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A bstract. The physicsof interacting quantum w ires has attracted a lot of attention
recently. W hen the density of electrons In the w ire is very low, the strong repulsion
between electrons leads to the form ation of a W igner crystal. W e review the rich
soin and orbital properties of the W igner crystal, both In the one-dim ensional and
quasione-din ensional regin e. In the onedin ensional W igner crystal the electron
soins form an antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg chain w ith exponentially am all exchange
coupling. In the presence of leads the resulting inhom ogeneity of the electron density
causes a violation of spin-charge separation. A s a consequence the spin degrees of
freedom a ect the conductance of the w ire. Upon increasing the electron density, the
W igner crystal starts deviating from the strictly one-din ensional geom etry, form ing
a zigzag structure instead. Spin interactions In this regim e are dom inated by ring
exchanges, and the phase diagram of the resulting zigzag spin chain has a number
of unpolarized phases as well as regions of com plte and partial soin polarization.
Finally we address the orbial properties in the viciniy of the transition from a one-
din ensional to a quastone-din ensional state. D ue to the locking between chains in
the zigzag W iIgner crystal, only one gapless m ode exists. M anifestations of W igner
crystalphysics at weak Interactions are explored by studying the fate ofthe additional
gapped low -energy m ode as a function of interaction strength.
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1. Introduction

F irst experim ents [1,12] on electronic transport n one-din ensional conductors revealed
the rem arkabl quantization of conductance In muliples of the universal quantum
2e?’=h, where e is the elem entary charge and h is P Janck’s constant. T hese experin ents
were perform ed by con ning two-dim ensional electrons In G aA s heterostructures to one
din ension by applying a negative voltage to two gates, thereby forcing the electrons to
ow from one side of the sam ple to the other via a very narrow channel. Such devices,
typically referred to as quantum point contacts, are the sim plest physical realization of
a one-din ensional electron system . A though the length of the one-dim ensional region
In quantum point contacts is relatively short, the quantization of conductance indicates
that transport n such devices is essentially one-din ensional. Longer quantum w ires
have been created later using either a di erent gate geom etry |B], orby con ning two-—
din ensional electrons by other m eans, such as In clkaved-edge-overgrow th devices H].
Finall, a fundam entally di erent way ofcon ning electrons to one din ension hasbeen
recently realized In caroon nanotubes [5,16]. T he nterest in the study ofone-din ensional
conductors is stin ulated by the relatively low disorder in these system sand by the ability
to control their param eters. For instance, the e ective strength of the electron-electron
Interactions is detem ined by the electron density, which can be tuned by changing
the gate voltage. T hus quantum w ire devices represent one of the sim plest interacting
electron system s In which a detailed study of transport properties can be perform ed.

Interactions between one-din ensional electrons are of findam ental in portance.
Unlke in higherdin ensional system s, In one din ension the low-energy properties of
Interacting electron system s are not described by Fem iHiquid theory. Instead, the
so—called Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid em erges as the proper description of the system
In which, Instead of ferm ionic quasiparticles, the elem entary excitations are bosons
[/]. Interestingly, the quantization of conductance In quantum point contacts is well
understood in the fram ew ork of noninteracting electrons [8] despite the relatively strong
Interactions in these devices. This paradox was resolved theoretically [9, (10, [11] by
considering a Luttinger liquid w ith position-dependent param eters chosen in a way that
m odels strongly nteracting electrons In the quantum w ire connected to leads in which
Interactions can be neglected. It was found that the dc conductance of such a system is
com plktely controlled by the leads, and is therefore insensitive to the interactions.

T he Jatter conclusion is in apparent disagreem ent w ith experin ents observing the
so—called 0.7 structure in the conductance of quantum point contacts [12,113,[14,115,116,
17,118,119,120]. This feature appears as a quasiplateau of conductance at about 07
2e’=h at very low electron density in the wire, and usually grow s w ith tem perature. A
num ber ofpossib ke explanations have been proposed, m ost ofw hich attribute the feature
to the fact that at low densities the e ective Interaction strength is strongly enhanced.
One of the most comm on explanations attributes the 0.7 structure to soontaneous
polarization ofelectron spins in thew ire [12,113,114,[15,[16,117,118,120,21,22,123,124,125].
A Though such polarization is forbidden In one din ension [26], the electrons in quantum
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Figure 1. (@) A onedimensionalW igner crystal form ed In a quantum wire at low
electron density. (o) The zigzag W igner crystal form s in a certain regin e of densities
w hen the electrons are con ned to the w ire by a shallow potential.

w ires are, of course, three-din ensional, albeit con ned to a channelofan allw idth. T his
deviation from true one-dim ensionality m ay, In principle, give rise to a spin-polarized
ground state of the interacting electron system .

T he electrons in quantum w ires interact via repulsive Coulom b forces. A sa result of
the Iong-range nature of the repulsion, at low density the kinetic energy of the electrons
is an all com pared to the interactions. To m inin ize their repulsion, electrons form
a perodic structure called the W igner crystal R7]. In one din ension the long-range
order in the W igner crystal F igure(ll(@)) is sm eared by quantum  uctuations|28], and
therefore the crystalline state can be viewed as the strongly-interacting regin e of the
Luttinger liquid. However, the presence of strong short-range order provides a clkar
physical picture of the strongly interacting one-din ensional system and enables one to
develop a theoretical description of quantum w ires in the low density regin e.

In theW Ignercrystalregin e the electronsare strongly con ned to the vicinity ofthe
Jattice sites. A s a resul the exchange of electron soins is strongly suppressed, and only
the nearest neighbor spins are coupled to each other. O ne can then think ofthe electron
Soins form ng a Heisenberg soin chain wih a coupling constant J much an aller than
theFem ienergy Er . The presence oftwo very di erent energy scalesEr and J for the
charge and spin excitations distinguishes the strongly nteracting W igner crystal regin e
from a generic one-din ensional electron system w ith m oderately strong interactions. In
particular, the Luttinger liquid theory is applicable to the W igner crystal only at the
lowest energies, " J. On the other hand, if any of the im portant energy scales of
the problm exceed J, the soin excitations can no longer be treated asbosons, and the
conventional Tom onaga-Luttinger picture fails. O ne of the m ost interesting exam ples of
such behavior occurswhen the tem perature T isin the range J T Er . In thiscase
the charge excitations retain their bosonic properties consistent w ith Luttinger liquid
theory, whereas the correlations of electron soins are com pltely destroyed by them al

uctuations. Such one-din ensional system s are not lin ited to the W igner crystalregin e
and are generically referred to as spin—-incoherent Luttinger liquids. W e argue in Sec.[2
that the coupling of soin and charge excitations in this regin e leadsto a reduction ofthe
conductance ofthe quantum w ire from 2e*=h toe’=h. A numberofadditional interesting
properties of spin—-nooherent Luttinger liquids are discussed In a recent review [R9].

The electrons n a quantum wire are con ned to one dinm ension by an extemal
potential. In the comm on case of the potential created by negatively charged gates
placed on top of a two-din ensional electron system , the con ning potential can be
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rather shallow. In this case the strong repulsion between electrons can force them
to move away from the center of the wire, transform ing the one-din ensional W igner
crystalto a quasione-din ensional zigzag structure, F igure[llo) . In the case of classical
electrons such a transition has been studied in [30, 131, 132]; we review this theory In
Sec.[3. The zigzag W igner crystal has rich spin properties due to the fact that each
electron can now be surrounded by four neighbors w ith signi cant soinh coupling. R ing
exchange processes play an in portant role and m ay under certain circum stances give
rise to a spontaneous polarization of electron spins. T he soin properties of the zigzag
W igner crystals are discussed in Sec.[4.

T he transfom ation of a one-din ensional W igner crystal to the zigzag shape is a
soecial case of a transition from a one-din ensional to a quasione din ensional state of
electrons In a quantum w ire. A nother such transition occurs in the case ofnoninteracting
electrons when the density is increased until population of the second subband of
electronic states In the con ning potentialbegins. These two transitions seem to have
ratherdi erent properties. Indeed, in the case of noninteracting electrons the population
of the second subband entails the em ergence of a second acoustic excitation branch in
the system . On the other hand, even though the zigzag crystal has two row s, their
relative m otion is Jocked, and one expects to nd only one acoustic branch In this case.
It is therefore interesting to explore how the number of acoustic excitation branches
changes as the Interaction strength is tuned. In the regin e of strong Interactions this
requires developing the quantum theory of the transition from a one-dim ensional to
a zigzag W igner crystal. W e discuss such a theory in Sec.[5, where it is shown that
quantum  uctuations do not lad to the em ergence of a second acoustic branch in the
zigzag crystal. This feature of the W igner crystal survives even at weak interactions,
w ith the second acoustic branch appearing only when the Interactions are com pletely
tumed o

2. 0O nedim ensional crystal

2.1.Quantum wire at ow ekctron density

E kectrons in a quantum w ire repel each other with Coulomb forces. To characterize
the strength of interactions, lt us com pare the typical kinetic energy of an electron,
which is of the order of the Fem ienergy E ~“n?=m , wih the typical interaction
energy €n= . Here n is the electron density, m is the e ective mass, and is the
dielectric constant ofthe m edium .) C learly, the Coulom b repulsion dom inates over the
kinetic energy in the low -density regin e nag 1, where a5 = ~?> =m & is the Bohr's
radius In the m aterial. Then the ground state of the system is achieved by placing
electrons at wellde ned points in the w ire, ssparated from each other by the distance
n !, Figure[l@), thus creating a W igner crystal. B ecause the kinetic energy ofelectrons
is an all, the am plitude x of the zeropoint uctuations of electrons near the sites of
the W igner lattice ismuch sm aller than the period ofthe crystal, n x  @ma)™ 1.
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In experin ent the quantum w ire isusually surrounded by m etalgates. A sa resul,
the Coulomb Interactions between electrons are screened at large distances by in age
charges in the gates. For exam ple, if the gate ism odeled by a m etal plane at distance
d from the w ire, the Interaction poten‘dalbeoo'm es

e 1 1

LI @)
XJ x?+ (2d)?

V x) =
At large distances thispotential fallso  asV (x) 2&= k3, much m ore rapidly than
the orighhalCoulomb repulsion. Asa resul, n the lmitn ! 0 the crystalline ordering
ofelectronsw illbe destroyed by quantum  uctuations. C om parison ofthe Fermm ienergy
w ith the screened Coulomb repulsion [ll) shows that the W igner crystal exists in the
range of densities ag d 2 n aBl , provided that the distance to thegated az . In
typical experin ents w ith G aA s quantum w ire devicesag = 10nm and d & 100nm ; thus
the W igner crystal state should persist untilunrealistically Iow densities  10°nm ! .
Sin ilar to phonons in conventional crystals, the W igner crystal supports acoustic
plasm on excitatjons| propagating waves of electron density. The soeed of plaan ons is

given b
r

2e?n
s= 1 @ond): @)
m

The Ham iltonian describing these low -energy excitations is easily obtained by treating
theW ignercrystalasa continuousm edium . A dding the kinetic energy and the potential
energy of elastic deform ation, one cbtains
Z
H = P’ + }m ns? @u)? dx; 3)
2mn 2

where u (x) is the digplacam ent of the m edium at point x from is equillbbriuim position,
and p (x) is the m om entum density. In one dim ension the acoustic excitations destroy
the long range order In the crystal even at zero tem perature, hfu (x) u@)ii ’
(~= mns) hnx

In the m odel of spinless electrons, Ham iltonian [3) accounts for all possble Iow —
energy excitations ofthe system . H owever, in the presence of spins, there are additional
excitations not included in [3). In the W igner crystal regin e the electrons are Iocalized
near their lattice sites, Figure[ll(@), and to a rst approxin ation the spins at di erent
sites are not coupled. The exchange coupling of two spins at neighboring sites occurs
via the process of tw o electrons sw itching their places on the W igner lattice. W hen the
electrons approach each other, the strong Coulomb repulsion creates a high potential
barrer. A s a result, the exchange processes are very weak, and only the coupling of the

z The result [J) was derived n B3] ©r densities in the range d ! n ag L, E xtending their
calculation to the density rangeag =& n d !,one ndss= PR4e’n®d® (3)= m 2.

x Tn the absence of the screening gate the plasm on speed s diverges at sm all wavevectors, see [2) at
d ! 1 . Although this e ect suppresses the quantum uctuations, i is not su cient to restore the
lIong-range order [28].
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nearest neighbor soins needs to be taken into account. The H am iltonian describing the

Foin excitations takes the form
X

H = JS1 817 “)
1
where S, is the spin at site 1. A s the exchange processes involve tunneling through a

high barrer, the exchange constant is exponentially suppressed [34,135,136],

J / exp P ©)
nag
w here 280180, [51], 52], see also Sec.[4.1.]]. Taken together, equations [3) and [4)

acoount for all low -energy excitations of the one-dim ensional W igner crystal, ie., the
Ham iltonian ofthe system can be represented as the sum

H=H +H : ©)

Because of the absence of long-range order, one expects that in the low -energy lim it the
W igner crystal should be a special case of the Luttinger liquid. T he Jatter is comm only
described [7] by a H am iltonian ofthe form [@), w ith the charge and spin H am iltonians,
H andH , gjyezn by

~Uu
H o= K 2+ K '@ ) dx; 7
Z Z ;
_ ~u 2 1 2 2G1- hp _ 1
H = — K + K ~ @ ) dx+ ws 8 ) dx: (8)
2 @ )
Here the bosonic elds , and , descrbe the charge ( ) and spin ( ) excitations

propagating wih wvelocities u ; . They obey canonical commutation relations
[ ®); oy)l=1 o & y). In the case of repulsive interactions, the Luttinger
Jiquid parameter K isin the range 0 < K < 1. The coshe term in [8) is m arginally
Irrelevant, ie., the coupling constant g;, scales to zero logarithm ically at low energies.
At the sam e tin ¢, the param eter K approaches unity asK = 1+ g, =2 u .

Both Ham iltonians [3) and [1) describe propagation ofelastic waves in them edium .
T heir form al equivalence is established [36] by identifying

n P3 o
x)= p=uX); ®)= —p&); u=s K =_—: ©)
2 n~ 2m s

O n the otherhand, even though both H am iltonians [4) and [8) describe spin excitations
in the system , their equivalence is not obvious. Indeed, Ham iltonian [4) is expressed
n tem s of spin operators S, of the electrons, whereas its LuttingerJiquid analog [8)
is expressed In temn s of the bosonic elds and . The oconnection is established
via the wellkknow n procedure [7] of bosonization of the H eisenberg spin chain [4). This
procedure is applicabl at energies much am aller than the exchange constant J, and
reduces H am iltonian [4) to the om [8), see Ref. [36]. O ne therefore concludes that at
low energies the W igner crystal can indeed be viewed as a Luttinger liquid.

It is In portant to point out, however, that the equivalence of the W igner crystal
and Luttinger liquid holds only at very low energies, " J. G iven the exponential
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dependence [J) of the exchange constant on density, one can easily achieve a regin e
when an In portant energy scale, such as the tem perature, is larger than J. In this case
the bosonization procedure leading to [8) is napplicable, and the orm [4) should be
used instead. O n the otherhand, as long astem perature and other relevant energy scales
are an aller than the Fem i energy, the charge excitations are bosonic and adequately
described by either H am iltonian [3) or [7).

2 2. Spin-charge separation in the one-dim ensionalW igner crystal

The Ham iltonian [6)-[8) of the Luttinger liquid consists of two ssparate comm uting
contrbutions associated w ith the charge and spin degrees of freedom . C onsequently,
the low-energy excitations of the system are charge and spoin waves, decoupled from
each other, and propagating at di erent velocitiesu and u . T he operator annihilating
a (dght-m oving) electron wih soin  In this theory has the fom
gl = i i

r K)= 2—eXp 19—5[ x) x)] exp 19—5[ x) ®)] ; @0)
In which the charge and soin contributions explicitly factorize. Here  is a short-
distance cuto , k¥ = n=2 isthe Fem iwavevector of the elctrons, and the += sign
corresponds to electron spin = ";#.)

The Ham iltonian of the W igner crystal [6) also consists of two comm uting
contrbutions describing the charge and soin degrees of freedom , w ith them ain di erence
being the di erent form [@) of H . However, the analogy with the Luttinger liquid is
not com plte, as the electron annihilation operator no longer factorizes [37,38],
oi2ke x i
R &)= p2:exp P—EB x) ®)] Zy b : 11)

Enx+ 2 x)

Here the operator Z,, acts upon any state of the spin chain [4) and produces a state
w ith one less soin by rem oving soin  at site num ber 1. T he form ofthe ferm jon operator
[11) re ects the fact that when an electron is rem oved from the W igner crystal, one of
the sites ofthe spin chain [4) isalso rem oved. In the absence of plagn on excitations, the
sites are equidistant, and the site at point x hasthe num ber 1= nx. O n the otherhand,
ifplasm ons propagate though the crystal, the e]ec&}ggs shift by a distance proportional
to ,and the sph isrem oved from the site 1= nx+ —2  (x), see [11). Thusthe absence
of factorization of the charge and spin com ponents of the ferm ion operator [11) re ects
the sin ple fact that the spins S, in the soin chain [4) are attached to the electrons.

The absence of spin-charge separation in the Ham iltonian of the W igner crystal
m anifests itself if the system isnot uniform , such as In the case ofa quantum w ire w ith
a Jow electron density that depends on position, n = n (X). A ssum ing that the varations
of n x) occur at a length scale much larger than the distance between electrons, one
can still bosonize the charge m odes near every point in space, whilke accounting for the
x-dependence of the param etersu and K . Thus one obtains

Z
H = ~u2(x) K ®) 2+ K )] @ ) dx: 12)
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Figure 2. A quantum w ire form ed by applying negative voltage to the gatesplaced on
top ofa two-din ensionalelectron system . E lectrons in the narrow channelbetween the
gates are one-din ensional and their densiy is su ciently low to achieve the W igner
crystalregin e. Away from the center of the w ire the electron density increases, and
even the short range ordering of electrons is destroyed by quantum uctuations.

v

The exchange constant J in the Ham iltonian [4) of the spin chain also acquires an

x-dependence, as it clearly depends on the electron density, see [§). Thus the soin

H am iltonian takes the form
X

p

o

H = J 1
1
where x; is the niial position of the I-th elctron. T he appearance of the charge eld
In H agan acoounts for thep fact that the plasnons shift the site 1 of the spin
chain from its initial position by —2 . Therefore the two contrbutionsH and H to
the Ham iltonian of the W igner crystal comm ute only in the uniform system , when the
exchange constant J does not depend on position.

x1) S1 817 13)

2.3. Conductance of a W igner—crystalwire

In experin ent, the quantum w ires are usually made by con ning a two-din ensional
electron systam to a one-dim ensional channel. O ne of the m ost comm on techniques is
to place two m etalelectrodes above a G aA s heterostructure in which a two-din ensional
electron system is form ed, Figure[2. W hen a negative volage is applied to the gates,
the resulting electrostatic potential repels the electrons from the regions covered by
the gates, but a narrow channel of electrons between the gatesm ay still rem ain. The
resulting quantum w ire connects two large regions of tw o-din ensional electrons, which
play the role of contacts to the w ire. Ifthe gate voltage V, isproperly tuned, the electron
density in the center of the wire can be su ciently Iow fora W Igner crystal to fom .
On the other hand, the gates do not a ect the electron density and the nature of the
electron liquid In the two-din ensional leads.

T he physics of Interacting electrons In two orthree din ensions isvery di erent from
that of one-din ensional system s. A Ithough at extram ely low densities the electrons w ill
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form a W igner crystal, this does not happen in typical G aA s heterostructures. Instead,
the electrons are believed to be In a conventional Ferm iliquid state w ith quasiparticlke
excitations cbeying Fem i statistics and carrying the charge of a singk electron. In a
one-dim ensional systam such a situation m ay only occur in the absence of Interactions,
as otherw ise a Luttinger liquid state w ith bosonic excitations is form ed. In the absence
of interactions, however, the Fem iliquid and LuttingerJiquid pictures are equivalent.
Thus it is convenient to m odel the quantum w ire device by a one-din ensional m odel
w ith position-dependent interactions and elctron density. In the central part of the
system the density is an all so that the interactions may be e ectively strong. This
region m odels the quantum wire. A s one moves away from the central region, the
density grow s, the interactions becom e an all, and asym ptotically at Jarge distances the
electrons becom e noninteracting. These two sam n  nite noninteracting regionsm odel
the two-din ensional leads.

Such amodelwas used In [9, 110, [11] to caloulate the conductance of a quantum
w ire described by the Luttinger liquid m odel. T he H am iltonian studied was essentially
identical to [12), as the electrons were assum ed to be spinless and only charge m odes
needed to be acocounted for. It was dem onstrated that the dc conductance of the w ire
isnot a ected by the Interactions and rem ains quantized at é=h. Let us illustrate this
resul w ith a sin ple sam iclassical caloulation.

W e start w ith the hom ogeneous w ire, and for sin plicity, lnstead ofthe H am iltonian
[1) we will use the equivalent form [3). Unlke papers [, (10, [11], where a term was
added to the Ham iltonian in order to describe the bias volage applied to the wire at
point x = 0, we consider a sstup In which the wire is connected to a current source. A
an all ac current w ith frequency ! can be represented In tem s of the velocity u of the
elasticm edium and the electron density as

neuj-o= Iycos!t: (14)

T his expression should be viewed as a tin edependent boundary condition in posed on
the elasticm ediim . A sa resul them ediuim begins to m ove periodically w ith frequency
!, and plasm ons propagating Into the in nite leads dissipate power W = ﬁR =2 from

the current source, where R is the resistance of the system . Let uscalculate W in tem s
of the param eters of the elastic mediim . Since the plasn ons carry the energy of the
oscillating m edium in two directions at speed s, we can express the dissipated power as

W = 2stEi; @$5)

where HE 1 is the energy density of the system . T he latter consists of two contridbutions,
the kinetic and potential energies represented by the two term s in [3). In a ham onic
system the tin eaveraged values of the kinetic and potential energies are equal, so we
w il evaluate hE i by doubling the kinetic energy,

% Thood | ti = 2:2—HI§; (16)
where we expressed the velocity u in temm s of the current using [14) . Substituting this
expression into [19) and com paring the result w ith the Joule heat law W = I§R=2, we

HEi= mmf =
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nd the resistance

2ms h s .
&n v
whereweused thedensity n = kp = forsoinkssekctronsand de ned the Fem ivelociyy
In the interacting system asvw = ~kg=m .

In the noninteracting lim it, w here the Luttinger liquid theory reproduces the low —
energy properties of the Femm i gas, the plagn on velocity s = v, and we recover the
weltknown result R = h=e?. The model considered in [9, [10, [11] was described by
the Ham iltonian [12) of the inhom ogeneous Luttinger liquid, w here the interactions are
present only n a region of nite size L, m odeling the w ire, and vanish at x ! 1.
is easy to see that the above calculation of the resistance is applicable to such a system
as long as the low -frequency lin it is considered. Indeed, at ! ! 0 the wavelength ofthe
plasn ons s=! ismuch larger than L, so the am ission of the plasn ons occurs In the
noninteracting leads. T hus we have recovered the result [9,/10,/11] for the conductance,
G = &=h.

O ur sim ple calculation also enables us to Interpret the absence of corrections to the
conductance due to electron-electron interactions in a nite region ofa one-din ensional
system . In the Luttinger liquid theory the m ain e ect of the interactions is to change
the com pressbility of the electron system , thereby a ecting the second term in [B). ITn
the dc lin it the wavelength ofthe plasn ons isin nitely lJarge, and thus the defom ation
@,u within the nitesize Interacting region is negligble. T hus the system behaves as a
noninteracting one.

T he above result for the soinless Luttinger liquid can be easily generalized to the
case of electrons with spin. As we discussed in Sec.[22, within the Luttingerliquid
approxin ation the charge and soin degrees of freedom are not coupled. T hus the applied
bias or electric current couples only to the charge m odes, and the above discussion can
be repeated w ith the only m odi cation being the di erent relation n = 2k= between
the density and the Fermm iwavevector. Substituting this expression instead ofn = ky =
in [I7) we nd the resistance of the charge m odes

h
R = (18)
and thus the expected doubling of the conductance, G = 2e?=h.

On the other hand, we saw in Sec.[22 that in the inhom ogeneous W igner crystal
there is no spin-charge separation, ie., the Ham itonian [13) of the spin excitations
depends explicitly on the charge eld . One can therefore expect that the soin degrees
of freedom willa ect conductance when the W igner crystal is not equivalent to the
Luttinger liquid. Indeed, we show below that the soins have a signi cant e ect on the
electronic transoort at tem peratures T & J.

In treating a one-din ensional W igner crystal attached to noninteracting leads one
has to overcom e a fundam ental problem caused by the lack of quantitative theory for
the crossover regions that connect them , Figure 2. In the case of spinless electrons

both the W igner crystal and the leads can be viewed as special cases of the Luttinger

a7
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liquid, assum ing that one is only Interested In the low-energy properties of the systam .
Thus one can use the model [I2) of the inhom ogeneous Luttinger liquid and obtain
reliabl resuls, provided that the exact form of the x-dependences of the param eters
is not Im portant. In the presence of soins there is an additional com plication caused
by the fact that the spin sector ofa W igner crystal is described by the Ham iltonian of
a Heisenberg spin chain [4) because the spins are attached to welkHocalized electrons.
Such a description is appropriate In neither the crossover region nor the lads, where
the short—range crystalline order is absent. In our further discussion we w ill nevertheless
use the m odel of the inhom ogeneous spin chain [13) for the whole system . Thism odel
is justi ed ifthe tem perature is an all com pared to the Fem ienergy in the center ofthe
w ire. W hen onem oves away from the center, the density n grow s, and consequently the
exchange constant J rapidly grow s, see [9). Even if in the center of the system we had
J T, the crossover regin e J T willoccurwhile thew ire is stillin the W igner crystal
regin e, as J is still am all com pared to Er . Eventually, when onem oves su ciently far
from the center of the w ire the exchange J beocom es of order E , and the spin chain
m odel is no longer appropriate. However, since in those regions we have J T, the
H eisenberg m odel [4) is equivalent to the spin sector [g) of the Luttinger liquid theory
approprate for both the crossover regions and the kads. Thus, at T Er, one can
describe the spin properties of the system by them odel [13) of an inhom ogeneous spin
chaln as long as the exact shape of the dependence J (1) doesnot a ect the resuls.
Fom ally the quantum w ire w illbe described by the Ham iltonian H + H given by
[12) and [13). The elctron density hasa m lnimum at the center of the w ire, resulting
in an exponentially an allexchange constant J, F igure[3. Far from the center ofthe w ire
the exchange constant reaches the value J; Er . Sihce J depends on position, the spin
excitations are coupled to the charge excitations. To nd the resulting correction to the
conductance of the w ire, it is convenient to consider the sstup of xed current through
the wire. G wven the standard bosonization relation between @, and the electron
density, by xjnlg the current I at point x = 0 one iInposes the boundary condition
0;t) = (= 2)g) on the charge modes, where gf(t) is the charge transferred
through the wire, ie.,, I = eg. A s discussed above, at an all frequencies ! the plagn on
wavelength is very large, and electrons m ove in phase over distances m uch longer that
the length ofthe w ire. O ne can therefore replace (x) by itsvalue at x = 0 everyw here
w ithin the range where J depends on position, and convert the H am ilttonian [13) to the

form
X

H = Jo+ a®)]s: &1 19)
1

T he advantage ofthis form ofH isthatinow commuteswith H . Thisdoesnotm ean
that spin-charge separation is restored, as the spin excitations are stilla ected by the
electric current.

An Immediate consequence of the commutativity of H and H is that the
application of electric current through the wire gives rise to independent excitation
of the charge and spin m odes. A ssum Ing that the power dissipated In each channel is
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Figure 3. (@) The elkctron densiy as a function of position has a m mimum in the
center of the wire (x = 0), where nag 1 and the W igner crystalis form ed. In the
Jead regions, nap isassum ed to be large such that the interactions can be neglected. ()
The Iow density in the w ire results in the exponential suppression [J) ofthe exchange
constant J. In the lead regions J () saturates at J; Er .

quadratic in current, we conclude W ER=2= I?) R + R )=2. Thus the resistance of
the wire isa sum,

R=R +R ; 20)

of two independent contrlbutions due to the charge and spin excitations. Since we
have already discussed the contribution [18) ofthe charge excitations, we now tum our
attention to R

The soin contrbution to the resistance depends crucially on whether the
tem perature is an all or large com pared to the value J of the exchange constant in the
center of the wire, see Figure[3. At T J one can bosonize the soin excitations, ie.,
convert H to the form [8) w ith position-dependent param eters. W ithin this approach,
an attem pt to acoount for the coupling to the charge modes in [13) would resuk in
corrections cubic In the bosonic elds. Such corrections are irrelevant perturbations,
which are usually neglected astheir contribution vanishesat T ! 0. Thusone concludes
thatR = 0nnthelmitT=J ! O.

T he absence ofdissipation in the soin channelat low tem perature can be nterpreted
as follows. The low-energy excitations of a Heissnberg soin chain are the so-called
soinons [39] w ith spectrum

"0 = — sink; @1
w here the wavevector k isde ned in the nterval (0; ). At low tem perature the state
of the spin chain can be viewed as a dilute gas of spinons. Let us consider propagation
of spinons In the spin chain [[9) with non-uniform J, Figure 3 (), assum ing for the
mom ent q) = 0. Ifthe variation of J (1) is very gradual, one can use the spectrum [21])
w ith Idependent exchange J. A s a spinon propagates through the w ire, is energy is
conserved, but itsm om entum and velocity change because of the varation of J along
the systam . C kearly, if the energy ofa spinon is kessthan J=2, where J is the an allest
value of the exchange constant in the system , F igure[3 ), it passes through the w ire
w ithout scattering. C onverssly, soinonsw ith energies exceeding J=2 are backscattered,
F igure[4.
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Figure 4. Scattering of spinons at the quantum w ire. Spinons w ith energies below

J=2 (shown in blue) slow down in the wire, but continue to m ove forward to the
opposite kad. Spinonsw ith energiesabove J=2 (shown In red) stop before they reach
the center of the w ire and are scattered back.

At gq(t) 6 0 the dependence J (1) shown in Figure 3 () is not static, but rather
oscillates In position w ith respect to the spin chain. M ore physically, the ac current
m ovestheW ignercrystalw ith respect to the quantum w ire, causing the tim e dependence
of the exchange constants in [19).) The spinons passing through the wire without
scattering are not a ected by this oscillation. On the other hand, the spinons w ih
energies " > J=2 are r¢ ected by a m oving scatterer. Such processes do change the
energy of the spinons, and eventually lad to dissppation. At low tem perature T J
the density of such (them ally-activated) spinons is very low , and one expects only an
exponentially an all resistance In this regin g,

J

Tt isworth m entioning that the resistance [22) is caused by excitations w ith energies of
the order of the spinon bandw idth J. Such a correction cannot In principle be obtained
by the bosonization procedure, which is accurate only at energiesm uch an aller than J.
The expression [22) in plies that the resistance R grow s w ith tem perature. At
T J one expects this grow th to saturate. Indeed, In this lim it one can assum e that
J = 0 In the center ofthe w ire, ie., the propagation of spin excitations through the w ire
isno Ionger possibl. O n the other hand, in the leads one stillhas T NE Er , and
the picture of a dilute spinon gas still applies. Every spinon m oving tow ard the w ire is
re ected badk, resulting in a nite dissipation that no Jonger dependson J.
Unfrtunately, one cannot easily develop the theory of scattering of spinons in
this regin e, as such processes occur In the region where J (1) T, and the soinon
gas is no longer dilute. One can, however, conpcture that the disspation resulting
from all the spin excitations being re ected by the w ire is universal in the sense that
it does not depend on the exact nature of the scatterer. Thus if one can solve another
problem where all the soin excitations in a one-din ensional system are re ected by a
m oving scatterer, the result for R should be the sam e. The sim plest exam plk of such
a problam is obtained in the sam e W ignercrystal sstup In the presence of a m agnetic
eld B su cient to polarize electrons In the center of the wire, T;J s B Er,
where  isthe Bohrm agneton. Then only the electrons w ith spin directed along the
eld propagate through the w ire whereas the electrons w ith opposite spin are con ned
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to the kads. This problem can be easily solved in the fram ework of the bosonization
approach [36], resulting :n

R = —; T J: @3)

The resul is easily understood by noticing that in combination with [20) and [18) one

nds the conductance G = é=h which is the expected result for the conductance of a
Foin-polarized w ire, where only one type of charge carriers participates In conduction.
By our confcture, the sam e reduction of conductance from 2e’=h to e’=h occurs in the
absence ofthe eld, provided J T, because in both cases all the soIn excitations are
re ected by the wire, resulting In the sam e dissjpation. This conclusion is consistent
w ith som e of the m easuram ents of the conductance of quantum wires a low density
[14,15,/17,18], show ng a am allplateau at G = &*=h.

3. C lassical transition to the zigzag structure

In section [, we discussed the physics of a purely onedinensional crystal
E xperim entally, however, quantum w ires are created by con ning threedin ensional
electrons to a narrow channel by an extemal con nihg potential. T he electron systam
In the wire can be viewed as onedin ensional as long as the typical energy of the
transverse m otion is large com pared w ith all other im portant energy scals; otherw ise,
deviations from onedin ensionality arise. The rem ainder of this review addresses
the resulting quasitone-din ensional physics, starting w ith the classical transition from
a onedin ensional to a quasitone-din ensional W igner crystal that was studied in
Refs. [30,131,132].

To be speci ¢, we consider here a con ning potential that m im ics the experin ental
situation. In a typical sstup the con ning potential in one direction, say the z-direction,
is provided by the band bending at the interface of two sem iconductors with di erent
band structure (typically GaA s and AIGaA s). This provides a very tight con nem ent
and, correspondingly, the energy scales for transverse excitations are Jarge. T herefore,
at Jow energies, the possbility of electron m otion In the z-direction m ay be neglected.
By contrast, con nem ent in the y-direction is provided by nearby m etallic gates which
create a relatively shallow con ning potential. D eviations from one-dim ensionality arise

due to Jateral displacem ents in this shallow potentialw hich m ay be assum ed parabolic:
1 2 X 2
Veont = P Vii @4)
where  is the frequency of ham onic oscillations in the con ning potential, and y is
the transverse coordinate of the electron at site i.
A s the electron density n grow s, so does the typical energy Vit @= )n ofthe
Coulom b interaction between electrons. Eventually, it becom es energetically favorable

for electrons to m ove away from the axis of the wire. T his happens when the distance
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between particles is of the order of the length scale
r
,  2e? .
m 2’
de ned by the condition that the con nem ent and the Coulomb repulsion, Ynr () =
%m ’r2 and Vi () = €= 3, are equal B2].

rp = @3)

The quastone-din ensional arrangem ent that m axim izes the distance between
electro s| and oonsequently m inin izes the Coulomb Interaction energy Viye =
€@=) i1 53 | atagiven cost ofcon ning potentialenergy isa zigzag structure,
see Figure[llb) . The exact shape of the zigzag crystal can be found by m inin izing its

energy per particle
PeEp 8 0 1 9
2 < X 2=
e 1 1
E=— — - 44 AT 26)
B 2 1 a l)2+ 2w? 4r§;
2

=1 2
4rg

w ith respect to the distance w between the two row s of the zigzag crystal. Here = nxy
is the din ensionless density, the rst two tem s acoount for the interactions between
electrons w ithin the sam e row and In di erent row s of the zigzag structure, respectively,
and the last tem stem s from the con ning potential.

One ndsothat the distance between row s is given by the solution of the equation

3 }é‘ 1 C
SZ h > B w=0: @7)
_ 1 2 2y 2
S 4r?
Below the critical density [30,131]
S
4
c= 1 — 0:780; (28)
7 Q)

the only solution isw = 0 and, therefore, the crystal is one-din ensional. At densities,

> ., a owerenergy solution with w & 0 appears, and the zigzag structure is
form ed. The distance between the two row s of the zigzag crystal grow s w ith density.
In partjlg:u]ar, Jjust above tl_’le transition point ., the distance between row s behaves as
w =1 24=93 (B)= g] , Where = <. Upon further increasing the density, the
zigzag crystal eventually becom es unstable at 1775. At larger densities, > 1:75,
structures w ith m ore than two row s are energetically favorabl [32].

Such a classicaldescription ofthe systam isvalid only In the lin it where the distance
betw een electrons ism uch larger than the Bohr's radius, n * ap . A sthe zigzag regim e
corresoonds to distances between electrons of order ry, it can only be achieved if rp is
su ciently large, 1y ag . Thism otivates the Introduction of a density—-independent
param eter

r = ﬂ; 29)
ap
which characterizes the strength of Coulomb interactions w ith respect to the con ning

potential. Ifr 1, as the electron density grow s, the interactions becom e weak at
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n aBl ro:L . As a resul, the onedin ensional W igner crystalm elts by quantum

uctuations before the zigzag regin e is reached. By contrast, if r 1, Interactions
are still strong (nag 1) at densities n 361 , and the classical description of the
transition to the zigzag regin e is applicable. Asr /  ?7, the strongly interacting
case therefore requires a shallow con ning potential. Note that the condition r 1

can be rew ritten asW ag ,Where W = ~=m isthe (quantum ) width ofthe w ire.

4. Spin properties of zigzag W igner crystals

In aW igner crystalelectrons are localized near their Jattioe positions due to them utual
Coulom b repulsion. T hepotential landscape thus created is such that any deviation from
these lattice positions Incurs an increase In C oulom b energy. In particular, the exchange
processes w hich give rise to soin—spin Interactions require tunneling of electrons through
the Coulom b barrer that separates them . A s pointed out in section [2.]], the resulting
FoIn couplings in a one-din ensional crystal are fairly sin ple: asthe tunneling am plitude
decays exponentially with distance, only nearest neighbor exchange processes have to
be taken Into acoount. Thus, the soin degrees of freedom of a one-din ensional W igner
crystalare described by an antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg chain [4) w ith nearest neighbor
exchange energy J whose properties were discussed in section [2.

In a zigzag chain, soIn ocouplings becom e m ore interesting. C lose to the zigzag
transition, the nearest neighbor exchange is dom inant as in the one-dim ensional case.
H owever, as the zigzag structure becom esm ore pronounced each electron is surrounded
by four close neighbors rather than only two as In the onedim ensional crystal, and,
therefore, the next-nearest neighbor couplings can no longer be neglected. Instead of
one ocoupling constant, one needs to take into acoount a nearest neighbor exchange
constant J; and a next-nearest neighbor exchange constant J,. Both ocouplings are
antiferrom agnetic and, therefore, com pete with each other. If J, is large enough
J, & 024::J; [40,141,142]), the antiferrom agnetic ground state gives way to a din er
phase characterized by a non-vanishing order parameter D / h(S,iu 1 Soi1) Si
and a resulting spin gap. The dim er structure is particularly sin ple on the socalled
M ajim darG hosh 43,144 line J, = 0:5J;, where the din ers are just nearest neighbor
singlets. The m agniude of the spin gap is a non-m onotonic function ofthe ratio J,=J; :
i reaches itsm aximum close to the M ajum dar< hosh lne and becom es exponentially
an allat J, Ji.

It tumsout, how ever, that these tw o-particke exchangesarenot su cient to describe
the soin physics of the zigzag crystal. In addition, ring exchanges, ie., cyclic exchanges
ofn 3 particles, have to be taken into acocount. De ning exchange constants in such

a way that they are all positive, the H am iltonian of the system then reads
1X
H g = > J1Piy1+ J2P1x2 & Pixix2t+ Pyowx11)
1

+ JsPiyr1x3x2t Proxznid) i (30)
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where Py is a pemm utation operatorand P, .., = Py 3, P4, 2::Py, 5, - Herewe still label

particles according to their position along the w ire axis only: thus, nearest neighbors

Ik

are particles In opposite row s w hereas next-nearest neighbors are the closest particles
w ithin the sam e row . Note that for densities in the range 145 < < 1:75 the ateral
displacam ent w is so Jarge that the distance between nearest neighbors becom es larger
than the distance between next-nearest neighbors.

R ing exchanges are Interesting because they m ight stabilize a ferrom agnetic ground
state. W hik exchanges nvolving even num bers of particles favor a spin—zero ground
state, exchanges involving odd num bers of particles favor a ferrom agnetic arrangem ent
of soins B5]. Thus, the sin plest ring exchange process that could lad to a polarized
ground state isthe threeparticle exchange. In fact, ring exchanges have been extensively
studied In two-dim ensional W igner crystals [44, 147, 148, 149]. In that case the three—
particle ring exchange dom Inates In the low density lim it which in plies a ferrom agnetic
ground state of the strongly interacting W igner crystalin two dim ensjonsm To ndout
w hether the physics of the zigzag W igner crystal is sin ilar, one needs to com pute the
exchange oconstants for nearest neighbor, next-nearest neighbor, and the various ring
exchanges.

4.1. Com putation of exchange constants

To Introduce the m ethod, we start by discussing the one-din ensional case where the
only non-negligble exchange is the nearest neighbor exchange.

41.1. Exchange constants for the one-dimensional W igner crystal The nearest
neighborexchange constant J can be determ ined by com puting the tunneling probability
of two electrons through the Coulomb barder that ssparates them . If the barder
is su ciently high and, therefore, tunneling is weak, one may use the sam iclassical
Instanton approxin ation. This corregpondsto nding the classical exchange path in the
Inverted potentialby m Inin izing the in aginhary-tin e action.
It is convenient to rew rite the action in din ensionlss form by rescaling length in
units of 1=n and tine in unitsof = m=&n?. The"actjon of the system j?*then given as
Z

5 X
S]_D = pg 1D 7 w here 1D [ij( )g]: d
B

X 1
+ _— (31)
K Xx]

o | X,

3 3<i
Asa rst approxin ation onemay x the positions of all particles excspt the two that
participate in the exchange process, say j= 1 and j= 2. Symmetry xesthe center of
m ass coordinate of the exchanging electrons and, therefore, the m inim ization has to be
done only with respect to the relhtive coordinate x = x, % . The tunneling lifts the
ground state degeneracy present due to nversion symm etry x ! x, and the exchange
energy can be identi ed w ih the resulting level splitting.

k T he ferrom agnetic state ispredicted to occuronly at extrem ely low densities characterized by a value
ofrg > 175 K9], where rg is the ratio of the Coulom b Interaction energy to the Fem ienergy.
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Figure 5. Sketch of typical exchange paths for (@) < and () . ¢. the size
of the loop where electronsm ove away from the axis of the w ire is determ ined by the
length scale ry .

T he Instanton approxin ation yields the exchange constant J in the form [J), where
is the dim ensionless classical action obtained from the m inin ization procedure. O ne
nds 281750]. At low densities, nap 1, the exponent is large kading to

exponential suppression of J, and thus the prefactor om itted in [J) is of secondary
In portance.

F ixing the positions of all particlkes except the two participating in the exchange
process is a som ewhat crude approxin ation. Neighboring electrons see a modi ed
potential due the m otion of the exchanging particles and, therefore, experience a force
that displaces them from their equillbbrium positions. A better estin ate for can
be obtained by including these m obile \spectator" particles in the m inin ization. By
allow Ing spectators to m ove during the exchange process, one expects to nd a reduced
valie for because m ore variabls are varied In the m inin ization procedure. It tums
out, however, that the e ect isvery an all. A sm ore goectators are added, approaches
the asym ptotic value 2:198150,51,152], ie., the result changes by lss than 1% .

4.1 .2. Exchange constants for the zigzag W igner crystal In the presence ofa con ning
potential, them otion ofthe exchanging electrons isno longer restricted to one din ension,
ie., the position of an electron is now given by a two-din ensional vector ry =  (X5;Y5) .
In particular, if the wire width W is Jarger than the Bohr's radius ag or, equivalently,
the interaction param eter ntroduced in Eq. [29) is large, r 1, electrons can m ake
use of the transverse direction to go \around" rather than \through" each other during
the exchange process. This reduces the Coulomb barrier and, therefore, increases the
tunneling probability. The characteristic length scale of the transverse displacem ent
is given by the length r;, ntroduced in section [3. Typical trafctories for the one-
din ensional crystal are shown in F igure[d for Iow and m oderate densities, c and
or Tepectively. At low densities, or the exchange part follow s the bottom of

the con ning potential until electrons com e w thin a distance of order y of each other.
Thus, only a an all part of the exchange path explores the transverse direction, leading
to a relatively sm all correction to the tunneling action Sip . The results of section [4.1.]]
arerecovered n thelim it ! 0. A sone approaches the transition to the zigzag crystal,
the exchange tra fctories becom e m ore and m ore tw o-din ensional and consequently the
exchange couplings arem odi ed signi cantly. Finall, at > ., also the equilbbrium
positions of the particles are displaced in the y-direction.

T he exchange constants for the zigzag W igner crystal can be obtained in the sam e
way as for the onedin ensional W igner crystal [b3]. However, by contrast to the one-
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din ensional case, the structure of the zigzag crystal changes as a function of density.
A s a consequence the rescaling of lengths and tin es used in the one-din ensional case
is not appropriate here. A din ensionless action In a transverse con ning potential is

conveniently de ned using the Interaction param eter r . N am ely
"
Z

Sy =~ r ,; where o [fry( )gl= d

#
) 1
+y; o+ — : (32)
A S

IP)Iere lengthshave been rescaled In units of ry whereas tin eshasbeen rescaled In unitsof

2= . Furthem ore, com paring [3Il) and [32), the di erences are the one-din ensional
vs two-din ensional coordinates and the additional term due to the con ning potential
in [32).

A s a result the exchange constants take the form

Ji=Jexp( L T); 33)

where J; is the nearestneighbor exchange constant, J, is the nextnearest neighbor
exchange constant, and J; for 1 3 is the exchange constant corresponding to the 1-
particle ring exchange. T he exponents ; are obtained by m inim izing the din ensionless
action ,p [fry( )glforagiven exchange process. W hereas In the strictly one-din ensional
case was jstanumber, now the electron con guration changesasa function ofdensity
and, therefore, the exponents ; depend on density, too.
N ote that while in the onedin ensional case the inclusion of soectators had little
e ecton the resuls, here the spectatorstum out tobem uch m ore in portant|b3]. F igure
@) show s the change of the exponents ; as spectators are Included. A s one can see,
the rst few soectators m odify the resuls signi cantly. H owever, the results converge
rapidly asm ore and m ore spectators are added. T hus, the soin couplings are generated
by processes that involve the m otion ofa an allnum ber of closeby electrons. T herefore,
these couplings should not be a ected by deviations from the perfect crystalline order
at large distances, caused by quantum  uctuations.
Figure [d() shows the exponents ; as a function of the dim ensionless density
b3,155]. R ing exchanges w ith m ore than four particlkes are not included as they are
negligbly sanallat alldensities. At anall . 12, the crystalgeom etry is still close to
onedim ensional. In that regine ; isthe am allest exponent and therefore, as expected,
the nearest-neighbor exchange J; dom inates. However, as density increases and the
distances betw een nearest neighbors and next-nearest neighbors becom e com parable, In
the regine 12 . . 15 the threeparticlke ring exchange constant J; becom es largest.
Finally, at even higher densities & 15 the fourparticlke ring exchange is dom nant
(until the zigzag crystal gives way to structures w ith m ore than two row s at 1:75).
In the next section the ground states generated by these soin couplingsw illbe discussed.

4 2. Spin phases of the zigzag W igner crystal

In order to extract the soin properties of the ground state, it is convenient to rew rite
Ham iltonian [30) in tem s of spin operators using the dentity Py = %+ 2S; 8. In
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Figure 6. (@) D ependence of the exponents ; on the num ber of spectators included
In the calculation [b4]. Resultsare shown for = 13. (o) Exponents ; for the nearest
neighbor, next-nearest neighbor, threeparticle ring, and fourparticle ring exchange as
a function of dim ensionless density b5].

the absence of ring exchanges the system is describbed as a H eisenberg spin chain w ith

nearest neighbor and next-nearest neighbor coupling,
X

Hip= WJ1S1 H1+ 3281 §2): (34)
1
A s discussed at the beginning of this section, depending on the ratio of J; and J,, one
nds an antiferrom agnetic and a dim er phase. The contrbution of the threeparticle
ring exchange is
X
Hs= % @S1 8|1+ S1 $2): (35)
1
Thus, no new tem s are generated| the H am iltonian retains the same om [34), abeit

w ith m odi ed ocoupling constants
Fi=0J 23; S =73 &: (36)

The in portant consequence is that the new coupling constants & and & may now
be either positive or negative, corresoonding to antiferrom agnetic or ferrom agnetic
Interactions, respectively. The phase diagram of a Heisenberg soin chain with both
antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic nearest and next-nearest neighbor couplings has
been widely studied in the literature [0, 141, 142, 143, 144, |56, 157, 158, 59, 160, [61]]. In
addition to the antiferrom agnetic and dim er phases existing for positive couplings, a
ferrom agnetic phase appears. The phase diagram is shown in Figure[71@).

This phase diagram is su cient to detem Ine the ground state of the strongly—
Interacting zigzag W igner crystal at low and interm ediate densities. At low densities,
the system is in the antiferrom agnetic phase (& > 0, %7 & ). At Intem ediate
densities, the three particle ring exchange dom inates. As a resul both coupling
constants becom e negative, & ; $ < 0, and therefore the system is in the ferrom agnetic
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Figure 7. (a) Phase diagram of the Heisenberg soin chain with nearest neighbor
coupling & and nextnearest neighbor coupling & . (@) P relin inary phase diagram
of the zigzag spin chain including fourparticle ring exchange J,, obtained by exact
num erical diagonalization of nie-=size chains [55]. W hen J,; is large, novel phases
appear. (Triangles, squares, and circles correspond to the boundaries obtained for
N =16, 20, and 24 sites, respectively.)

phase. The spontaneous spin polarization suggested as a possble explanation of the
0.7 anom aly can, thus, occur In strongly interacting quantum w ires, if deviations from
one-dim ensionality are taken into acoount.

At higher densities, the situation becom es m ore com plicated. W hile the three-
particle ring exchange only m odi es the nearest neighbor and next-nearest neighbor
exchange constants, the fPurpartick ring exchange generates new tems in the
Ham iltonian, nam ely a next-next-nearest neighbor exchange and, m ore in portantly,
four-soin couplings. T he corresponding spin H am ittonian reads

X X34 n

H4:J4 2 Sl ﬁn (37)

1 n=1

+ 261 $1)6u2 $H3)+ S1 82)Cu1  83) 1 83)6n1  82)]

T he phase diagram in the pressnce of these couplings is not yet fully understood. F irst
results were cbtained using exact diagonalization of short chanswih up to N = 24
soins [B5]. IfJ, 7% 5 3% j the sam e phases as In the Heisenberg soin chain w ithout
Purparticle ring exchange appear as can be seen in F igure[7 ) . H owever, as J, becom es
of the sam e order as the other coupling constants new phases appear. T he sin plest one
to identify is a partially polarized phase (labeled M’ in Figure[7()) adjcent to the
ferrom agnetic phase. W hik this phase seam s to persist In size and shape as the num ber
of spins Increases, it is currently unclear whether it survives in the thermm odynam ic lin it.
In addition a region (labeled %P’ in F igure[7 (b)) where the ground state is unpolarized
butdi erent from the antiferrom agnetic and dim erphasesoccurs. This 4P’ region could
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Figure 8. Spin ground states of Interacting electrons In quantum w ires in the zigzag
regin e [BY].

corresoond to a single or several phases. U nfortunately, the size dependence in thispart
of the phase diagram tums out to be very com plicated. D ue to frustration introduced
by the fourparticle exchange, a Jarge num ber of low -energy states exist. T herefore, the
study of short chains doesnot allow one to detemm ine the properties of the ground state
In this regin e.

4 3. Spin phases of interacting quantum wires in the quasi-one-din ensional regim e

W hile the above resuls were obtained in the Im it r 1, Interaction param eters in
realistic quantum w ires vary widely, ranging from r < 1 in claved-edge overgrow th
wiresto r 20 In p—type gatede ned wiredd?,|63,64]. W hik the fom er are weakly
Interacting, the Jatter are clearly in the strongly interacting regin e. H owever, the above
analysis based sokly on exponents is not su cient to determ ine the ground state of
Interacting electrons In a quantum wireat niter . In order to obtain a phase diagram

n that case, the prefactors J, have to be com puted which can be done by including
Gaussian uctuations around the classical exchange paths.

U sing the exchange constants J;( ;r ) computed in this way [B5] and the phase
diagram shown in F igure[], the ground states realized for given system param eters can
be determ ined. T he resulting phase diagram is shown in F igure[§. Tt tums out that the
partially and fully polarized phases are realized only at large r & 50. At m oderately
large r the transition occurs directly from the antiferrom agnetic phase to a phase
dom inated by the fourparticlke ring exchange. These ndings, thus, do not support
the Interpretation [12,113,114,115,16,[17,[18,120, 21, 22,123,124, 125] of the so-called 0.7
anom aly in tem s of spontaneous spin polarization.

Even at su ciently strong interactions, the question arises ofhow a ferrom agnetic
state n the quantum w ire m anifests itself In the conductance. It is tem pting to assum e
that in the fully polarized state the w ire supports only one excitation m ode and thus
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Figure 9. Sinpl model of exchange coupling in a ferrom agnetic W igner crystal
coupled to non-m agnetic leads. T he coupling constant vanishes in the contact region
at points a and a, and therefore the soin excitations in the lads and in the wire
decouple.

has conductance e’=h. This is indeed the case when the fill polarization of electron
soins is achieved by applying a su ciently strong m agnetic eld. Such a eld creates
a gap In the spectrum of soin excitations, and below the gap the system is equivalent
to a spinless electron liquid w ith conductance €’=h. It is in portant to stress that the
situation isvery di erent ifthe full spin polarization isachieved due to Intemalexchange
processes in the electron system , ratherthan the extemalm agnetic eld. In thiscase, the
ground state is degenerate w ith respect to soin rotations, and thus the system supports
gaplss soin excita‘dons| them agnons. A s a result, the conventional argum ent in favor
of conductance value €’°=h no longer applies.

In studying the conductance of a ferrom agnetic wire i is Im portant to kesp In
m Ind that the properties of the electron system Inside the quantum wire In generaldo
not fully detem ine its conductance. Indeed, sihce the electric current ows between
non-m agnetic lads through a ferrom agnetic w ire, the spatial non-unifom ity of the
system needsto be considered carefilly, and the problem ofdetem ining the conductance
com plicates considerably. In the case of a ferrom agnetic zigzag W igner crystal in the
m iddle of the w ire, the weakening of the con ning potential in the contact region would
lead to eitherm elting of the crystal or the em ergence of a crystalw ith m ore and m ore
row s. In both cases m odeling of the soIn interactions in the transition region is by no
m eans obvious.

T he sin plest m odelthat m ight capture the relevant physics is one w here the system
is descrbbed by Ham iltonian [4) with an e ective position-dependent nearestneighbor
exchange constant J (x) as depicted In F igure[d. In the leads, nteractions are weak and
antiferrom agnetic and therefore J is large and positive. In the wire, interactions are
strong and ferrom agnetic and therefore J is an all and negative. T hrough the contact
regions, J varies an oothly and changes sign at points a and a. W ihin thism odel, the
argum ents of section Jead to the conclusion that the spin polarization does suppress
the conductance. N am ely, since the exchange coupling constant vanishes at the borders
of the ferrom agnetic region, ie., at a, the soin degrees of frreedom in the kads are
decoupled from those in the w ire and, thus, the propagation of spin excitations through
the w ire is blocked. A ccordingly, the value of the conductance is reduced by a factor
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2. By contrast to the antiferrom agnetic case in one-din ensional w ires, this suppression
would persist down to tem peratures T ! 0 due to the vanishing of the spin coupling in
the contact region.

O f course the contact region in real quantum wires is more complex and a
satisfactory theory for the conductance of strongly interacting quastone-din ensional
quantum w ires that correctly takes into acoount the spin degrees of freedom is an open
procblem .

5. O rbital properties of zigzag W igner crystals

In addition to the soin physics discussed In the previous section, quasione-din ensional
w ires have Interesting orbital properties. In this section, we discuss the transition from
a one-dim ensional to a quasione-din ensional state for the case of spinless electrons,
bassd m ainly on Ref. [65].

A s shown in section [3, the classical transition from a one-dim ensional to a zigzag
W igner crystal can be ocbtained simply by m inin izing the energy of the interacting
electron system in a transverse con ning potential. A di erent way of studying the sam e
transition is by considering the phonon m odes of the crystal. In the one-din ensional
crystalone longitudinaland one transverse phonon m ode exist. T he longitudinalphonon
is gapless because sliding of the entire crystal along the w ire axis does not cost any
energy. O n the other hand, the transverse m ode is gapped w ith a gap frequency equal
to the frequency of the con ning potential. The transition to a zigzag state is driven
by a softening of the transverse phonon at wave vector k = n which corresponds to a
staggered displacem ent of electrons transverse to the w ire axis. In the zigzag crystal,
we obtaln two longiudinal and two transverse phonon m odes w ith the follow Ing low

dispersions [66] close to the transition ( = 1):
s
1 . p_
'@ = = Sh— W5 'k @= 2 +0); (38)
2 7
S
o 22
laol@= +0); b@= 6 —+ o 3F; (39)

where g= k=( n).

Thus, only at the transition pojnt'; p= 0, two gapless phonon m odes exist w ith
dispersions !y g (@ and !>, @ = ( =2 2) 22 W ithin the zigzag regin g, there
is a single gapless excitation corresponding to in-phase longitudinalm otion of the two
row s that constitute the zigzag crystal. The Ig;oE—m ode !, (q) descrbing the outof-
phase transverse m otion acquires a gap o / .

This behavior is markedly di erent from the noninteracting case. In a
noninteracting system the transition from a one-dim ensionalto a quastone-din ensional
state happens when the chem ical potential is raised above the subband energy of the
seoond subband of transverse quantization. In the quasitone-din ensional state, the
two occupied subbands are decoupled and each of them supports a gapless electronic
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Figure 10. At zero and In nite Interaction strength the quastone-dim ensionalsystem
supports two and one gapless excitation m ode, respectively. Here the interaction
strength is characterized by the param eter r introduced in Sec.[3. Possibl phase
diagram s consistent w ith these ndings are shown: (a) A tricritical point exists at
a nite interaction strength. () W eak quantum uctuations destroy the gap of the
classicalW igner crystal. (c) A Iready In nitesin ally weak Interactions induce a gap In
the second m ode.

excitation m ode, ie., above the transition two gaplessm odes exist rather than jist one
as in the classical W igner crystal.

One m ight, thus, expect that the phase diagram of the system as a function
of interaction strength is as shown In Figure[I0(@), namely two distinct quastone-
din ensional phases exist at weak and strong interactions. Consequently one should

nd a trcrtical point at a nite Interaction strength where the nature of the transition
from a onedim ensional to a quasione-din ensional state changes. H owever, the phase
diagram Figure[10(a) is not the only one consistent w ith both the above ndings for
the noninteracting case and the classicalW igner crystalat in nite Interaction strength.
Two alematives are shown in Figure[10({,c). To distinguish between the di erent
possibilities, one needs to study the nature of the transition as a fiinction of interaction
strength. In particular, the follow ng questions have to be answered: (i) Do weak
quantum  uctuations destroy the gap found in the classical zigzag crystal at strong
Interactions? (i) Do in nitesim ally weak Interactions lead to a gap In the second m ode
above the transition?

5.1. Quantum theory of the zigzag transition

Let us consider the strongly interacting case rst and acoount for the quantum nature of
the system . In particular, using the classical W igner crystalcon guration as a starting
point, we now include quantum  uctuations. The phonon m odes [88) and [39) re ect
the fact that there are only two types ofpossible low -energy excitations: the longitudinal

plasm on m ode and a staggered transverse m ode. It tums out that In the viciniy ofthe

transition the two m odes decouple. The aocoustic spectrum of the plagn on m ode is

protected by translational invariance and, thus, at last one gapless excitation m ode

exists In the system . M ore Interesting is the staggered transverse m ode.



26

Figure 11. M appig ofthe ’ *~theory to a spin chah.

To describe the transverse disgplacem ents of the electrons, a staggered eld /7 =
( 1)y is introduced. In the vichity of the transition, / ; is slow Iy varying on the scale
of the Interelectron distances and, therefore, the continuum lmit ’; ! ' x) can be
taken. E xpanding the action %J.p to fourth order in / , one nds

sT1=a~"T  d dx @)+ @) Pty 40)
w here the variables have been rescaled such as to provide the sin plest action possible.
The form of the action aswell as all follow ng conclusions do not depend on the exact
shape of the con ning potential. For a parabolic con ning potential the constant A is
given asA = 7 Q)2 m2=31 ©)).

T he classical transition point as discussed above corresoonds to = 0. Here
the transverse m ode becom es unstabl, and the quartic term is needed to stabilize the
system . Quantum uctuationsmay a ect both the transition point and the nature of
the transition. A convenient way to analyze the quantum -m echanical problem is to
referm ionize. Asa rst step, we rediscretize the coordinate x along the w ire axis. The
discrete version ofthe H am iltonian then describes a set of particlesm oving in a double—
well potential Vi i £+ 7% (asdepicted in Figure[I]) and interacting through a
nearest-neighbor interaction / (' 5 e 1)?. If the doublewell potential is su clently
desp, ie., if issu cjergl‘di]arge, the particles are aln ost com pletely localized In one
ofthewellsat ' 5 = P =_2 Then each particke can be describbed by a pssudo-soin
operator, namely ' 5 = =2 jz.,where ; is a Paulim atrix. In temn s of these new
variables, the H am iltonian consists oftw o tem s corresponding to tunneling between the
two weﬂ%and the nearest-neighbor interaction, resoectively. TPunnerng is described by
He= t ; ;( w hereas the Interaction tetm readsHyy = V ; § jz.+l. T he resulting
Ham iltonian H++ Hyy isthe Ham iltonian ofthe transverse eld Isingm odeli§7/]. Here
the param eters t and v are related to the param eters ofthe originalm odel. In particular,
they can be tuned by changing the cham icalpotentialwhich controls the transition, ie.,
t=t()andv=v().

In order to arrive at a ferm ionic description, a Jordan-W igner transform ation is
used. Tt tums out that the Ham iltonian takes a much sinpler form if one rotates

1 2 rst. The representation ofthe spin operators In tem s of (spinless) frm ions,

+ X, 2 Y _ v Yisalai, x LY i Y salai . z _ y .
; JH15 = 2aye ey 5 j iy=2e <3%%ay; ;= 2a3a3 1;(41)

where aij’ and ay are ferm ion creation and annihilation operators on site Jj, respectively,
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2v

Figure 12. A fter the Jordan-W igner transform ation, one obtains a tight binding
m odel for spinless ferm jons w ith bandw idth 2v and chem ical potential 2t. The
transition from a one-dim ensionalto a quasione-din ensional state happens w hen the
chem ical potential reaches the bottom of the band.

then yields the nonjnter}?ctjng Ham ittonian [67] .
i
He= . 2ta§aj v alj’ 3 a§+l +ap; @2)
J
N ote that this Ham iltonian is essentially the transfer m atrix of the two-dim ensional
classical Ising m odel [68] near the transition. The connection can be made clkar
by oconsidering the m apping between d-din ensional quantum and (d+ 1)-din ensional
classicalm odels [69]. Thus, the onedin ensional quantum Ising m odel studied here is
equivalent to the two-din ensional classical Ising m odel [/0].

Tn Ham iltonian [42) one can identify three di erent contrbutions: v @aj 1 +
al, ;a;) describes a tightbinding m odelw ith bandw idth 4v, the localtem 2tala; yields
the chem icalpotential ¢ = 2tofthe spinless ferm ions,and  nally  vial,;, a&aj 1)
is a BC S-lke pairing tem w ith p-wave symm etry. The one-din ensional regin e of our
origihalm odeloorresoondsto t > v when the chem icalpotential liesbelow thebottom of
the tight-binding band and, therefore, allthe ferm ionic states are em pty. T he transition
to a quastone-din ensional regin e happens when the chem ical potential reaches the
bottom of the band at t = v. Fort < v, som e of the fem ionic states describbing the
m otion of the original electrons transvers to the w ire axisare lled. D ue to the pairng
term In the Ham iltonian, these states acquire a gap. W ih the help of a Bogoliubov
transfomm ation, the Ham iltonian can be diagonalized to cbtain the energy soectrum .
Asaresut one ndsthatthegap isgivenas = 2% Vi

In tem softhe originalsystem param eters, one expectsthat tand v are non-singular
functions of the cham ical potential. The critical chem ical potential . is thus de ned
by the condition t( o) = v( ). Furthem ore, the behavior of the gap is cbtained by
expanding t v In the vichhiy ofthe transition point .. A s a consequence one opbtains
a lnear gap,

/3 cJ 43)
W hile quantum e ects modify the nature of the transition, the number of gapless
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excitations rem ains the sam e: in the strongly Interacting system , only one gapless
excitation exists. T hus, the phase diagram ofF igure[10 () is ruled out| weak quantum

uctuations do not destroy the gap of the transverse m ode in the quasione-din ensional
regine. To di erentiate between the phase diagram s of Figures[10@) and [10(), a
com plem entary approach has to be used. In the next section we consider the lin it of
weak Interactions to check whether ornot they lad to the form ation ofa gap just above
the transition, as suggested by the scenario of F igure[I0(c) .

52. Two-sulbdand system at weak interactions

The Iin it of weak interactions can be treated using a renom alization group approadch.
Here the description In temm s of two subbands due to transverse size quantization is
a good starting point. Each subband is described by femm ionic operators 4, where
j= 1;2. The free Ham iltonian is jast
X 2
Ho= dx  — @ 5+ My Yy (44)

J
where " are the subband energies. For a parabolic con ning potential, "y = ~ (] %) .
Interactions can be ssparated into intra-subband and inter-subband interactions.
O ne needs four Interaction constants to describe the system : g V5 0) Va5 kg 5)
w hich describes intra-subband forward scattering,

1
9 V2 (0) E(szx(km ko)t V5 Kke1+ ke2)) (45)
w hich describes intersubband forward scattering, and
g Vokr: ko) V5 keit keo) 46)

w hich describes transfer oftw o particles between the subbands as shown in F igure[13 @) .

Here
Z Z

d.}{d.Xo eik xx 9 dy dyo ant (r ]E)) 32- (y) i (yo); (47)
Z Z
VK = axdx’e* ) vy Vel B i) 5@ 160 560 @8)

<
fr

z
I

where ; are the transverse eigenm odes In the con ning potential.

It iswell known that forward scattering in one dim ension does not open a gap In
the system [/]. By contrast, the two-particlke transfer between subbands described by
the coupling constant g. could open a gap. To assess whether this is Indeed the cass,
the renom alization group RG) is used, ie., reducihg the bandw idth from D, down
to D , the scale-dependent coupling constants are determ ined. The RG equations for a
twodband systam are given as [/1,172,173]

1 1 1
0 2 0 0
g, = ; 9 = ; gx=—92' 49)
' 2 ~VF2gt, z 2~ ~ Wt Vo) O
1 g g 4gy,
K= oo ot o G (50)
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Figure 13. (@) Two-particke transfer between subbands described by the coupling
constant g.. (o) W eak coupling RG  ow .

where the derivatives are taken with regppect to = Ih{Dy=D ). By introducing the
din ensionless coupling constants

1 91 9 4gy S Ve1+ Vr2)? + 4vp Ve o
y= -— —+ — —F Ve= — S (51)
2~ W1 Ve Vi1t Vo ~ 2V 1Vr2 (p1 + Vo)
the four RG equations can be com bined into two equations [/3]
v'= vii Vo= YVe: (52)

The ow diagram corresponding to these equations is shown in Figurd13 ().

T he coupling constant g, describes a combination of two processes: the particlkes
transferred between subbands m ay retain their direction of m otion, corresponding to
mom entum transfer k1 k,), or they may change their direction of m otion,
corresponding to m om entum transfer (g1 + ky,). Both processes are depicted In
Fiure[l3(@). T he resulting coupling constant, thus, isproportionalto V.5 k1 % 2)
V5 ke1 + kpy) as given in equation [4d). Consequently, gt(o) / kg, as the density in
the second subband goes to zero, and one conclides that yt(O) / P Vr, ismuch snaller
that vy . Therefore the presence or absence of a gap just above the transition to a
quasione-din ensional state is detemm ined by the sign of y©@ . Ify©® < 0, the coupling
constant y;  ow s to zero, and the system rem ains gapless. O n the otherhand, ify® > 0,
the coupling constant v ows to In  nity, and the system acquires a gap.

The interaction constant vy can be evaluated assum ing a Coulomb interaction
screened by a gate at a distance d much ]argeJ':than the e ective width ofthe wire, ie.,

Ve= S L op L 53)
ne () = > =
- 2 r 2+ 2d)?

which is the two-dim ensional version ofEq. [I).
One ndsthatg g 2@= )k ,d wih Jogarithm ic accuracy). O n the other
hand, at densities n, 1=d,

e’ ke, d) In 1
R F 2 szdr

(54)
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Figure 14. Phase diagram of spinless interacting electrons in a quantum w ire [65].
At any Interaction strength there isa nite window of densities where the quasione-
din ensional system supports only one gapless excitation.

ie., the Interaction constant g, vanishes in the limit n, ! 0. This is a m anifestation
of the Pauli exclusion principle: Once the average distance between particles exceeds
the distance to the gate, the interactions becom e e ectively local. However, identical
ferm ions do not Interact via a local interaction, hence g, ! 0.

U sing the above expressions for the interaction constants, one ndsthe Initialvalie
v®  3g=@Q ~w%i)> 0.Asy? ispositive, the system  ow s to strong coupling. T hus,
the system develops a gap close to the transition from a one-din ensional to a quasione-
dim ensional state, and therefore the phase diagram F igure[10(@) does not describe the
system .

A seoond gapless excitation m ode appears only once the density is Increased further
beyond the transition point. A s the density increases, 9,=vr, Increases and becom es
com parable to g;=vr ; . Then y© changes sign and eventually one crosses into the regin e
where v, scales to zero. At weak interactions this happens at kr,  1=( d?). Thus,
at any Interaction strength there isa nie wihdow ofdensities In which the system is
in the quasione-dim ensional state but supports only one gapless excitation m ode. T he
resulting phase diagram [65] is shown in F igure[I4.

Having found that the behavior at weak and strong interactions is very sim ilar,
there isno reason to expect that at interm ediate Interactionsno gap exists. O ne notices,
however, that the m agnitude of the gap strongly depends on interaction strength. In
the W iIgner crystalwe nd a large Ising gap J  J. At weak interactions, on the
other hand, the gap scales w ith a large exponent, ( ),where = 1=@4y9).
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5.3. Intemm ediate interactions

The m ethod of choice to treat Interm ediate interactions in one-din ensional and quasi-
one-din ensional system s is bosonization. However, bosonization requires a linear
goectrum . In the present case this is not straightforward becauss, to descrioe the
transition, one is necessarily interested in what happens at the bottom of the sscond
subband where a linearization isnot jasti ed.
A tematively one m ay bosonize the rst subband which has a Jarge Fem i energy
and keep a ferm ionic description In the second subband [/4]. T hus, the electrons In the
rst subband are described by thebosonic elds; (x) and ; x) whereasthe electrons in
the second subband are described by the fem ionic creation and annihilation operators,

7(x) and ; (x). In particular,

z . L Z
~Vr 1 2 2 - vQ2
H = dx @ + —@ —  dx ;0@
> @) K2( 1) - 2@ 2
1 X 4 h N i
- @ D@Viz@nz( @+ ¢ dx (3@ 7 @7 J)e” '+ hw:; (55)
q
where . &= . Furthemore, K = (1+ g= ~%;) ™2 isthe Luttinger param eter in

the st subband.
The dom nant Interaction between the bosons and the fermm ions is the inter-
subband forward scattering Vi, . T his coupling can be elin lnated by applying a unitary

transform ation

, 2

U = exp dxdy 1 ®)V & ynE) : (56)

~VF 1
Thenew Ham iltonian in term s of the transform ed bosonic ( ; ) and ferm fonic ( Z; o)
elds then reads

Z Z
~Vr 1 1 ~2
Hy = UHUY = 2F dx @'t 5@ — dx (@,
Z h | i
+ . dx (e Y @Y Ne* ®+he; (57)

ie., the inter-subband forward scattering disappears. C om paring the H am iltonians [55)
and [57), note that the exponent in the boson—ferm ion interaction temm changes from
2i.t02i o, where =1 K2?g,=( ~%4)’ K?2. It is essential to realize that other
than that the H am iltonian preserves its form after the unitary transform ation. N am ely
we are still dealing w ith a plasn on m ode coupled to noninteracting fem ions. N ot only
the bare interaction In the second subband, but also the e ective interaction generated
by the intersubband forw ard scattering vanishes In the Iim it n, ! 0. Additionaltem s
that are generated by the unitary transform ation can be shown to be irrelevant [74]].
Since the fem ions ram ain noninteracting, as a next step, they can be bosonized.
T he purely bosonic H am iltonian could then In principle be subct to an RG approadch.
Or, as it is safe to assum e that at intemm ediate interactions the second m ode is still
gapped, one m ay use a variational approach Instead. One nds that the gap exponent
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Figure 15. (@) Tunneling into a zigzag crystal. (o) In addition to exciting the plasn on
m ode, the tunneling electron creates a defect. The nite energy cost associated w ith
the process m anifests itself in a gap in the tunneling density of states.

decreases wih increasing interaction strength until the variational approach is no
longer valid because the relevant energy scale exceeds the Fem i energy in the second
subband [66]. For stronger interactions, note that the Ham ilttonian [57) in the lin it
K ! O takes the same form as the Ham iltonian of the W igner crystalw ith a gapless
plasm on m ode decoupled from the gapped Ising fem ions

5.4. Experim entally observable consequences

As mentioned earlier the com putation of observables such as the conductance is
com plicated due to the In portance ofthe coupling to keads. O nem ay speculate, however,
how the above ndingsa ect cbservables.

T he experim entally m ost relevant observab ke isthe conductance. Fornoninteracting
electrons, the second subband opens a new channel in the w ire and, therefore, at the
transition the conductance doubles from G = e’=h to G = 2e’=h (for spinless electrons).
In the interacting case, however, the second m ode is gapped. O nem ight argue [/6] that
the total charge m ode (plasm on) rem ains gapless and, therefore, one should still expect
a doubling of the conductance at the transition . H ow ever, as discussed in section [2, the
conductance is not determ ined by the total charge m ode only. A s the wire is coupled
to Jeads, m xing between di erent channels occurs and, therefore, m odes other than the
totalcharge m ode do a ect the conductance. W e expect that in this case, too, the fact
that the second m ode is gapped lads to a suppression of the conductance which should
rem ain at its one-din ensionalvalue of G = e’=h until the second m ode becom es gapless
at a higher density. This m eans that the transition from a one-din ensional state to
a quastone-dim ensional state and the step In conductance no longer comncide. Only
at higher tem peratures T > does the gapped m ode cpen for transport. Thus, the
presence of a gapped m ode is expected to lead to non-trivial tem perature dependence
of the conductance.

T he gapped m ode above the transition should m anifest self m ost clearly n the
tunneling density of states. Consider the W igner crystal lin it. In the one-din ensional
case, the addition of an electron to the system requires the excitation of the plasm on
{ A more carefil treatm ent [/5] show s that at strong interactions the weak coupling of the two m odes

is margihally irrelevant and leads to relatively insigni cant corrections to the Ising picture of the
transition.
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m ode In order to adjust the density along the w ire. D ue to the sti ness of the plasn on
m ode, the tunneling density of states is suppressed: A s discussed in section [2.1] the
W igner crystaldescrioed as an elasticm edium can be viewed as a Luttinger liquid, and
the tunneling density of states of a Luttinger liquid is well known to display a power-
law suppression at the Fem i level [/7,[78]. In the zigzag crystal, the addition of an
electron to the system also requires to adjust the density along the wire by exciting
plasm ons which suggests a powerJdaw suppression of the density of states. A part from
that, however, the addition of an electron creates a defect in the zigzag structure: the
electron is added to one of the two row s and, thus, Interrupts the zigzag pattem as
depicted in Figure[15. The energy of such a defect is nite, and, therefore, the density
of states acquires a gap.

T hisbehavior isnot lin ited to the W igner crystal. A sdiscussed in Ref. [/6], at any
Interaction strength tunneling of a single electron into the buk of the w ire excites both
the gapless and the gapped m ode and the nite energy cost associated w ith excitation
of the gapped m ode entails a gap In the tunneling density of states. Consequently
the cbservation of a gap opening in the tunneling density of states would allow one to
dentify the transition to the quastone-din ensional state.

6. Conclusion

T he Luttinger liquid physics of one-din ensional electron system sw ith weak to m oderate
Interactions has been studied extensively. The present review fcuses on novel
phenom ena due to strong interactions which lad to the fomm ation of a W igner
crystal R27]. The strongly interacting regin e can be realized experin entally, and
evidence for W igner crystal physics has been seen in the conductance of quantum
w ires [79,[80], the Coulom b blockade peaks In carbon nanotubes [B1l], and possbly B2,
83] In the localization features in double quantum wires [B4, 185]. W hile no phase
transition takes place, at stronger Interactions the system properties change due to
the presence of two very di erent energy scals, nam ely the Fem ienergy Er and the
FoIn exchange energy J  Ep . In the strictly one-din ensional regin e, one of the m ain
features of Luttinger liquid physics is spin-charge ssparation [/]. In an inhom ogeneous
W Ignercrystalw ire, however, soin physics is found to a ect the conductance, reducing
i from 2e’=h at T  J to €’=h i the tempermture regined T  Ep as discussed
in Sec.[2.

Real systam s are never strictly one-dim ensional, but con ned by an extemal
potential. T he presence of transverse degrees of freedom leads to a transition from a one-

* W ithin the formulation presented here, this can be understood by going back to the unitary
transfom ation [5f) which relates the original degrees of freedom described by Ham iltonian [B5)
to the new degrees of freedom describbed by Ham itonian [57). In particular, applying the unitary
transform ation to the single electron creation operators jy., where = 1;2 is the subband index, one
m ay verify that { aswellas g contain contrbutions from both the gapless and the gapped m ode of
ED .
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dim ensionalto a zigzag W ignercrystalata nite electron density, see Secld. Tn contrast
to the onedim ensional crystal, the zigzag W igner crystal digplays a variety of soin
ground states as a function of density, see Sec.[4. In particular, a ferrom agnetic ground
state| which has been suggested as a possbl cause of the conductance anom alies
observed In quantum w ires [12]| can be realized. W hik for noninteracting electrons the
transition to a quastone-din ensional state entails the em ergence of a second gapless
excitation m ode, this is not the case In the presence of interactions. A s discussed
in Sec.[§, the orbital degrees of freedom are strongly a ected by interactions which,
for exam ple, are expected to lead to a gap in the tunneling density of states. The
m ost Interesting properties of the quasitone-din ensional state in quantum w ires are
summ arized in the phase diagram s Figure[§ (spin properties) and F igure (orbital
properties) .

Figure 8 show s the soin phases of the zigzag W igner crystal obtained under the
assum ption that spin and orbital properties can be treated ssparately. T his approach is
Justi ed at strong interactions, when the energy scales for soin and charge excitations
are very di erent, J Er . However, as interactions becom e weaker the crystal starts
to m elt, leading to the coupling of spin and orbital degrees of freedom . To study the
behavior ofthe system In this regin €, one needs to develop a theory that treats soin and
orbital degrees of freedom on equal ooting. This entails a num ber of open questions:
A re there rem nants of the W igner crystal phase dom inated by the fourparticlke ring
exchange In the weakly Interacting quasione-dim ensional state? Is the spectral gap
discussed in Sec.[d robust to the inclusion of spin?

F igure[14 sum m arizes the orbital properties of the electron system in a quantum
w ire near the transition from a one-din ensional to a quasione-dim ensional state. The
upper lne indicates the vanishing of the gap in the ssocond excitation m ode. W hile the
appearance of a seocond gapless excitation at a nite distance above the transition has
been shown in the lin i of weak interactions [65], m ore careful treatm ent is required
to explore this phenom enon at nite interaction strength. In the opposite lim it of
strong Interactions, w th Increasing electron density the zigzag regin e eventually breaks
down, giving way to structures wih more than two rows. Num erical study of the
quastone-din ensional W igner crystal [32] show s that the num ber of row s changes as
2! 41! 31! 41! 5 ... asa function of density. Since In a wide channel the
electron density is not uniform across the wire [86,[87], this trend cannot persist up to
an arbirarily high number of rows. Instead one expects that structures w ith defects
w illhave a Iower energy. T he presence of such potentially m obile defects w illbe crucial
for understanding transport properties of quantum w ires in that regim e.
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