞) \ {1} and equals

eper(s) =

{
sgn(s)ζ(s) for s 6= 0 in d = 1,

ζ ′(0) for s = 0 in d = 1.
(114)

In arbitrary dimension d > 1, we have

eper(s) = e(s), fper(s, β, ρ) = f(s, β, ρ), for all s > max(0, d− 2) (115)

with the functions from Theorems 3 and 23.

In the short range case s > d, the result is due to Fisher and Lebowitz 177 (see also Ref.
28 and 256). In fact, V L

s is positive for s > d and all the local bounds of Section II C
hold in the periodic case. This can be used to prove that EL

s (N, `Q) = Es(N, `Q) + o(`d).
The 1D Coulomb case s = −1 is treated by Kunz306. The existence of the limit (113) for
−1 < s < d and β 6 ∞ is an improvement on a result of Hardin et al in Ref. 257, who
only dealt with 0 6 s < d and β = +∞. The proof is provided below for the convenience
of the reader. In dimension d = 1, the universal optimality of L = Z64,79,112,406 implies
the formula (114) for eper(s) in terms of the Riemann Zeta function. In fact, there is even
equality for every finite N64,112:

EZ
s (N, `Q) =

N1+s

2`s
MZ(s)− N

2
log

N

`
δ0(s), ∀N ∈ N, ∀` > 0, ∀s > −2. (116)

Recall that MZ(s) = 2sgn(s)ζ(s) for s 6= 0 and MZ(0) = 2ζ ′(0). For s > max(0, d− 2), the
limit (113) and the equality (115) are in a series of works by Serfaty et al Ref. 29, 320, 405,
424, and 443 (see also Ref. 121). A simple proof in the Coulomb case was recently provided
in Ref. 316 and 331 for T = 0.

Proof of the limit (113). We closely follow Ref. 257 which only considered 0 6 s < d at
β−1 = 0. By scaling we can assume that N = `d. We only consider FL

s (β,N, `Q). For
EL
s (N, `Q) one should simply replace β−1 by 0 in all our estimates.
Let `0 > 3 be any fixed integer. To any ` large enough we associate k such that (k−2)`0 6

` < (k − 1)`0, that is, k = 1 + b`/`0c. We then let `′ := k`0 > ` + `0 > ` + 3 and
N ′ = (`′)d > N + 3. Let P′ be the Gibbs measure for FL

s (β,N ′, `′Q) and Q′ := P′/N ′! be
the associated probability over (`′Q)N . In order to compare different values of the number
of points, it is easier to rescale everything and go back to the macroscopic scale as follows

FL
s (β,N ′, `′Q)− N ′M`′L (s)

2

=
N ′(N ′ − 1)

2

∫
(`′Q)N′

V `
′L

s (x1 − x2) dQ′ + β−1

∫
(`′Q)N′

Q′ log(N ′!Q′)

=
N ′(N ′ − 1)(N ′)−

s
d

2

∫
QN′

V L
s (x1 − x2) dQ̃′ + β−1

∫
QN′

Q̃′ log(Q̃′) + T log

(
N ′!

(N ′)N ′

)
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where Q̃′ is the rescaled probability on QN . Since N ′ > N + 3, we can write∫
QN′

V L
s (x1 − x2) dQ̃′ =

∫
QN

V L
s (x1 − x2) dQ̃

with the Nth marginal Q̃ :=
∫
QN′−N

Q̃′. Next we use the subadditivity of the entropy496

∫
QN′

Q̃′ log(Q̃′) >
∫
QN
Q̃ log(Q̃) +

∫
QN′−N

R̃ log(R̃) >
∫
QN
Q̃ log(Q̃),

with the complementary (N ′ − N)th marginal R̃ :=
∫
QN
Q̃′. The terms are here all non-

negative by Jensen, since |Q| = 1. Scaling back everything to `Q, we arrive at

FL
s (β,N ′, `′Q)

> min
Q

{
N ′(N ′ − 1)(N ′)−

s
d

N(N − 1)N−
s
d

∫
(`Q)N

E`Ls (x1, ..., xN ) dQ+ β−1

∫
(`Q)N

Q log(N !Q)

}

− (N ′)1− sd N
′ −N
N − 1

ML (s)

2
+ T log

(
N ′!NN

(N ′)N ′N !

)
+ δ0(s)N ′

(
log `′ − N ′ − 1

N − 1
log `

)
.

(117)

The minimum on the right side is very close to FL
s (β,N, `Q). In fact, we have N ′ = N +K

with K 6 `d0(kd − (k − 2)d) 6 CN1− 1
d , hence N ′(N ′−1)(N ′)−s/d

N(N−1)N−s/d
= 1 + O(N−

1
d ). The first

term on the second line is the average energy and it is of order N by Lemma 39. We obtain

FL
s (β,N ′, `′Q) > FL

s (β,N, `Q) +O
(
N1− 1

d +N1− s+1
d + δ0(s)N1− 1

d logN
)
.

The right side is a o(N) whenever s > −1. After passing to the limit N →∞, we get

lim sup
`→∞

FL
s (β, `d, `Q)

`d
6 lim sup

k→∞

FL
s (β, (k`0)d, k`0Q)

kd`d0
+

log(`0)

2`d0
δ0(s)

6
FL
s (β, `d0, `0Q)

`d0
+

log(`0)

2`d0
δ0(s)

where we used (112) in the last inequality. Taking now `0 →∞ we conclude that the liminf
equals the limsup, hence that the limit (113) exists for the lattice L .

It remains to show that the limit is independent of the lattice. The argument is exactly as
in Ref. 257. Let us write L ′ = ML where det(M) = 1 and approximate M by a sequence

of matrices Mk ∈ Zd2/qk with rational coefficients and det(Mk) = 1. Then qkkL ′ is a
sub-lattice of Lk := M−1

k ML so that, by (112),

FL ′

s (β, (qkk`0)d, qkk`0Q
′)

(qkk`0)d
6
F
M−1
k ML

s (β, `d0, `0Qk)

`d0
+

log(`0)

2`d0
δ0(s).

Passing to the limit k →∞ at fixed `0, we find

lim
`→∞

FL ′

s (β, `d, `Q)

`d
6
FL
s (β, `d0, `0Q)

`d0
.

On the right side we used the continuity of the free energy with respect to deformations
of the lattice, at finite `0. The result follows after passing to the limit `0 → ∞ and then
exchanging the role of L and L ′.
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We have mentioned the works of Serfaty et al in Ref. 29, 320, 405, 424, and 443 where
the equality (115) with e(s) and f(s, β, ρ) is shown. In fact these authors can handle more
general boundary conditions. Consider the potential

Φ(x) =

N∑
j=1

Vs(x− xj)− ρb
∫

Ω

Vs(x− y) dy,

generated by N points xj in a background ρb1Ω. In the Coulomb case we have Poisson’s
equation

−∆Φ = |Sd−1|
( N∑
j=1

δxj − ρb1Ω

)
.

The Jellium energy Es(X,Ω, ρb) can be expressed in terms of Φ only as follows

Es(X,Ω, ρb) = lim
ε→0+

1

2|Sd−1|

∫
Rd\∪jBε(xj)

|∇Φ|2 − NVs(ε)

2
(118)

The limit and the second term are necessary since point charges have an infinity self-energy.
Instead of removing the balls one can also regularize the points424. The conclusion is that
it suffices to study the electric field E = −∇Φ, seen as a function of the xj . Apart from
the technical difficulties arising from the divergence at the points, working with the electric
field has many advantages (already noticed way back in Ref. 14, 327, 398, and 462). In the
periodic setting, we have similarly

−∆`L Φ`L (x) = cd,s

 N∑
j=1

δxj − ρb1`Q


where −∆`L is the Laplacian on the domain `Q ⊂ Rd with periodic boundary conditions

(essentially the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the torus) and Φ`L (x) =
∑N
j=1 V

`L
s (x− xj).

We then have a formula similar to (118) for our periodic energy E`Ls (x1, ..., xN ) with an inte-
gral over `Q. These remarks suggest to consider other boundary conditions for the Laplacian
on `Q. The Dirichlet and Neumann Laplacians are natural choices, well suited to compari-
son principles through the Dirichlet-Neumann bracketing method (Ref. 416, Sec. XIII.15).
In Ref. 424, Prop. 5.6 and Ref. 320 it is shown that the Dirichlet and Neumann thermody-
namic limit are the same, which then implies that all the considered limits coincide. One
important fact is that configurations satisfying Neumann’s boundary condition can easily
be pasted together398.

The proof in the Coulomb case is based on Poisson’s equation. This approach was gen-
eralized to all d − 2 < s < d in Ref. 320 and 405 using instead the Caffarelli-Silvestre
equation86

−div
(
|xd+1|s+1−d∇Φ̃

)
= c̃d,s

 N∑
j=1

δxj − ρb1`Q

⊗ δ0(xd+1)

for the extension Φ̃ of Φ to d+ 1 dimensions, which we have already mentioned in the proof
of Lemma 25. This appears to be the main technical reason for the constraint s > d− 2 in
Ref. 320, 405, 424, and 443.

The periodic problem is not the only way to ensure nice properties such as translation-
invariance. For the Uniform Riesz Gas, studied in Ref. 121, 122, 330–332 and defined in
Remark 45 below, one minimizes the Riesz energy or free energy (with background for
s < d) under the additional constraint that the density is exactly equal to the background
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density ρb1Ω, hence the name “uniform”. This does not make the point process translation-

invariant but, at least, the one-point correlation function ρ
(1)
P is constant by definition. The

interaction with the background then simplifies with the background self-interaction, and
the energy becomes

E [Es(·,Ω, ρb)] = E

 ∑
16j<k6N

Vs(xj − xk)

− ρ2
b

2

∫∫
Ω×Ω

Vs(x− y) dx dy.

In Ref. 330 it is shown that the thermodynamic limit exists for all s > 0 and that the
canonical and grand-canonical energies coincide. The equality with e(s) and f(s, β, ρ) goes
through a comparison with the periodic problem121,331 and it is so far only known for
max(0, d− 2) 6 s < d. Let us notice that for the 1D uniform Riesz gas, crystallization was
proved by Colombo, Di Marino and Stra115. Due to the equality with e(s), this provides a
different proof of Theorem 36 in dimension d = 1.

Remark 41 (Free energy of the log gas). As will be explained later, the log gas s = 0
in dimension d = 1 is an integrable system, like for s = 2 (Remark 7). The periodic free
energy FZ

0 (β,N, [0, N ]) can be computed exactly, using Selberg’s integral formula∫ 2π

0

· · ·
∫ 2π

0

∏
16j<k6N

|eiθj − eiθk |β dθ1 · · · dθN =
(2π)NΓ(1 + 1

2βN)

Γ(1 + 1
2β)N

. (119)

This formula was conjectured by Dyson in 148, Eq. (133) and later proved in Ref. 221, 235,
and 503. Using Theorem 40, one can then obtain in the limit N →∞

f(0, β, ρ) = ρ

(
β−1 log Γ

(
1 +

β

2

)
− log(πβ)

2

)
+

2− β
2β

ρ(log ρ− 1). (120)

This is a real-analytic function of (β, ρ) on (0,∞)2. Note the particular value β = 2 (the
sine–2 point process at which there is a BKT transition, see Sections V C and VI A 2 below).
The free energy is a convex function of ρ for β < 2 but it is concave for β > 2 and linear
at β = 2. In the limit β →∞, we recover e(0) = ζ ′(0) = − log(2π)/2.

V. CONFINED SYSTEMS

In most practical applications, Riesz gases do not occur in a ‘homogeneous’ thermo-
dynamic limit with a container Ω and hard walls (together with a uniform background
for s < d), as we have studied in Sections II and III. In fact, in real experiments the
system is usually confined by means of an external potential which typically varies over
space132. This is for instance how Coulomb crystals are produced in the laboratory since
the 90s110,260,479,480.

The general idea is that if there are many points in regions where the external potential
varies slowly, then we expect to obtain locally the infinite gas at equilibrium with the
corresponding uniform chemical potential µ. In this situation we think of the external
potential as being macroscopic whereas the infinite gas occurs at the microscopic scale.
One can even allow other thermodynamic parameters (e.g. the temperature) to vary within
the system.

The local convergence to the infinite gas in an external potential has been studied in the
early days of statistical mechanics201,323,324,355,370,459. At the microscopic scale, a macro-
scopic external potential often ends up having the form W (x/`) with `→∞. For a smooth
function W , this is constant over boxes of side length � `. The proof that the system
locally ressemble the infinite Riesz gas relies on proving that the interaction between these
boxes is negligible. Local bounds are then very useful.

In order to state our main theorems, we now introduce the energy and free energy of a
Riesz gas in an (unscaled) external potential W . For simplicity, we assume throughout the
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whole section that W ∈ C0(ω) where ω is a bounded or unbounded domain in Rd with a
smooth boundary. If ω is unbounded we further assume that

• lim|x|→∞W (x) = +∞ if β = +∞,

•
∫
ω
e−βW (x) dx <∞ if β <∞.

By convention we let W ≡ +∞ on Rd \ ω. The canonical energy and free energy read

Es(N,W ) := min
x1,...,xN∈Rd

 ∑
16j<k

Vs(xj − xk) +

N∑
j=1

W (xj)

 , (121)

Fs(N, β,W ) := − 1

β
log

(
1

N !

∫
RdN

e−β(
∑

16j<k Vs(xj−xk)+
∑N
j=1W (xj))dx1 · · · dxN

)
. (122)

The grand canonical energy and free energy are given by

EGC
s (W ) := min

n>0
min

x1,...,xn∈Rd

 ∑
16j<k6n

Vs(xj − xk) +

n∑
j=1

W (xj)

 ,

FGC
s (β,W ) := −β−1 log

∑
n>0

1

n!

∫
Rdn

e−β(
∑

16j<k Vs(xj−xk)+
∑n
j=1W (xj))

 .

The chemical potential µ is typically included in the potential W . For Ω = N
1
dω with

|ω| = 1 (resp. Ω = `ω), the thermodynamic limit studied in Sections II and III corresponds
to taking the potential

WN (x) = N
max(0,d−s)

d W (N−
1
dx)− δ0(s)

N logN

d
,

W`(x) = `max(0,d−s)W (`−1x)− µ− δ0(s)`d log `, (123)

for, respectively, the canonical and grand-canonical cases, where

W (x) =


0 for x ∈ ω and s > d,

−
∫
ω

Vs(x− y) dy for x ∈ ω and s < d,

+∞ for x /∈ ω.

(124)

This potential is C∞ on ω and continuous on ω.
Our goal is to study the situation where W is now a general function. We start by

describing the results in the short range case before turning to the long range case.

Remark 42. Many authors have studied Coulomb and Riesz gases in a general confining
potential W . The thermodynamic limits we have studied in Sections II and III are covered
in those works whenever the potential (124) is allowed. This is the case of most of the
literature, possibly under regularity assumptions on ω.

We emphasize that in many works the problem is expressed at the macroscopic scale
`macro ∼ N1/d using the change of variable x′ = x/N1/d. Since Vs is homogeneous of degree
−s, this leads to rather simple expressions with a power of N in front of the terms of the
energy. This would not be the case for a more general interaction. Many papers concern
only the macroscopic scale, or the intermediate mesoscopic scales 1� `meso � N1/d. The
latter intermediate scales are not discussed at all in this review, which is solely about the
microscopic system (the Coulomb or Riesz gas).
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A. Short range case s > d

In the short range case s > d, we have seen in Section II that the energy of points located
at a finite distance to each other is typically of order N . So will be the potential energy if
we choose as in (123)

WN (x) = W (N−
1
dx), W`(x) = W (`−1x), for s > d (125)

in, respectively, the canonical and grand-canonical cases. At the macroscopic scale this
amounts to multiplying the interaction energy by N−s/d or `−s. The slowly varying limit
takes the following form for s > d.

Theorem 43 (Slowly varying external fields, short range). Let s > d and W satisfying the
previous conditions. Then the canonical energy and free energy have the limit

lim
N→∞

Es
(
N,W (N−

1
d ·)
)

N
= min∫

ω
ν=1

{∫
Rd
W (x)ν(x) dx+ e(s)

∫
Rd
ν(x)1+ s

d dx

}
= − se(s)−

d
s

d
(
1 + s

d

)1+ d
s

∫
ω

(µW −W (x))
1+ d

s
+ dx+ µW , (126)

lim
N→∞

Fs
(
N, β,W (N−

1
d ·)
)

N
= min∫

ω
ν=1

{∫
Rd
W (x)ν(x) dx+

∫
Rd
f
(
s, β, ν(x)

)
dx

}
=

∫
ω

g
(
s, β, µW −W (x)

)
dx+ µW (127)

for a unique Lagrange multiplier µW . For the first limit (126), the latter is the unique
solution to the equation (

d

e(s)(d+ s)

) d
s
∫
ω

(µW −W )
d
s
+ = 1. (128)

For (127), µW is the unique maximizer of the function µ 7→
∫
ω
g(s, β, µ−W (x)) dx+µ. In

the grand-canonical case we have similarly

lim
`→∞

EGC
s

(
W (`−1·)

)
`d

= min
ν

{∫
Rd
W (x)ν(x) dx+ e(s)

∫
Rd
ν(x)1+ s

d dx

}
= − se(s)−

d
s

d
(
1 + s

d

)1+ d
s

∫
ω

W (x)
1+ d

s
− dx,

lim
`→∞

FGC
s

(
β,W (`−1·)

)
`d

= min
ν

{∫
Rd
W (x)ν(x) dx+

∫
Rd
f
(
s, β, ν(x)

)
dx

}
=

∫
ω

g(s, β,−W (x)
)

dx.

The statement involves the thermodynamic functions f and g from Theorems 3 and 5.
The spirit of the result is that locally, in a neighborhood of any point x, we obtain the
infinite gas with W replaced by a constant. This brings f and g times the volume dx and
thus an integral at the macroscopic scale. In the grand-canonical case, the local chemical
potential is simply µ = −W (x). In the canonical case the constraint that the total number of
points is fixed brings an additional macroscopic multiplier µW associated with a constraint∫
ω
ν = 1.
Theorem 43 can be found in the grand-canonical case in Ref. 355 (under weaker assump-

tions on V and ω) and in both the canonical and grand-canonical cases in Ref. 201 under the
additional assumption that ω is bounded. As usual, the canonical and grand-canonical lim-
its are dual to each other and one follows once the other one is proved. The zero-temperature
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νW

W

FIG. 2. At the macroscopic scale we have a fixed external potentialW and an associated equilibrium
measure νW describing the shape of our system. When we zoom at the scale `−1 ∼ N−1/d about
a point x in the support of νW , we obtain our translation-invariant Coulomb or Riesz gas at the
corresponding average density ρ = νW (x) or, equivalently, the chemical potential µ = µW −W (x).
Here µW is a macroscopic chemical potential used in the canonical case to guarantee that

∫
νW = 1.

In the grand-canonical case we have simply µW = 0.

case also follows from the case β <∞ due to the continuity of the thermodynamic functions
in the limit β → ∞. The limit in the canonical case is also contained in the more recent
works in Ref. 251 and 258 which additionally prove a large deviation principle at β < ∞
and deal with s = d at β = +∞.

At β = +∞, the minimizer of (126) is unique, due to the relation (27), given by

νW (x) =

(
µW −W (x)

) d
s

+(
1 + s

d

) d
s e(s)

d
s

. (129)

One can prove that the macroscopic empirical measure converges to νW ,258

1

N

N∑
j=1

δN−1/dxj ⇀ νW . (130)

This means that νW is the shape of our gas at the macroscopic scale (Figure 2). Note that for
a harmonic potential W (x) = |x|2, νW in (129) is a kind of semi-circle law à la Wigner500,
which depends on the microscopic quantity e(s). In fact, in d = 1 we exactly obtain a
half circle for the Calogero-Sutherland-Moser model91,374,471–473 at s = 2. A similar result
holds in the grand-canonical case with µW replaced by 0 in (129). For our container with
hard walls (124), we have W = 0 (resp. W = −µ in the grand-canonical case) on ω and
therefore the limiting macroscopic density νW is constant over ω. For the thermodynamic
limit studied in Section II, the system is perfectly uniform at the macroscopic scale.

At β < ∞, minimizers are not necessarily unique since there can be phase transitions.
More precisely, the equation for a minimizer νW of (127) reads

∂f

∂ρ

(
s, β, νW (x)

)
= µW −W (x). (131)

As we have discussed after Theorem 5, the derivative ∂ρf(s, β, ρ) is a continuous non-
decreasing function. It may be constant on some intervals, however, hence not invertible
there. The value of νW (x) is not uniquely defined when W (x) − µ equals such values.
However, there are at most countably many such bad points and we deduce that νW is well
defined almost everywhere if the level sets {W = c} have zero Lebesgue measure for all
c ∈ R. The inverse of ∂ρf being exactly −∂µg, we can then rewrite (131) as

νW (x) = − ∂g
∂µ

(
s, β, µW −W (x)

)
for a.e. x. (132)
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The Lagrange multiplier µW is then the unique solution to∫
ω

∂µg(s, β, µW −W (x)
)

dx = −1. (133)

There is a convergence similar to (130) for the rescaled density of the system459.
It is possible to be more precise with regard to the behavior of the Gibbs measure at

the microscopic scale. Well inside the system where νW is strictly positive (in the “bulk”),
it will typically converge to an equilibrium Riesz point process of the corresponding local
uniform density (Figure 2). This is proved using local bounds as in Section II C, which stay
valid in the presence of a bounded-below external potential (see, e.g., Ref. 355, Lem. 2).
The situation is different close to the boundary ∂{νW = 0} of the macroscopic system. At
a point where the density νW jumps abruptly to 0, we expect to get an infinite gas living
in a half space. The problem is more involved at a point where the density νW vanishes
smoothly.

Instead of placing the points in an external potential, one can as well force them to live on
a manifold. This formally corresponds to taking ω this manifold and W infinite outside. The
final result is the same, except that we of course get locally the thermodynamic functions
and state of the space dimension of the manifold. This problem has been studied a lot, for
instance on the sphere. We refer to Section V C below and to Ref. 64 for an overview of the
results in this direction at T = 0.

B. Long range case s < d

As usual, the long range case is much more delicate. The leading energy of the system
will typically not be of order N due to the long range of the potential Vs, but rather N2−s/d.
The external potential must adapt to this energy scale and one should now take

WN (x) = N1− sdW (N−
1
dx), W`(x) = `d−sW (`−1x), for s < d (134)

in the canonical and grand-canonical cases, respectively, as was announced in (123). To
better understand the leading term, it is useful to rewrite the problem in macroscopic
coordinates by letting x′ = x/N1/d. For instance, for the canonical energy (121) the scaling
of Vs gives

Es

(
N,N1− sdW (N−

1
d ·)
)

+
N(N − 1)

2d
logNδ0(s)

= N1− sd min
x′1,...,x

′
N∈Rd

 1

N

∑
16j<k

Vs(x
′
j − x′k) +

N∑
j=1

W (x′j)

 . (135)

The right side is a mean-field limit109,422 and it is well known that

lim
N→∞

Es

(
N,N1− sdW (N−

1
d ·)
)

+ N2

2d logNδ0(s)

N2− sd

= min∫
ν=1

{
1

2

∫∫
Rd×Rd

Vs(x− y)dν(x) dν(y) +

∫
Rd
W (x) dν(x)

}
=: I(W ). (136)

Since Vs has a positive Fourier transform, the right side admits a unique minimizer νW . It
now solves the implicit Euler-Lagrange equation

νW ∗ Vs = µW −W νW –a.e., (137)

with the multiplier µW adjusted so that νW (Rd) = 1. The rescaled empirical measure

N−1
∑N
j=1 δN−1/dxj converges weakly to νW . This is therefore the shape of our gas at the
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macroscopic scale. Unlike the short range case s > d, νW only depends on W and the
interaction Vs. No microscopic information is seen at this scale. In the grand-canonical
case (s > 0) we have the similar limit

lim
`→∞

EGC
s

(
N, `d−sW (`−1·)

)
`2d−s

= min
ν

{
1

2

∫∫
Rd×Rd

Vs(x− y)dν(x) dν(y) +

∫
Rd
W (x) dν(x)

}
=: IGC(W ) (138)

and the equation (137) now has µW = 0.
In some particular cases, it is possible to determine the unique solution νW of (137),

that is, the shape of the macroscopic system due to the potential W . In a harmonic well
W (x) = a|x|2 and for the Coulomb case s = d − 2, νW is the characteristic function of a
ball in all dimensions d > 1. In d = 1 at s = 0 we obtain the famous Wigner semi-circle
law500,501

νW (x) =
2

πR2
(R2 − x2)

1
2
+ (139)

for some R > 0, which plays a central role in the theory of random matrices as we will see
in Section V C. In the recent work Ref. 7, the formula for νW was determined in a harmonic
potential W (x) = ax2 for all −2 < s < 1 in dimension d = 1:

νW (x) =
Γ
(

4+s
2

)
R2+s

√
π Γ
(

3+s
2

) (R2 − x2)
s+1
2

+ . (140)

The general shape is thus similar to the short range case (129) but with a different power
law. Also, for s < −1 the function is divergent at the boundary. This was later extended
to the same system with a hard wall in Ref. 290.

Another situation for which one can find νW explicitly, this time for all −2 < s < d, is
our flat container with hard walls studied in Section III. For the background potential (124)
at ρb = 1, we see that

νW = 1ω, I(W ) = −1

2

∫∫
ω×ω

Vs(x− y) dxdy

so that the macroscopic density of the points is exactly equal to the uniform background
and I(W ) corresponds to the background self-energy which we have added to our Jellium
energy in (50). At the macroscopic scale, the background is thus screened perfectly.

At positive temperature, the limit is exactly the same as in (136) for the free energy

Fs
(
N,N1− sdW (N−

1
d ·)
)
. The reason is that, after scaling, the energy gets multiplied by

N1−s/d which brings an effective βN = βN1−s/d → ∞. It is not like in the short range
potential case where the temperature can affect the form of the macroscopic system.

After having identified the macroscopic shape of our system, it is reasonable to expect
that locally at the microscopic scale we should get again the Riesz gas, due to the slow
variations of the external potential. Proving this result is much more delicate than in the
short range case. The main difficulty is to show that different regions do not interact too
much thanks to screening. This has been achieved for d− 2 6 s < d in the series of works
by Serfaty et al in Ref. 65, 317, 320, 405, 421, 424, 441–443, and 456. The measure νW
gives the average local density of the system and by writing the energy relative to I(W ) an
effective uniform background at this density appears locally. For the result to hold, more
stringent assumptions are needed than in the case s > d. The macroscopic density νW
must be continuous and positive, whereas in Theorem 43 the regularity of the potential was
sufficient.

Theorem 44 (Slowly varying external fields, long range). Let max(0, d−2) 6 s < d and W
satisfying the previous conditions. If ω is unbounded and s = 0, we assume in addition that
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W (x) − log |x| → +∞ at infinity for β = +∞ and
∫
ω
e−β(V (x)−log |x|)dx < ∞ for β < ∞.

Concerning the macroscopic equilibrium measure νW , we suppose that

• νW has compact support Σ,

• ∂Σ is C1,

• νW is C1 and strictly positive on Σ and continuous on Σ,

• either νW is strictly positive everywhere on the boundary, or vanishes everywhere like
d(x, ∂Σ)α, for some 0 < α < 1.

Then the canonical energy and free energy admit the limit

lim
N→∞

Es

(
N,N1− sdW (N−

1
d ·)
)

+ N2

2d logNδ0(s)−N2− sd I(W )

N

= e(s)

∫
Rd
νW (x)1+ s

d dx− δ0(s)

2d

∫
Rd
νW (x) log νW (x) dx,

lim
N→∞

Fs
(
N, β,N1− sdW (N−

1
d ·)
)

+ N2

2d logNδ0(s)−N2− sd I(W )

N
=

∫
Rd
f
(
s, β, νW (x)

)
dx.

As mentioned above, the theorem is proved in Ref. 53, 65, 405, 421, 424, 441–443 at
β = +∞ and 317, 320, and 456 at β < ∞. A similar result is shown in Ref. 38 for s = 0
in d = 2 with a quantitative error term. A full expansion in powers of 1/N was proved in
Ref. 22, 66, and 67 at s = 0 in d = 1 using tools from random matrix theory (under more
restrictive assumptions on the potential).

To our knowledge the grand-canonical problem has not been considered in the litera-
ture. We think that the approach of Ref. 240, 330, and 332 based on the Graf-Schenker
inequality224 for s = d − 2 or that of Ref. 121 and 122 based on the Fefferman decom-
position172,225,273 should provide similar limits for all s > 0, with the functions eGC(s)
and fGC(s, β, ρ) in Theorem 24. From the equivalence of ensembles this would provide a
different proof of Theorem 44 when s > d− 2.

Remark 45 (Fixing the density). The fixed external potential problem possesses a dual
which plays an important role in classical and quantum density functional theory333. This
amounts to fixing the density ρ(x) of the system. At zero temperature, the formulation in
the canonical case is

Cs[ρ] = min
ρP=ρ

∫
(Rd)N

( ∑
16j<k6N

Vs(xj − xk)

)
dP(x1, · · · , xN )

where the minimum is over all symmetric probabilities P on (Rd)N of density ρ. This is a
multi-marginal optimal transport problem333,395. We have the Legendre transforms

Cs[ρ] = sup
W

{
Es(N,W )−

∫
ρW

}
, Es(N,W ) = inf

ρ

{
Cs[ρ] +

∫
ρW

}
,

where the last minimum is over densities of integral N . The limit similar to Theorems 43
and 44 corresponds to very spread out densities in the form ν(x/N1/d) with

∫
ν = 1. This

limit was studied for s = 1 in dimension d = 3 in Ref. 119, 120, 330, and 332 and all
0 < s < d in Ref. 122. Quantitative bounds for a general slowly varying density are
provided in Ref. 332, Appendix.

C. Examples: Feckete points, random matrices, Laughlin wavefunctions

In this section we give some important practical examples of confined Riesz gases. We
will not state any theorem and refer to the literature for more information.
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a. Fekete points. As we have mentioned above, we can confine our points to a manifold
instead of using a smooth external potential. The zero-temperature minimizers are called
Fekete points174. There are many works in this direction and we refer to Ref. 64, 80, and
434 for an overview. The equivalent of the long range convergence in Theorem 44 is proved
for smooth closed curves in dimension d = 1 for all s > −2 in Ref. 64 and seems to be
otherwise only shown for s = 0 and d = 2 for the sphere in Ref. 53. Fekete points on
complex manifolds have also generated some interest in complex geometry46–49.

The case of the sphere has concentrated much of the attention, due to its link with
the 7th open problem of Smale in 199843,461. Finding the optimal position of points on
spheres has a lot of practical applications. In biology, this problem can explain the form of
some viruses, and the arrangement of pores on pollen grains; it is also studied in link with
colloidosomes136. In physics, computations of Jellium on the sphere are used to avoid the
use of the background and Ewald summation techniques45,89,249. This is often called the
“spherical boundary condition”. In quantum chemistry, it was proposed in Ref. 9, 348, and
349 that simulating electrons on a circle or a sphere could provide a better approximation
to the energy of finite systems in density functional theory. Exact formulas for the 2D
Coulomb gas settled on the sphere S2 are derived for even Υ = β in Ref. 437, 478, and
495. The same system was also considered on a “pseudo-sphere” (a non-compact Riemann
surface of constant negative curvature) in Ref. 170 and 283.

b. Random matrices. Many of the recent works on Riesz gases are motivated by the
theory of random matrices27,185,186,364. Introduced by Wigner500,502 in 1955 and further
developed by Dyson and Mehta148,153,365 in 1962, this fascinating subject has always been
tight to the theory of the log gas at s = 0. In short, if the entries of a matrix are independent
Gaussian random variables, the statistical distribution of the eigenvalues λ1, ..., λN is (after
a proper scaling) given by the log gas s = 0 in the harmonic external potential W (x) = |x|2.
For hermitian matrices (Gaussian Unitary Ensemble GUE ) the problem is posed in d = 1
since the eigenvalues are real, with the effective Υ = β = 2 (at density ρ = 1). If one
imposes that the matrices have real coefficients (Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble GOE ), then
β = 1. When considering complex matrices without any symmetry assumption (Ginibre
ensemble216), the same holds in dimension d = 2 with β = 2. Dumitriu and Edelman have
constructed a probability measure for tridiagonal matrices which provides all possible values
of β in a harmonic potential146.

It is also possible to consider unitary or orthogonal matrices (Circular Unitary Ensemble
CUE, and Circular Orthogonal Ensemble COE, respectively), using the uniform law on
this compact subset of matrices. Then, the eigenvalues are confined to the circle S1, still
with β = 2 and β = 1. Killip and Nenciu295 have generalized to circular ensembles the
result mentioned above by Dumitriu and Edelman146. They constructed classes of unitary
matrices which provide the 2D Coulomb gas restricted to a circle (that is, the periodic 1D
log gas) for all values of β.

For the special values of β mentioned above one can obtain explicit formulas. After
passing to the limit N →∞, this provides a point process over the line (resp. the complex
plane for the Ginibre ensemble) which is our Jellium infinite system. The two processes at
β = 2 (GUE for d = 1 and Ginibre for d = 2) are determinantal point processes465, that
is, the classical probability of a quantum quasi-free Fermi state33. For d = 1 we obtain
nothing else but the non-interacting 1D Fermi gas, which is no big surprise in light of a
result of Calogero and Sutherland91,374,471–473 explained below. For d = 2 and β = 2 we
rather obtain the noninteracting Fermi gas in a constant magnetic field perpendicular to
the plane184 at filling factor 1, that is, filling the entire lowest Landau level.388

Using tools from the theory of random matrices, the limiting point process could be
constructed for all values of 0 < β < ∞ in d = 1. This was achieved for the circular
ensemble (periodic case) in Ref. 296 and for the Gaussian case (harmonic external potential)
in Ref. 487. The two were later shown to coincide in Ref. 379 and 488. The corresponding
point process (our Riesz gas at s = 0, d = 1 and finite β) is usually called the sine-β point
process.

We have to mention a famous analogy to a quantum system. Calogero and Sutherland
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discovered in 197191,183,374,471–473 that the square root of the N -point Gibbs measure of the
β–log gas is the exact minimizer of a quantum problem, for all N and all β > 0. This is
valid either on the circle or in a harmonic trap. In the Gaussian case the quantum problem
consist of N quantum particles interacting with the potential 1/x2 in the harmonic potential

N∑
j=1

− d2

dx2
j

+N−1|xj |2 +
β(β − 2)

2

∑
16j<k6N

1

(xj − xk)2
.

For circular ensembles, the same holds on S1 with

N∑
j=1

− d2

dx2
j

+
π2β(β − 2)

2

∑
16j<k6N

1

sin2 π(xj − xk)
.

After taking the limit N →∞, this says that the 1D log gas at inverse temperature β (sine-
β) coincides with a zero-temperature quantum gas with inverse-quadratic interaction. The
latter is the thermodynamic limit of the scaling-invariant quantum model with Hamiltonian

N∑
j=1

− d2

dx2
j

+
β(β − 2)

2

∑
16j<k6N

1

(xj − xk)2
. (141)

For the quantum system the interaction is repulsive for β > 2, leading to a strong repulsion
on the classical points, but attractive (though partly compensated by the kinetic energy) for
β < 2 and leading to a weaker repulsion between the points. The N -particle wavefunction
is assumed to vanish on the diagonal due to the strong divergence of the interaction. At
β = 2 this condition must be retained and this leads to the non-interacting Fermi gas. The
case β = 2 is a transition point, as will be discussed in Section VI.

It is surprising that the Calogero-Sutherland-Moser (CSM) model occurs both at s = 0
(T = 0 quantum CSM) and s = 2 (T > 0 classical CSM). This link is further exploited in
Ref. 8 and 60. As we have mentioned in Remark 7, the quantum Calogero-Sutherland-Moser
model can also be mapped to a non-interacting gas obeying the Haldane-Wu fractional
statistics50,239,243,277,376,506. This is yet another interpretation of the one-dimensional log
gas.

Many works in random matrix theory are devoted to proving some kind of “universality”.
This can be with respect to the shape of the external potential. Many results more precise
than Theorem 44 are available in this setting, see, e.g., Ref. 73 and 74 and the references
therein. But it is also important to vary the law of the entries of the matrices. The
universality in this context is called the Wigner-Dyson-Mehta conjecture and was solved in
Ref. 162, 164, 166, and 476. Random matrices have been the object of many works which
cannot be summarized in only a few lines. We refer to Ref. 101, 127, 161, 163, 165, and 364
for reviews and more recent results.

The original motivation of Wigner was to describe the energy levels of nuclei using a sim-
plified model. Random matrices turned out to be extremely efficient in this respect81,250,364.
But the 1D log-gas is also believed to appear in many other settings75,234. For instance,
a famous conjecture states that it should also describe the local law of the eigenvalues
of random Schrödinger operators in the delocalized phase (15, Chap. 17). A similar uni-
versality appears in quantum chaos where it is known as the Bohigas-Giannoni-Schmidt
conjecture51,61,460,464,504. Zeros of random polynomials511 have also been considered.

In fact, the 1D log gas appears everywhere and is kind of universal in the class of repulsive
point processes. It has been found to properly describe the zeroes of the Riemann Zeta
function on the critical line75,371,389,426, the waiting time between trains in the New York
subway279 or buses in Mexico35,303, as well as the space between cars parked on the street
or birds perched on a power line3,450,451. The rigorous understanding of this universality is
an important question.
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c. Laughlin wavefunction and Quantum Hall Effect. The fractional quantum Hall effect
is observed in two-dimensional electron systems subjected to low temperatures and strong
magnetic fields. The conductance displays some plateaux at specific (quantized) fractional
values of the filling factor90,467. In 1983, Laughlin315 proposed that for the special fractions
1/m this could be understood through the simple quantum wavefunction

ΨL(z1, ..., zN ) =
∏

16j<k6N

(zj − zk)me−
∑N
j=1 |zj |2 ,

with m odd for electrons. Such functions also naturally arise for bosonic systems with
m even, when those are submitted to a very fast rotation118,334,453. Here we make the
identification R2 ' C and zj ∈ C. The modulus square of ΨL is the classical probability
distribution of our Riesz Gibbs measure at β = 2m in a harmonic external potential. In
particular, we obtain the Ginibre ensemble at m = 1. This “plasma analogy” was used
by Laughlin to argue that the excitations have the fractional charge 1/m, which explained
the fractional quantum Hall effect. Halperin247 and Arovas-Schrieffer-Wilczek30 proposed
that fractionally charged quasiparticle excitations of the Laughlin states are anyons326,378,
a kind of topological 2D quantum particle interpolating between bosons and fermions. This
was confirmed later in experiments126,356,440.

The Laughlin wave function has been the source of many works relying on the plasma
analogy, among which we only cite Ref. 342, 343, 423, and 425. A different line of research is
to study the properties of Laughlin states on Riemann surfaces242,297,298,381 or to interpret
the different terms in the large-N expansion of the Coulomb gas free energy in an external
potential as geometric quantities509. The 2D Coulomb gas appears in a variety of other
situations with a geometric content, for instance in the study of the determinant of the
Laplace-Beltrami operator on surfaces391.

VI. PROPERTIES OF RIESZ GASES, PHASE TRANSITIONS

The convex set Rs,β,µ of Riesz point processes was defined in Definitions 11 and 15 for
s > d and β 6∞. It is in Theorem 28 for β = +∞ and d−2 6 s < d. Translation-invariant
Riesz point processes were defined in Ref. 129 for s = 0 in dimension d = 1 and in Ref. 131
for d − 1 < s < d in all dimensions. We discuss in this section the known and expected
properties of Riesz gases, with a focus on uniqueness.

When β < ∞, the simplest definition of a phase transition is that Rs,β,µ is not reduced
to one point, that is, Riesz point processes are not unique. As we will see, this concept
is a little bit too restrictive, in particular in dimensions d ∈ {1, 2} where uniqueness is
expected in most cases, although some kind of phase transition happens. At β = +∞ we
have explained that Rs,β,µ is never reduced to one point and discussed the crystallization
conjecture in Section IV B.

To be more precise, a phase transition is often associated with the breaking of a symmetry
of the system. In the thermodynamic limit the model is invariant under both translations
and rotations. The conjecture is that when Rs,β,µ is not reduced to one point, it should
be the convex hull of the g ·Pj for a few simple Pj , where g varies among all possible
isometries of Rd. In most cases we expect only one P1, hence uniqueness up to isometries.
At first order phase transitions points we can have several Pj . This is what corresponds
to Conjecture 38 at β < +∞. Note that it is possible to break only part of the symmetries.
Riesz point processes could be all translation-invariant but not rotation-invariant. Never-
theless, the simplest situation is that of a solid, where we would have only one P1 which
is periodic with respect to some lattice (as in Lemma 33) so that Rs,β,µ corresponds to the
uniform probabilities over translations and rotations of this periodic system.

To our knowledge, the only available proof of a phase transition for Riesz gases is at
s = −1 in d = 1 (Section VI A 2 e below). There are more results for lattice gases191,195.

An important tool to investigate symmetry breaking is the decay of the truncated cor-
relation functions. We recall that the truncated k–point correlation functions are defined
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recursively by

ρ
(k)
T (x1, ..., xk) := ρ(k)(x1, ..., xk)−

∑
{1,...,k}=I1∪···∪Ij

ρ
(|I1|)
T (XI1) · · · ρ(|Ij |)

T (XIj ),

where the sum runs over all the (non trivial) partitions of {1, ..., k} and XJ = (xi1 , ..., xij )
when J = {i1, ..., ij}. For instance, the truncated two-point correlation function is

ρ
(2)
T (x, y) := ρ(2)(x, y)− ρ(1)(x)ρ(1)(y).

Unlike the correlation functions which depend linearly on the point process, the truncated
correlation functions are nonlinear functions of the point process.

One important property of the convex set Rs,β,µ, proved in Ref. 314, App. B in the short
range case s > d, is that its extreme points are characterized by the fact that their truncated
correlations all go to 0 at infinity. In particular, if we can find one Riesz point process in
Rs,β,µ which has some long range order (one of its truncated correlations does not converge
to 0), we can conclude that the set is not reduced to one point, hence there is some phase
transition. A typical situation encountered in practice is that of a translation-invariant
process (e.g. obtained from the limit with periodic boundary conditions as in Section IV C)

such that ρ
(2)
T (x− y) 9 0 when |x− y| → ∞.

A. Uniqueness and decay of correlation

In this section we mention existing uniqueness results, either at small values of Υ = βρ
s
d ,

or in dimension d ∈ {1, 2} (Mermin-Wagner theorem).

1. Short range case s > d

When Υ = βρ
s
d is small enough, it is known that Rs,β,µ is reduced to one point, that is,

the Riesz point process is unique and no phase transition occurs. In particular the truncated
correlation functions all tend to 0 at infinity. Their decay is universal, given by that of the
potential.

Theorem 46 (Uniqueness for Υ� 144,397,428,431). Let s > d. For

β
d
s eβµ <

1

e

∫
Rd

(1− e−|x|−s) dx

, (142)

the set Rs,β,µ is reduced to one point Ps,β,µ, which is thus translation– and rotation–

invariant. The maps (β, µ) 7→ ρ
(n)
Ps,β,µ

and (β, µ) 7→ f(s, β, µ) are real-analytic in the region

characterized by the condition (142) for all n > 1. We have

eβµ

1 + β
d
s eβµ

∫
Rd(1− e−|x|−s) dx

6 ρ := ρ
(1)
Ps,β,µ

6 eβµ. (143)

The solution can be parametrized in terms of ρ instead of µ and is again unique and real-
analytic in the region

Υ
d
s = β

d
s ρ <

1

(1 + e)

∫
Rd

(1− e−|x|−s) dx

. (144)

The truncated two-point correlation function of Ps,β,µ satisfies

lim
|x−y|→∞

|x− y|s
(
ρ(2)(|x− y|)− ρ2

)
= −β

(
ρ+

∫
Rd

(
ρ(2)(|z|)− ρ2

)
dz

)2

. (145)
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The proof of uniqueness and analyticity goes by applying the Banach fixed point to the
Kirkwood-Salsburg equations (46)397,428,431. This is all explained in Ref. 431, Chap. 4. The
estimate (143) confirms what we have mentioned before concerning the fact that eβµ plays
the role of a density. At low density we have ρ(µ) ∼ eβµ. That the function x 7→ ρ(2)(|x|)−ρ2

is integrable is shown in Ref. 429 and the precise decay (143) is stated in Ref. 227 and proved

in Ref. 44 (higher ρ
(k)
T are handled there as well). Note that, by (40), the number inside the

square on the right side of (145) is nothing else but the variance of the number of points,
per unit volume (see also Section VI C and Ref. 213). The Ginibre inequality (28) implies

ρ+

∫
Rd

(
ρ(2)(|z|)− ρ2

)
dz >

ρ

1 + β
d
s eβµ

∫
Rd(1− e−|x|−s) dx

> 0.

In particular, the truncated two-point function decays exactly like 1/|x− y|s. In fact, it is
argued in Ref. 44, 147, and 230 that even for larger values of Υ, it can never decay faster
than the potential 1/|x− y|s. This is different in the long range case, as we will see below.

Of interest is also the behavior of ρ(2)(|x − y|) when |x − y| → 0, which describes the
amount of repulsion between the points. From Lemma 14 we already know that

ρ(2)(|x− y|) 6 e2βµe−
β

|x−y|s ,

and the exact behavior is indeed expected to be ρ(2)(|x − y|) = e−β|x−y|
−s(1+o(1)). The

fast divergence of Vs at the origin results in an exponentially strong repulsion between the
points.

As usual, dimensions d = 1 and d = 2 are special and continuous symmetries can not
easily be broken, by the Van Hove271 and Mermin-Wagner366–368 theorems (except of course
at T = 0). The best result known so far seems to be the following.

Theorem 47 (Mermin-Wagner). For d ∈ {1, 2} and s > d, the equilibrium states in Rs,β,µ
are all translation-invariant for all µ ∈ R and β <∞.

For d = 1 and s > 2, the set Rs,β,µ is reduced to one point and the functions (β, µ) 7→
ρ(β, µ) and (β, µ) 7→ g(s, β, µ) are real-analytic on {(µ, β) ∈ R× (0,∞)}.

The first part of the theorem (absence of breaking of translations) is due to Fröhlich and
Pfister in Ref. 189 and 190 (see also Ref. 208). The second part of the theorem can be
found in Ref. 94 (analyticity) and Ref. 392 (uniqueness). It is not clear if the constraint
s > 2 is optimal, since discrete systems do exhibit phase transitions for 1 < s 6 2150,195.
However, it is known that the free energy is real-analytic at s = 2 in d = 1 by Remark 7,
and uniqueness is certainly expected as well.

Theorem 47 does not handle rotational symmetry in dimension d = 2. It is argued in
Ref. 189 that the result is also valid for rotations, but under the additional assumption
that the truncated correlation functions decay like 1/|x − y|2+ε for some ε > 0. This was
generalized in Ref. 231 and 232 in all dimensions d > 1, using the BBGKY hierarchy (47),
leading to the conclusion that when the truncated correlations all decay faster than 1/|x−
y|d+ε, the state has to be invariant under both rotations and translations. As a consequence,
rotation-invariance can be broken in dimension d = 2, but then correlations have to decay
slowly. The corresponding state is often called a solid.

Although translation-invariance is not broken, Berezinski, Kosterlitz and Thouless301,302

have shown that topological defects can lead to a kind of “quasi-breaking” of translational
symmetry in d = 2, called the BKT phase transition. We will not explain the theory here
and will only retain the consequence that the truncated correlation functions move from
the expected universal decay 1/|x− y|s in (145) to a much slower β–dependent polynomial
decay with periodic modulations. Similar effects can happen in dimension d = 1448, but
only for small enough s. A typical example in dimension d = 1 would be

ρ
(2)
T (x− y) ∼

|x−y|→∞
C

cos
(
2πρ(x− y)

)
|x− y|p(β)

(146)

for a function p(β) → 0 when β → ∞. In this situation one speaks of “quasi long-range
order”.
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2. Long range case s < d

We review here what has been rigorously shown in the long range case s < d.

a. 3D Coulomb (s = 1). The Coulomb case s = 1 in dimension d = 3 has been
the object of many works. Mapping the model to a quantum field theory using the Sine-
Gordon transformation21,154,180,187,188,230,393 and based on previous results of Brydges and
Federbush83,84, Imbrie276 was able to construct Jellium equilibrium states for Υ = βρ

1
3 � 1.

He also proved that this is a gas phase with exponential decay of correlations. More precisely,
at large distances the interaction potential is replaced by a Yukawa interaction e−|x|/`D/|x|
where `D is called the Debye length. This is called Debye-Hückel screening and is very
specific to the Coulomb case. This is very different from what is happening in the short
range case (Theorem 46), where the decay is never better than that of the potential.

Following earlier works83,84 Imbrie had to perform the thermodynamic limit in a special
way in order to better control the convergence of the cluster expansion. More precisely,
his proof is in the grand-canonical case, adjusting µ to ensure exact neutrality. He works
with two domains Ω ⊂ Ω′. On the bigger set Ω′ the points interact with a well-adjusted
short range potential. The Coulomb interaction is turned on only in Ω, with the Dirichlet
boundary conditions mentioned in Section IV C. The limit Ω′ ↗ R3 is taken first, which
thus immerses the finite Coulomb system in an infinite fluid. Although the results of Imbrie
in Ref. 276 do not seem to directly apply to the Jellium problem in a container without the
surrounding fluid, the independence with respect to boundary conditions proved in Ref. 29
and 320 suggests that the free energy should at least be the same. Imbrie’s theorem must
thus imply that f(1,Υ) is real analytic for Υ� 1 in d = 3.

Many works have been devoted to Debye screening in the 80s, among which we cite
Ref. 83, 171, 193, and 194. We refer to Ref. 85 and 414 for reviews.

b. The 2D Coulomb/Log-gas (s = 0). Imbrie’s work is stated in dimension d = 3 for
obvious physical reasons, but the proof probably works the exact same in all dimensions
d > 3 at s = d − 2. The 2D case is always a bit different due to the divergence of
the logarithm at infinity but it is nevertheless expected that the result should again be the
same. Several works have dealt with 2D Coulomb systems, in particular the two-component
plasma169,188,507 which has two kinds of particles with opposite charges and no background.
The latter has more symmetries, which makes the proof easier from the point of view of
quantum field theory.

For the 2D Coulomb gas, the only explicitly solvable point seems to be β = 2 (Ginibre
ensemble) at which one obtains for ρb = 1216,280

ρ
(2)
T (x− y) = −e−|x−y|2 .

We find here the expected exponential decay for the Coulomb potential, due to Debye

screening. Numerical simulations suggest that ρ
(2)
T becomes non-monotonous for β > 2280,

but the transition to a quasi-solid happens at a much bigger value of β, as we will describe
in the next section. As already mentioned in (69), the free energy f(0, 2, ρ) at β = 2 was
computed in Ref. 18, 133, and 184. The possibiblity of having an expansion in powers
of (β − 2) near β = 2 is discussed in Ref. 280. Some exact properties are discussed in
Ref. 437, 477, 478, and 495 when β an even integer.

The occurrence of Berezinski-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) phase transitions in 2D has been
proved by Fröhlich and Spencer in Ref. 192–194, but it is our understanding that the
argument only applies to Coulomb lattice systems.

c. Exact properties for other values of s. For other values of s, the properties of long
range Riesz gases were studied assuming they exist and that their correlation functions
solve a properly renormalized BBGKY equation. This program started with the important
work of Gruber, Lugrin and Martin in Ref. 229 and 230 and was then pursued in many
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subsequent articles19,20,59,107,180,228,232,282,322,357,358. In the long range case, it is convenient
to rewrite the BBGKY equation (47) in the form229,230

∇x1
ρ(n)(x1, ..., xn) =− β

{ n∑
j=2

∇Vs(x1 − xj)

+

∫
Rd
∇Vs(x1 − y)

(
ρ(1)(y)− ρb

)
dy

}
ρ(n)(x1, ..., xn)

− β
∫
Rd
∇Vs(x1 − y)

(
ρ(n+1)(x1, ..., xn, y)− ρ(n)(x1, ..., xn)ρ(1)(y)

)
dy

(147)

for all n > 1. Note that the term on the second line of (147)∫
Rd
∇Vs(x− y)

(
ρ(1)(y)− ρb

)
is the average gradient of the potential Φ generated by the infinite system. It vanishes for
a stationary point process. The last integral in (147) involves a kind of truncated function
which we can hope to be integrable if correlations decay sufficiently fast.

Gruber, Lugrin and Martin229 proved that there are solutions to the BBGKY equa-
tions (147) for the 1D Coulomb gas s = −1 (discussed in detail in Section VI A 2 e below).
Fontaine and Martin180 proved that the correlation functions constructed by Imbrie276 for
s = 1 in d = 3 also solve (147). To our knowledge, it was not rigorously proved that the
1D log-gas (sine-β) is also a solution of the BBGKY hierarchy. For the two determinantal
processes at β = 2 in d ∈ {1, 2} (GUE and Ginibre) this must follow from the arguments
in Ref. 180 or a calculation in the same spirit as in Ref. 474.

It is proved in Ref. 20, 232, and 357 that (whenever they exist) solutions to (147) have

truncated correlation functions ρ
(n)
T which can essentially never decay faster than |x −

y|−(2d−s) for s 6 d − 1 and |x − y|−(s+2) for d − 1 < s < d. More precisely, for a fluid

the Fourier transform of ρ
(2)
T is expected to behaves like |k|d−s at the origin. This can be

analytic only when s ∈ d−2N (like for Coulomb), in which case one expects Debye screening
to happen and thus exponential decay of correlations. For s /∈ d−2N the decay |x−y|−(2d−s)

is conjectured to be optimal. This should be compared with the decay |x − y|−s found in
the short range case (145).

On the other hand, at the origin ρ(2)(|x − y|) is believed to behave like e−β/|x−y|
s

for
s > 0, and |x − y|β for s = 0. The repulsion stays rather strong for s > 0 but it is much
weaker for s = 0.

The question of whether the Mermin-Wagner argument applies in 1D and 2D for Jellium
systems was studied in Ref. 17, 39, 102, 359, and 417. The consensus seems to be that
translation invariance can never be broken in 1D for all 0 6 s < 1, and in 2D for 1 6 s < 2.
However, a rigorous proof is still lacking.

An important question is to determine the amount of screening in the system, due to the
long range of the interaction. This can be measured in many different ways and we defer
the discussion to Section VI C below.

d. The 1D log-gas / sine-β (s = 0). As usual, more is known about the log gas s = 0
in d = 1. The formula of the free energy f(0, β, ρ) was given in (120) in Remark 41 and it is
an analytic function of β and ρ. It is proved in Ref. 160 that sine-β is the unique minimizer
(among stationary point processes) of the free energy per unit volume. Unfortunately, this
does not show uniqueness for the DLR equation obtained in Ref. 129. According to Ref. 129,
it however follows from Ref. 304 that sine-2 is the unique solution to DLR.

It is instructive to take a look at the truncated two-point correlation function of the log
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gas at infinity, at the special values β ∈ {1, 2, 4}:

ρ
(2)
T (x− y) =



− 1

π2|x− y|2 +
3 + cos(2π|x− y|)

2π4|x− y|4 +O
(
|x− y|−6

)
for β = 1,

− sin2 π|x− y|
π2|x− y|2 for β = 2,

cos(2π|x− y|)
4|x− y| − 1 + π

2 sin(2π|x− y|)
4π2|x− y|2 +O

(
|x− y|−4

)
for β = 4.

(148)

We work here at ρb = 1 for simplicity and refer to Ref. 185, Chap. 7 for explicit expressions
at β ∈ {1, 4}. These formulas confirm that the decay is at most 1/|x − y|2, as discussed
in the previous subsection. However, there are oscillatory terms and for β = 4 oscillations
occur to leading order.

Using the Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonian (141) and a theory of Haldane241 concerning
the universal hydrodynamic theory for compressible quantum fluids, Forrester predicted in
Ref. 183 (see also Ref. 31 and 199) that the two-point correlation function of the (unique)
equilibrium state of the β–log gas should behave like

ρ
(2)
T (|x− y|) = − 1

π2β|x− y|2 +
∑
m>1

(
am

cos(2πm|x− y|)
|x− y|4β−1m2 + bm

sin(2πm|x− y|)
|x− y|4β−1m2+1

)

+O

(
1

|x− y|4
)

(149)

for some coefficients am, bm. In other words, there should always be oscillatory terms with
a polynomial decay depending on β. The leading term in the expansion would thus be

ρ
(2)
T (|x− y|) ∼

|x−y|→∞



− 1

π2β|x− y|2 for β < 2,

− 1

2π2|x− y|2 +
cos 2π|x− y|
2π2|x− y|2 for β = 2,

a1
cos(2π|x− y|)
|x− y|4β−1 for β > 2.

(150)

This is definitely true for β ∈ {1, 2, 4} in (148). We see that the decay at infinity displays a
transition at β = 2 from the universal monotonous decay |x−y|−2 to an oscillating behavior
with a non-universal decay depending of the temperature. This is the BKT transition that
we have mentioned before. When β → ∞, more and more oscillatory terms appear and

ρ
(2)
T (|x − y|) converges to a periodic function. The corresponding point process is nothing

but the uniform average of the crystal Z, called in physics the floating crystal and in random
matrix theory the picked fence. It is of course not clear when we can start calling the 1D
log gas a “solid” or a “quasi-solid”. Choosing the BKT transition β = 2 seems the easiest
choice.

Using the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the (integrable) Calogero-Sutherland Hamil-
tonian, Forrester could provide exact expressions for the correlation functions in terms of
hypergeometric functions185. This enabled him to show the validity of (149) for several pos-
sible values of β. Even β’s are handled in Ref. 182 and rational β’s in Ref. 185, Chap. 13.
It does not seem that (149) has been shown in all cases. In Ref. 31 and 199, an approxi-
mate analysis based on the method of replicas provided the coefficients of the leading cosine
terms.

e. The 1D Coulomb gas (s = −1). The 1D Coulomb gas has been the object of many
works13,14,41,104,108,229,285,351,409. This is a beautiful model in statistical mechanics, where
most of the interesting properties can be rigorously proved.
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We have already mentioned the very simple formula (108) for the energy, which imme-
diately provides crystallization for every finite N . At positive temperature, the N -particle
probability density in the interval IN = [−N/2, N/2] at unit density is

PN (x1, ..., xN ) = Z−1
N e−β

N
12

N∏
j=1

e−β(xj−j+1/2+N/2)21(xj − xj−1 > 0).

In his famous work Ref. 306, Kunz rewrote this in terms of the fluctuations around the
zero-temperature crystal. He introduced yj = xj − j + 1/2 +N/2 and obtained

PN (x1, ..., xN ) = Z−1
N e−β

N
12

N∏
j=1

e−βy
2
j1(yj − yj−1 > −1),

with the convention y0 = 0. This naturally brings the linear operator K acting on L2(R+),

with integral kernel K(y, z) = e−β(y2+z2)/21(y − z > −1). For instance we can express the
partition function as

ZN = e−β
N
12

〈
e−β

x2

2 1(x 6 N),KNe−β
x2

2

〉
L2(R+)

.

Since K has a positive kernel and is compact, the Perron-Frobenius theorem implies that
it has a simple largest eigenvalue λ1(β), with a unique positive normalized eigenfunction
ψβ ∈ L2(R+). One concludes that the canonical free energy satisfies

F−1(β, IN ) = − logZN
β

= N

(
1

12
− log λ1(β)

β

)
− 2

β
log

(∫ ∞
0

e−β
y2

2 ψβ(y) dy

)
+ o(1).

In particular, f(−1, β) = 1/12−β−1 log λ1(β) is real-analytic, by analytic perturbation the-
ory for the largest eigenvalue288. The correlation functions can also all be expressed in terms
of λ1(β) and ψβ in a similar manner. Kunz finds for instance that in the thermodynamic
limit the one-point correlation function converges to the Z–periodic function

ρ(1)(x) =
∑
k∈Z

ψβ(−x− k − τ)ψβ(x+ k + τ), (151)

for some τ ∈ [0, 1). Since ψβ is exponentially decreasing, one can show that the truncated

two-point correlation ρ
(2)
T decreases exponentially, which is Debye-Hückel screening in 1D.

In order to make sure that crystallization really happens, it is still needed to show that the
density in (151) is a genuine (non-constant) Z–periodic function. Using analyticity, Kunz
managed to prove this only for β outside of a bounded countable set. A different argument
was later given by Brascamp and Lieb77 using inequalities for Gaussians. The non-trivial
periodicity was finally shown by Aizenman and Martin14 for all β > 0. This was later
generalized to the 1D quantum Jellium77,284 and quasi-one dimensional systems13.

Kunz also considered the periodic Jellium problem described in Section IV C and proved
that the limit is the uniform average over τ of the previous periodic state. The breaking
of symmetry can then not be detected in the density anymore and one should look into
the truncated two-point correlation function, which does not decay at infinity (long range
order). Finally, Kunz also considered an excess finite charge and proved that, although
it affects the free energy to leading order in dimension d = 1, it escapes to the boundary
without affecting the limit of the correlation functions in the bulk.

A few years later, Aizenman and Martin14 reformulated the problem in terms of the
electric field, which is piecewise linear of slope 1 with a jump −1 at each xj . Using the
ergodic theorem they proved periodicity for all β and showed that the associated point
process solves a properly renormalized version of the canonical DLR, BBGKY and KMS
equations. In order to make sense of the potential Φ(x) which we have largely studied in
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Section IV, they first proved that the point process is number rigid (see Section VI C), that
is, the number of points in an interval is deterministic once the outside configurations are
fixed.

The conclusion is that for the 1D Coulomb case the set R−1,β,ρb is a non-trivial convex

set of the form {ρ−1
b (τ +Pβ), τ ∈ [0, 1)} where Pβ is a Z–periodic point process depending

analytically of β, and ρ−1
b (τ + Pβ) denotes the translation by τ and dilation by ρ−1

b .
Note that the Perron-Frobenius (or Krein-Rutman) theorem is very often used for one-

dimensional systems. This goes back at least to Van Hove270,271. Recently, Ducatez145 has
suggested to use instead the Birkhoff-Hopf theorem and managed to construct the infinite
Jellium Gibbs measure for any kind of background density (not necessarily a constant),
bounded and strictly positive everywhere.

B. Phase diagram: numerics

Existing results on the shape of the phase diagram are essentially numerical. There is
a huge number of works in the physical literature. In the long range case, most authors
concentrate on s = 1 in dimensions d ∈ {2, 3} (3D Coulomb) or s = 0 in dimensions
d ∈ {1, 2} (2D Coulomb). The case s = 3 is also interesting when considering dipoles,
but many more values of s are typically considered in the short range case. Several works
naturally focus on the quantum gas which we have not described in this article. The classical
gas then occurs at low density for s < 2 and high density for s > 2 (depending on when
the interaction ∼ ρ1+s/d overcome the kinetic energy ∼ ρ1+2/d). Recall that s = 2 is the
Calogero-Sutherland model in d = 1.

For reviews about the physical properties and numerical simulations on Jellium we men-
tion Ref. 40, 105, 350, and 361. The French-speaking reader can also read the excellent
Ref. 16.

In dimension d = 3, the phase diagram was found to have the form outlined in Figure 3,
for s > 3. At small values of Υ = βρ

s
d or Υ′ = βeβµ

s
d , the system is a fluid by Theorem 46.

This is expected to happen until a critical value of Υ. For larger values of Υ, it is believed to
form a solid. Numerical simulations10,11,267,268,309,410,485 suggest that there are two critical
values ΥFCC(s) and ΥBCC(s) such that the system is a

fluid for 0 < Υ < ΥBCC(s),

Body-Centered Cubic (BCC) crystal for ΥBCC(s) < Υ < ΥFCC(s),

Face-Centered Cubic (FCC) crystal for Υ > ΥFCC(s),

where ΥBCC(s) < ΥFCC(s) only for about s . 7. Only the FCC crystal is present for
s & 7. A numerical approximation of the two functions ΥFCC(s) and ΥBCC(s) in terms of
the parameter s is computed in Ref. 410, Fig. 8. The phase diagram in the quantum case
resembles that of the classical case at large density, where the kinetic energy is negligible.
But at low densities the kinetic energy becomes dominant, and the system is a quantum
fluid (see Figure 3).

In the long range case s < d = 3, the phase diagram is believed to take a very similar
form, except that the two lattices FCC and BCC must be interchanged for s < 3/258,382, see
Figure 4. Most computations focus on the Coulomb case s = 1, where only the BCC phase
is expected to be present at all temperatures82,286,408,446. The phase transition happens at
about Υ ' 175. Note that when spin is taken into account, the system could undergo more
phase transitions for the spin variable32,96,100,144,266,514.

In dimension 2, translational symmetry will not be broken, by Theorem 47. Kosterlitz,
Thouless, Halperin, Nelson and Young248,301,302,380,508 have predicted that the melting of
2D crystals happens in a two-step procedure. Namely, the phase diagram resembles that of
the left of Figure 3, where ‘BCC’ is replaced by an intermediate “hexatic” phase with fast
decay of translational correlations and slow decay of (six-fold) orientational correlations,
whereas ‘FCC’ is replaced by a “solid” or “quasi-solid” phase which has slow decay of
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FIG. 3. Typical phase diagram in dimension d = 3 in the short range case s > 3, with T = 1/β.
The BCC phase has only been observed for 3 < s . 7. In the classical case (left) the system is

parametrized by Υ = ρs/3/T , whereas in the quantum case (right) the two variables are necessary.

The classical case is recovered at high density where ρ1+s/3 overcomes the kinetic energy which is
of order ρ5/3.

T
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FIG. 4. Typical phase diagram in dimension d = 3 in the long range case, here for s < 3/2. The
FCC phase is not present anymore in the Coulomb case s = 1. The classical limit is now at low
density where ρ1+s/3 overcomes the kinetic energy.

translational correlations and long range rotational order. The KTHNY scenario has been
confirmed by many simulations and even experiments202,299,375,510. It is very hard to catch
numerically. Numerical simulations and discussions may be found for several values of
s > d = 2 in Ref. 34, 202, 287, 347, and 363

For many years, numerical simulations89,200,226,325 and even experiments226 indicated a
first order phase transition in 2D Jellium systems, both for s = 0 and s = 1. See Ref. 468
for a review. Recent numerical calculations however seem to confirm for both s = 0 and
s = 1 the presence of the same two-step transition as in the short range case, with an
intermediate hexatic phase88,111,261,362,363,373,377,436,468. This happens around Υ ' 120 and
140 for s = 1111 and Υ ' 134 and 162 for s = 0466, which is way above the Ginibre point
Υ = 2.

We end this section with comments on the one-dimensional Riesz gas, for which we found
much less numerical results. Figure 5 summarizes the situation. The Riesz point process is
periodic at s = −1 for all values of Υ and (known or believed to be) unique and translation-
invariant for all s > 0. At s = 2, we recover the classical Calogero-Sutherland-Moser
model. At s = 0 it is the sine-β process of random matrices, which is equivalent to the
quantum Calogero-Sutherland model at zero temperature. There is a BKT transition at
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FIG. 5. Shape of the phase diagram of the 1D Riesz gas in the plane (s,Υ−1 = T ) at unit density.
The system is a solid at zero temperature for all s, which has only been proved so far for s > 0
and s = −1 (Theorem 36). The Coulomb gas (s = −1) is crystallized at all temperatures306,
whereas translation-invariance is known for s > 1189 and expected for all s > 039,417. Uniqueness
is known for s > 2392 and probably expected for all s > 0. At s = 0 we obtain the log-gas,
also called sine-β or Dyson gas, which appears in the theory of random matrices as well as many
other situations. It is as well the zero-temperature quantum Calogero-Sutherland model describing
particles interacting with a potential proportional to 1/(xj − xk)2. The point T = 1/2 (GUE) is a
Berezinski-Kosterlitz-Thouless transition where the leading term (150) in the decay at infinity of
the truncated two-point correlation function suddenly starts to oscillate. At s = 2 we obtain the
classical Calogero-Sutherland-Moser (CSM) model, which is completely integrable. An interesting
question is to fill the gaps in the picture and understand, in particular, if there exists a smooth
transition curve to a periodic crystal in the region −1 < s < 0. A similar question concerns the
BKT transition.

Υ = 2 (GUE). A natural question is to investigate the nature of the phase diagram in the
plane (Υ, s). For instance, is the transition to a solid given by a smooth curve starting
somewhere below s = 0 and diverging with the temperature at s = −1? A similar question
can be asked for the BKT transition. In a harmonic trap, one-dimensional Riesz gases were
studied in Ref. 7, 179, 290, 291, and 444.

C. Screening, hyperuniformity, rigidity

Many questions are open for Riesz gases. We focus in this section on some properties
which are specific to long range systems and do not usually occur in the short range case,
namely sum rules, hyperuniformity and rigidity. These concepts have attracted a lot of
attention and are all different (but related) ways of measuring the amount of screening in
the system. A recent summary of what is known in this direction can be read in Ref. 213.

Usual point processes such as Poisson have a variance in the number of points in a domain
which is extensive, that is, behaves like the volume of the considered set. In some cases, it
can even grow faster. By (40), the variance in a domain D is

E[n2
D]− E[nD]2 =

∫∫
D×D

ρ
(2)
T (x, y) dx dy +

∫
D

ρ(1)(x) dx

with ρ
(2)
T (x, y) = ρ(2)(x, y) − ρ(1)(x)ρ(1)(y) the truncated two-point function. For a

translation-invariant (stationary) point process with a sufficiently fast decay of correla-
tion, this converges to

lim
D↗Rd

E[n2
D]− E[nD]2

|D| =

∫
Rd
ρ

(2)
T (z) dz + ρ, (152)
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where ρ = ρ(1) and, as usual, we identified ρ
(2)
T (x, y) with ρ

(2)
T (x−y). The right side of (152)

is called the bulk compressibility and it appeared already in the decay of correlation (145)
in the short range case s > d at low Υ. The Ginibre inequality (28) proves that it is always
strictly positive for short range Riesz point processes. It could be infinite if the decay of
correlation is not fast enough (integrable).

A point process is called hyperuniform (or super homogeneous) when the variance is a
o(|D|)482,483. Should the truncated two-point correlation be integrable, hyperuniformity is
thus equivalent to the relation213 ∫

Rd
ρ

(2)
T (z) dz + ρ = 0. (153)

The short range Riesz point processes (s > d) are therefore never hyperuniform. In the
long range case s < d we have explained that, for Υ small enough, it is expected that
there is a unique Gibbs point process, with correlations decaying like |x− y|−(2d−s) or even
exponentially for s ∈ d− 2N. This corresponds to a Fourier transform behaving like |k|d−s.
Since 2d − s > d, the integral in (153) makes sense and they will thus be hyperuniform
whenever (153) holds.

The formula (153) is called a canonical sum rule. It is a non-trivial relation between the
correlation functions, which is expected to be automatically satisfied due to the necessity
of having a sufficiently strong screening in the system. Sum rules have been the object of
many works in the 80s19,59,180,228,230,322,357,358 and their relation to hyperuniformity was
also well known back then (see, e.g., Ref. 230, Prop. 10). One important result proved in
Ref. 228 and 230 is that the sum rule (153) must always be satisfied for a solution of the
BBGKY equations (147), whenever correlations decay faster than 1/|x−y|d+ε for s 6 d−1
and faster than 1/|x − y|s+1+ε for d − 1 < s < d. From the expected decay mentioned
earlier, we see that the Riesz point processes should be hyperuniform for all s < d (at least
when Υ is small enough). Hyperuniformity is a typical feature of long range forces. It
is easily verified to hold on all the exactly known solutions such as β = 2 and s = 0 in
dimensions d ∈ {1, 2}. This was in fact already mentioned by Dyson in his discussion of
the 1D log gas in 1962148.

For hyperuniform processes, the next natural question is to determine the precise behavior
of the variance. For Coulomb, the variance is expected to be exactly a surface term |∂D| =
o(|D|). This is so far known for the 1D Coulomb gas, the 2D Coulomb gas at β = 2 and the
3D Coulomb gas at small Υ, see Ref. 12, 213, 281, 282, 321, and 358. The exact behavior of
the variance for general point processes is studied in the recent work Ref. 4, in terms of the
Fourier transform at the origin. For Riesz gases the conclusion is that the variance should
go like |D|s/d for d − 1 < s < d, |∂D| log |D| for s = d − 1 and |∂D| for all s < d − 1 (for
small Υ).

The sum rule (153) might look mysterious at first sight. It is however nothing else but
the usual relation between the one and two-point correlation functions in a canonical finite
system, for which ∫∫

Ω×Ω

ρ(2) = N(N − 1) =

(∫
Ω

ρ(1)

)2

−
∫

Ω

ρ(1)

by (40). In other words, the equation (153) says that our infinite system is very close to being
canonical locally. We have only discussed the first sum rule but there are similar relations
between ρ(n) and ρ(1), ..., ρ(n−1) and they have been shown to all hold as well. When s

is further decreased, new sum rules appear, involving higher multipoles of ρ
(2)
T

59,228,357.
This is a manifestation of the ability of the long range system to appropriately screen the
background and thus effectively reduce the long range of the interaction.

Another important concept is that of number rigidity213,214. This happens when the
number of points in a domain D is a deterministic function of the points outside of D. That
is, the system is exactly canonical once the outside is fixed. This property was shown for
the 1D Coulomb gas in Ref. 14 and crucially used there to define the potential in the DLR
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equation. For the 1D log gas, number rigidity was proved for all values of β simultaneously
in Ref. 129 and 415. At β = 2 this was shown before in Ref. 211. In Ref. 131 Dereudre
and Vasseur show that the Riesz point process is not number rigid for d − 1 < s < d and
conjecture it would start to be so at s = d− 1. In Ref. 212, Ghosh and Lebowitz show that
a hyperuniform point process for which

|ρ(2)
T (x, y)| 6


C

1 + |x− y|2 for d = 1,

C

1 + |x− y|4+ε
for d = 2,

is automatically number-rigid. In dimension d = 2 where the maximal decay of correlation
is |x − y|−(2d−s) = |x − y|−(4−s), this suggests that number rigidity should rather start at
s = 0. In higher dimensions, things are less clear. Peres and Sly have found that even
an exponential decay of correlations is not enough to guarantee that a hyperuniform point
process is number rigid403.

VII. ADDITIONAL PROOFS

A. Equivalence of ensembles for d− 2 < s < d and limit for net charges

In this section we study the Jellium energy for systems with a net charge and prove
the limit (68). We will also explain how the existence of the thermodynamic limit in the
canonical case (Theorem 23) follows from the grand-canonical limit in Theorem 24, and
why the two coincide: f(s, β, ρ) = fGC(s, β, ρ).

To simplify our discussion, we assume everywhere that ρb = 1 and will only state results
for Fs(β,N,Ω) := Fs(β,N,Ω, 1), with the convention that this coincides with Es(N,Ω, 1)
whenever β = +∞.

1. Proof of (68) for non-neutral canonical systems

First, we provide upper and lower bounds on the free energy for non-neutral systems,
that is, Fs(β,N ±Q,N1/dω) where Q is called a ‘net charge’. This was already done in the
Coulomb case in Ref. 223, 306, 339, and 341. We thus assume s > max(0, d−2) throughout.
We work with s > 0 to simplify the statement and since we are mainly interested in the link
with the grand-canonical problem. The following arguments can be adapted to s ∈ (−1, 0]
in dimension d = 1. However, our proofs do not easily generalize to s < d− 2 since we use
some properties of the s-Riesz equilibrium measure of the domain ω which are only valid
for s > d− 2.

We recall that the s–Riesz capacity is

Caps(ω)−1 = min
ν

∫∫
ω×ω

dν(x) dν(y)

|x− y|s , (154)

as defined earlier in (49). For a bounded domain ω we have Caps(ω) < ∞ and there is a
unique minimizer ν. It concentrates on ∂ω for s 6 d − 2 but lives over the whole of ω for
d− 2 < s < d219,312. For d− 2 6 s < d the associated Riesz potential ν ∗ |x|−s is constant
over ω, equal to Caps(ω). This plays a role in our proof.

The first lemma contains estimates that we can easily get after placing the excess or
missing points in the equilibrium measure ν.

Lemma 48 (Net charge I). Let max(0, d−2) < s < d and ρb = 1. Let ω be a bounded open
set with a C1,α boundary, α > 0, and |ω| = 1. Define ΩN := N1/dω with N ∈ N. Then, for
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any 0 6 Q 6 N and β ∈ (0,+∞], we have for a constant C depending only on ω

Fs(β,N −Q,ΩN ) > Fs(β,N,ΩN ) +
Q2

2N
s
dCaps(ω)

− CQβ−1, (155)

Fs(β,N +Q,ΩN ) 6 Fs(β,N,ΩN ) +
Q2

2N
s
dCaps(ω)

+ CQβ−1. (156)

Proof. Let ν be the s–Riesz equilibrium measure of ω and let νN = N−1ν(·/N1/d) be that
of ΩN . To obtain the first bound (155), we place N − Q points in the Gibbs measure for
Fs(β,N,ΩN ) (resp. minimizing positions for β = +∞) together with Q independent points
distributed according to the measure νN . We then we use this trial state for Fs(β,N,ΩN ).
The interaction energy of the Q points is

Q(Q− 1)

2

∫∫
Ω×Ω

dνN (x) dνN (y)

|x− y|s =
Q(Q− 1)

2N
s
dCaps(ω)

.

Since d− 2 < s < d, the Q points generate a constant potential over the whole domain ΩN ,
given by VQ(x) := QνN ∗ |x|−s = QN−

s
dCaps(ω)−1 . The interaction with the background

and the other N −Q points is thus equal to

(N −Q−N)VQ = − Q2

N
s
dCaps(ω)

.

The entropy of the Q points is

1

Q!

∫
ΩQ

Q!(νN )⊗Q log
(
Q!(νN )⊗Q

)
= log(Q!) +Q

∫
Ω

νN log νN

= log(Q!)−Q logN +Q

∫
ω

ν log ν 6 Q

∫
ω

ν log ν,

since Q! 6 QQ 6 NQ. Under our assumption on ∂ω, it is known that ν is continuous in ω
and diverges like d(x, ∂ω)(s−d)/2 close to the boundary (this follows from results in Ref. 419
and 420, as proved in Ref. 220, Lem. 4.1). In particular ν ∈ Lp(ω) for 1 6 p < 2/(d − s)
and

∫
ω
ν log ν is finite. Discarding the negative terms, we have thus proved that

Fs(β,N,ΩN ) 6 Fs(β,N −Q,ΩN )− Q2

2N
s
dCaps(ω)

+Qβ−1

∫
ω

ν log ν.

This concludes the proof of (155). The proof of (156) goes along the same lines, using N
points in the Gibbs state for Fs(β,N,ΩN ) (resp. a minimizer for β = +∞) and Q points
in the measure νN .

The reverse bounds are more complicated because we need to compensate the excess or
missing charge using the background. We have much less freedom since the latter ought to
be exactly constant in our definition of the Jellium energy. To simplify our discussion, we
will only consider smooth convex domains ω (star-shaped would suffice). Those satisfy the
useful property that ω ⊂ λω for all λ > 1 (after a proper choice of origin). Note that in the
first work Ref. 339 on the thermodynamic limit for Coulomb systems, Lieb and Lebowitz
only considered ellipsoids. General sets were handled later in Ref. 223. Our approach also
works for general smooth domains, but then we have to allow small deformations of ∂ω and
this goes beyond the scope of this paper.

The following is in the same spirit as Lemma 48, except that it involves the neutral
problem Fs(β,M,ΩM ) for an M = N + o(N) not necessarily equal to N .

Lemma 49 (Net charge II). Let max(0, d − 2) < s < d and ρb = 1. Let ω be a bounded
convex open set with a C1,α boundary, α > 0, and |ω| = 1. Define ΩN := N1/dω with
N ∈ N. For any Q 6 N , there exists an integer M ∈ N with

N +Q 6M 6 N + CN1−θQθ + 1, θ :=
2

2 + d− s , (157)
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such that

Fs(β,N +Q,ΩN ) > Fs
(
β,M,ΩM

)
+

Q2

2
(
1 + (Q/N)θ

)s
N

s
dCaps(ω)

− C
(
1 + β−1

)
(1 +N1−θQθ). (158)

Similarly, for any Q 6 N/2 there exists an N −Q >M > N − CN1−θQθ − 1 such that

Fs(β,N −Q,Ω) 6 Fs
(
β,M,ΩM

)
+

Q2

2
(
1− (Q/N)θ

)s
N

s
dCaps(ω)

+ C
(
1 + β−1

)
(1 +N1−θQθ). (159)

The constant C only depends on ω.

Proof. Upon changing the origin of space, we can assume that 0 ∈ ω. Our construction relies
on an approximation of the s-Riesz equilibrium measure, which is bounded, supported in a
neighborhood of ω and, more importantly, still produces an exactly constant potential in ω.
For instance, let us fix 0 < η 6 1 to be chosen later and consider the average over dilations

ν′(x) := η−1

∫ 1+η

1

t−dν(x/t) dt

where ν is the s–Riesz equilibrium measure of ω. The measure ν′ is supported on (1 + η)ω

and satisfies ν′(x) 6 κη
s−d
2 . The latter estimate follows from the fact that ν behaves like

d(x, ∂ω)
s−d
2 close to the boundary220,419,420, and that ∂ω always intersects the line xR

transversally (since ω is smooth and convex with 0 ∈ ω). Instead of averaging over dilations
we could similarly average over translations, using a convolution.

The rescaled measure ν′N := N−1ν′(x/N1/d) is supported on Ω′N := (1 + η)ΩN and

satisfies ν′N 6 κη
s−d
2 N−1. By scaling it generates the constant Riesz potential

ν′N ∗ | · |−s(x) =
1

ηN
s
dCaps(ω)

∫ 1+η

1

1

ts
dt, ∀x ∈ ΩN .

In Ω′N \ ΩN the potential is not constant anymore. The idea is to replace the background
1ΩN by 1ΩN + Qν′N in order to obtain a neutral system. Our problem is however settled
with a uniform background and we have to compensate for the change due to Qν′N . To this
end, we use a constant background in Ω′N slightly above 1ΩN +Qν′N , for instance

ρ′b := 1 + κQN−1η
s−d
2 +

τ

(1 + η)d
N−1

with κ the same constant as in the upper bound for ν′ and τ ∈ [0, 1) chosen to ensure that

M := ρ′b|Ω′N | =
(

1 + κQN−1η
s−d
2

)
(1 + η)dN + τ

is an integer. See Figure 6. In the proof we will need that η and QN−1η
s−d
2 are both

bounded. In applications they will in fact be small. Since M = N + O(Qη
s−d
2 + ηN + 1),

after optimizing over η, we are led to choosing

η :=

(
Q

N

) 2
2+d−s

6 1. (160)

With this choice we have Qη
s−d
2 = ηN and thus N +Q 6M 6 N(1 + Cη) + τ .
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1

ρ′b

Q

K

N

ΩN Ω′
N

FIG. 6. Decomposition of the background ρ′b1Ω′
N

used in the proof of Lemma 49. In the smaller

domain ΩN = N1/dω we have N+Q points. To compensate the excess Q we use a background Qν′N
(in red in the picture), where ν′N is a smooth approximation of the s-Riesz equilibrium measure
of ΩN . It lives in the slightly larger set Ω′N and is chosen so that the associated Riesz potential
Qν′N ∗ |x|−s is still exactly constant in ΩN . In order to have a uniform background on Ω′N we also
introduce the missing part mN (in yellow on the picture) with

∫
mN = K but completely screen it

using K points.

Next we construct a trial state. Let

mN := ρ′b1Ω′N
− 1ΩN −Qν′N > 0

denote the missing background charge and K :=
∫

Ω′N
mN = M −N −Q. We have

mN 6 (κη +N−1)1ΩN +
(
1 + κη +N−1

)
1Ω′N\ΩN 6 (κη +N−1)1ΩN + (2 + κ)1Ω′N\ΩN .

We pick as trial state the Gibbs state for Fs(β,N +Q,ΩN , 1), together with K independent
points chosen according to the measure mN/K. These K points are compensating mN

exactly. No interaction is left with the rest of the system. The free energy of the K points
together with the part mN from the background equals

− 1

2K

∫∫
Ω′N×Ω′N

mN (x)mN (y)dxdy

|x− y|s + β−1 log(K!) + β−1

∫
Ω′N

mN log
mN

K

6 β−1

∫
Ω′N

mN logmN 6 Cβ−1(Nη + 1).

We are now left with our N +Q points and the background 1ΩN +Qν′N . The background
self-energy of Qν′N together with its interaction with the N + Q points and the uniform
background 1ΩN give

Q2

2N
s
d

∫∫
dν′(x) dν′(y)

|x− y|s − Q2

ηN
s
dCaps(ω)

∫ 1+η

1

1

ts
dt

6 − Q2

2ηN
s
dCaps(ω)

∫ 1+η

1

1

ts
dt 6 − Q2

2N
s
d (1 + η)sCaps(ω)

,

where we used Jensen in the first bound. In total we arrive at the estimate

Fs(β,M,Ω′N , ρ
′
b) 6 Fs(β,N +Q,ΩN , 1)− Q2

2(1 + η)sN
s
dCaps(ω)

+ Cβ−1(Nη + 1).

From the scaling property (52) we have

Fs(β,M,Ω′N , ρ
′
b) = (ρ′b)

s
dFs

(
(ρ′b)

s
d β,M,ΩM , 1

)
> Fs(β,M,ΩM , 1)− C(1 + β−1)(Nη + 1).

The last bound is because the energy and entropy are both of order N , by Lemma 54,
hence changing β to (ρ′b)

s
d β and multiplying by ρ′b generates an error of order Nη + 1. We

obtain (158).
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The proof of (159) is the same, but reversed. We start with the domain ΩN and consider
the measure ν̃N (x) = N−1ν̃(x/N1/d) with, this time,

ν̃(x) =
1

η

∫ 1

1−η
t−dν(x/t) dt

where η is the same as in (160). The measure ν̃N induces a constant potential over the

smaller set Ω̃N := (1− η)ΩN . We then subtract to the background 1ΩN the part Qν̃N and

split the remainder into a constant term ρ̃b1Ω̃N
with ρ̃b = 1−κQN−1η

s−d
2 −τ(1−η)−dN−1

and a remainder m̃N = 1Ω − Qν̃N − ρ̃b1Ω̃N
. Then the integer appearing in the statement

is M = ρ̃b(1− η)dN and the proof of (159) goes along the same lines as for (158).

Corollary 50 (Limit with net charge). Let max(0, d− 2) < s < d and ρb = 1. Let ω be a
bounded convex open set with a C1,α boundary, α > 0, and |ω| = 1. Then we have for every
q ∈ R ∪ {±∞} and β ∈ (0,+∞]

lim
N→∞

N−
d+s
2d Q→q

Fs(β,N +Q,N1/dω)

N
= f(s, β) +

q2

2 Caps(ω)

where we recall our convention that Fs(β,N,Ω) = Es(N,Ω) for β = +∞.

Proof. The result follows immediately from Lemma 20 when q = ±∞ and from Lemmas 48
and 49 for finite q. We are using here that the limit Fs(β,M,ΩM )/M exists for neutral
systems (Theorem 23) but in the next section we show how the existence of this limit
follows from Lemmas 48 and 49, together with the grand-canonical thermodynamic limit in
Theorem 24.

2. Existence of the canonical thermodynamic limit and coincidence with fGC(s, β)

Here we explain how to show the thermodynamic limit in the canonical case using the
grand-canonical limit in Theorem 24, and the previous net charge estimates. We need two
preliminary lemmas. Recall from (70) that the grand-canonical energy at T = 0 is by
definition the minimum of the canonical energy over the number of points. The following
states that the same holds at positive temperature, up to a logarithmic error in the volume.

Lemma 51 (Minimizing over net charges). Let 0 < s < d and ρb = 1. Let ω be any bounded
open set with |ω| = 1. For every β ∈ (0,+∞) and µ ∈ R, we have

FGC(β, µ,N1/dω) 6 min
n>0

{
F (β, n,N1/dω)− µn

}
6 FGC(β, µ,N1/dω) + β−1C log(1 +N) (161)

when N 3 N > N0 = C(1 + β−1 + |µ|) d
d−s . Here C only depend on ω.

We work here at integer volume `d = N for simplicity, since we are mainly interested in
the comparison with the canonical problem.

Proof. Let ΩN = N1/dω. From Lemma 20 and the same inequality as in (16) we have

F (β, n,ΩN ) > c′1
(n−N)2

N
s
d

− C(1 + β−1)n, ∀n ∈ N, (162)

for a universal constant C. We have estimated here the entropy by β−1n log(n/N) >
−β−1e−1N . In the neutral case n = N we obtain after placing all the particles uniformly
in ΩN

F (β,N,ΩN ) 6 − 1

2N

∫∫
Ω2
N

dxdy

|x− y|s + β−1 log
N !

NN
6 0.
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Let us denote by G(β, µ,ΩN ) the minimum in (161). Then the previous bounds show

−C(1 + β−1 + |µ|)N 6 G(β, µ,ΩN ) 6 Fs(β,N,ΩN )− µN 6 −µN
with the minimum attained for an n satisfying

|n−N | 6 C(1 + β−1 + |µ|)N s+d
2d . (163)

The new constant C only depends on ω through c′1 in (162). For N > N0 = C(1 + β−1 +

|µ|) d
d−s , we have

F (β, n,ΩN )− µn > c
(n−N)2

N
s
d

+G(β, µ,ΩN ), ∀n > 2N, (164)

with c = c′1/2. We are now ready to prove (161). The first inequality is obtained by using
the canonical Gibbs state for F (β, n,ΩN ) as a trial state in the grand-canonical problem.
For the second inequality, we split the partition function in (72) into two sums and use
Fs(β, n,ΩN )− µn > G(β, µ,ΩN ) for n 6 2N and (164) for n > 2N :∑

n>0

e−β(F (β,n,ΩN )−µn) =
∑

06n62N

e−β(F (β,n,ΩN )−µn) +
∑
n>2N

e−β(F (β,n,ΩN )−µn)

6 e−βG(β,µ,ΩN )

(
1 + 2N +

∑
m∈N

e
−cβ m2

N
s
d

)
6 e−βG(β,µ,ΩN )

(
1 + 2N + Cβ−

1
2N

s
2d

)
where we have recognized a Riemann sum. For N > N0 we have β−

1
2N

s
2d 6 CN and

therefore we obtain (161) after taking the logarithm and multiplying by β−1.

Lemma 51 implies that the minimum G(β, µ,ΩN ) has the same thermodynamic limit as
the grand-canonical problem:

lim
N→∞

G(β, µ,N1/dω)

N
= fGC(s, β, µ) = fGC(s, β)− µ. (165)

Our second lemma states that for convex sets, the neutral free energy is monotone.

Lemma 52 (Monotonicity of the canonical (free) energy). Let ω be a bounded convex open
set with |ω| = 1. Let ρb = 1. Define ΩN := N1/dω with N ∈ N. Then we have

Fs(β,N + 1,ΩN+1) 6 Fs(β,N,ΩN ), (166)

for all N > 1, all β ∈ (0,+∞] and all 0 < s < d.

Proof. Assuming 0 ∈ ω, we have ΩN ⊂ ΩN+1. We construct a trial state for ΩN+1 by placing
N points in ΩN with the Gibbs probability for ΩN (resp. minimizing positions for β = +∞),
and one independent point in ΩN+1 \ ΩN in the uniform distribution 1ΩN+1\ΩN . This
completely screens the background in ΩN+1 \ΩN so that no interaction with the rest of the
system is left. The free energy of the additional point is − 1

2

∫∫
(ΩN+1\ΩN )2

Vs(x−y)dxdy 6 0.

It has no entropy since its probability density is a characteristic function.

With this and the net charge estimates from the previous section, we can show that the
canonical free energy converges to fGC(s, β).

Corollary 53 (Equivalence of ensemble). Let max(0, d− 2) < s < d and ρb = 1. Let ω be
a bounded convex open set with a C1,α boundary, α > 0, and |ω| = 1. Then we have

lim
N→∞

Fs(β,N,N
1/dω)

N
= fGC(s, β),

for all max(0, d− 2) < s < d and all β ∈ (0,+∞].
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We recall that the same result is shown for s = d − 2 in d > 3 in Ref. 341 and 445.
Together with Theorem 24, this provides a new proof of Theorem 23 for smooth convex
domains and s > 0.

Proof. Denote again ΩN = N1/dω. We have Fs(β,N,ΩN ) > FGC
s (β, 0,ΩN ) (we use µ = 0

throughout) and therefore

lim inf
N→∞

Fs(β,N,ΩN )

N
> fGC(s, β).

We only have to prove the reverse inequality with a limsup. Let Nk → ∞ a sequence
realizing the limsup for Fs and N ′k := Nk −Np

k with d+s
2d θ+ 1− θ < p < 1, where we recall

that θ = 2
2+d−s . Let then Qk = O(N

s+d
2d

k ) (recall (163)) be a positive or negative charge so
that

G(β, 0, N ′k) = min
n
Fs(β, n,ΩN ′k) = Fs(β,N

′
k +Qk,ΩN ′k).

We apply (155) and (158) to N = N ′k and Q = Qk. This provides some Mk with N ′k+Qk 6
Mk 6 N ′k + CN1−θ

k Qθk such that

Fs(β,N
′
k +Qk,ΩN ′k) > Fs(β,Mk,ΩMk

)− C(1 + β−1)N1−θ
k Qθk.

However, due to our choice of p, we have Mk 6 Nk − Np
k + CN1−θ

k Qθk 6 Nk for k large
enough. By Lemma 52, we thus have Fs(β,Mk,ΩMk

) > Fs(β,Nk,ΩNk) and obtain due to
Lemma 51

Cβ−1 log(Nk) + FGC
s (β, 0,ΩN ′k) > Fs(β,Nk,ΩNk)− C(1 + β−1)N1−θ

k Qθk.

From the grand-canonical thermodynamic limit in Theorem 24 we deduce that

lim sup
N→∞

Fs(β,N,ΩN )

N
6 fGC(s, β).

Hence the canonical problem converges to the grand-canonical (free) energy.

B. Proof of Theorem 28 on Jellium equilibrium configurations

In this section we provide the proof of Theorem 28. As usual, we can assume after scaling
that ρb = 1. We split our proof into several steps.

Step 1: Finding an infinite cluster. We first need to find a point τ ∈ Ω around which
there will be infinitely many xj,` in the limit `→∞. Unfortunately, we have not proved that
there cannot be large holes in our system (as we did in the short range case in Lemma 8),
which would imply that any τ will do. In any case we expect much more. The points must
be “equidistributed”, that is, the number of points in sufficiently large balls BR(τ) centered
at any point τ ∈ Ω should always be of order ρb|BR|. In the Coulomb case equidistribution
was proved in the canonical case in Ref. 29, 404, and 421. Here we give a short proof of the
weaker statement that almost all τ have a local density close to ρb, in some average sense.
Our argument is valid for all 0 < s < d and applies similarly at positive temperature.

We first fix a small δ > 0 so that |{z ∈ ω, d(z, ∂ω) > δ}| > 1/2. We will not look at
what is happening close to the boundary of Ω = `ω at distance δ` and thus define

Ω− := {τ ∈ Ω : d(τ, ∂Ω) > δ`} .
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Let then ε > 0 and consider the set of the bad τ ’s in Ω− which have an average discrepancy
per unit volume larger than ε, for balls with a radius of order 2k:

A`,ε,k :=

{
τ ∈ Ω− :

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

2k

∫ 2k+1

2k
qr,τ (X`) dr

∣∣∣∣∣ > ε

}
.

We recall that

qr,τ (X) =
#X ∩Br(τ)− ρb|Br(τ) ∩ Ω|

|Br|
.

From Jensen’s inequality and (76), we have

|A`,ε,k| 6 ε−2

∫
Rd

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

2k

∫ 2k+1

2k
qr,τ (X`) dr

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dτ 6
1

ε22k

∫ 2k+1

2k

∫
Rd
qr,τ (X`)

2dτ dr 6
C|Ω−|
ε22k(d−s) .

We are using here that N` ∼ |Ω| by Lemma 20 and that |Ω| 6 2|Ω−|. After summing over
k we find ∣∣∣∣∣∣

⋃
2k>M

A`,ε,k

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 6 C|Ω−|
ε2Md−s .

Picking for instance M = Cε−
3
d−s we obtain∣∣∣∣∣

{
τ ∈ Ω− :

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

2k

∫ 2k+1

2k
qr,τ (X`) dr

∣∣∣∣∣ 6 ε, ∀2k > Cε−
3
d−s

}∣∣∣∣∣ > (1− ε)|Ω−|.

In other words, most of the points at distance δ` from the boundary have a small average
discrepancy. Let then τ` ∈ Ω− be any such point. It satisfies

1− ε 6 1

2k

∫ 2k+1

2k

#X` ∩Br(τ`)
|Br|

dr 6 1 + ε, for all Cε−
3
d−s 6 2k 6

δ`

2

where we have added the upper bound on 2k to make sure that B2k+1(τ) ⊂ Ω. Recall that
ρb = 1. For the following it is sufficient to know that there are infinitely many points and
thus we remark that the previous bound implies

1− ε
2d
|BR| 6 #X` ∩BR(τ`) 6 2d(1 + ε)|BR|, for all Cε−

3
d−s 6 R 6

δ`

2
.

After translating ω we can assume τ` → 0. After passing to the limit ` → ∞, we ob-
tain, as claimed, that there are infinitely many points located at a finite distance of the
origin. Choosing the labels so that j 7→ |xj,`| is non-decreasing, we find xj,` → xj for all
j after extraction of a further subsequence. From the previous construction, the limiting
configuration satisfies

1− ε
2d
|BR| 6 #X ∩BR 6 2d(1 + ε)|BR|, for all R > Cε−

3
d−s . (167)

In fact, the lower and upper densities defined in Remark 13 satisfy

ρ(X)

1 + ε
6 1 6

ρ(X)

1− ε .

This step is valid for all 0 < s < d and a similar argument works at positive temperature.
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Step 2: Bounds on the potential. Due to the optimality of N`, we have like in Lemma 8

Φ
(j0)
` :=

∑
j 6=j0

1

|xj0,` − xj,`|s
−
∫

Ω

dy

|xj0,` − y|s
6 µ, ∀1 6 j0 6 N`, (168)

and

Φ`(x) :=
∑
j

1

|x− xj,`|s
−
∫

Ω

dy

|x− y|s > µ, ∀x ∈ Ω \X`. (169)

In addition, moving one xj0,` to a point x should increase the energy. If xj0,` is in the
interior of Ω, we thus obtain

∇x

∑
j 6=j0

1

|x− xj,`|s
−
∫

Ω

dy

|x− y|s


|x=xj0,`

= 0.

Depending on the value of s, we can express this condition as

∑
j 6=j0

xj0,` − xj,`
|xj0,` − xj,`|s+2

=


∫

Ω

xj0,` − y
|xj0,` − y|s+2

dy for 0 < s < d− 1,

−`
d−1−s

s

∫
∂ω

nω(y)

|`−1xj0,` − y|s
dy for d− 1 6 s < d,

(170)

where nω is the outward unit at the boundary. At fixed j0, the right side converges to 0
when d − 1 < s < d and to −s−1

∫
∂ω
|y|−s nω(y)dy when s = d − 1. When 0 < s < d − 1,

the right side can diverge.

Next we prove a lower bound on Φ
(j0)
` . Integrating (169) against the function χη =

|Bη|−11Bη centered at xj0,`, we obtain for ` large enough so that Bη(xj0,`) ⊂ Ω

Φ
(j0)
` > µ− 1

|Bη|

∫
Bη

dy

|y|s −
∑
j 6=j0

(
1

|x|s − χη ∗
1

|x|s
)

(xj0,` − xj,`)

+

∫
Ω

(
1

|x|s − χη ∗
1

|x|s
)

(xj0,` − y) dy. (171)

The function |x|−s − χη ∗ |x|−s decays like |x|−s−2 at infinity and has compact support for
s = d − 2, by Newton’s theorem. It is thus integrable over Rd and the last term of (171)
is finite. To see that the series on the right of (171) is also bounded, we treat separately
the points xj,` located at a finite distance to the boundary. There are o(`d) such points by
Lemma 27 and they are all located at a distance ∼ ` of the origin. Thus the corresponding
sum is a o(`d−s−2) = o(1) for d− 2 < s < d. It simply vanishes for s = d− 2. For the other
points well inside Ω, we use the separation given by Lemma 25 and conclude from Lemma 9

that Φ
(j0)
` is bounded from below. Due to (168), we have thus shown that the interaction

of any point xj0 to the rest of the system is bounded for d− 2 6 s < d. After extracting a

further subsequence, we can assume that Φ
(j0)
` converges to a constant Φ(j0) for every j0.

Step 3: Passing to the limit for Φ` when s > d− 2. We first assume d− 2 < s < d− 1.
We write, for any fixed j0 and using the relation (170)

Φ`(x) =Φ
(j0)
` +

1

|x− xj0,`|s
+
∑
j 6=j0

(
1

|x− xj,`|s
− 1

|xj0,` − xj,`|s
+ s

(x− xj0,`) · (xj0,` − xj,`)
|xj0,` − xj,`|s+2

)

−
∫

Ω

(
1

|x− y|s −
1

|xj0,` − y|s
+ s

(x− xj0,`) · (xj0,` − y)

|xj0,` − y|s+2

)
dy.
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By the same argument as before (using the finite distance between the points and the
number of points close to the boundary), the series is convergent as soon as x stays away
from the xj,`. The last integral converges to∫

Rd

(
1

|x− y|s −
1

|xj0 − y|s
+ s

(x− xj0) · (xj0 − y)

|xj0 − y|s+2

)
dy = 0.

That this integral vanishes can be verified by going to Fourier coordinates. The function in
the parenthesis is integrable for d− 2 < s < d− 1 and its Fourier transform is proportional
to

eik·xj0
(
eik·(x−xj0 ) − 1− ik · (x− xj0)

)
|k|d−s = O(|k|2+s−d) −→

k→0
0.

We have thus proved that Φ`(x) → Φ(x), the function defined in (77). The limit holds in
L1

loc(Rd) as well as uniformly locally like in (78).
When d − 1 < s < d, the argument is exactly the same except that we do not need to

subtract the gradient term in (170) and instead obtain (83). We need to use that∫
Rd

(
1

|x− y|s −
1

|xj0 − y|s
)

dy = 0 for d− 1 < s < d,

which can also be proved by passing to Fourier coordinates. After passing to the limit
in (170) we also obtain ∑

j 6=j0

xj0 − xj
|xj0 − xj |s+2

= 0 for d− 1 < s < d

so that the formula (169) remains valid.
When s = d− 1, we subtract the gradient term as we did for s < d− 1 and use this time

that

lim
`→∞

∫
Ω

(
1

|x− y|d−1
− 1

|xj0,` − y|d−1

)
dy = lim

`→∞
`

∫
ω

(
1

|x` − y|d−1
− 1

|xj0,`` − y|d−1

)
dy

= (x− xj0) · ∇x
∫
ω

dy

|x− y|d−1

∣∣∣∣
x=0

= (x− xj0) ·
∫
∂ω

nω(y)
dy

|y|d−1
.

Once we know that Φ` converges, we obtain the DLR equilibrium equation (82) by passing
to the limit in the corresponding condition at finite `.

Step 4: The Coulomb case. Next we deal with the special case s = d− 2 in dimensions
d > 3. We know that Φ` > µ and arguing as for (171), we also know that

∫
BR(xj0,`)

Φ` is

bounded for any fixed R. Thus Φ` is bounded in L1
loc. In addition, we have

−∆Φ` = (d− 2)|Sd−1|

∑
j

δxj,` − ρb1Ω

 . (172)

This proves that Φ` is subharmonic on Rd \ X`. By the mean-value inequality (Ref. 340,
Chap. 9), we conclude that Φ` is locally bounded in Rd \ X`. In fact, the function f` =
Φ` −

∑
xj,`∈BR |x − xj,`|2−d is C∞ and satisfies ∆f` = (d − 2)|Sd−1|ρb1BR on any fixed

ball BR. This is sufficient to ensure that f` converges uniformly after extraction of a
subsequence. After passing to the limit in (172) we find that Φ solves (81), in the sense of
distributions.

We still have to show that the limiting function Φ is uniquely determined from the infinite
configuration X = {xj , j > 1}, up to a constant. The precise statement is the following
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Lemma 54 (Uniqueness of Φ). Let ρb > 0 and X = {xj}j∈N be an infinite configuration
of points in Rd, with

|xj − xk| > δ > 0, for all j 6= k; ρ(X) = lim sup
R→∞

#X ∩BR
Rd

> 0.

We consider the solutions Φ to Poisson’s equation

−∆Φ = |Sd−1|(d− 2)

∑
j

δxj − ρb

 in D′(Rd),

satisfying ∣∣∣∣∣∣Φ(x)−
∑
j

1Bδ/2(xj)

|x− xj |d−2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 6
{
C(1 + |x|2) on Rd,

C on
⋃
j Bδ/2(xj).

(173)

When they exist, such solutions are unique up to a constant.

Proof of Lemma 54. Consider two solutions Φ1 and Φ2. Then F := Φ1 − Φ2 is harmonic
and satisfies |F (x)| 6 2C(1 + |x|2) on Rd due to our assumption (173). By Liouville’s
theorem, F is a harmonic polynomial of degree 2 or less, that is, F (x) = xTMx+ v · x+α,
where v ∈ Rd and M is a d× d symmetric matrix with Mii = 0. The boundedness close to
each xj implies that F (xj) is bounded. Expanding F (xj + y), we then find |yTMxj | 6 C
for all y ∈ Bδ/2. This shows that Mxj is bounded and thus the distance of xj to the
space ker(M) is bounded. If ker(M) had dimension k < d, this would imply that there are
O(Rk) = o(Rd) points in any large ball of radius R, which contradicts our assumption on
the xj . Thus M ≡ 0. The boundedness of F (xj) = v · xj +α implies by a similar argument
that v = 0. We have thus proved that Φ1 = Φ2 + cnst.

Our function Φ(x) was obtained in the limit from Φ`(x) and we have already explained
that it is bounded below by µ and bounded uniformly around each xj when we subtract
|x−xj |2−d. It only remains to prove the polynomial bound in (173). To this end, we discard
the background and regularize the charges to obtain

Φ`(x) 6
∑
j

1

|x|d−2
∗ χ(x− xj,`) +

∑
j

(
1

|x|d−2
− 1

|x|d−2
∗ χ
)

(x− xj`)

where χ ∈ C∞c (B1,R+) is radial with
∫
χ = 1. In the second sum the terms are all compactly

supported by Newton’s theorem. The difference with the sum on the left of (173) is bounded.
Thus we have proved that∣∣∣∣∣∣Φ`(x)−

∑
j

1Bδ/2(xj,`)

|x− xj |d−2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 6
∑
j

1

|x|d−2
∗ χ(x− xj,`) + C.

Next we pick a large radius r > 0 such that ω ⊂ Br−1 and use that χ is bounded to obtain
for ` large enough

∑
j

1

|x|d−2
∗ χ(x− xj,`) 6 C1B`r ∗

1

|x|d−2
= C|x|2 on Ω.

This concludes our proof that Φ is uniquely determined, hence that of Theorem 28.
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Henri Poincaré 11, 1453–1485 (2010).

14Aizenman, M. and Martin, P. A., “Structure of Gibbs states of one dimensional Coulomb systems,”
Comm. Math. Phys. 78, 99–116 (1980).

15Aizenman, M. and Warzel, S., Random operators, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, Vol. 168 (American
Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2015) pp. xiv+326.

16Alastuey, A., “Propriétés d’équilibre du plasma classique à une composante en trois et deux dimensions,”
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53Bétermin, L. and Sandier, E., “Renormalized energy and asymptotic expansion of optimal logarithmic
energy on the sphere,” Constr. Approx. 47, 39–74 (2018).
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Anal. i Priložen. 2, 31–43 (1968).
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191Fröhlich, J., Simon, B., and Spencer, T., “Infrared bounds, phase transitions and continuous symmetry

breaking,” Comm. Math. Phys. 50, 79–95 (1976).
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233Gruber, P. M., “Application of an idea of Voronöı to lattice zeta functions,” Proc. Steklov Inst. Math.
276, 103–124 (2012).

234Guhr, T., Müller-Groeling, A., and Weidenmüller, H. A., “Random-matrix theories in quantum physics:
common concepts,” Physics Reports 299, 189 – 425 (1998).

235Gunson, J., “Proof of a conjecture by Dyson in the statistical theory of energy levels,” J. Mathematical
Phys. 3, 752–753 (1962).

236Gustafsson, B., “Lectures on balayage,” in Clifford algebras and potential theory, Univ. Joensuu Dept.
Math. Rep. Ser., Vol. 7 (Univ. Joensuu, Joensuu, 2004) pp. 17–63.

237Gustafsson, B. and Putinar, M., “Selected topics on quadrature domains,” Phys. D 235, 90–100 (2007).
238Gustafsson, B. and Shapiro, H. S., “What is a quadrature domain?” in Quadrature domains and their

applications, Oper. Theory Adv. Appl., Vol. 156 (Birkhäuser, Basel, 2005) pp. 1–25.
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308Lahbabi, S., Etude mathématique de modèles quantiques et classiques pour les matériaux aléatoires à
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& Lin Lin, arXiv:1912.10424.

334Lewin, M. and Seiringer, R., “Strongly correlated phases in rapidly rotating Bose gases,” J. Stat. Phys.
137, 1040–1062 (2009), arXiv:0906.0741.

335Lewis, J. T., “The large deviation principle in statistical mechanics: an expository account,” in Stochastic
mechanics and stochastic processes (Swansea, 1986), Lecture Notes in Math., Vol. 1325 (Springer, Berlin,
1988) pp. 141–155.

336Lewis, J. T., “Limit theorems for stochastic processes associated with a boson gas,” in Mark Kac Seminar
on Probability and Physics. Syllabus 1985–1987 (Amsterdam, 1985–1987), CWI Syllabi, Vol. 17 (Math.
Centrum, Centrum Wisk. Inform., Amsterdam, 1988) pp. 137–146.
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449Schwartz, L., Théorie des distributions, Publications de l’Institut de Mathématique de l’Université de
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495Šamaj, L., “Is the two-dimensional one-component plasma exactly solvable?” J. Statist. Phys. 117,

131–158 (2004).
496Wehrl, A., “General properties of entropy,” Rev. Modern Phys. 50, 221–260 (1978).
497de Wette, F. W., “Comments on the electrostatic energy of a Wigner solid,” Phys. Rev. B 21, 3751–3753

(1980).
498Wigner, E. P., “On the interaction of electrons in metals,” Phys. Rev. 46, 1002–1011 (1934).
499Wigner, E. P., “Effects of the electron interaction on the energy levels of electrons in metals,” Trans.

Faraday Soc. 34, 678–685 (1938).
500Wigner, E. P., “Characteristic vectors of bordered matrices with infinite dimensions,” Ann. of Math.

Second Series, 62, pp. 548–564 (1955).
501Wigner, E. P., “On the distribution of the roots of certain symmetric matrices,” Ann. of Math. (2) 67,

325–327 (1958).
502Wigner, E. P., “Random matrices in physics,” SIAM Review 9, 1–23 (1967).
503Wilson, K. G., “Proof of a conjecture by Dyson,” J. Mathematical Phys. 3, 1040–1043 (1962).
504Wintgen, D. and Friedrich, H., “Regularity and irregularity in spectra of the magnetized hydrogen atom,”

Phys. Rev. Lett. 57, 571–574 (1986).
505Witten, T. A. and Pincus, P. A., “Colloid stabilization by long grafted polymers,” Macromolecules 19,

2509–2513 (1986).
506Wu, Y.-S., “Statistical distribution for generalized ideal gas of fractional-statistics particles,” Phys. Rev.

Lett. 73, 922–925 (1994).
507Yang, W.-S., “Debye screening for two-dimensional Coulomb systems at high temperatures,” J. Statist.

Phys. 49, 1–32 (1987).
508Young, A. P., “Melting and the vector Coulomb gas in two dimensions,” Phys. Rev. B 19, 1855–1866

(1979).
509Zabrodin, A. and Wiegmann, P., “Large-N expansion for the 2D Dyson gas,” 39, 8933–8963 (2006).
510Zahn, K., Lenke, R., and Maret, G., “Two-stage melting of paramagnetic colloidal crystals in two

dimensions,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 2721–2724 (1999).
511Zeitouni, O. and Zelditch, S., “Large deviations of empirical measures of zeros of random polynomials,”

Int. Math. Res. Not. 2010, 3935–3992 (2010).
512Zhang, J., Pagano, G., Hess, P. W., Kyprianidis, A., Becker, P., Kaplan, H., Gorshkov, A. V., Gong,

Z. X., and Monroe, C., “Observation of a many-body dynamical phase transition with a 53-qubit
quantum simulator,” Nature 551, 601–604 (2017).

513Zhou, Y., Sung, J., Brutschea, E., Esterlis, I., Wang, Y., Scuri, G., Gelly, R. J., Heo, H., Taniguchi, T.,
Watanabe, K., Zaránd, G., Lukin, M. D., Kim, P., Demler, E., and Park, H., “Bilayer Wigner crystals
in a transition metal dichalcogenide heterostructure,” Nature 595, 48–52 (2021).

514Zong, F. H., Lin, C., and Ceperley, D. M., “Spin polarization of the low-density three-dimensional
electron gas,” Phys. Rev. E 66, 036703 (2002).

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/0378-4371(78)90136-X
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/0378-4371(79)90178-X
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.4171/MAG-47
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1023/B:JOSS.0000044056.19438.2c
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1023/B:JOSS.0000044056.19438.2c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.50.221
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.21.3751
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.21.3751
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRev.46.1002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/TF9383400678
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/TF9383400678
http://www.jstor.org/stable/1970079
http://www.jstor.org/stable/1970079
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.2307/1970008
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.2307/1970008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/1009001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1724291
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.57.571
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1021/ma00164a009
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1021/ma00164a009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.73.922
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.73.922
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01009952
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01009952
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.19.1855
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.19.1855
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0305-4470/39/28/s10
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.2721
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnp233
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature24654
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41586-021-03560-w
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevE.66.036703

	Coulomb and Riesz gases: The known and the unknown
	Abstract
	 Contents
	I Introduction: the Riesz potential
	II Thermodynamic limit in the short range case s>d
	A Canonical ensemble
	B Grand-canonical ensemble
	C Local bounds and definition of the point process

	III Thermodynamic limit in the long range case s<d
	A Canonical ensemble
	B Grand-canonical ensemble
	C Local bounds and definition of the point process
	D Equilibrium configurations for d-2s<d

	IV Analyticity and periodicity
	A Background as an analytic continuation
	1 General case
	2 Periodic systems

	B The crystallization conjecture
	C Limit with periodic boundary conditions

	V Confined systems
	A Short range case s>d
	B Long range case s<d
	C Examples: Feckete points, random matrices, Laughlin wavefunctions

	VI Properties of Riesz gases, phase transitions
	A Uniqueness and decay of correlation
	1 Short range case s>d
	2 Long range case s<d

	B Phase diagram: numerics
	C Screening, hyperuniformity, rigidity

	VII Additional proofs
	A Equivalence of ensembles for d-2<s<d and limit for net charges
	1 Proof of (68) for non-neutral canonical systems
	2 Existence of the canonical thermodynamic limit and coincidence with fGC(s,)

	B Proof of Theorem 28 on Jellium equilibrium configurations

	 Acknowledgments
	 References


