arXiv:2304.08642v1 [math-ph] 17 Apr 2023

The hard-core model on Z^3 and Kepler’s conjecture

A. Mazel^1, I. Stuhl^2, Y. Suhov^{2,3}

Abstract We study the hard-core model of statistical mechanics on a unit cubic lattice Z^3, which is intrinsically related to the sphere-packing problem for spheres with centers in Z^3. The model is defined by the sphere diameter D > 0 which is interpreted as a Euclidean exclusion distance between point particles located at spheres centers. The second parameter of the underlying model is the particle fugacity u. For u > 1 the ground states of the model are given by the dense-packings of the spheres. The identification of such dense-packings is a considerable challenge, and we solve it for D^2 = 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 as well as for D^2 = 2ℓ^2, where ℓ ∈ N. For the former family of values of D^2 our proofs are self-contained. For D^2 = 2ℓ^2 our results are based on the proof of Kepler’s conjecture. Depending on the value of D^2, we encounter three physically distinct situations: (i) finitely many periodic ground states, (ii) countably many layered periodic ground states and (iii) countably many not necessarily layered periodic ground states. For the first two cases we use the Pirogov-Sinai theory and identify the corresponding periodic Gibbs distributions for D^2 = 2, 3, 5, 8, 9, 10, 12 and D^2 = 2ℓ^2, ℓ ∈ N, in a high-density regime u > u_∗(D^2), where the system is ordered and tends to fluctuate around some ground states. In particular, for D^2 = 5 only a finite number out of countably many layered periodic ground states generate pure phases.

Significance Statement. Lattice hard-core models form an important class of statistical mechanical models. The complete understanding of these models is beyond reach, but in this work we identify the large fugacity phase diagram of periodic pure phases for certain exclusion diameters. In the course of the analysis we solve the sphere-packing problem on Z^3 for the corresponding values of the sphere diameters. The respective solutions essentially depend on the sphere diameter, unlike the case of R^3 .

1 Introduction. Brief description of main results.

In this paper we consider a model of spherical particles with centers at sites of a unit cubic lattice Z^3. A hard-core condition requires that the Euclidean distance ρ(·, ·) between any

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: primary 60G60, 82B20, 82B26 Key words and phrases: hard-core model, exclusion distance, periodic Gibbs distributions, highdensity/large fugacity, phase transition, unit cubic lattice, Pirogov–Sinai theory, dense-packing of spheres, FCC, HCP, layered configurations, sliding 1 AMC Health, New York, NY, USA;^2 Math Dept, Penn State University, PA, USA;^3 DPMMS, University of Cambridge and St John’s College, Cambridge, UK.

two particles is at least D > 0. In other words, for this model a configuration ϕ = {x_i} is a collection of particles located at sites x_i ∈ Z^3 such that ρ(x_i′ , x_i′′ ) ≥ D whenever x_i′ ≠ x_i′′ . So D represents the minimal allowed distance. In order to emphasize the hardcore requirement we frequently call such ϕ an admissible (or D-admissible) configuration.

The energy of a finite configuration ϕ is given by the Hamiltonian H(ϕ) := − ln(u) · ♯(ϕ), where ♯(ϕ) is the number of particles in ϕ and u > 0 is the particle fugacity. The statistical weight of a configuration ϕ is w(ϕ) := e^{−H(ϕ)} and the corresponding probability of ϕ is

μ(ϕ) := w(ϕ) Z , where Z := ∑ ϕ w(ϕ) is the associated partition function. Under the above definitions the model for a real value of D^2 is equivalent to the model with the nearest-from-above integer value D^2 = m^2 + n^2 + k^2 where m, n, k ∈ Z. It means that there exists a pair of points in Z^3 at the distance D from each other. Without loss of generality from now on we assume D^2 to be of the above form.

A central question regarding a statistical mechanics model is the complete phase diagram in the corresponding parameter space, defined by the pair (u, D) for our model. The construction of the complete phase diagram is a paramount task, and in this paper we focus on the part of the diagram where u ≫ 1. It is not hard to see from the definition of μ(ϕ) that in such a regime a configuration with a larger amount of particles is more probable than a configuration with a fewer amount. In a sense, a configuration φ containing the maximal possible amount of particles is the most probable one. Such configurations are known as ground states and are defined as D-admissible configurations φ ∈ Z^3 for which one can’t remove a finite number of particles and then replace them with a larger amount without breaking admissibility.

It is clear that for u > 1 a ground state φ must be a dense-packing configuration of spheres in Z^3. A comparison of the sphere-packing problems in Z^3 and R^3 (cf. [7], [8]) leads to the conclusion that the problem in Z^3 is harder. In particular, an analog of Kepler’s conjecture on Z^3 is not known. Nevertheless, it is fruitful to explore to which extent the existing results for R^3 can be applied to the case of Z^3 which is attempted in the current paper.

Since its inception in 1960’s (see [2], [4], [5]), lattice H-C models attracted a considerable interest in the literature: physics (cf. [15], [16], [18] and references therein) and mathematics (cf. [10], [11], [12], [13], [14]). We particularly note paper [18] where some of our results have been predicted via numerical simulations.

In the current paper the model is studied in the thermodynamic limit by considering limit Gibbs distributions [6] in the entire lattice Z^3. Correspondingly, pure phases are interpreted as extreme Gibbs distributions. The rigorous proofs of the results presented here can be found in [14].

The dense-packing configurations of unit spheres in R^3 are given by the unit FCClattice A_3 and its layered modifications. Such modifications are obtained by shifting of some (possibly infinite) number of parallel A_2 -sub-lattices in A_3 (layers). Therefore, if it is possible to inscribe/embed the scaled lattice D · A_3 into Z^3 then any inscribed configuration is a dense-packing of spheres with diameter D in Z^3. The immediate question is for which D such an inscription is possible. It is so if and only if D^2 = 2ℓ^2 where ℓ ∈ N. Moreover, the associated layered dense-packings exist iff ℓ is divisible by 3.

A difference between R^3 and Z^3 cases is that, depending on arithmetic properties of ℓ, there are multiple non-equivalent inscriptions D · A_3 → Z^3. Here non-equivalent means that two inscriptions cannot be taken into each other by a Z^3-symmetry. The total number of inscriptions is finite and depends on certain congruence classes of the prime factors in the prime decomposition of ℓ. The larger the number of prime factors, the larger the number of non-equivalent inscriptions.

The above non-equivalence could be inessential from the sphere-packing perspective, but it is crucial from the statistical-mechanics point of view. In statistical mechanics, it is typical that a pure phase can be viewed as a gas of ‘perturbations’ around a ground state (a dense-packing in our case). Two non-equivalent inscriptions may yield ground states with different lists of associated perturbation structures. Consequently, not every inscription generates a pure phase.

To construct a rigorous perturbation theory, one needs a local measure of deviation from a dense-packing configuration. A natural candidate is the Euclidean volume υ(V (x, ϕ)) of the Voronoi cell V (x, ϕ) ⊂ R^3 for a particle x in a D-admissible configuration ϕ. Among all admissible ϕ and all x ∈ ϕ one can always find Voronoi cells of a minimal volume, and there is only a finite number of possible shapes of such minimal cells modulo symmetries. Suppose that, for a given D, there exists an admissible configuration φ where all cells V (x, φ), x ∈ φ, have the minimal volume. Then the volume υ(V (x, ϕ)), x ∈ ϕ, provides a convenient local measure of the packing density of ϕ in a neighborhood of x. Consequently, any configuration containing only minimal Voronoi cells can be called a perfect configuration. A perfect configuration is always a ground state but not vice versa. If there exists at least one perfect configuration then any periodic ground state is a (periodic) perfect configuration. A non-periodic ground state may be non-perfect.

Any particle x ∈ ϕ with a non-minimal Voronoi cell reduces the particle density. A connected component formed by non-minimal Voronoi cells constitutes a perturbation of the surrounding perfect configuration. The perturbations indicate parts of an admissible configuration ϕ where there is a deficiency of particles. Due to discreteness, there exists a gap, δ(D), between the volumes of the minimal and the next to the minimal Voronoi cell. It turns out that the deficiency of particles in a perturbation can be lower bounded by CD^{−6} · δ(D) · v. Here v is the Euclidean volume of the perturbation and C is an absolute constant. This estimate is known as the Peierls bound; for u large enough (u > u^∗(D)) it allows us to construct periodic pure phases using the machinery of the Pirogov-Sinai (P-S) theory [17], [19].

It turns out that the minimal Voronoi cells tessellate Z^3 only for sufficiently small D while for larger D one needs alternative approaches. For example, the arguments used in the proof of Kepler’s conjecture can be utilized. More specifically, for D^2 = 2ℓ^2, ℓ ∈ N, one can use the star-decompositions and the corresponding score functions σ(x, ϕ) (cf. [7], [8]) in place of υ(V (x, ϕ)). After such replacement, the perturbation theory constructed in terms of υ(V (x, ϕ)) can be repeated verbatim in terms of σ(x, ϕ), x ∈ ϕ. It leads to a unified approach covering both types of the local minimizer (a) the cases where D is sufficiently small and admits a tessellation of Z^3 with minimal Voronoi cells, and (b) the cases where D^2 = 2ℓ^2, ℓ ∈ N.

If ℓ = 2^n, n ∈ N, there exists a single inscription D · A_3 → Z^3. A straightforward application of the P-S theory implies that for u large enough this D · A_3 -sub-lattice and its Z^3-shifts generate distinct pure phases. Moreover, there are no other periodic pure phases.

For D^2 = 2, 3, 8, 9, 10, 12 the minimal Voronoi cell (which is unique up to a Z^3- symmetry) does tessellate the entire Z^3, and the corresponding perfect configurations are congruent to a certain sub-lattice of Z^3. These sub-lattices are different from D-scaled FCC, in contrast to the case of R^3 where a dense-packing lattice is always congruent to FCC. Furthermore, it appears that for each D^2 in the above list the corresponding dense-packing sub-lattices form a single Z^3-symmetry class. Again, a straightforward application of the P-S theory implies that for u large enough these sub-lattices and all their Z^3-shifts generate distinct pure phases. Moreover, there are no other periodic pure phases.

If ℓ ≠ 2^n and ℓ is not divisible by 3 then there exist at least two Z^3-symmetry classes of D · A_3 -sub-lattices of Z^3. In the case of multiple Z^3-symmetry classes the P-S theory guarantees that for u large enough for at least one Z^3-symmetry class of D·A_3 -sub-lattices the elements of this class and all their Z^3-shifts generate pure phases. The identification of such a so-called dominant class requires a detailed analysis of the geometry and entropy of the corresponding perturbations which remains an open problem for a general ℓ. We expect that the dominant class is always unique as it requires too much of a hidden symmetry to equalize free energies of perturbation gases given by geometrically different perturbations. On the contrary, Z^3-symmetric perfect configurations have identical perturbation gases.

The case of D^2 = 5 reveals yet another phenomenon. Here the Z^3-symmetry class of dense-packing sub-lattices is unique and each sub-lattice from this class is different from √ 5 · A_3 . Furthermore, each of these sub-lattices admits layered modifications (similarly to the R^3 -case) resulting in a continuum of perfect configurations, with countable many periodic perfect configurations among them. Such a case of infinite degeneracy of periodic ground states requires an advanced version of the P-S theory [1] for its analysis. In the course of the argument one needs to list the perturbations in the decreasing order of their statistical weights and analyze the corresponding free energies of the truncated (up to a certain order) perturbation gases. The perfect configurations with the minimal truncated free energy are the dominant ones provided there exist only finitely many of them. For D^2 = 5 there is a single perturbation (up to a Z^3-symmetry) which identifies the dominant periodic ground states. Surprisingly, the dominant periodic ground states are analogous to HCP configurations in R^3 rather than to FCC configurations in R^3 . As earlier, this advanced version of the P-S theory for u large enough guarantees that each of the above-mentioned dominant periodic perfect configurations generates a pure phase. There are finitely many of them, and there are no other periodic pure phases.

In the case of D^2 = 6 one has a similar infinite layered degeneracy of perfect configurations. As for D^2 = 5, there is a single class of dense-packing sub-lattices. However, in contrast to D^2 = 5, each sub-lattice generates two rather than one continuum families of layered dense-packings.

For D^2 = 2ℓ^2 where ℓ is divisible by 3 one encounters both phenomena. First, there exist at least two Z^3-symmetry classes of D · A_3 -sub-lattices. Second, each D · A_3 -sublattice admits a single continuum family of layered dense-packings (like the R^3 -case). We conjecture that the perturbation similar to the one in the case of D^2 = 5 resolves the infinite degeneracy of perfect configurations associated with a given D · A_3 -sub-lattice. Consequently, the D-HCP configurations have the minimal truncated free energy within a given class of layered configurations. Here an additional perturbation analysis across the classes is required to isolate among them the dominant ones. We again expect that the dominant class is unique.

The cases of D^2 = 4, 11 demonstrate that the degeneracy of the ground states/perfect configurations can be even higher than for the cases D^2 = 5, 6 or D^2 = 2ℓ^2 where ℓ is divisible by 3. In analogy with the Z^2 version of the model we refer to it as a sliding phenomenon. In the case of sliding there exists a continuum of non-layered perfect configurations. Moreover, there exist perturbations of an arbitrary large diameter with the corresponding excess in energy bounded by an absolute constant. For the case D^2 = 4 there are ‘too many’ minimal Voronoi cells, and their combinations tessellate Z^3 in numerous ways. The case of D^2 = 11 is considerably more complicated because it is the first value of D for which the minimal Voronoi cells do not tessellate Z^3. The investigation of this case requires an approach different from all other considered cases.

The case of the remaining values of D (different from all cases described above) is wide open. In our opinion, the specific questions 1) - 8) below may help to progress in the further study of the H-C model on Z^3. In particular, tasks 1) and 2) may be regarded as steps towards a lattice version of Kepler’s conjecture.

1) Prove or disprove that for every D^2 there exists at least one periodic dense-packing configuration.

2) A stronger form: prove or disprove that for every D^2 there exists at least one densepacking sub-lattice.

3) In the case of an affirmative answer to 2), develop a number-theoretical description of dense-packing sub-lattices.

4) Determine the list of values D^2 with sliding.

5) Analyze the structure of Gibbs measures for sliding values of D^2.

6) Find an m-potential representation [1], [9] of the H-C Hamiltonian for a given value of D^2.

7) Prove some sort of Peierls bound for all non-sliding values of D^2.

8) Prove or disprove that the dominant class of periodic ground states is always unique.

In the subsequent sections 2 and 3 we present a more detailed account of our analysis. In section 2 it is done for initial values of D (or rather D^2) and in section 3 for D = 2ℓ^2 where ℓ ∈ N. All presented results are proven in [14].

2 Analysis of cases 2 ≤ D^2 ≤ 12

In what follows, S^{(D2 )} denotes the set of perfect configurations (PCs for short or D-PCs emphasizing to which value of D they correspond) for a given value D^2. Recall, a PC is defined as an admissible configuration which at each occupied lattice site yields a maximal value of the corresponding local measure of the particle density at this site. In this section the role of such a local measure is played by the volume of the Voronoi cell, except for the case D^2 = 11. For each D^2 under consideration in this section there exists a PC that is a sub-lattice in Z^3; such a PC is denoted by φ^{(D2)}, with additional subscripts when there are several sub-lattices. FCC, HCP, BCC stand for the unit face-centered cubic lattice, hexagonal close-packed structure, body-centered cubic structure, respectively, while D- FCC, D-HCP, D-BCC indicate their D-scaled versions. Next, dFFC and dHCP indicate deformed versions of the above, specified in each concrete case. A shift of Z^3 is referred to as a mesh; an r^2-mesh is the result of scaling by a factor of r > 0, with a distance between neighboring sites equal to r. A notion of an r^2-mesh is generalized straightforwardly to a periodic configuration in Z^3 containing a sub-lattice.

We focus on extreme periodic Gibbs distributions (EPGDs or D-EPGDs for short) describing the periodic pure phases of the model. All assertions about EPGDs in sections 2, 3 are made for u large enough: u > u_∗(D^2) where u_∗(D^2) ∈ (0, ∞). The collection of all EPGDs for a given value D^2 and fugacity u large enough is denoted by E^{(D2)}per . We say that an EPGD μ is generated by a PC φ if μ is obtained as the thermodynamic limit with boundary condition φ. In this case we say that μ and φ are in a standard correspondence. It turns out that such a measure μ_φ is expressed in terms of a polymer expansion around PC φ which gives detailed control over the decay of correlation in EPGD μ_φ.

2.1 D^2 = 2. The set S^{(2)} has cardinality ♯ ( S^{(2)} ) = 2 and consists of an FCC sublattice φ^{(2)} := { m (1, 1, 0) + n (1, 0, 1) + k (0, 1, 1) : m, n, k ∈ Z } = A_3

and its Z^3-shift φ^{(2)} + (1, 0, 0). Both PCs are periodic and layered and have the particle density 1/2. The layers are congruent triangular 2-meshes lying in planes orthogonal to the main diagonals. An example of such a layer is a two-dimensional triangular sub-lattice τ^{(2)} = { m (1, −1, 0) + n (1, 0, −1) : m, n ∈ Z}. Cf. Fig. 1 (a,b).

Set S^{(2)} consists of a single Z^3-symmetry class. Consequently, the cardinality ♯ ( E^{(2)}per ) = 2, and sets S^{(2)} and E^{(2)}per are in a standard correspondence. Cf. [3].

2.2 D^2 = 3. The set S^{(3)} has cardinality ♯ ( S^{(2)} ) = 4 and consists of a BCC sub-lattice

φ^{(3)} := { m (2, 0, 0) + n (0, 2, 0) + k (1, 1, 1) : m, n, k ∈ Z } and its Z^3-shifts φ^{(3)} + (1, 0, 0), φ^{(3)} + (0, 1, 0), φ^{(3)} + (0, 0, 1). All PCs are periodic and layered and have the particle density 1/4. The layers are congruent square 4-meshes

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 1: PCs for D^2 = 2 (the FCC sub-lattice, frame (a), and its shift, frame (b)) and for D^2 = 3 (a BCC sub-lattice, frame (c))

lying in planes orthogonal to co-ordinate axes. An example of such a layer is a square sub-lattice ζ^{(4)} := { m (2, 0, 0) + n (0, 2, 0) : m, n ∈ Z } . Cf. Fig. 1 (c).

Set S^{(3)} consists of a single Z^3-symmetry class. Consequently, the cardinality ♯ ( E^{(3)}per ) = 4, and sets S^{(3)} and E^{(3)}per are in a standard correspondence.

2.3 D^2 = 4. The set S^{(4)} has cardinality continuum and contains countably many periodic PCs. All PCs have the particle density 1/8 and are obtained from a lattice

φ^{(4)} := {m (2, 0, 0) + n (0, 2, 0) + k (0, 0, 2) : m, n, k ∈ Z} = 2 · Z^3

by shifting one- and two-dimensional meshes congruent to 2 · Z^2 or 2 · Z in co-ordinate directions parallel to these meshes. A detailed formal description of set S^{(4)} is contained in [14], Theorem 3.4. This is the smallest D^2 exhibiting a phenomenon of sliding where PCs can be perturbed without a significant loss in the number of particles/gain in energy. Cf. Fig. 2.

Figure 2: PCs for D^2 = 4: a 2Z^3 sub-lattice (a), and the result of shifting 2 one-dimensional meshes (b).

2.4 D^2 = 5. The set S^{(5)} has cardinality continuum and contains countably many periodic PCs. For instance, the AC

φ^{(5)} := { m(1, −2, 1) + n(−1, −1, 2) + k(1, 1, 1) : m, n, k ∈ Z } yields a PC that is a sub-lattice. All PCs for D^2 = 5 have the particle density 1/9 and are layered ACs where the layers are congruent triangular 6-meshes; an example of such a mesh is a sub-lattice τ^{(6)} in the plane x_1 + x_2 + x_3 = 0:

τ^{(6)} = { m(1, −2, 1) + n(−1, −1, 2) : m, n ∈ Z } ⊂ φ^{(5)}. (1)

Figure 3: A dHCP PC for D^2 = 5. Three different shades of gray represent three layers: in plane x_1 +x_2 +x_3 = −3 (dark gray), x_1 +x_2 +x_3 = 0 (mid-gray), x_1 +x_2 +x_3 = 3 (light gray). It specifies the triangular sub-lattice τ^{(6)} and two neighboring triangular 6-meshes. The background cubic lattice is 3 · Z^3. Thick black edges have squared length 5; they connect occupied sites of sublattice τ^{(6)} with those of the neighboring meshes (not all such edges are shown). Furthermore, these thick black edges highlight fragments of stacks of octaherdons and stacks of tetrahedrons. The circles indicate the positions of inserted particles in dominant excitations of order 2: an inserted particle is at the center of a common triangular face of two adjacent octahedrons (not all such positions are shown).

The planes containing the layers in a given PC are orthogonal to one of 4 main diagonals in R^3 , and the distance between two neighboring planes equals √ 3. In every PC, the minimal squared distance between occupied sites equals 5, which is achieved between sites in neighboring meshes. Also, the vertices in a mesh are projected to the centers of triangles in two neighboring meshes. The last property resembles the layered structure in the family of dense-packing configurations in R^3 ; cf. [7, 8]. For that reason the corresponding PC on Z^3 are referred to as a deformed FCC. The deformation is revealed by the fact that 6 nearest neighbors of a site are at distance √ 5 and the remaining 6 are at distance √ 6 from it. Likewise, continuing the R^3 -analogy, we define deformed HCP-configurations. In brief, we refer to dFCCs and dHCPs. For instance, the above sub-lattice φ^{(5)} is a dFCC, and all other PCs that are sub-lattices are also dFCCs. In both dFCCs and dHCPs the triangular layers are as in 6-FCC- and 6-HCP-configurations in

R^3 but, contrary to R^3 , these layers are at a shorter distance from each other ( √ 3 instead of √ 4). The dFCCs and dHCPs, like their standard FCC and HCP counterparts, contain tetrahedrons and octahedrons; their edges have squared lengths 6 (for vertices lying in the same mesh) and 5 (for vertices lying in neighboring meshes).

The dominant PGS-class consists of 72 dHCPs (18 for each main diagonal). Consequently, ♯ ( E^{(5)}per ) = 72, every dHCP generates an EPGD, and every EPGD is generated by a dHCP.

The local excitation which distinguishes between dominant and non-dominant PGSs occurs when a particle is inserted in the center of a 6-triangle forming a common face of two octahedrons. Such an inserted particle repels exactly three particles at the vertices of the triangle. See Fig. 3 where these insertions are marked by circles. Such an excitation does not occur in dFCCs, and in a dHCP it has the maximal density among all PGSs.

2.5 D^2 = 6. The set S^{(6)} has cardinality continuum and contains countably many periodic PCs. All PCs have the particle density 1/12 and are layered ACs of one of two types, (I) or (II) described below.

PCs of type (I) contain parallel layers which are congruent triangular 6-meshes; an example of such a mesh is the triangular lattice τ^{(6)} (see (1)). Correspondingly, the sub-lattices φ^{(6)}_i := { τ^{(6)} + k y_i : k ∈ Z } are PCs for the following choices

y_1 = (2, 1, 1), y_2 = (1, 2, 1) or y_3 = (1, 1, 2).

As with D^2 = 5, the meshes in a PC of type (I) are lying in parallel planes orthogonal to one of the main diagonals in Z^3; however, the distance between neighboring planes is now 4/ √ 3. The neighboring meshes in a PC are arranged in such a way that an occupied site in a mesh one is projected to a point lying on an edge of the neighboring mesh and divides it at ratio 1 : 2.

The mesh λ_+ neighboring τ^{(6)} and lying in the plane x_1 + x_2 + x_3 = 4 must be of the form λ_+ = λ_{+,i} = τ^{(6)} +y_i, where the shifting vector y_i is one of 3 vectors specified before.

Furthermore, vertex y_i ∈ λ_{+,i} is projected to the point u_i = y_i − ( 4 3 , 4 3 , 4 3 ) which lies

on an edge of τ^{(6)} incident to vertex x = (0, 0, 0) ∈ τ^{(6)} at distance √ 6/3 from x. E.g.,

point u_2 = ( − 1 3 , 2 3 , − 1 3 ) lies on the edge (−1, 2, −1) emerging for m = −1, n = 0 in the

formula for lattice τ^{(6)}. Moreover, point y_i is the only one in λ_{+,i} at squared distance 6 from x. On the other hand, for the neighboring mesh λ_− = λ_{−,i} = τ^{(6)} − y_i lying in the

plane x_1 + x_2 + x_3 = −4 and vertices −y_i are projected to points −y_i + ( 4 3 , 4 3 , 4 3 ) that lie

again at distance √ 6/3 from vertex x = (0, 0, 0) on edges of τ^{(6)}. The above alternatives of choosing a shifting vector persist every time we move from a mesh to its neighbor, independently of other choices of shifting vectors. Cf. Fig. 4.

Figure 4: PCs for D^2 = 6 of type (I). Three different shades of gray represent three layers: a triangular sub-lattice τ^{(6)} (mid-gray) in the plane x_1 +x_2 +x_3 = 0 and two neighboring 6-meshes, in the planes x_1 + x_2 + x_3 = 4 (light gray) and x_1 + x_2 + x_3 = −4 (dark gray). The background cubic lattice is 3 · Z^3. Thick black edges have squared length 6 and connect occupied sites in τ^{(6)} and those in the neighboring meshes (not all such connections are shown).

PCs of type (II) contain parallel layers which are congruent rhombic (8, 16)-meshes; an example of such a mesh is a rhombic lattice α^{(8,16)} in the plane x_1 − x_2 = 0:

α^{(8,16)} = { m (1, 1, 2) + n (1, 1, −2) : m, n ∈ Z } , with edges of squared length 6 and the diagonals of the rhombus of squared lengths 8 and 16. Correspondingly, the sub-lattices

φ^{(6)}_i = { α^{(8,16)} + ky_i : k ∈ Z } yield PCs for the following equivalent choices of shifting vectors y_i:

y_1 = (2, −1, 1) or y_2 = (1, −2, 1).

The meshes in a PC of type (II) lie in parallel planes orthogonal to one of the non-main diagonals in Z^3; the distance between neighboring planes equals 3/ √ 2. The neighboring meshes in such a PC are arranged so that an occupied site in a mesh is projected to a point lying at the middle of an edge in a neighboring mesh. E.g., the mesh ν_+ neighboring α^{(8,16)} and lying in the plane x_1 − x_2 = 3 must be of the form ν_+ = α^{(8,16)} + y_i, with 2 choices for the shifting vector y_i.

Similarly, the mesh ν_− neighboring α^{(8,16)} and lying in the plane x_1 − x_2 = −3 must have the same form α^{(8,16)} − y_i.

Again, these alternatives in the choice of a shifting vector persist every time we move from a mesh to its neighbor, independently of other choices of shifting vectors. Cf. Fig. 5.

Figure 5: PCs for D^2 = 6 of type (II). Three different shades of gray represent three layers: a rhombic sub-lattice α^{(8,16)} (mid-gray) in the plane x_1 − x_2 = 0 and two neighboring rhombic (8, 16)-meshes, in the planes x_1 − x_2 = 3 (light gray) and x_1 − x_2 = −3 (dark gray). The background cubic lattice is 3·Z^3. Thick black edges have squared length 6 and connect occupied sites in α^{(8,16)} and those in the neighboring meshes (not all such connections are shown).

We believe that an argument similar to the one carried out for the case D^2 = 5 works here as well, but the specific calculation isolating the dominant PGSs for D^2 = 6 has not been performed.

2.6 D^2 = 8. The set S^{(8)} has cardinality 16 and consists of an 8-FCC-lattice

φ^{(8)} := { m (2, 2, 0) + n (2, 0, 2) + k (0, 2, 2) : m, n, k ∈ Z } = 2 · A_3

and its Z^3-shifts. The PCs are layered and periodic and have the particle density 1/16. The structure of layers is similar to the case D^2 = 2. Cf. Fig. 1 (a) where the background cubic lattice should be identified with 2 · Z^3.

Set S^{(8)} consists of a single PGS-class. Consequently, the cardinality ♯ ( E^{(8)}per ) = 16,

and sets S^{(8)} and E^{(8)}per are in a standard correspondence.

2.7 D^2 = 9. The set S^{(9)} has cardinality 120 and consists of 6 congruent sub-lattices and their Z^3-shifts. Examples are sub-lattices φ^{(9)}_{1,2}:

φ^{(9)}_1 := { m(0, 3, 1) + n(0, −1, 3) + k(2, 1, 2) : m, n, k ∈ Z } , φ^{(9)}_2 := { m(0, 3, −1) + n(0, −1, −3) + k(2, 1, −2) : m, n, k ∈ Z } . The remaining sub-lattices are obtained from φ^{(9)}_i via the rotation in R^3 by π/2 about the x_3- and x_2-axis, respectively. The PCs are layered and periodic and have the particle density 1/20. The layers are congruent square 10-meshes orthogonal to one of the coordinate axes. Examples are square 10-lattices ζ^{(10)}_i ⊂ φ^{(9)}_i , i = 1, 2:

ζ^{(10)}_1 = { m (0, 3, 1) + n (0, −1, 3) : m, n ∈ Z } , ζ^{(10)}_2 = { m (0, 3, −1) + n (0, −1, −3) : m, n ∈ Z } . Each PC is formed by parallel square 10-meshes shifted relative to each other by a vector of squared length 9, where the occupied sites in a given mesh are projected to the centers of the squares in the neighboring meshes. For instance, in PC φ^{(9)}_1 the neighboring meshes for ζ^{(10)}_1 are ζ^{(10)}_1 ± (2, 1, 2), while in φ^{(9)}_2 the neighboring meshes for ζ^{(10)}_2 are ζ^{(10)}_2 ± (2, 1, −2). This structure is similar to FCC, so we again use the term a dFCC for configurations φ ∈ S^{(9)}. Cf. Fig. 6.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 6: A dFCC PC for D^2 = 9: a square sub-lattice ζ^{(10)}_1 (light gray), and its neighboring square 10-meshes (mid-gray, dark gray). The background cubic lattice in frame (a) is 4 · Z^3. The black edges in frame (c) have squared length 9; they connect occupied sites of ζ^{(10)}_1 and those in the neighboring meshes (not all such connections are shown).

Set S^{(9)} consists of a single PGS-class. Consequently, the cardinality ♯ ( E^{(9)}per ) = 120,

and sets S^{(9)} and E^{(9)}per are in a standard correspondence.

2.8 D^2 = 10. The set S^{(10)} has cardinality 208 and consists of 8 congruent sub-lattices and their Z^3-shifts. Examples are sub-lattices

φ^{(10)}_1 := { m (−1, −3, 4) + n (3, −4, 1) + k (0, 3, −1) : m, n, k ∈ Z } , φ^{(10)}_2 := { m (−1, 4, −3) + n (3, 1 − 4) + k (0, −1, 3) : m, n, k ∈ Z } , obtained from each other via the reflection about the plane x_2 = x_3. The PCs are layered and periodic and have the particle density 1/26. The layers are congruent triangular 26-meshes orthogonal to one of the main diagonals. Examples are triangular 26-lattices τ^{(26)}_i ⊂ φ^{(10)}_i , i = 1, 2:

τ^{(26)}_1 = { m (−1, −3, 4) + n (3, −4, 1) : m, n ∈ Z } , τ^{(26)}_2 = { m (−1, 4, −3) + n (3, 1, −4) : m, n ∈ Z } .

Lattices τ^{(26)}_i lie in the plane x_1 + x_2 + x_3 = 0 and, as before, obtained from each other via a reflection about the plane x_2 = x_3. The meshes in a given PC are placed so that the minimal squared distance between occupied sites in neighboring meshes equals 10, and the occupied sites in one mesh are projected to the centers of triangles in the neighboring meshes. For instance, the meshes next to τ^{(26)}_1 in a PC can be τ^{(26)}_1 ± (3, 1, 0) or τ^{(26)}_1 ±(1, 0, 3) while the meshes next to τ^{(26)}_2 can be τ^{(26)}_2 ±(3, 0, −1) or τ^{(26)}_2 ±(−1, 3, 0). As before, we use the term dFCC for the PCs/PGSs constituting set S^{(10)}. Cf. Fig. 7.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 7: A dFCC PC for D^2 = 10: a triangular sub-lattice τ^{(26)}_1 (light gray) and the neighboring triangular 26-meshes (mid-gray, dark gray). The background cubic lattice in frame (a) is 4 · Z^3. The thick black edges in frames (b) and (c) have squared length 10; they connect occupied sites in the light gray sub-lattice and those in neighboring meshes.

Set S^{(10)} consists of a single PGS-class. Consequently, the cardinality ♯ ( E^{(10)}per ) = 208,

and sets S^{(10)} and E^{(10)}per are in a standard correspondence.

2.9 D^2 = 11. The set S^{(11)} has cardinality continuum and contains countably many periodic PCs. All PCs have the particle density 1/32. A continuum sub-family of S^{(11)} can be obtained from the BCC-sub-lattice

φ^{(12)} := { m (4, 0, 0) + n (0, 4, 0) + k (2, 2, 2) : m, n, k ∈ Z } by shifting one-dimensional meshes parallel to a given main diagonal of Z^3. A detailed formal description of set S^{(11)} is contained in [14], Theorem 8.5. This is the second D^2 exhibiting a phenomenon of sliding where PCs can be perturbed without a significant loss in the number of particles/gain in energy. On the other hand this is the first case where the minimal Voronoi cell does not tessellate Z^3 which makes it rather complicated. A corresponding investigation required a new computer assisted technique.

2.10 D^2 = 12. The set S^{(12)} has cardinality 32 and consists of a BCC-sub-lattice

φ^{(12)} := { m (4, 0, 0) + n (0, 4, 0) + k (2, 2, 2) : m, n, k ∈ Z } and its Z^3-shifts. The PCs are layered and periodic and have the particle density 1/32. Set S^{(12)} consists of a single PGS-class. Consequently, the cardinality ♯ ( E^{(12)}per ) = 32,

and sets S^{(12)} and E^{(12)}per are in a standard correspondence. Cf. Fig. 1 (c) where the background lattice should be identified with 4 · Z^3.

3 Analysis for D^2 = 2ℓ^2

The specific examples discussed in the previous section show a broad variety of possible large-fugacity phase diagrams that may occur in the H-C model for different values of D. The specific methods used in those cases do not sum up to a general method applicable to all values of D. It may be an indication of the intrinsic difficulty which distinguishes the three-dimensional case from the two-dimensional one. This difficulty lies in the absence of known universal local optimizers identifying dense sphere packings on Z^3 for a given value of D. This is in contrast to the case of Z^2 where such a local minimizer is known (see the notion of an M-triangle in [11]). Even for the case of R^3 (which is presumably easier than Z^3) the search for a local optimizer took a long time and finally resulted in the notion of a scoring function; cf. [7, 8], in particular, Definition 5.12 in [7]. The history of the proof of Kepler’s conjecture illustrates the difficulty of the underlying problem. It is natural to try to apply the above-mentioned R^3 -results to the case of Z^3.

According to Kepler’s conjecture, the lattice A_3 provides an optimal packing in R^3 . Thus, to apply this result one has to understand if the lattice D · A_3 can be inscribed into Z^3 for a given D. An application of number-theoretical methods allows us to answer this question. Namely, an inscription/embedding of D · A_3 into Z^3 exists iff D^2 = 2ℓ^2 where ℓ ∈ N. Moreover, depending on the arithmetic properties of ℓ, there exists a multitude of distinct embeddings not taken into each other by Z^3-symmetries. Nevertheless, the number of such embeddings is always finite. This fact solves the sphere-packing problem for D^2 = 2ℓ^2 on Z^3. To establish the corresponding structure of periodic pure phases via the PS theory one needs not only to identify dense-packings (ground states) but also to verify an associated Peierls bound. A certain modification [14] of the scoring function from [7, 8] can be used as the local measure of the particle density leading to the notion of a perfect configuration. The desired Peierls bound can be derived in the same way as in section 2. This leads to the results in sub-sections 3.1–3.3 below.

These results exhaust all situations where dense-packings in Z^3 have the same geometric structure as those in R^3 . Namely, they are D · A_3 meshes and (under certain additional conditions) their layered modifications.

3.1. Suppose that D^2 = 2^{1+2n}, corresponding to ℓ = 2^n. (It includes the values D^2 = 2, 8 discussed before.) This case is simplified by the fact that the only periodic dense-packing configurations, i.e., the periodic ground states or the periodic perfect configurations in this case are the D-FCC sub-lattice D · A_3 and its Z^3-shifts. Thus, the only dense-packing sub-lattice forms a trivial Z^3-symmetry class. Cf. Fig. 8. All other layered dense-packing configurations from R^3 cannot be inscribed in Z^3. The analysis of PCs for D^2 = 2^{1+2n} relies on [7, 8]. The definition of a contour and the Peierls bound are based on the notion of a scoring function from [7, 8]. Further details are discussed in [14], section 9, by using a methodology developed in [12]. Specifically, cf. [14], Lemmas 9.1, 9.2 and Theorems 9.1A, 9.1B.

As a result, we obtain that for D^2 = 2^{1+2n} the entire collection of the PCs is exhausted by the set S^{(D2)} consisting of D-FCC sub-lattice 2^n · A_3 and its Z^3-shifts. The cardinality of S^{(D2)} is 2^{1+3n}. The particle density of any PC equals 1/2^{1+3n}. All PCs are periodic, and they form a single Z^3-symmetry class. Consequently, the cardinality ♯(E^{(D2)}per ) = 2^{1+3n}, and sets S^{(D2)} and E^{(D2)}per are in a standard correspondence. Cf. [14], Theorems 9.1A, 9.1B.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 8: An FCC-PC for D^2 = 2^{1+2n} (frames (a,b)) and its Z^3-shift by the amount D/ √ 2 (frames (c,d)). There are middle triangular meshes (light gray) and their neighboring meshes (mid-gray, dark gray), all of squared size D^2. The background cubic lattice in frames (a,c) is (D/ √ 2) · Z^3.

3.2. In the general case D^2 = 2ℓ^2 where ℓ ∈ N, there still exist PCs that are D-FCC sub-lattices and their Z^3-shifts. For ℓ ≠ 2^n, such PCs form more than one Z^3-symmetry class; the precise number of PC-equivalence classes and the symmetries within a given class depend on arithmetic properties of ℓ. For example, the number of D-FCC sublattices in a class can be 4, 6, 8, 12 or 24. A detailed analysis is given in [14], section 10 (Appendix A).

Suppose that ℓ ≠ 0 mod 3 and ℓ ≠ 2^n (the first value of D^2 with this property is D^2 = 50, for ℓ = 5.) Then the corresponding set S^{(D2)} of all PCs contains only D-FCC sub-lattices and their Z^3-shifts. That is, there are no non-sub-lattice layered PCs (unlike in case R^3 ). Set S^{(D2)} is finite and all PCs are periodic. The particle density in any PC equals 1/2ℓ^3. The PCs form more than one Z^3-symmetry class. As was said, the number of equivalence classes and their cardinalities depend on the rational prime decomposition of ℓ.

Furthermore, there exists u_⋆(D^2) ∈ (0, ∞) such that for u ≥ u_⋆(D^2) there exists at least one dominant PGS-equivalence class. Each PGS φ from a dominant class generates an EPGM μ_φ, and every EPGM μ is generated by a PGS from some dominant class. Cf. [14], Theorems 9.2A, 9.2B.

Specification of dominant classes for a general ℓ ≠ 0 mod 3 and ℓ ≠ 2^n could be done by studying a ‘truncated free energy’ for the ensemble of small contours (cf. [12, 13] where the H-C model was discussed on planar lattices). The precise answer requires a careful analysis of local ‘excitations’ of a given PGS (where some particles are removed and others added, without breaking admissibility); in [12] it involved a computer-assisted argument. We conjecture that a dominant class for ℓ ≠ 0 mod 3 is always unique.

3.3. Suppose that D^2 = 2ℓ^2 where ℓ ∈ N and ℓ = 0 mod 3. (The first such value is D^2 = 18, for ℓ = 3.) In this case we encounter two phenomena. First, there exist at least two Z^3-symmetry classes of D · A_3 -sub-lattices. Second, each D · A_3 -sub-lattice admits a single continuum family of layered dense-packings (like the R^3 -case). It results in a family S^{(D2)} of Z^3-inscribed layered dense-packing configurations that are inherited from R^3 . Set S^{(D2)} exhausts all PCs and has cardinality continuum. The particle density in a PC equals 1/2ℓ^3. The subset S^{(D2)}per ⊂ S^{(D2)} consisting of periodic layered PCs from S^{(D2)} is countable and exhausts all periodic PCs. Depending on the rational prime decomposition of ℓ, the sub-lattices in S^{(D2)}per are partitioned into more than one but finitely many Z^3-symmetry classes. Cf. [14], Theorem 9.3A.

We suggest that in a sense this case is similar to the case of D^2 = 5 considered in section 2.4. Namely, there exists a local excitation of order 2 (one particle added, three removed) which has the maximal frequency of occurrence in HCP-type configurations. (The D-FCC PGSs do not have such excitations at all.) We expect that as in the case D^2 = 5 there is no other excitation of this order. If this expectation is true then in a given Z^3-symmetry class the corresponding D-HCP-type configurations dominate all the remaining continuum of PCs. Nevertheless, D-HCP-type configurations originating from different Z^3-symmetry classes may differ in higher order local exitations. We conjecture that this is the case and only a single Z^3-symmetry class produces D-HCP-type configurations that are overall dominant.

Acknowledgement. IS and YS thank the Math Department, Penn State University, for support. A part of the work was carried out when IS was a Beaufort Visiting Fellow at St John’s College, Cambridge. IS thanks St John’s College, Cambridge and DPMMS, University of Cambridge, for the warm hospitality and support. YS thanks St John’s College, Cambridge, for support.

References

[1] Bricmont J., Slawny,J. Phase transitions in systems with a finite number of dominant ground states. J. Stat. Physics, 54, (1989), 89-161.

[2] Burley D.M. A lattice model of a classical hard sphere gas. Proc. Phys. Soc. 75 (1961), 262; 77 (1961), 451.

[3] Dobrushin R. The problem of uniqueness of a Gibbsian random field and the problem of phase transitions. Funct. Anal. Appl., 4:4 (1968), 302–312.

[4] Gaunt D.S., Fisher M.E. Hard-sphere lattice gases. I. Plane-Square Lattice. J. Chem.

Phys. 43 (1965), 2840.

[5] Gaunt D.S. Hard-Sphere Lattice Gases. II. Plane-triangular and three-dimensional lattices. J. Chem. Phys. 46 (1967), 3237.

[6] Georgii, H.-O. Gibbs measures and phase transitions. Berlin/New York: W. de Gruyter, 2011.

[7] Hales T. A proof of the Kepler conjecture. Annals of Math., 162 (2005), 1065 - 1185.

[8] Hales T.C. Dense sphere packings. A blueprint for formal proofs. London Mathematical Society Lecture Notes Series: 400. Cambridge University Press, 2012.

[9] Holsztynski W., Slawny J. Peierls condition and number of ground states. Comm.

Math Phys. 61 (1978), 177-190.

[10] Jauslin I., Lebowitz J. High-fugacity expansion, Lee-Yang zeros and order-disorder transitions in hard-core lattice systems. Comm. Math. Phys. 364 (2018), 655–682

[11] Mazel A., Stuhl I. and Suhov Y. High-density hard-core model on Z^2 and norm equations in ring Z[^6 √ −1]. arXiv:1909.11648v2 (2020).

[12] Mazel A., Stuhl I. and Suhov Y. High-density hard-core model on triangular and hexagonal lattices. arXiv:1803.04041v2, (2020).

[13] Mazel A., Stuhl I. and Suhov Y. The hard-core model on planar lattices: the diskpacking problem and high-density Gibbs distributions. arXiv:2011.14156v2 (2022).

[14] Mazel A., Stuhl I. and Suhov Y., Kepler’s conjecture and phase transitions in the high-density hard-core model on Z^3. arXiv:2112.14250v2 (2023).

[15] Nath T., Rajesh R. Multiple phase transitions in extended hard core lattice gas models in two dimensions. Phys. Rev. E90 (2014),012120; arXiv:1404.6902v2.

[16] Nath T., Rajesh R. The high-density phase of the k-NN hard core lattice gas model.

J. Stat. Mech. 2016 (2016), 073203; arXiv:1604.08376v1.

[17] Pirogov S. and Sinai Y. Phase diagrams of classical lattice systems. Teor. Mat. Fiz.

25, 26 (1975, 1976), 1185-1192, 61-76.

[18] Vigneshwar, N., Mandal, D., Damle, K., Dhar, D. and Rajesh, R. Phase diagram of a system of hard-cubes on the cubic lattice. Phys. Rev. E 99 (2019), 052129

[19] Zahradnik M. An alternate version of Pirogov-Sinai theory. Comm. Math Phys. 93 (1984), 559-581.