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We investigate the possibility of a striped inhomogeneous phase occurring as an electronic system
with an order parameter linearly coupled to the elastic degrees of freedom is tuned through the
electronic phase transition. We find that in finite systems where boundary conditions create an
elastic incompatibility, a stripe pattern may emerge in the vicinity of the electronic transition.
Stripes are stabilized when the gained elastic energy overcomes the typical electronic and domain
wall energy costs. In thin film geometries, the stripes are found to extend across the entire depth
of the system. We also study the behavior of the phase fraction across the spinodal region of a first
order phase transition. The orientation of stripes and the possibility of more complicated patterns
are also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The metal-insulator transition in correlated systems
is a topic of long standing interest in condensed matter
physics [1]. In many families of Mott materials exhibiting
a metal-insulator transition, the electrons are coupled to
the elastic degrees of freedom [2–35], and the electronic
order at the transition is accompanied by a change in the
lattice structure and by the appearance of elastic strain
fields. Because of its important role in many materi-
als, the coupling of elasticity to both equilibrium and
nonequilibrium metal insulator transitions has become a
topic of active current interest.

Recent experiments [36–44] have revealed that in some
cases the transition from uniform metallic to uniform
insulating phase proceeds via an intermediate ‘stripe’
phase characterized by an alternating mesoscale pattern
of metallic and insulating domains. This behavior is be-
lieved [12, 37, 42, 43, 45, 46] to arise from the interplay
of the energy associated with long ranged strain fields
(which depends strongly on sample geometry) and the
electronic energy that drives the phase transition. How-
ever, with a few exceptions that will be discussed below,
most of the existing theoretical work focuses on spatially
uniform situations, and the phenomenon of stripe forma-
tion is not understood in detail.

In an important study, Ahn and collaborators [42]
studied orbital ordering transitions in the “colossal” mag-
netoresistance manganites and showed that the coupling
of orbital ordering to strain fields in the context of global
geometrical constraints associated with clamped elastic
boundary conditions could give rise to “tweed” domain
patterns reminiscent of those observed at the martensite-
austenite transition. These ideas were further developed
by Guzman-Verri and collaborators [46].

Gao and collaborators studied theoretically [45] and
experimentally [36–38] a system in which a monolayer
adsorbed on the surface of a thick substrate material un-
dergoes a phase transition that produces a strain field
extending into the bulk of the substrate material. The

strain field in the substrate costs elastic energy, which
may be reduced by the formation of striped domains,
which in turn increases the electronic energy cost. It was
found that balancing these contributions leads to vari-
ous non-uniform configurations, including parallel stripes
and more complex bidimensional geometries. Similar
ideas were applied to show that the metal-insulator
interface induced by applying an electrical current to
Ca2RuO4would in general be reconstructed into a stripe
pattern [43].

In this paper we build on these ideas to provide a gen-
eral theory of an electronic transition coupled to strain
fields. While we are motivated by recent results on metal-
insulator transitions, the precise nature of the transition
is not relevant and the theory is generally applicable to
any electronic transition coupled to elastic degrees of free-
dom. We write a general theory but focus our specific re-
sults on the typical case of samples in which the top sur-
face presents a free boundary condition, while the bottom
surface resting on the substrate is constrained to have a
zero lattice displacement; this is the relevant case for a
large class of experiments. We consider both modulations
in the plane of the film (“stripes”) and variations over the
depth of the film, generalizing recently studied models,
which consider either a monolayer of potentially ordered
phase [45], or a very thin stripe layer with a thickness
much smaller than that of the system [43].

The analysis is in general complicated, as the elas-
tic theory describing actual low-symmetry materials in-
volves many parameters, and the electron-lattice cou-
pling parameter is a second rank tensor which can display
anisotropies and shear stress components. The existence
and nature of any inhomogeneous states will depend
quantitatively on the precise elastic theory and electron-
lattice coupling. However we can still make some general
statements. Stripes may occur in systems where bound-
ary conditions prevent an energetically favored spatially
uniform elastic distortion. The emergence of stripes is
primarily determined by the competition between the
elastic energy gained from stripe formation and the en-
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ergy cost of the electronic inhomogeneity caused by the
stripes. These considerations suggest that stripes should
be favored for temperatures close to the electronic phase
transition temperature, where the energy cost of modu-
lating the order parameter is small. This argument ap-
plies for both first and second order phase transitions; for
first order transitions, stripes may be expected to appear
in a temperature range roughly spanning the interval be-
tween the upper and lower spinodals of the electronic
transition. We also find that stripes extend over the full
depth of the film and orient themselves in the direction
that maximizes the elastic energy gain.

Since the elastic interactions are long-range and have
no intrinsic length scales, the periodicity of the stripes
can only depend on the length scales set by the system:
in our case these are the thickness of the sample and the
bending lengthscale (i.e. the domain wall thickness) of
the electronic order parameter. The orientation of the
stripes is controlled by the anisotropies of the electron-
lattice coupling tensor and the underlying elastic the-
ory. There may be no preferred orientation (as we shall
find for isotropic elasticity and planar-isotropic electron-
lattice coupling) or two optimal orientations, such as in
the presence of in-plane shear coupling. When two stripe
orientations are possible, the system may form domains
where one or the other orientation appear. Bistripe
patterns (checkerboard-like domains with crossing non-
parallel stripes) are possible in principle, but we find that
they have higher energy because, while the elastic energy
is the same as for unistripe patterns, they are more costly
in terms of electronic energy.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec-
tion II we present the model and find the free energy by
solving the elastic equations as function of the electronic
order parameter and using the solution to integrate out
the lattice degrees of freedom. In Section III we calculate
the total free energy for a system undergoing a second or-
der phase transition, determine the stability of the stripe
phase and show that bistripe patterns are energetically
more costly. In Section IV we study the case of a first or-
der phase transition, find the criteria for the appearance
of stripes and calculate the behavior of the metallic and
insulating phase fractions as function of the temperature
within the spinodal region. In Section V we consider the
case of stripes extending only halfway through the sam-
ple and find that such phase is metastable. In Section
VI we study the preferred orientation of stripes and the
effect of anisotropies on their stability. Finally in Section
VII we present our conclusions.

II. GENERAL THEORY

A. Energy and formalism

We consider a system with an electronic order param-
eter ψ(x), which in general depends on the position x
and is linearly coupled to strain fields εij so the total

MI

FIG. 1. Sketch of the system under consideration (with clamped
boundary conditions at the bottom as an example). The metallic (M)
and insulating (I) regions correspond to a different elastic behavior.

free energy is the sum of a purely electronic term fe, an
electron-lattice coupling fe-l and a lattice elastic energy
fl. We assume the elastic theory is harmonic. Thus the
total free energy F is given by

F =

∫
d3x(fe + fl + fe-l); (1)

fe-l ≡ −σijεijψ(x); fl ≡
1

2
εijK

ijlmεlm, (2)

where Kijlm is the elastic tensor, εij ≡ 1
2 (∂iuj + ∂jui)

is the strain tensor which depends on derivatives of the
elastic displacement vector ui, and σij is the stress mis-
match tensor which quantifies the force exerted by the
electronic order on the lattice and acts as a coupling pa-
rameter.

In the limit of a free infinite sample, we may minimize
freely over the strain fields. Substituting the resulting

εij =
(
Kijlm

)−1
σlmψ into Eq. (1) gives

F =

∫
d3x (fe + fstab) ; (3)

fstab ≡ −
ψ(x)2

2
σij
(
Kijlm

)−1
σlm. (4)

The term fstab is the energy gained by allowing the lattice
to relax to the configuration optimized for a non-zero ψ
and plays an important role in the energetics of bulk
transitions. Since the coefficient of ψ(x)2 is independent
of x, we find a spatially homogeneous phase.

However, in many experimentally relevant situations
boundary conditions constrain the ability of the lattice to
relax to the minimum energy configuration. To analyze
this situation more quantitatively we write the Euler-
Lagrange equations following from Eq. (1) for the strain
fields u:

δfe

δψ(x)
= σijεij ; Kijkl∂j∂kul = σij∂jψ. (5)

Conceptually, for each ψ(x) we solve the second Euler-
Lagrange equation, imposing the appropriate boundary
conditions on u, and from that compute the total free
energy as a functional of ψ(x) only. In practice, this re-
quires the knowledge of the elastic Green function for a
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finite system, whose calculation is often analytically cum-
bersome, so that it is simpler to start from a variational
ansatz for ψ, explicitly calculate u for such ansatz and
then minimize F with respect to the variational param-
eters describing ψ.

B. Solution of the elastic equations

In this subsection we present a formal solution of the
elastic equation (5) assuming a fixed order parameter
ψ(x), for a system of size L in the x and y directions and
thickness h in the z direction, assuming L� h (see Fig.
1). The elastic deformation on the x-y surfaces at z = 0
and z = h are constrained by boundary conditions. We
consider the typical film geometry with one free surface
(here z = 0) and one surface where the atomic displace-
ments are clamped by coupling to a substrate (z = h).

The boundary condition at the free surface can be
found by integrating by parts Eq. (1) with respect to u
and minimizing the resulting boundary surface integral,
leading to

Kijklnjεkl = σijnjψ. (6)

For a clamped surface, the boundary condition depends
on the stiffness of the clamping substrate; for an infinitely
stiff substrate, the displacement at the boundary has to
vanish, i.e. ui = 0. The more complicated case of a sub-
strate with a finite stiffness can be studied by considering
the deformation of the substrate and imposing matching
boundary conditions, but such analysis is not essential
to capture the physics of the problem and is beyond the
scope of our work.

Equation (5) can be solved in general but here we focus
on the specific (and simpler) case of isotropic elasticity,
which contains the essential physics. The elastic tensor
is then given by Kijlm ≡ Λδijδlm + µδilδjm + µδimδjl,
with bulk modulus Λ ≡ Eν/((1 + ν)(1 − 2ν)) and shear
modulus µ ≡ E/(2(1+ν)), where E is the Young modulus
and ν the Poisson ratio [47]. Equation (5) becomes

(Λ + µ)∂i∂juj + µ∇2ui = σij∂jψ. (7)

We Fourier transform the order parameter in the x-y
plane

ψ(x) =
∑
q

eiq·rψq(z), (8)

where q ≡ (qx, qy) and r ≡ (x, y), and then solve Eq. (7)
separately for each Fourier component ψq.

The solution to Eq. (7) is the sum of a particular
solution that accounts for the source term plus a homo-
geneous solution required to satisfy the boundary condi-

tions:

ui(x) = eiq·r

uPi (q, z) +
∑

a=0,1,2
±

A±a u
±
a,i(q, z)

 ; (9)

[(Λ + µ)∂i∂j + µ∇2](eiq·ru±a,i) = 0, (10)

where A±a are constant coefficients determined by the six
boundary conditions (three at each interface). The solu-
tions of the homogeneous equations are

u±0 = e∓qz

1
0
0

∓ qxz

3− 4ν

qx/qqy/q
±i

 ; (11)

u±1 = e∓qz

qx/qqy/q
±i

 ; u±2 = e∓qz

 qy/q
−qx/q

0

 , (12)

with q ≡ |q|.
If the top surface of the system z = 0 is free of any

external stress, and the bottom surface z = h is clamped,
the boundary conditions are

E

2(1 + ν)
(∂xuz + ∂zux)|z=0 = σxzψq(0); (13)

E

2(1 + ν)
(∂yuz + ∂zuy)|z=0 = σyzψq(0); (14)

E
(1− ν)∂zuz + ν(∂xux + ∂yuy)

(1 + ν)(1− 2ν)
|z=0 = σzzψq(0); (15)

ux(z = h) = 0; uy(z = h) = 0; uz(z = h) = 0. (16)

Note that the boundary conditions at z = 0 (13)-(15)
still display the presence of a nonzero stress, which is “in-
ternal” since it is related to coupling with the electrons.

Combining Eqs. (11)-(16) we can solve for A±a and
then substitute back into Eq. (1) to find the elastic en-
ergy contribution (the exact procedure is outlined in the
Appendix A).

C. Thickness and z profile of the stripes

The depth profile (z-dependence) of ψq(z) determines
the particular solution uP , thus affecting the homoge-
neous uH solution and the elastic energy.

In this subsection we give a heuristic argument why
the energy is lower when stripes extend over the entire
thickness of the film. The basic idea is that the energy
gain may be written as −

∫
ε(x)σψ(x), as it comes only

from the regions where the order parameter is non-zero;
one expects that this region should be made as large as
possible.

Indeed, if we assume the order parameter extends over
a typical distance 1/κ, the particular solution will also
extend over 1/κ. Furthermore, for a stripe of wavelength
q, the homogeneous solution and its associated strain ex-
tend over a distance 1/q away from the boundaries; the
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strain energy cost is therefore ∼ 1/q while we may write
the energy gain as ∼ 1/κf(q/κ). A quick minimization
yields a q ∼ κ and thus a total energy gain ∼ 1/κ, im-
plying that κ−1 should be made as large as possible.

This finding is rather different from the theoretical
model of current induced stripes in Ca2RuO4[43], where
the stripes have a smaller optimal wavelength, qmin ∼
1/d, and are confined to a thin surface layer d� h. This
is due to the different mechanism responsible for the tran-
sition, which is driven by an electric current flowing close
to the surface of the system. This causes an inhomoge-
neous temperature variation [48] and thus a spatially in-
homogeneous free energy landscape, which favors stripes
with a smaller thickness and wavelength.

In addition to this heuristic argument, we also note
that stripes extending only halfway through the film in-
cur in an additional energy cost by creating in-plane do-
main walls between metallic and insulating domains that
are not present when d = h. Nonetheless, it is possible
for a phase with stripes extending down to a depth d < h
to exist in a metastable form, although at much higher
energy. This case is addressed in Section V, while in all
other sections we consider stripes extending uniformly
over the entire thickness of the film.

Therefore, except for Section V, we assume an order
parameter independent of z. We remark that while this
is not a locally exact solution of Eq. (5), since εij will
in general have a z dependence, it is a good variational
approximation of the true solution, in the sense that our
procedure produces an approximate solution with a free
energy very close to the true minimum.

D. Elastic free energy

For stripes extending over the entire depth of the film
the order parameter is independent of z and we can write
the elastic contribution to the free energy in the form

Fel ≡
∫
dx(fl + fe-l) = −1

2

∫
dxσijεijψ;

Fel = Eel

∫
dx
∑
q

fel(q)|ψq|2, (17)

where Eel ≡ σ2
xx/2E and fel is a dimensionless function

of qh, θ ≡ tan−1(qy/qx) and σij/σxx.
The analytic expression for fel is rather cumbersome

and is derived and written explicitly in Appendix A. This
makes the minimization of fel with respect to θ and q
hard and it is not straightforward to determine a priori
the favored orientation and periodicity of the stripes, but
we can make some general considerations.

Since elasticity is essentially a long-range interaction,
there is no lengthscale in the elastic equations except for
the thickness h [49]. Thus if fel displays a minimum at
finite q its position only depends on h: for typical values
of ν the minimum is located around qh ∼ 2.

FIG. 2. Plot of fel for three values of ν, σxx = σyy and the remaining

σij = 0; the inset shows fel as function of (qh)2 at small values of q,
displaying the quadratic behavior of the elastic energy near q = 0.

Therefore we can distinguish three qualitatively differ-
ent cases. (i) The minimum of fel is at q = 0: stripes are
not energetically favored and can never appear. (ii) The
minimum of fel is located at finite qh. (iii) The minimum
of fel is located at q = ∞. We remark that in case (ii)
and (iii), stripes are not guaranteed to appear as they
still have to compete with the energy cost of forming do-
main walls. However, if they appear, their periodicity
in case (iii) is determined by a microscopic lengthscale
such as the typical domain wall thickness, while in case
(ii) it is determined by the thickness h. As we will see
in Section III, the appearance of stripes is determined by
the coefficient of the quadratic term of fel(q) at small q.

The orientation of stripes relative to the atomic axes of
the material is also an important question but is not es-
sential to the study of the physical mechanism related to
the formation of stripes, and the criteria for their appear-
ance. For convenience, we postpone a detailed discussion
of the orientation of stripes to Section VI, where we shall
discuss the main symmetry classes of σij and address in
detail the effect of in-plane shear coupling σxy as well as
out of plane shear σxz 6= 0. In the next sections we con-
sider the simple planar isotropic case, σxx = σyy = σ and
all the other components σij = 0. Such isotropy in the
x-y plane means there is no preferred orientation of the
stripes, and without loss of generality we can consider
the case q = (q, 0).

Since the order parameter is homogeneous in the z di-
rection, i.e. ψq(z) ∼ const, the particular solution for
each Fourier component is found at once from Eq. (7):

~uP = x̂
ψq
iq

σxx2(1 + ν)

E

1− 2ν

2(1− ν)
. (18)

After imposing the boundary conditions for each
Fourier component and integrating out ui, the dimension-
less elastic free energy is found, see Eqs. (A13)-(A15). To
study the appearance of stripes we do not need the ex-
act expression of fel, but only its asymptotic behaviors,
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which we report here:

fel(q →∞)

1 + ν
= −1− 2ν

1− ν
+

2(1− 4ν + ν2 + 4ν3)

(1− ν)(3− 4ν)qh
; (19)

fel(q ∼ 0)

1 + ν
= −cq2(qh)2; cq2 ≡

2

3
. (20)

The free energy vanishes at q = 0 and behaves quadrat-
ically with a negative coefficient for small q. For q →∞ it
goes to a finite value that depends on ν, with an asymp-
totic behavior ∼ 1/q. Since cq2 > 0, in this regime the
minimum of fel is never at q = 0; depending on ν the
minimum of fel occurs at infinite or finite q 6= 0.

III. SECOND ORDER PHASE TRANSITION

In this section we study a system exhibiting an elec-
tronic phase transition of second order, at a critical tem-
perature Tc. We describe the electronic free energy fe

with the usual quartic order expression

fe = f0

(
ψ4

4
+ α(T )

ψ2

2
+
ξ2

2
|∇ψ|2

)
, (21)

where α(T ) = (T − Tc)/Tc near the transition and ξ is a
lengthscale associated to domain walls (and determined
by the energy cost due to an inhomogeneous order pa-
rameter).

The contribution of the elastic energy (17) renormal-
izes the quadratic term in ψ, which we write in momen-
tum space

F = f0

∫
d3x

ψ4

4
+

1

2
hL2f0

∑
q

α′(q, T )|ψq|2; (22)

α′(q, T ) ≡ α(T ) + ξ2q2 +
2Eel

f0
fel(q). (23)

When the system is close to the transition, we do not
need to make a variational ansatz for ψ. In fact, we can
study the instability of the system to an ordered (ψ 6= 0)
phase simply by looking at the sign of the coefficient α′.
If α′(q, T ) < 0 an ordered phase is favored compared to
the disordered phase ψ = 0. In particular the minimum
of α′ with respect to q determines which mode develops
the instability first, i.e. at higher temperatures:

T ′c
Tc

= 1−
(
ξ2q2

min + 2
Eel

f0
fel(qmin)

)
. (24)

Thus the system exhibits an inhomogeneous ordered
phase with a finite wavevector qmin 6= 0 if α′(qmin) <
α′(0). Since the function fel(q) is limited, the ξ2q2 pos-
itive term dominates at large q; moreover fel(q) behaves
like ∼ q2 near q = 0, and thus the magnitude of its second
derivative is crucial in determining where the minimum
of α′(q) is located. Indeed when

ξ2 +
Eel

f0
f ′′el(q = 0) < 0 ⇒ f0

ξ2

h2
< 2Eel(1 + ν)cq2 , (25)

FIG. 3. Plot of α′(q) as function of qh for three different values of
f0E/σ

2
xxξ

2/h2 and for ν = 0.4.

then the concavity of α′ at q = 0 is negative and there is
an instability at qmin 6= 0, see Fig. 3. This makes sense,
since the inhomogeneous striped order arises when the
coupling between electrons and lattice degrees of freedom
is strong enough to overcome the typical energy cost of
creating a domain wall.

Using Eq. (20) we find the quantitative criterion for a
stripe pattern to form:

σ2
xx

E
>

3

2(1 + ν)
f0
ξ2

h2
. (26)

Notice the role played by the thickness of the sample h:
thin films require a stronger coupling ∼ σxx to develop
an inhomogeneous phase. This is reasonable, because in
thinner systems the energy cost of elastic displacement
is higher since they have “less depth” to accommodate
such displacement, which has to vanish at z = h because
of the clamped boundary conditions we employ.

We remark that the appearance of the striped phase
changes the transition temperature from the “uncoupled”
critical value Tc to a “true” (i.e. observed) critical tem-
perature T ′c, which is larger than Tc given the stabilizing
effect of the elastic degrees of freedom on the ordered
phase.

We make a final observation on the possibility of hav-
ing a checkerboard pattern, i.e. an order parameter of
the type ψcb ∼ (ψxe

iqxx + ψye
iqyy), as opposed to sim-

ple stripes ψs ∼ ψ0e
iqx. For simplicity we make the as-

sumption that these two types of profiles are described by
plane waves; the exact form of ψ(x) may be more com-
plicated but at a zeroth order approximation the qualita-
tive physics is captured by this assumption. The optimal
value of q is determined by the minimum of Eq. (23):
we consider the isotropic case (σxx = σyy), so that for
the checkerboard pattern the minimization operates sep-
arately on qx and qy, and we find qx = qy = q. Therefore,
the magnitude of the periodicity is the same for both
stripes profiles.

The optimal values of ψx, ψy and ψ0 are determined by
the competition between the quartic and quadratic terms
in Eq. (22). Substituting for the stripes pattern we find
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FIG. 4. Sketch of the stripes (left) and checkerboard profile in the
x − y plane; the yellow (blue) color indicates a metallic (insulating)
phase.

Fs = f0hL
2(ψ4

0 +α′minψ
2
0/2), where α′min < 0 is the value

of α′ at its minimum. The total energy is then minimized
by ψ0 =

√
−α′min and is Fs = −f0hL

2(α′min)2/4.
Performing the same calculation for the checkerboard

profile and using that |ψcb|2 = ψ2
x +ψ2

y + 2ψxψy cos(qx−
qy), we find

Fcb = f0

∫
d3x
|ψ4
cb|
4

+
1

2
hL2f0α

′
min(ψ2

x + ψ2
y);

Fcb
hL2f0

=
(ψ2
x + ψ2

y)2 + 2ψ2
xψ

2
y

4
+
α′min

2
(ψ2
x + ψ2

y); (27)

Minimizing with respect to ψx and ψy we find
ψ2
x = ψ2

y = −α′min/3, resulting in an energy Fcb =

−f0hL
2(α′min)2/6 > Fs. Therefore a checkerboard pat-

tern has a higher energy compared to a stripe pattern due
to the mixed term 2ψ2

xψ
2
y, which essentially correspond to

the regions where |ψcb|2 oscillates like ψ2
xψ

2
y cos(qx− qy),

and where the order parameter substantially deviates
from what would be its optimal value.

This argument applies also to other choices of elec-
tronic free energy: in general the system wants to have
regions of pure metal or regions of pure insulator, while
a checkerboard pattern also presents “mixed” regions
where ψ assumes energetically costly values in between
the metallic and insulating values of ψ, see Fig. 4. We
note that compared to a system free to relax, where there
are distortions along both x and y, the presence of bound-
ary conditions and the geometry of stripes reduce the sta-
bilization effect, since it constrains the distortions to be
along one direction only, thus reducing the elastic energy
gained.

IV. FIRST ORDER PHASE TRANSITION

In this section we study the case of a first order phase
transition.

In general, systems undergoing a first order phase tran-
sition exhibit a coexistence of the two phases within the
spinodal region of temperatures, in which both the metal-
lic and insulating phase are locally stable. The free
energy fe exhibits two minima at ψM (metallic phase)

FIG. 5. Behavior of the electronic free energy fe as function of the
order parameter ψ for different values of the temperature. Left: be-
havior for Tc < T < Tc + ∆Ts (light blu) which favors a metallic phase
with minimum value fM at ψM , and for Tc −∆Ts < T < Tc (orange)
which favors an insulating phase with minimum value fI at ψI . Mid-
dle: limiting cases at Tc ±∆Ts and Tc. Right: graphic estimate of the
energy barrier fb and of the phase energy difference ∆f .

and ψI (insulating phase); outside of the spinodal region
only one phase exists (either metal or insulator depend-
ing on the temperature). The two minima have energies
fM ≡ fe(ψM ) and fI ≡ fe(ψI), and in between them
there is a local maximum of fe, which creates an en-
ergy barrier fb that has to be overcome when switching
phases, see Fig. 5.

The phase energy difference ∆f ≡ fM −fI is crucial in
determining the favored phase [50]. At the critical tem-
perature Tc the two phases have the same energy, while
the metal phase is favored above the critical tempera-
ture, so that ∆f vanishes at Tc and has the opposite sign
of T − Tc. The exact dependence of ∆f on T is model
dependent; for simplicity we assume that ∆f is approx-
imately linear in T . Such a dependence may arise for
example from this simple model of Landau free energy

fe = f0

(
ψ4

4
− ψ2

2
+ g(T )ψ + ξ2|∇ψ|2

)
; (28)

g(T ) =
2

3
√

3

Tc − T
∆Ts

.

We have included the gradient contribution ∼ |∇ψ|2
to the free energy (with ξ again a typical domain wall
lengthscale) and defined the spinodal region by Tc −
∆Ts < T < Tc+∆Ts; f0 defines the scale of the electronic
free energy.

A. Variational ansatz for the order parameter

We now formulate a variational ansatz for the order
parameter.

Deviations of ψ from the optimal values ψM and ψI are
typically very costly in energy, since they contribute in
two ways: through the gradient term |∇ψ|2 and through
the energy barrier fb associated to the unfavorable values
of ψ between ψI and ψM . Therefore, we expect the order
parameter to exhibit very thin domain walls and have the
shape of a square wave that switches abruptly between
ψM and ψI , with the width ldw of the switching region
being very small compared to the wavelength λ of the
stripes. We consider stripes that are periodic in the x
direction and extend homogeneously in the z direction.
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We indicate with q the wavevector describing the peri-
odicity of the stripes, and write our ansatz for the order
parameter as

ψ(x) = ψI + ∆ψ
∑
n

φ(x− nλ); (29)

φ(s) ≡ tanh(s/ldw)− tanh((s− ηλ)/ldw),

where λ ≡ 2π/q, ∆ψ ≡ (ψM−ψI)/2 and η is the metallic
phase fraction, i.e. the ratio of surface area occupied by
the metal phase to the total surface area of the system
[51]. We use φ as a function that regularizes the jumps
between ψM and ψI ; the quantitative choice of hyperbolic
tangent functions does not affect the end result.

The variational parameters with respect to which we
minimize the free energy are q, η and ldw.

B. Electronic energy

We now want to calculate the electronic contribution to
the free energy arising from the order parameter ansatz.
It can be split into three terms: one coming from the
metallic regions where the order parameter is constant
ψ = ψM , one coming from the insulating regions ψ = ψI
and one arising from the domain wall regions in which ψ
switches between ψI and ψM .

The first term contributes with an energy fM over a
volume fraction η (which is the fraction of volume of the
system occupied by the metallic phase), the second term
contributes fI over a volume fraction (1− η).

The domain walls contribute with a term proportional
to the width ldw of the switching region, to the depth h
and to the energy barrier fb between the minima [52];
they also contribute through the gradient term∫

dxf0ξ
2|∇ψ|2 = L2 f0ξ

2

ldw
∆ψ2qh, (30)

since the number of domain walls is ∼ L/λ ∼ qL and
they extend over a length ldw along x, L along y and h
along z. We can also absorb any numerical coefficient
arising from the integration of |∇ψ|2 into the definition
of ξ and thus the total domain wall free energy is

Fdw

hL2
= qldwfb +

f0ξ
2

ldw
∆ψ2q. (31)

We observe that we can minimize the free energy given
by Eq. (31) with respect to ldw at once, and find that

the domain wall thickness is given by ldw = ∆ψξ
√
f0/fb.

Since f0 and fb have the same order of magnitude, we
find unsurprisingly that ldw ∼ ξ � h.

The total electronic free energy density is then

Fe

hL2
= fI (1− η) + fMη + 2q∆ψξ

√
f0fb. (32)

FIG. 6. Plot of the total free energy density normalized to Eel as
function of qh for ∆f = 0, ν = 0.4 for Edw = Ec

dw = 0.49Eel, and
Edw < Ec

dw and Edw > Ec
dw.

C. Formation of stripes and temperature
dependence

Combining Eqs. (17), (29) and (32), the total energy
can be written as

F

hL2
= Edwqh+ η∆f + Eel

∑
m

fel(qm)|ψqm |2, (33)

where we dropped the constant term fI and defined the
domain wall energy scale Edw ≡ 2 ξh∆ψ

√
f0fb.

Since ldwq � 1 we have approximated the order pa-
rameter with a square wave and Fourier transformed it,
writing Fel as a sum over integer multiples of q (i.e.
qm = mq with m integer); the Fourier component is
|ψqm |2 = 2∆ψ2 sin2(πηm)/π2m2.

In general, the sum over qm has to be performed nu-
merically, but we can make some observations: Fel is
exactly zero for η = 0 and η = 1 (no elastic energy is
gained when the system is homogeneous), and is sym-
metric around η = 1/2 where it exhibits a minimum (the
elastic energy gain is maximized for equal phase fraction).

We can find the analytic behavior of Fel at small
and large q. For qh & 1, fel rapidly converges to its
asymptotic value, so that the sum can be well approx-
imated by a constant: Fel ∼ fel(q → ∞)

∑
m |ψqm |2 ∼

fel(q → ∞). For small q, the elastic energy is quadratic
and all terms such that qmh . 1 have a compara-
ble contribution ∼ q2

m sin2(πηm)/m2; thus the main
contribution to the sum comes from these wavevectors∑
qmh.1 q

2
m sin2(πηm)/m2 ∼

∑
m.1/qh q

2/2 ∼ q:

Fel ∼ Eelf
′′
el(q = 0)q/h (34)

i.e. the summed free energy is now linear in q at small q,
rather than quadratic; we approximated the sin2 factor
with its average since we are summing over many values
of m (see also Appendix B).

The domain wall energy is also linear in q, so that the
total energy is positive for q → ∞. Therefore the mini-
mum of the total energy is at q = 0 when the slope of the
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FIG. 7. Plot of η(T ) for three different values of Eel/f0 and for
Edw/f0 = 0.25, ν = 0.4. For these parameters, the critical energy scale
is Ec

dw/Eel ≈ 0.49, so the blue curve Eel = 0.5f0 = 2Edw is slightly
above the threshold value and correctly exhibits a homogeneous phase
switching at Tc.

elastic energy near q = 0 is smaller in magnitude than
the slope of the domain wall energy: up to some numeri-
cal factor coming from the sum over qm we can write this
condition from Eqs. (20), (33)-(34) as Edw ≥ Ecdw ∼ Eel.
Therefore the system exhibits a stripe phase with period-
icity given by the wavevector qmin ∼ 1/h when the elastic
energy is large enough compared to the typical domain
wall energy, i.e. when

Edw/Eel . 1 ↔ σ2
xx & E

√
f0fbξ/h. (35)

This criterion is very similar to what we found in Section
III for a second order phase transition, except for the
dependence on the energy barrier fb (typical of a first
order transition but absent in a second order transition).
The thickness of the system again plays an important
role, with stripe ordered phases being suppressed in thin
films (smaller h).

Also notice that the criterion (35) is independent of η
and the temperature T , since as Edw → Ecdw, qmin → 0
and the approximations leading to Eq. (35) are exact.
Indeed, when Edw ≥ Ecdw the energy contribution from
elasticity and from domain walls goes exactly to zero
(since there are no stripes) and the total energy is just
F/(hL2) = η∆f , so that η is either 0 or 1 depending on
the sign of ∆f . If ∆f > 0, the insulating phase is favored
and η = 0 while when the metal is favored ∆f < 0 and
η = 1; this homogeneous switching occurs at ∆f = 0, i.e.
T = Tc.

When Edw < Ecdw we have to minimize numerically
first over q and then over the phase fraction to find η(T ),
but we can make some general qualitative statements.

For the sake of simplicity we assume ∆f to be approx-
imately linear in the temperature (∆f ∼ f0

Tc−T
∆Ts

) and

Edw to be constant in T (and crucially depending on the
thickness through ξ/h). We first consider ∆f > 0; the
opposite case is immediate given the symmetry around
η = 1/2 of the elastic energy.

The homogeneous η = 0 insulating phase has zero en-
ergy, while a phase with η = 1/2 gains a negative con-

tribution ∼ −Eel from elastic and domain wall energy
and incurs a cost ∆f/2 in electronic energy, so that if
∆f is large compared to Eel no stripe phase can exist.
Since ∆f depends on T , small values of the ratio Eel/f0

suppress the formation of stripes to a narrow window of
temperatures around Tc.

Thus we find that Eel has to be large enough compared
to both f0 and Edw in order to have formation of stripes.
The ratio Eel/f0 determines the range of temperatures
where a striped phase exists, while Eel/Edw controls if
stripes can appear at all: when this ratio is too low η
jumps from 0 to 1 at T = Tc, see Fig. 7, and the system
switches in bulk between homogeneous phases.

We observe that for intermediate values of Eel, the
phase fraction jumps discontinuously from 0 to a finite
value and then evolves smoothly up to 1/2 for T = Tc
(the behavior for η > 1/2 is symmetric). This behavior is
in agreement with experimental results in Ca3Ru2O7[40].
The dependence on T between the two endpoint jumps
is determined by the temperature dependence of ∆f and
fb, which is model specific.

V. METASTABLE STRIPES

In this section we study more in detail the case of a
stripe ordering extending only down to a certain depth d
smaller than the film thickness h. To keep things simple,
we restrict to the isotropic case (σxx = σyy) of the pre-
vious sections, for a first order transition at the critical
temperature T = Tc.

A. Elastic free energy

We consider an order parameter constant in z for 0 <
z < d and zero otherwise, i.e. ψq ∼ Θ(d− z) (with Θ the
step function). In such regime the particular solution
is found using the known Green function of an infinite
elastic medium, while the coefficients of the homogeneous
solution are calculated in the same way as in Section II
and Appendix A, see Appendix C for more details.

We find that the resulting free energy has the same
qualitative features as the energy in Eqs. (19)-(20), but is
roughly rescaled by a factor d/h, i.e. fel is approximately
proportional to d, see Fig. 8; this is consistent with our
arguments in Section II B. Moreover, fel vanishes at q = 0
and has a negative concavity independently of d/h:

fel(q ∼ 0) = −(1 + ν)
(qh)2

3

d

h

[
3−

(
d

h

)2
]

; (36)

fel(q →∞) = −(1 + ν)
1− 2ν

1− ν
d

h
. (37)

An important qualitative difference compared to the
d = h case is the presence of a second minimum around
qd ∼ 1, besides the minimum at qh ∼ 1, which is evident
especially for d � h. The two minima have roughly
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FIG. 8. Plot of the rescaled elastic energy fel/(d/h) for three different
values of d and for ν = 0.4; the inset shows the behavior of fel for
d/h = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5. The arrows indicate the position of the
secondary minima at qd ∼ 1 for d/h = 0.1, 0.25.

comparable energy and are due to the presence of two
lengthscales (d and h); they merge into one minimum
when the two lengths are comparable, i.e. for d/h & 0.5
(see the inset in Fig. 8).

B. Total free energy

We now modify the calculations of Section IV B to ac-
count for d.

The order parameter in Eq. (29) becomes

ψ(x) = ψI + ∆ψ
∑
n

φ(x− nλ)Θ(d− z), (38)

where we set η = 1/2 since we operate at T = Tc and the
variational parameters are q, ldw and d.

The contributions from the domain wall energy in Eqs.
(30) is rescaled by a factor d/h, so Eq. (31) becomes

Fdw

hL2
= qd

ldw

h
fb +

f0ξ
2

hldw
∆ψ2qd. (39)

The domain wall thickness ldw minimizing Eq. (39)
does not change, but we have to include the contribution
from the domain walls in the x-y plane, which appear
when d is different from 0 or h (more precisely when d > ξ
or h−d < ξ). For η = 1/2 this additional term is equal to
zero for d = 0 or d = h and F xdw = L2hEdw/2 otherwise.
For practical purposes we employ a regularized form and
write the total energy Eq. (33) as

F

hL2
= Edwqd+Eel

∑
qm

fel(qm)|ψqm |2 +
Edw

2
w(d), (40)

where w is a regularized function that vanishes at 0 and
d = h and rapidly converges to 1 for intermediate values.

The sum over qm is performed in the same way as for
d = h, but its behavior at small q becomes, using Eq.

(36):

Fel ∼ Eelf
′′
el(q = 0)q/h ∼ Eel

1

2

[
3−

(
d

h

)2
]
qd. (41)

We observe that the threshold value of Edw required to
form stripes depends on d, due to the (d/h)2 correction
in the small q behavior of fel, and is smaller compared
to the d = h case.

The extra energy cost due to the in-plane domain walls
is substantial and such that the global minimum of the
energy (40) is always located at d = h or d = 0. Nonethe-
less, a phase with stripes with d < h may exist in a
metastable form; in particular, from Eq. (41) we can
write

Ecdw(d) = Ecdw

1

2

[
3−

(
d

h

)2
]
, (42)

and find that stripes with d < h can exist even at Edw ≥
Ecdw, while stripes with d = h cannot. Such stripes are
only metastable since their energy is still larger than the
homogeneous d = 0 phase.

We can minimize numerically the energy (40) with re-
spect to q and then with respect to d to find the opti-
mal thickness dmin of the metastable stripes as function
of Edw/Eel. Depending on the value of the energy at
d = dmin we find two more critical value of the domain
wall energy.

For Edw < Ec1dw, F (d = h) < F (dmin) < F (d = 0)
and the stripe phase with d = h is globally stable,
while the homogeneous phase and the stripe phase with
d < h are locally stable, although the homogeneous
phase has a larger energy. For Ec1dw < Edw < Ecdw,
F (d = h) < F (d = 0) < F (dmin): the homogeneous
phase has lower energy than the d < h striped phase, but
is still globally unfavored compared to the d = h stripe
phase. For Ecdw < Edw < Ec2dw, the global minimum is
the homogeneous phase and the d = h stripe phase can-
not exist: F (d = 0) < F (dmin). Finally for Edw > Ec2dw
no stripes can exist in either metastable or stable forms.
This behavior is depicted in Fig. 9a; moreover Fig. 9b
shows the optimal thickness d/h of the stripes: the solid
line shows the global energy minimum which is either a
d = h striped phase below Ecdw or a homogeneous d = 0
phase above Ecdw; the dashed line shows the metastable
d < h striped phase.

The periodicity wavevector qmin (inset in Fig. 9b)
scales like ∼ 1/h independently of d. This behavior is
a consequence of the fact that the two minima of fel at
q ∼ 1/d and q ∼ 1/h have roughly the same energy (see
Fig. 8), but the domain wall energy scales like ∼ qd, so
that its positive contribution is a factor d/h smaller for
the minimum at q ∼ 1/h, making it energetically favored.

Notice that the metastable striped phase is very dif-
ficult to access since it requires the control of Edw/Eel,
which is mostly independent of easily controllable pa-
rameters such as the temperature. However, it may be
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FIG. 9. (a) Plot of F normalized to EelhL
2 as function of d/h for ν = 0.4 and three values of the domain wall energy Edw = Ec1

dw ≈ 0.3Eel,
Edw = Ec

dw ≈ 0.49Eel and Edw = 0.55Eel; the red curve corresponding to Edw = 0.55Eel does not extend up to d = h because no minimum in
q of the free energy exists for Edw > Ec

dw. (b) Plot of the values of d/h for the globally stable striped phase (solid blue) and for the metastable

striped phase (dashed red) as function of Edw/Eel; the values of Ec
dw = 0.49Eel and Ec2

dw = 0.65Eel are reported on the plot. The inset shows the
optimal wavevector qmin as function of Edw/Eel.

possible to drive the system into such state by using an
external pumping [53–55] that creates an energy land-
scape inhomogeneous in z, thus favoring a thinner striped
phase like the driving current does in the experiments of
Ref. [43]. If parameters are finely tuned enough, the
system may be driven into this metastable striped phase
and remain trapped in it even after the removal of the
pump [54, 55].

VI. ORIENTATION OF STRIPES

In this subsection we consider the question of the ori-
entation of the stripes.

The elastic free energy can be expressed as fel ∼∑
fij σ̃

2
ij + fxx,zzσ̃xxσ̃zz, where σ̃ is the rotated stress

tensor Eq. (A1), which depends on the angle θ between
q and the x axis.

In general the stripes are oriented in the direction that
minimizes the combination of elastic and electronic en-
ergy. In low symmetry situations the orientation is de-
termined by material properties and by the anisotropies
of the coupling; the question becomes more tractable in
higher-symmetry situations where interesting and more
precise statements can be made. For simplicity, we also
assume that the domain wall energy is small so that the
periodicity of the stripes is essentially set by the behavior
of fel.

In the thin-film geometry of main interest in this pa-
per, we may consider different levels of symmetry under
rotations around an axis normal to the film. The simplest
case is an electronic theory with a C4 or higher rotational
symmetry and an electronic order parameter that is in-
variant under rotations so that it couples to changes of
the in-plane area of the unit cell. In this case the nonzero
terms in the coupling tensor σij are σxx = σyy = σ0

and σzz. In the isotropic elasticity case considered here

Symmetry σij Orientation Periodicity

Isotropic σ1xy + σzz No θ q = q(ν)

C4 - JT ~σJT · ~τxy ±45◦ to princ. axes q →∞
C4 - p σxz = σyz = σp no stripes q = 0

C2 σ1xy + ~σJT · ~τxy 2 minima → θmin q = q(ν)

Table I. Table of the main symmetry classes of the coupling
tensor σij and the resulting orientation and periodicity of the
stripes.

the elastic energy is rotationally invariant and the stripes
may be oriented in any direction.

One may next consider an electronic order parame-
ter that preserves parity but changes sign under π/2
rotation, spontaneously breaking C4 to C2. For con-
sistency with the notation in the rest of the paper we
choose the principal axes of the electronic distortion
such that the non-zero terms in the coupling tensor are
σxy = σyx = σJT . In this situation Eq. (A14) becomes

fel(q) = fxx(q) sin2(2θ) + fxy(q) cos2(2θ). (43)

A numerical inspection of fxx(q) shows that it is always
larger than fxy(q), so that Eq. (43) is minimized at θ =
0, π/2 and at q → ∞. In this case there are two stripe
orientations, at a ±45◦ angle to the principal axes defined
by the electronic distortion, while the length scale is set
by electron-scale physics.

An electronic order parameter that breaks C4 to C2

and also breaks inversion symmetry can couple to εxz,yz
via the coupling σxz = σyz = σP . Evaluation of Eq.
(A14) for this case shows that the energy is fel ∼ (fyz −
fxz)σ

2
P sin 2θ. An inspection of fyz(q) − fxz(q) reveals

that its minimum is at q = 0, i.e. no stripes form be-
cause the bulk elastic distortion is compatible with the
boundary conditions.
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FIG. 10. (a) Plot of fel for three values of the angle θ between q and the x axis, for ν = 0.4, σxz = σyz = σzz = 0, σxx = σyy, σxy = −0.6σxx.
(b) Plot of fel, for three different values of σxz (measured in units of σxx) and for ν = 0.4, σzz = σyz = σxy = 0 and σxx = σyy.

Finally, if the electronic symmetry is C2 instead of C4

then within an appropriate choice of axes the allowed
coupling terms are σxx = σyy = σ and σxy = σyx =
σJT . If σ/σJT is sufficiently small, then there are two
possible stripe directions θmin and π/2 − θmin; as the
ratio increases the two directions collapse to one allowed
direction at θmin = 45◦, along the axis favored by the C2

symmetry coupling.
We get a quantitative verification by considering the

regime ν . 0.3, where the minimum of fxx and thus fel

is at q →∞, and the angle dependent terms are

fel ∼
σJT

1− ν

(
1

2
σJT sin2 2θ + (1− 2ν)σ sin 2θ

)
; (44)

The minimum fel is at sin 2θ = −(1−2ν)σ/σJT , confirm-
ing the presence of two minima at θmin = arcsin(−(1 −
2ν)σ/σJT )/2 and π/2− θmin, which merge into one min-
imum at θ = π/4 for |σ/σJT | > 1/(1− 2ν), see Fig. 10a.

We remark that, similarly to the considerations on
checkerboard patterns in Section III, the two optimal
orientations at θmin and π/2 − θmin do not result in a
checkerboard pattern, since regions of such pattern would
have unfavorable values of ψ. Instead, the stripes may
arrange in “macro-domains” each with one of the two op-
timal orientations, see inset in Fig. 10a. The shape of the
domains will depend on local defects and on the energy
cost of the boundaries between these domains. This pre-
diction explains the recent results of nanoimaging exper-
iments on Ca3Ru2O7[40], where similar macrodomains
with different orientations have indeed been observed.

These considerations are summarized in Table I. They
show how the presence of off-diagonal components in σij
creates an optimal orientation for the stripes. The gen-
eral case is usually very complicated, since a minimiza-
tion over both θ and q is usually required, but qualita-
tively similar.

We have also seen that the components of σij affect the
optimal value of q and the presence of stripes. Using the
expression for fel derived in Appendix A, we can actually
write the quadratic coefficient in the small q limit for

the general case, and make precise predictions on the
appearance of stripes.

cq2 σ̃
2
xx = 2

3

(
σ̃2
xx + σ̃2

xy − σ̃2
yz −

4

2(1− ν)
σ̃2
xz +

+
1− 6ν

2(1− ν)
σ̃zzσ̃xx −

ν(1− 4ν)

2(1− ν)2
σ̃2
zz

)
. (45)

A necessary condition for stripes to appear is cq2 > 0,
so all negative terms in Eq. (45) suppress the formation
of stripes. It is the case of σ̃xz, σ̃yz and σ̃zz (although
in the latter case it may depend on the specific value
of ν), while σ̃xy and σ̃xx favor the formation of stripes.
Since the rotation mixes separately σxx with σxy and σxz
with σyz, we can state that any stress mismatch in the
x-y plane (σxx, σxy or σyy) favors stripes, while shear
distortions along z (σxz and σyz) suppress stripes, see
Fig. 10b; finally distortions along z (σzz) may either
suppress or favor stripes depending on ν and the relative
sign with σxx.

The suppressing influence of σxz and σyz agrees with
what we have seen, since a homogeneous phase switching
is compatible with the boundary conditions and thus is
more favorable.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We studied a general model of an electronic system un-
dergoing a metal-insulator phase transition and coupled
to the elastic degrees of freedom of the lattice.

We wrote the elastic equations for a system with a
finite thickness and solved them as function of the elec-
tronic order parameter for typical boundary conditions
(stress-free surface at the top and clamped surface at the
bottom).

Even considering a minimal model isotropic in the x-
y plane, we found that in most cases an inhomogeneous
electronic phase (with a mixture of metallic and insu-
lating stripes) lowers the elastic energy compared to an
homogeneous phase; this is due to the presence of the
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boundary constraints which create a frustration in the
elastic strain that results in homogeneous distortions be-
ing unfavorable. The energy gained scales quadratically
with the electrons-lattice coupling parameter and is min-
imized for a wavevector approximately equal to the in-
verse of the system thickness.

We then minimized the total free energy in the case
of a first order and a second order phase transition. In
both cases we find that stripes emerge in the vicinity
of the transition when the typical elastic energy gained
by forming stripes is larger than the typical energy cost
of a domain wall. We note that the ratio between elas-
tic and domain wall energy is proportional to ξ2/h2 for
second order transitions and to ξ/h for first order transi-
tions, i.e. a smaller mismatch tensor is required to form
stripes in systems with a second order criticality. On
the other hand, larger values of the electron-lattice cou-
pling are typical of first order transitions in the electrons
degrees of freedom, so that a model-specific analysis is
needed to correctly assess this point and it is not possi-
ble to make general predictions. We considered a linear
electron-lattice coupling, and a second order or weakly
first order transition, meaning that our model does not
directly apply to strongly non-nonlinear systems. The
basic physics of competition between elastic drive, elas-
tic boundary conditions, and domain wall energies should
still apply, but the consequences could be quantitatively
different. Extension of our work to the strongly coupled
or strong first order case is an important open problem.

Furthermore we showed that stripes are the most sta-
ble when they extend across the entire depth of the
system. This seems consistent with observations in
Ca3Ru2O7[40], but is somewhat in contrast to what re-
ported in current-induced stripes in Ca2RuO4[43], where
the stripe pattern is confined to a thin surface layer.
The difference resides in the different mechanism driving

the transition; in Ca3Ru2O7the physics involves tuning
through an equilibrium phase transition, in contrast to
a nonequilibrium drive leading to a spatially dependent
temperature variation in Ca2RuO4.

Nonetheless, even in homohgeneous situations, stripes
extending only partway through the sample may still ex-
ist in a metastable form; they are difficult to access by ho-
mogeneously varying the temperature of the system, but
may be investigated using inhomogeneous driving mech-
anisms, and the connection of these to the phenomena
observed in the nonequilibrium experiments is an impor-
tant open problem.

In the case of a first order transition we also investi-
gated the evolution of the phase fraction of the stripe
phase as function of the temperature in the spinodal re-
gion. We found that the temperature range of existence
of the stripes depends on the ratio between the elastic en-
ergy and the difference in electronic energy between the
metal and insulating phase, and showed that the temper-
ature dependence of the phase fraction is in agreement
with recent experimental results.

Finally we analyzed at a qualitative level the preferred
orientation of stripes, finding that in general they have
up to two possible directions, and showed that the ap-
pearance of stripes is suppressed by shear components of
the stress in the z direction. We also showed that when
more than one orientation is possible, stripes arrange
in unistripe macrodomains, rather than in a bistripe
checkerboard pattern, providing an explanation for ex-
perimental observations in Ca3Ru2O7. We did not inves-
tigate the problem of stripes orientation in detail, and
reserve a more quantitative study for future applications
of this model to specific materials.
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[32] Y. E. Suyolcu, K. Fürsich, M. Hepting, Z. Zhong, Y. Lu,
Y. Wang, G. Christiani, G. Logvenov, P. Hansmann,
M. Minola, B. Keimer, P. A. van Aken, and E. Benckiser,
Phys. Rev. Materials 5, 045001 (2021).

[33] H. Kim, P. B. Marshall, K. Ahadi, T. E. Mates,
E. Mikheev, and S. Stemmer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119,
186803 (2017).

[34] A. S. McLeod, E. van Heumen, J. G. Ramirez, S. Wang,
T. Saerbeck, S. Guenon, M. Goldflam, L. Anderegg,
P. Kelly, A. Mueller, M. K. Liu, I. K. Schuller, and
D. N. Basov, Nature Physics 13, 80 (2017).

[35] R. Vasseur, T. Lookman, and S. R. Shenoy, Phys. Rev.
B 82, 094118 (2010).

[36] K. Kern, H. Niehus, A. Schatz, P. Zeppenfeld, J. Goerge,
and G. Comsa, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 855 (1991).

[37] R. Plass, J. A. Last, N. C. Bartelt, and G. L. Kellogg,
Nature 412, 875 (2001).

[38] K. Pohl, M. C. Bartelt, J. de la Figuera, N. C. Bartelt,
J. Hrbek, and R. Q. Hwang, Nature 397, 238 (1999).

[39] S. Kartha, J. A. Krumhansl, J. P. Sethna, and L. K.
Wickham, Phys. Rev. B 52, 803 (1995).

[40] A. S. McLeod, A. Wieteska, G. Chiriaco, B. Foutty,
Y. Wang, Y. Yuan, F. Xue, V. Gopalan, L. Q. Chen,
Z. Q. Mao, A. J. Millis, A. N. Pasupathy, and B. D. N,
npj Quantum Materials 6, 46 (2021).

[41] K. H. Ahn, T. F. Seman, T. Lookman, and A. R. Bishop,
Phys. Rev. B 88, 144415 (2013).

[42] K. Ahn, T. Lookman, and A. Bishop, Nature 428, 401
(2004).

[43] J. Zhang, A. S. McLeod, Q. Han, X. Chen, H. A. Bech-
tel, Z. Yao, S. N. Gilbert Corder, T. Ciavatti, T. H.
Tao, M. Aronson, G. L. Carr, M. C. Martin, C. Sow,
S. Yonezawa, F. Nakamura, I. Terasaki, D. N. Basov,
A. J. Millis, Y. Maeno, and M. Liu, Phys. Rev. X 9,
011032 (2019).

[44] A. Ronchi, P. Franceschini, A. De Poli, P. Homm,
A. Fitzpatrick, F. Maccherozzi, G. Ferrini, F. Banfi, S. S.
Dhesi, M. Menghini, M. Fabrizio, J.-P. Locquet, and
C. Giannetti, Nature Communications 13, 3730 (2022).

[45] Y. Gao, W. Lu, and Z. Suo, Acta Materialia 50, 2297
(2002).

[46] G. Guzman-Verri, R. Brierley, and P. Littlewood, Nature
576, 429 (2019).

[47] L. Landau and E. Lifshitz, Theory of Elasticity (Course
of theoretical physics; v.7), 3rd ed. (Elsevier, London,
1984).
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[53] G. Chiriacò, A. J. Millis, and I. L. Aleiner, Phys. Rev.
B 101, 041105 (2020).

[54] Z. Sun and A. J. Millis, Phys. Rev. X 10, 021028 (2020).
[55] Z. Sun and A. J. Millis, Phys. Rev. B 101, 224305 (2020).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.235136
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-020-0757-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-020-0757-x
https://doi.org/ 10.1073/pnas.1818728116
https://doi.org/ 10.1073/pnas.1818728116
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.02271
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.02271
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.16466
https://doi.org/ 10.1038/srep23652
https://doi.org/ 10.1038/srep23652
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/ab3815
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/ab3815
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.2.015002
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.2.015002
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.4.104401
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.4.104401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.185
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.185
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1807457115
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1807457115
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c03850
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c03850
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.1.024410
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.1.024410
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.93.161107
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.205131
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.236402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.033490
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.033490
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms13141
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms13141
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.5.045001
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.186803
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.186803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.094118
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.094118
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.67.855
https://doi.org/10.1038/35091143
https://doi.org/ 10.1038/16667
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.52.803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.144415
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02364
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02364
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-31298-0
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/S1359-6454(02)00056-3
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/S1359-6454(02)00056-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1824-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1824-9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.085116
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.085116
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.041105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.041105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.021028
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.224305


14

Appendix A: Solution of the elastic equations in the general case

In this appendix we show in detail how to solve the elastic equations, finding the particular solution and the
coefficients of the homogeneous solutions, and obtain the elastic free energy. The order parameter is constant in z
and d = h.

If the elastic tensor is isotropic, we have rotational invariance in the x-y plane and we can rotate the axis to align
q with the x axis, i.e. choosing qy = 0. We call θ the angle between this new coordinate system and the principal
axes. The components of σij will change because of this rotation and will be given by

σ̃ij =

σxx cos2 θ + σyy sin2 θ − σxy sin 2θ σxy cos 2θ + (σxx − σyy) cos θ sin θ σxz cos θ − σyz sin θ

σxy cos 2θ + (σxx − σyy) cos θ sin θ σyy cos2 θ + σxx sin2 θ + σxy sin 2θ σyz cos θ + σxz sin θ

σxz cos θ − σyz sin θ σyz cos θ + σxz sin θ σzz

 (A1)

1. Solution of the elastic equations

If we assume an order parameter constant in z, we find the particular solution at once by inverting Eq. (7) in
Fourier space:

~uP =
2(1 + ν)

E

ψq

iq
eiqx

 1−2ν
2(1−ν) σ̃xx

σ̃xy
σ̃xz

 (A2)

When qy = 0, only u2 has components along y

u±0 = e∓qz


1

0

0

∓ qz

3− 4ν

 1

0

±i


 ; u±1 = e∓qz

 1

0

±i

 ; u±2 = e∓qz

 0

−1

0

 ; (A3)

and we can effectively decouple the boundary conditions into a 4 by 4 system in the x− z plane and a 2 by 2 system

along the y direction. We write ~Axz ≡ (A+
0 , A

−
0 , A

+
1 , A

−
1 ) and ~Ay ≡ (A+

2 , A
−
2 ) and the system of equations originating

from the boundary conditions reads

~Axz ≡
2(1 + ν)

E
ψqM

−1
xz · ( ~BPxz + ~Bψxz); ~Bψxz =


σ̃xz
σ̃zz
0

0

 ; ~BPxz ≡ −


σ̃xz
ν

1−ν σ̃xx
(1−2ν)σ̃xx

2iq(1−ν)
σ̃xz

iq

 ; (A4)

Mxz ≡


−2q 2q −q 4(1−ν)

3−4ν q 4(1−ν)
3−4ν

−2iq −2iq −iq 2(1−2ν)
3−4ν −iq 2(1−2ν)

3−4ν

e−qh eqh e−qh
(

1− qh
3−4ν

)
eqh
(

1 + qh
3−4ν

)
ie−qh −ieqh −ie−qh qh

3−4ν −ieqh qh
3−4ν

 ; (A5)

~Ay ≡
2(1 + ν)

E
ψqM

−1
y · ( ~BPy + ~Bψy ); ~Bψy =

(
σ̃yz
0

)
; ~BPy ≡ −

(
0
σ̃xy

iq

)
; My ≡

(
q −q

−e−qh −eqh

)
. (A6)

Solving the system we find

~Ay =
2(1 + ν)

E
ψq

1

2q cosh(qh)

(
eqhσ̃yz − iσ̃xy
−e−qhσ̃yz − iσ̃xy

)
; (A7)
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~Axz =
2(1 + ν)

E
ψq

axxσ̃xx + axzσ̃xz + azzσ̃zz
4q[(3− 4ν) cosh(2qh) + 5− 12ν + 8ν2 + 2q2h2]

; (A8)

axx(s) ≡ −i
1− ν


2ν[(es + 1)(3− 4ν)(1− ν)− 2s(1− ν) + s2] + (1− 2ν)[(4(1− ν)(1− 2ν)− (3− 4ν)s)es − se−s]

2ν[(e−2s + 1)(3− 4ν)(1− ν) + 2s(1− ν) + s2] + (1− 2ν)[(4(1− ν)(1− 2ν) + (3− 4ν)s)e−s + ses]

−(3− 4ν)[(1− 2ν)(e−s + es(3− 4ν − 2s)] + ν(1− 2s) + ν(3− 4ν)e2s]

−(3− 4ν)[(1− 2ν)(es + e−s(3− 4ν + 2s)] + ν(1 + 2s) + ν(3− 4ν)e−2s]

 ;

axz ≡ 2e−qh


−e2qh(5− 12ν + 8ν2 + (3− 4ν)qh)− (3− 4ν − qh)

5− 12ν + 8ν2 − (3− 4ν)qh+ e2qh(3− 4ν + qh)

(3− 4ν)(1 + (3− 4ν + 2qh)e2qh)

−(3− 4ν)(3− 4ν + 2qh+ e2qh)

 ;

axx ≡ −i
1− ν


2ν[(e2qh + 1)(3− 4ν)(1− ν)− 2qh(1− ν) + q2h2] + (1− 2ν)[(4(1− ν)(1− 2ν)− (3− 4ν)qh)eqh − qhe−qh]

2ν[(e−2qh + 1)(3− 4ν)(1− ν) + 2qh(1− ν) + q2h2] + (1− 2ν)[(4(1− ν)(1− 2ν) + (3− 4ν)qh)e−qh + qheqh]

−(3− 4ν)[(1− 2ν)(e−qh + eqh(3− 4ν − 2qh)] + ν(1− 2qh) + ν(3− 4ν)e2qh]

−(3− 4ν)[(1− 2ν)(eqh + e−qh(3− 4ν + 2qh)] + ν(1 + 2qh) + ν(3− 4ν)e−2qh]

 ;

axz ≡ 2e−qh


−e2qh(5− 12ν + 8ν2 + (3− 4ν)qh)− (3− 4ν − qh)

5− 12ν + 8ν2 − (3− 4ν)qh+ e2qh(3− 4ν + qh)

(3− 4ν)(1 + (3− 4ν + 2qh)e2qh)

−(3− 4ν)(3− 4ν + 2qh+ e2qh)

 ;

azz ≡ i


2((1− ν)(3− 4ν)(1 + e2qh)− 2qh(1− ν) + q2h2

2((1− ν)(3− 4ν)(1 + e−2qh) + e−2qh(2qh(1− ν) + q2h2)

−(3− 4ν)(1− 2qh+ (3− 4ν)e2qh)

−(3− 4ν)((3− 4ν)e−2qh + 1 + 2qh)



2. Elastic energy

The elastic energy for component ψq can be written as

Fel = −1

2
Re

∫
dxσijεijψqe

−iqx = −1

2
ψqRe

∫
dx[iq(σ̃xxux + σ̃xyuy + σ̃xzuz) + ∂z(σ̃xzux + σ̃yzuy + σ̃zzuz)];

Fel = −L
2

2
ψqRe[iq

∫
dz(σ̃xxux + σ̃xyuy + σ̃xzuz)− (σ̃xzux + σ̃yzuy + σ̃zzuz)|z=0], (A9)

where we integrated by parts the z derivative term and used that ~u(z = h) = 0. We observe that the particular solution
is purely imaginary and proportional to 1/iq, so it does not contribute to the free energy from the displacement at
z = 0, and gives a constant contribution from the first term. We can thus split the free energy into a contribution from
the particular solution, which is independent of q, and a q-dependent term arising from the homogeneous solution:

Fel = −L
2

2

[2(1 + ν)

E
ψ2
q (

1− 2ν

2(1− ν)
σ̃2
xx + σ̃2

xy + σ̃2
xz)+

+ψqRe[iq(σ̃xx ~Cx · ~Axz + σ̃xy ~Cy · ~Ay + σ̃xz ~Cz · ~Axz)− (σ̃xz ~C0x · ~Axz + σ̃yz ~C0y · ~Ay + σ̃zz ~C0z · ~Axz)]
]
,

where ~C0i arise from evaluating the homogeneous solutions at z = 0 and are

~C0x = (1, 1, 1, 1); ~C0y = (−1,−1); ~C0z = (0, 0, i,−i), (A10)

while ~Ci come from integrating the solutions over z:

~Cx =
1

q
(1− e−qh − 1− (1 + qh)e−qh

3− 4ν
, eqh − 1 +

1 + (qh− 1)eqh

3− 4ν
, 1− e−qh, eqh − 1); (A11)

~Cy = −1

q
(1− e−qh, eqh − 1); ~Cz =

i

q
(−1− (1 + qh)e−qh

3− 4ν
,−1 + (qh− 1)eqh

3− 4ν
, 1− e−qh, 1− eqh). (A12)
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We only retain the terms that have a non zero imaginary part, group them up and write

Fel

hL2
= −1

2

2(1 + ν)

E
ψ2
q

[ 1− 2ν

2(1− ν)
σ̃2
xx + σ̃2

xy + σ̃2
xz +

sinh(qh)

qh cosh(qh)
(σ̃2
yz − σ̃2

xy)+

+
1

4qh[(3− 4ν) cosh(2qh) + 5− 12ν + 8ν2 + 2q2h2]
Re[σ̃2

xxiq ~Cx · ~axx+

+σ2
xz(iq ~Cz − ~C0x) · ~axz + σ̃xxσ̃zz(iq ~Cx · ~azz − ~C0z · ~axx) + σ̃2

zz(−~C0z) · ~azz]
]
.

Explicitly

Fel

hL2
=
σ̃2
xx

E

∑
q

fel(q)|ψq|2; (A13)

fel(q)σ̃
2
xx = (1 + ν)[fxxσ̃

2
xx + fxyσ̃

2
xy + fxzσ̃

2
xz + fyzσ̃

2
yz + fzzσ̃

2
zz + fxx,zzσ̃zzσ̃xx]; (A14)

fxx =
(1− 4ν + ν2 + 4ν3)sh(2qh)− 4ν(1− 2ν)[(1− 2ν)sh(qh)− qhch(qh)] + 2qh(1− 4ν + 5ν2)

qh(1− ν)[(3− 4ν)ch(2qh) + 5− 12ν + 8ν2 + 2q2h2]
− 1− 2ν

2(1− ν)
; (A15)

fxy =
tanh(qh)

qh
− 1; fyz = − tanh(qh)

qh
; (A16)

fxz = 4(1− ν)
sinh(2qh)− 2qh

qh[(3− 4ν) cosh(2qh) + 5− 12ν + 8ν2 + 2q2h2]
− 1; (A17)

fxx,zz = 2
ν(3− 4ν) sinh(2qh)− 2νqh+ 2(1− 2ν)2 sinh(qh)− 2(1− 2ν)qh cosh(qh)

qh[(3− 4ν) cosh(2qh) + 5− 12ν + 8ν2 + 2q2h2]
; (A18)

fzz = −(1− ν)
(3− 4ν) sinh(2qh)− 2qh

qh[(3− 4ν) cosh(2qh) + 5− 12ν + 8ν2 + 2q2h2]
. (A19)

Combining Eq. (A1) with Eqs. (A13)-(A19), one can minimize the elastic free energy with respect to θ and find
the optimal orientation of the stripes.

Appendix B: Elastic energy for a square wave order parameter

From Eq. (33) we write the elastic energy for a square wave-like order parameter as

Fel = hL2Eel∆ψ
2
∑
m

fel(qm)
2 sin2(πηm)

π2m2
. (B1)

Notice that for η = 1/2, the Fourier component reduces to 2∆ψ2/π2m2 for odd m and zero otherwise.
For small q, we can again approximate fel with ∼ q2

m, so that we calculate something like

Fel ∼
∑

m.1/qh

m2q2 sin2(πηm)

m2
∼ 1

2
q, (B2)

where we used the fact that for η not too close to 0 or 1 we are just averaging sin2 over many periods. Therefore the
small q behavior of the elastic energy is independent of η for most values of the phase fraction. When η goes to 0 or
1 the elastic energy vanishes, and we observe that the magnitude of Fel decreases (symmetrically) as η moves away
from 1/2.

These behaviors are shown in Fig. 11, where we also plot
∑
m fel|ψm|2 for two values of η, compared to the elastic

fel for a purely harmonic order parameter ψ ∼ eiqx.
We observe the different behavior at small q: quadratic for a harmonic order parameter and linear for a square

wave order parameter; we also notice that the elastic energy for a square wave does not depend on η for small q, as
predicted.

Appendix C: Solution of the elastic equation for d < h

If the striped phase occupies a thin ordered layer in the region 0 < z < d, we can write the electronic order parameter
as ψ = ψ0e

iqxΘ(d− z)− ψ0Θ(z − d), where for simplicity ±ψ0 are the values of the electronic order parameter that
correspond to the two competing phases.
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FIG. 11. Plot of the normalized elastic energy for a harmonic order parameter (dashed blue) and for a square wave like order parameter (red for
η = 0.5 and green for η = 0.25) as function of the wavevector q, for d = h and ν = 0.4.

The particular solution can be found by employing the Green function in the x-z plane

G(q, qz) =
1

µ

(
δαβ

q2 + q2
z

− 1

2(1− ν)

1

(q2 + q2
z)2

(
q2 qqz
qqz q2

z

))
, (C1)

and noticing that the Fourier transform of the x derivative of the order parameter is iqψ(qz) = iqψ0ie
−iqzd/(qz + iδ),

with δ → 0 to ensure the regularity of the solution at z → −∞. The particular solution in real space for z is then
found as (in the regime σxx = σyy and the other σij = 0)(

uPx
uPz

)
=

∫
dqz
2π

eiqzz(−Gαβ)

(
σxxiqψ(qz)

0

)
, (C2)

where we are assuming for simplicity that σxz = σzz = 0. Lifting this assumption would lead to the appearance of
additional terms in the integral for uP , including δ(z−d) terms originating from the z derivative of ψ. Equation (C2)
can be computed using the residues method and finding

uPx =
−iqσxxψ0e

iqx

µ

1

2q2

[
1− 2ν

1− ν
θ(d− z) + sgn(z − d)e−q|z−d|

(
1− 2 + q|z − d|

4(1− ν)

)]
; (C3)

uPz =
iqσxxψ0e

iqx

µ

i

2q2
e−q|z−d|

1 + q|z − d|
4(1− ν)

. (C4)

We now need to follow the same procedure as in Eqs. (A4)-(A6) to impose the boundary conditions and obtain the

homogeneous solution; notice that now ~Bψ = 0, while ~BP is determined by Eqs. (C3) and (C4).
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The expression for the displacement ~u can then be substituted into the formula for the free energy. The calculations
are rather cumbersome, but can be carried out analytically using a calculus software such as Mathematica; for book-
keeping reasons we do not report them here.
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