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P hases intermm ediate betw een the two din ensional electron liquid and W igner crystal

Boris Spivak!’y and Steven A . K ivelson?’fi
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2p epartm ent of Physics, University of California, Los Angelks, Califormia 90095

W e show that there can be no direct st order transition between a Fem i liquid and an in—
sulating electronic (W igner) crystalline phase in a clan two-dim ensional electron gas In a m etal-
oxide—sem iconductor eld-e ect transistor M O SFET ); rather, there m ust alw ays exist intermm ediate
\m icro-em ulsion" phases, and an accom panying sequence of continuous phase transitions. Am ong
the interm ediate phases which we nd are a variety of electronic liquid crystalline phases, including
striperelated analogues of classical am ectics and nem atics. T he existence of these phases can be
established in the neighborhood ofthe phase boundaries on the basis ofan asym ptotically exact anal-
ysis, and reasonable estin ates can be m ade conceming the ranges of electron densities and device
geom etrdes in which they exist. They likely occur in clean SiM O SFET s in the range of densities in
which an \apparent m etal to insulator transition" has been observed In existing experin ents. W e
also point out that, In analogy w ith the Pom aranchuk e ect in °He, the W igner crystalline phase
has higher spin entropy than the liquid phase, leading to an increasing tendency to crystallization

w ith increasing tem perature!

In discussionsofthe theory ofthe tw o din ensionalelec—
tron gas 2D EG ), i isgenerally acoepted that, asa finc-
tion ofelectron density n, there isa rst order quantum
(T = 0) phase transition from a high density ]jqujd'g:]
to a low densiy W igner crystalline phase{_?]. This as—
sum ption is reasonable in the case ofa trangularW igner
crystaldue to the presence of cubic invariants in the Lan—
dau free energy E], and for other lattices due to the gen—
eralexpectatjon}_é] that uctuationsw illalvays render a
freezing transition rst order. T he transition is thought
to occurw hen the dim ensionless ratio rs [n@)?] =2
exceeds a crjijcalva]ueij] s = I. 38, where g is the
e ective Bohrradiusin the sem iconductor. H ow ever, this
generally acospted picture ism anifestly incorrect for the
2DEG iIn a metaloxide-sam iconductor eld e ect tran—
sistor M O SFET ), and possibly m ore generally!

Each electron in the 2DEG in a clean M O SFET drags
along w ih it an in age charge in the ground-plane above.
Consequently, at am all separations, the interaction be—
tween the electrons istheV (r) €= r Coulomb inter-
action, whil for ssparations larger than the distance to
the gate, d, i is the repulsive dipole-dipole interaction,
V ) 4€d’= . Here isthe diekctric constant of
the host sem iconductor.) In 2D system s with dipolar
Interactions, the follow ing sin ple argum ent leads to the
concussion that rst order phase transitions are forbid—
den: In system s w ith interactions that 2llm ore rapidly
than 1=r? , there exists a \forbidden" range ofdensities in
the neighborhood ofa rst order phase transition where
m acroscopic phase separation reduces the free energy of
the system . However, when we com e to com pute the
surface tension between two m acroscopic phases, we nd
that 1=r’ interactions arem arginal: for shorter range in—
teractions, there is a wellde ned scale independent sur-
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face tension, , whilke for longer range interactions, is
scale dependent. Speci cally, rdipolar interactions, the
Interfacial contribution to the freeenergy ofan arbirary
m acroscopicm xture of two phases is (see, e g. [_4, r'gJ])

Z Z

A 1 da 41
F = ds () — p——: 1)
2 1 7+ &

Here, the arclength integral, ds, runs along g] the inter-
facesbetw een the two phases, ” (s) isthe Jocalorientation
of the Interface, o (A) is the (in general orientation de-
pendent and by assum ption positive) short-range piece
of the surface tension, dl runs along the jnterfaoesg],

1 = 26 ( n)?d=, and n is the density di erence
between the ooeXJstJng phases. The second (non-local)
term In Eq. -L com es from the long-range parts of the
dipolar interaction. O ne can also view it as the leading

nite size correction to the capaciance of parallelplate
capacitors due to the fringing e]ds[?]

Tt is In portant to note that the second term In Eq. -].
gives a negative contrbution to the e ective surface ten-—
sion which diverges logarithm ically w ith length; for ex—
am ple, an isolated straight segm ent of Interface of length
L hasF = Lf g 1 ogL=2d]g. This inplies that
there is an absolute instability of the m acroscopically
phase separated state — In the regim e of the phase dia—
gram where a classicalM axw ell construction would lead
to twophase coexistence, a state ormed from a \m i
croem ulsion" of the two phases Wwith a character and
length scale to be determ ined), has lower freeenergy!
Thus, Instead of a 1rst order transition between two
phases, there m ust always be an interm ediate regim e in
w hich one orm orem icroem ulsion phase occurs, bounded
by one orm ore line of continuous phase transitions.

At this point we would like to com pare this situation
w ith the Coulomb case (no ground plane) where m acro-
scopic phase separation is forbidden. T he nature of the
phases that result from the \Coulomb frustrated phase
separation (_l-(_]‘, :_1-]_:]" in what would otherw ise have been
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the forbidden range of densities is an issue of potentially
relevance in m any highly correlated m aterials. H ow ever,
the Inhom ogeneities that occur In this situation are typ—
ically m icroscopic in scale, and so di cult to distinguish
from more fam illar charge density wave s&uct:uresf_l-s_i].
M oreover, the relevant m icroscopic detailsaredi cult to
treat w ith any degree of rigor. (&t is an J'nterestjng{_l-_g]
question, which we would lke to reopen, whether there
are intermm ediate phases between the Femm i liquid and
W igner crystalphases iIn the 2DEG w ith pure Coulomb
Interactions.)

T he character of the m icroem uslion ofthe tw o coexist—
Ing phases isdeterm ined by m inim izng ¥ in Eq. :_]:; the
result depends on how anisotropic the fiinction  (*) is
Thecasewhere | (A) is Independent of” hasbeen consid—
ered in di erent contexts, including lipid Ins (eg. Ref.
@2]), two din ensional uniaxial ferrom agnets (e .g. @3]),
and the 2DEG in MOSFET’s {L4, 15]. The resulting
phase diagram inclides both stripe and bubbl phases,
w ith stripespreferred in the center ofthe phase separated
region and bubbles generally thought to be slightly lower
In energy when one phase is In extrem e m inority. Cur-
rent estim atesE:] place the di erence between the dilute
stripe and bubbl energies at about 6% . In the earlier
literature, i was assum ed {13, {3] that there is a direct

rst order transition between uniform stripe and bubble
phases. This is incorrect, even at m ean— eld level, since,
as we have shown, rst order phase transitions are for-
bidden. T hus, a sequence of continuous phase transitions
(which we discuss below ) m ust replace the putative 1rst
order transition [14]

In the present case, where at least one of the two co—
existing phases is crystalline, the angular dependence of
0 (") is not negligble, re ecting the tendency of crys—
tals to facet. C learly, a strong angle dependence of ")
tends to favor stripe phases (W here all interfaces lie along
the direction in which ¢ (A) ism inin al) relative to any
form ofbubbl phase.

In the present paper, we characterize the phase dia—
gram , and In particularthe universalaspects ofthe inter—
m ediate phases and phase transitions that are expected
at low or zero temperature In an ideal M OSFET (ie.
In the absence any disorder). W e w ill consider explicitly
the case in which d is Jarge com pared to the spacing be—
tween electrons, nd? 1, as In this Im it (as we shall
see) uctuation e ects are param etrically sm all and an
appropriatem ean— eld theory prov:des a valid zeroth—-or-
der description of the phases. In Sec. lI, we rst discuss
them ean— eld phase diagram , then in Secs. .I,*_Fand-]]irwe
discuss the e ects of weak thenn aland quantum uctu-
ations, respectively. In Sec. -N., we discuss som e of the
In plications of the present results for the properties of
real devices (which, alas, have non—negligbl disorder),
and in Sec. :y-: we discuss som e incom pletely developed
ideas conceming firther im plications of the present line
of analysis.

I. MEAN-FIELD PHASE DIAGRAM

Two din ensionless param eters determ ine the physics
ofthe2DEG naM OSFET, rs (de nedabove) and g =d.
Let us start wih a discussion of the zero tem perature
m ean— eld phase diagram of this system , assum ing only
uniform states. Tfnd? 1, the freeenergy peruni area
can be represented by the sum £ () = £©) + £©Y ofthe
energy density of a capacitor £ ) en)?=2C and the
intemal free-energy density of the electron liquid £ ©Y.
Here C = ( d) ! is the capacitance per unit area. At
high electron densities, rg 1, the kinetic energy of
the electrons is m uch larger than their potential energy,
so the system fom s a Fem 1 liquid. At an all densities
s 1 (ut still nd? 1) the Coulomb energy of the
electrons is m uch larger than the kinetic energy, so the
ground state is crystalline.

However, at even am aller densities when nd? 1, the
electrons interact only via dipole interactions, so the ki-
netic energy is larger than the potential, and the sys—
tem again has a Fem i ]Jund groundstate. (See dis—
cussion surrounding Eq. .12 .) For d=ap 1, this In —
plies that the phase diagram of the system has reen—
trant transitions as a function of n (@long the dashed-
dotted trafctory n Fig. 1) from a Fem i liquid phase
orn > nc r?(a2) ! to aW igner crystal phase
Prn. > n > ng (&) !, to a Ferm i liquid phase
forne; > n. W ith decreasing d=ag , N1 and ne move
tow ard each other, until ford < d. rag , the W igner—
crystalphase disappears entirely. T his is represented by
the dashed line n Fig. 1.

A s a next step, we In prove this phase diagram by al-
low Ing for the possbility of inhom ogeneous states. T here
is a range of forbidden densities about the critical den—
sity In which m acroscopic phase separation into regions
ofhigh and low density phase has low er free energy than
the uniform state.

Letusbrie y review the salient featuresoftheM axwell
construction for phase coexistence, as applied in the
present context. For given average density, n, we con—
sider a state in which a fraction, x, of the system is at
a higher than average density, n, > n, and a fraction
(1 x) isat a lower than average density, n < n, such
that xn, + (1 x)n = n. W e then m Inin ize the total
free energy w ith respect ton; andn . The result ofthis
m Inin ization isan in plicit expression for the densities of
the tw o coexisting phases,

S e L0 _Ee) fenn
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where = Qf*YMn )=@n are the chem ical poten—
tials n the two phases, and n . n ]. Phase
coexistence occurs Horn < n < n,; , where the fraction
of the two phases is determ ined by the lever rule,

Xx= (@

Eqg. Q is som ew hat com plicated, but it can be greatly
sinpli ed when the forbidden region is relatively am all

n )= n: 3)
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FIG.1l: TheT = 0 phase diagram ofthe 2DEG in an M O S—
FET .Thedashed line indicatesthem ean- eld criticaldensity,
nc (d), where the free energies of the uniform W igner crystal
W C.) and Fem iliquid ( L.) phases cross. The solid lines
m ark the boundaries of the regin e of the interm ediate m i
croem ulsion (stripe or bubble) phases. At mean—- eld level,
these solid lines are Lifshitz transitions. T hey approxin ately
coincide with the regin e of m acroscopic two-phase coexis—
tence h < n < ny ) derived from a M axwell construction.
T he hatched area represents the regin e in which the regions
of the two coexisting phases have sizes of order the electron
spacing, so quantum uctuations are order 1, and hence m ay
substantially alter the m ean— eld character of the phases and
phase transitions. T he cross-hatched areas denote the regin es
ofCoulom b frustrated phase separation where even them ean-
eld character of the phase diagram is not known.

(n n¢); In this case, we can linearize the density
dependence of the free energy about the critical density,

£ 0 )= £ @) O m)+ o @)
where ::: represents higher order term s In powers of
n n.). To this level of approxin ation,

n = ng 2 ; n= (e27d+) : ®)
T he discontinuiy ofthe chem icalpotential, ( +) >
0, isdetermm ined by m icroscopic physics, and isonly sm all
to the extent that the putative transition isweakly rst
order. W hether or not the transition is strongly rst
order, ford large, n is selfconsistently am all.

T he validity of the M axwell construction rests on the
In plicit assum ption that the Interface energy between
the coexisting phases is positive, so the am ount of inter—
face ism Inin ized. A s we have seen, In the dipolar case
this assum ption is invalid. W e can construct a state w ith
Iower free energy by m aking an inhom ogeneous m ixture
ofthe tw o coexisting phases to increase the am ount of in—
terface. To com plete themean eld analysis, one should
mini izeEqg. :;I: w ith respect to the shape ofthe m nority
phase regions at given area of the phase —the area being
given, to st approxim ation, by the M axwellrule.

A . Stripe P hases

Tobegin w ith, ket us consideronly striped phases. T his
is fully jasti ed in the case of strong anisotropy of the
surface energy. A swe will see ktter even In the oppo—
site casewhen (") is isotropic, there are regions in the
phase diagram where this assum ption is relevant.) The
Interfacial free energy density for a striped phase is easily
com puted from Eg. -}' to be

f=L1'2, 4.:hL,L =dLl; 6)

where L are the widths of the high and low density
regions, respectively, and L = L, + L _js the period of
the stripe structure. M inin izing Eq. '§ at xed areal

fraction of the high density phase, x L, =L,weget
d d
L ==& ; 1, = ett )
X T x)

wih = (=2 ;. I isinportant to notethatasx ! 0,
the stripes of the high density phase approach a nite
lim ting width, L, ! Lo = de!* , although the spacing
between stripes, L. , diverges in proportion to 1=x. A Iso,
because them inim ized value of £ = 4 ;=L isnegative,
the region of stability ofthe striped phase in fact extends
som ew hat beyond the edges n  and ny ) of the two—
phase region derived from the M axwell construction.

F inally, it is necessary to estin ate them agniude of ;
if it is of order 1, then Ly d, but if 1, then I,
is exponentially larger than atom ic lengths. So long as
the stripe phase occurs in a relatively narrow range ofn,
we can use Eqg. :_5 to estim ate ;, with the resulkt that

0e?= [ ?, which is a ratio of m icroscopic
electronic energies. Thus, exogpt under soecial circum —
stances, we expect that 1, and hence that I d.
However, so long as nd? 1, the stripe w idths are still
large com pared to the spacing between electrons, which
validates the m acroscopic approach taken here.

In short,atmean eld level, asa function ofdecreasing
density the system evolves from the Fem i liquid phase,
through Interm ediate stripe phases, to the W igner crys—
tal, as summ arized In Fig. 2a:

1) Starting in the uniform Femm i liquid phase, as
the density is varied across n. , the system under—
goes a transition to a stripe phase, consisting of a
periodic array of far separated stripes of W igner
crystal, w ith characteristic width L. T his transi-
tion isanalogousto a Lifshiz transition, in that the
period of the ordered phase diverges at the transi-
tion P3]. Thus, the argum entsfa] that uctuations
w ill generally drive an otherw ise continuous freez—
ing transition rst order do not apply; the contin—
uous character of this transition is robust.

2) There is, of course, som e coupling between the
translational m otion of the crystalline order In
neighboring stripes, so at m ean— eld levelthe crys—
talline order w ill be locked from stripe to stripe.



C onsequently, the stripe ground-state breakstrans-
lation symm etry not only in the direction perpen—
dicular to the stripes, but along the stripe direction
aswell. H owever, near the transition, w here x 1,
the spacing between stripes is large com pared to
Lo, so this coupling is exponentially sm all; conse—
quently, this locking can be neglected for all prac—
tical purposes. Therefore, this phase should op-
erationally be classi ed as an electron an ect'jc:fljv’],
In which translhtion symm etry is unbroken along
the stripe direction. (T here rem ains the Interest—
Ing academ ic question of principle whether or not
quantum  uctuationsare able to truly stabilize this
an ectic phase at T = 0 —this is closely related to
the issue of whether \ oating phases" are stable in
quasi-lD electronic system s.f_l-]', 2-%']) .

3) Near x = 1=2, the stripes of W igner crystal
and the intervening Ferm iliquid are com parable in
width.Asx ! 1,thesystem isbetterthoughtofas
stripes of Ferm 1 liquid separated by broad regions
of W igner crystal. At som e point, the crystalline
order becom es so rigid that the coupling across the
licquid stripes is no longer negligble. At this point,
the striped state is fully crystalline, n the sense
that translation symm etry is broken in both di-
rections, and the structure factor contains B ragg
peaks. However, this phase is still qualitatively
distinct from the W igner crystal. Since generally
speaking the Ferm iw ave vector is unrelated to the
B ragg vectors of the W igner crystal, the liquid in
the stripe \rivers" can still conduct current in the
stripe direction. For want of a better nam e, we
christen this state a striped \conducting crystall."
(SeeFg2).

4) At x = 1, the transition from the conducting to
W igner crystalm irrors the sm ectic to Ferm i liquid
transition; it is also a Lifshitz transition at which
the period of the stripe order diverges.

B . Bubble Phases

So far, this analysis ignores the possbility of bubble
phases. W hether or not there is a regim e iIn which the
low est energy m ean— eld state isa bubble phase depends,
as we m entioned before, on the degree of anisotropy of
the m icroscopic surface tension, | ). &m ay happen,
due to the anisotropy ofthe W igner crystal, that o () is
su ciently anisotropic that bubble phases never intrude
upon the phase diagram . It is also possbl to force the
issue by arti cially enhancing the anisotropy of o ).
This can be done by explicitly breaking the rotational
symm etry of the 2D EG , for instance by applying an in—
planem agnetic eld orby using a su ciently anisotropic
surface in the construction oftheM O SFET . In this case,
no m ore need be said.

However, the W igner crystalis generally thought to be
triangular. In this case the surface energy is su ciently
isotropic that for x near 0 or 1, there will be a range
of x in which bubble phases have lower energy than the
stripe phase; for x near 0, such a phase consists of ar
separated crystallites in a m etallic sea, whilke for x near
1, i is far separated bubbles of uid n a W igner crys—
talline host. W e w ill call these phases Bubbl C rystals I
and I, respectively. (SeeFig2d)Asx ! Oorx ! 1,the
period of the bubble crystals diverge, leading at m ean—

eld level to another Lifshiz transition, m uch as in the
stripe case. However, uctuation e ectsaremuchdi er-
ent near these transition in the bubbl and stripe cases,
aswe w ill discuss in the next sections.)

However, this is not the end of the story. The stripe
phase is always the lower energy one near x = 1=2, so
if a bubble phase occurs for am all x, there must be a
critical value of x = x. at which the energy of the bub-
bl and stripe phases cross, seem ingly mplying a st
order transition. Since we have proven in general that

rst order transitions are forbidden, this st order tran—
sition, too, m ust be replaced by a regim e of interm ediate
phases consisting ofam ixture ofbubble and stripe phases
f_lé_j]. Now, however, because of the large anisotropy of
the stripe phase, the surface tension between these two
phasesm ust be highly anisotropic. T hus, this interm edi-
atephasew illm ost probably be ofthe form ofaltemating
m ega-stripes of bubble and stripe phase regions. T hese
regions are shown in Fig2d by hatched boxes.

IT. THERMAL EFFECTS.
A . The Pom aranchuk E ect

Themostdram atice ectof nite T isise ecton the
balance betw een the liquid and W igner-—crystalline phases
—the fraction of the W igner crystal phase grow s as the
tem perature increases [_1-4]! T his phenom enon is sin ilar
to the Pom eranchuk e ect in H € and has the sam e ori-
gin: the spin entropy ofthe crystalphase is substantially
larger than that ofthe liquid state. T he sam e considera—
tions lead, as well, to the conclusion that the crystalline
phase is preferred relative to the liquid in the presence of
an In-planem agnetic eld, Hy .

D ue to the Pauli exclusion principle, an e ective ex—
change energy of order the Femm ienergy, E An=2m
quenches the spin ent:copy n the liquid phase In con—
trast, the exd1ange[25 ] energy in the W igner crystal is
exponentially anall, J / exp|[ r;]where isanum-
ber of order 1. For exam pl an est'_mate m ade In 120
yiedsJ 10 'Ry whereRy = e‘m =2He is the ef
fective Rydberg. Thus a combiation of the quantum
character of the liquid and the am allness of exchange
processes In the solid In ply that the solid phase is sta—
bilized by non—zero T relative to the liquid phase —forn
nearn., the 2DEG freezes upon heating! In the present
context, this m eans that for xed n, the relative frac—
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FIG . 2: Schem atic representation of the sequence of inter—
m ediate states as the 2DEG evolves from the Fem i liquid
FL) to theW ignercrystal W C).In a, b, and ¢, we assum e
that ( ) issu ciently anisotropic that bubble phases are su—
pressed. a) Them ean—- eld phase diagram . U nderappropriate
circum stances, this also represents the true sequence of phase
transitionsat T = 0. b) The phase diagram at non-zero tem —
perature w ith a rotationally invariant H am iltonian. c) The
phase diagram at non-zero tem perature w ith a preferred axis,
for instance due to an In— eld m agnetic eld. Vertical lines
represent phase transitions and wavy lines crossovers. P hases
w ith power-law order are nam ed in italics. T he amn ectic phase
in a) isweakly unstable to crystallization at m ean— eld level,
butm ay be stabilized by quantum uctuations. d) T he phase
diagram incliding bubble phasesat T = 0 in the presence of
quantum uctuations. The hatched areas correspoond to the
sequence of transitions involving m ega-stripes of bubble and
stripe phases discussed in the text.

tion of W igner crystalline regions Increasesw ith increas—
ng T orHy. A sinpl estin ate of the m agniude of
this e ect can be m ade for the range of tem peratures
J T E, = Ry= () and hgH, E,,where
the entropy ofthe liquid isnegligble, as are the subtleties
of the ground-state m agnetic structure of the W igner
crystal. In this case,

fi ;T;Hy) f@ ;0;0) 8)

and f 4 ;T;Hy) f @ ;0;0). The fact that tem pera-
ture and m agnetic eld stabilize the W igner crystal in
qualitatively sin ilar fashion is one of the striking as—
pects of this relation: For T hgHy, f@ ;T;Hy)
fn ;0;0) kTn InR] while for T hgHy,
fm ;T;B) f£@© ;0;0) hg Hyn

O f ocourse, at high enough tem peratures, all tenden—
cies to ordered states are suppressed. T his occurs above
the characteristic tem perature at which the W igner crys—
talmels. In the lim it of very large rg, this occurs at
the classical m elting tem perature of the W igner crys—
tal, which has been estin ated in accurate num erical

experin ent'sl_Z-]_;] to be

| S
Tnox = A €= ) = 2ARY =1y ©)

whereA = 1=125[1 0:04]. However, at an aller iz, w here

Er ofthe competing uid phase is larger than the puta—
tive classicalm elting tem perature, the i plied reduction

of the entropy of the uid state m eans that the m el
ng tem perature is set, by Tpexr / Er . Far from the

Lifshiz points, the m elting tem peratures of the various
m icroem ulsion phases are determ ined by these sam e con—
siderations, and are of sin ilarm agnitude. Here, the frac—
tion of the system that is crystalline is a non-m onotonic

function of T, rst Increasing and then dropping to zero
at Ty exr - Near the Lifshitz points, m ore delicate consid—
erations determm ine the m elting point.

B. Them al uctuations in the stripe phases

Let us now consider the rolke of therm al uctuations
on the stripe phases. W e distinguish two cases: 1) Ifthe
Ham iltonian is rotationally invariant, then the sm ectic
phase is unstable at any non-zero tem perature to the
proliferation of dislocations. T hus,

the m ean— eld am ectic phase is replaced by a nem atic
phase, which, in keeping wih the M erm in-W agner the-
oram , does not actually break rotational symm etry, but
rather has power-aw ordentationalorder. A free disloca-
tion has a logarithm ically divergent energy in both the
W igner and conducting crystal phases, so they are ro—
bust against them al uctuations at low tem peratures,
although wih powerdaw rather than long-range crys—
talline order. The resulting phase diagram is shown
schem atically in Fig. 2b. 2) If, however, the Ham itto—
nian has a preferred axis, or instance if we consider the
2DEG in the presence of an inplane m agnetic eld, the
e ectsoflow tem perature themm al uctuations aremuch
less severe. H ere, the an ectic and both crystalline phases
rem ain wellde ned at non-zero T, although again with
power law spatialcorrelationsratherthan w ith true long—
range order, as shown schem atically in Fig. 2c.

Because rst order transitions are forbidden, the tran—
sition between the isotropic uid and the nem atic phase
must be of the BeresinskiiK osterlitz-T houless BK T)
type. Nearthemean eld Lifshiz point we can estin ate
this transition tem perature as follow s: T he distance be-
tween stripes is large so the stripes of m inority phase
evaporate w hen the energy to break o  a piece, oLo,
is less than the the con gurational entropy of a state
w here rare droplets of the m inority phase are distributed
random ly. E quating these two free energies keads to the
estin ate

Teink (@ x)IJ  oLo: (10)

In thepresence ofan n-planem agnetic eld, there isno
sharply de ned nem atic phase, sihce rotational symm e-
try is explicitly broken. H ow ever, by the sam e token, free



dislocations in the an ectic state have a logarithm ically
divergent energy, so a power-law am ectic phase exists at
non-zero T . W ith Increasing tem perature, the am ectic to
liquid phase transition is also ofthe BK T type. Indeed,
so0 long as the sym m etry breaking term in the Ham ilto-—
nian is an all, the transition tem perature is roughly the
sam e as in Eq. :_IQ', above.

C. Them al uctuations in the bubble phases

W e now consider the e ect ofthem al uctuations on
bubblphases. A scan be seen from Eq. 1, the nteraction
energy between far separated bubbles decreases at large
Yp as

Vbubble 1Lg=r5; (11)
where Ly and r; are the radius of and distance be-
tween bubbles. Thus, where the bubbles are far sepa—
rated, because of the screening by the ground-plane the
BKT meling tem perature w ill tend to rapidly to zero,
Texr / [@ x)x§2, as the spacihg between bubbles
increases. T he result is that, nearthemean led Lifshitz
point the bubbl phase is alwaysm elted by the them al

uctuations. O n the other hand, at am aller i the bub-—
bl phase survivestherm al uctuations in the usualsense
that the correlations of bubble positions exhibit power—
law decay.

T he nature of the transition between the bubble phase
and the uniform phase is not, presently, settled. Of
course, a direct st order transition is forbidden. O ne
possbility is that there is a sequence oftwo BK T tran—
sitions, as in the Halperin-Nelson theory t29 of mel-
ng, wih an intem ediate hexatic phase. A fematively,
there m ay be a further set ofhierarchicalm icroem ulsion
phases.

IIT. QUANTUM FLUCTUATIONS
A . Stripe Phases

So longasnL? 1 md? 1), the stripes are m any
electronsw ide, so quantum  uctuations oftheir positions
are intrinsically an all; 1=nL% isa an allparam eter in the
problem , which pem is an asym ptotically exact treat—
ment of quantum  uctuation e ects. At zero tem per-
ature, the conducting—crystal phase is clearly stabl in
the presence of sm allquantum  uctuations, although, as
m entioned previously, the jiry is stillout on whether the
am ectic phase is unstable to crystallization [17 22] Only
where the stripe width is of order of the interelectron
distance (ie., whennL? 1), quantum uctuationsbe-
com e very signi cant. T his applies to the hatched region
n Fi. :}', w here the quantum properties of the system
are stilluncertain.

The quantum nature of the system near the Lifshiz
points is determ ined by the quantum nature of the in—
terface between the crystal and the liquid { a problem
w hich itselfis stillunsoled. T his nterface m ay be quan-—
tum rough or quantum gam ooth. If it is sm ooth, the Lif-
shiz transition from the uniform  uid to am ectic phase
is not fundam entally a ected by quantum  uctuations,
provided the w idth of the stripes is Jarge enough. How —
ever, if an isolated Interface is rough, the stripe order
In the vicihiy of the mean—- eld Lifshitz point is quan-—
tum meled; in this case, for the rotationally invariant
system , the proscription against rst order transitions
In plies that there m ust be an interm ediate zero tem per—
ature nem atic phase between the JSOtIOPJC and the stripe
ordered phases. It was recently shown ﬂ18] that a nem atic
Fem i uid is necessarily a non-Fem iliquid in the sense
that quasiparticles are not well de ned elem entary ex—
citations. W e believe that, depending on m icroscopic
details and on the the value of nd?, both scenarios are
possble.

Tt isworth m entioning why the quantum nature ofthe
crystalliquid Interface is so subtle. Consider the mo-
tion of a step In the Interface. Q uantum -m echanically,
an isolated step m ight be expected to propagate along
the interface 7]. Because the steps interact by a short—
range dipolar Interaction, the steps should then form a
delocalized 1D quantum liquid along the interface. How —
ever, because of the density m ism atch between the solid
and liquid, the situation ism ore com plicated. M otion of
the step requiresa ux ofm ass into the liquid ofa m ag—
nitude proportionalto the density di erence between the
solid and liquid and to the step’s velocity. In a Ferm i lig—
uld this ux ofm ass is carried by quasiparticles, m aking
the step m otion highly dissipative. T hus, characterizing
the Interface involves interesting, but as far as we know
unsolved issues in dissipative quantum m echanics.

B. Bubble Phases

In contrast to stripe phases, quantum  uctuations al-
ways m elt the bubbl phases when the bubbles are suf-

ciently dilute. To see this, we can estin ate the charac—
teristic potential energy ofa bubble crystalas in Eq. :_fl:,
and can m ake a corresponding dim ensional estim ate of
the bubble kinetic energy K puppe ~ A=r’m wherem
isthe bubbl e ective m ass. T herefore the ratio ofthese
energies is

4
Vbubble 1Lom 1
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vanishesasry ! 1 . Thisanalysis eshesout the same
argum entm entioned in the Introduction that leadsto the
conclusion that there isno stableW ignercrystalphaseat
an alld. H owever, w hereas in that case, the proportional-
iy constant is a; , in the present case the sam e constant
isparam etrically large, both due to the explicit factors of
Lo and due to the fact thatm increasesw ith increasing



Ly (In a way that depends on whether the interface is
quantum rough or am ooth). The result is that, for lJarge
nd?, the regin e in which the bubble crystal is quantum
m elted is extrem ely am all. H owever, ifnd? 1 quantum
m elting is a signi cant phenom enon.

T he character of the bubbl liquid phase is di erent
depending on the character ofthem inority phase. W hen
the m a prity phase is W igner—crystalline w ith dilute in—
clusions of liquid, the m elting of the bubbl crystal re—
suls in a type of \conducting crystal" {_l-lj] In this state,
crystalline long-range order coexists wih uid-like con—
ductivity, but in this case the conductiviy is associated
w ith the m otion of the bubbles them selves. P henom eno—
logically this state is sin ilar to the \supersolid" phase
which has been discussed P8] in the context of H &*. Tn
both casesthe num berofelectrons (orarom s) isnotequal
to the num ber of the crystalline s:tes BL] The di er
ence is that unlike the case of H ! where vacancies are
bosons, In our case the statistics of the droplets is not
known, and hence the liquid state m ay not be a super—

uid. T herefore, we refer to this state as a "C onducting
Crystal II" in Fig2d to distinguish i from the highly
anisotropic conducting crystal (See F ig2a,d) which orig—
nates from the existence of stripes.

W hen the Fermm i liquid is the m a prity phase, wih a

uid of \iocebergs" oating in i, no spatial sym m etries
need be broken. However, elem entary excitation spec—
trum is lkely to be di erent from that ofa conventional
Fem 1 liquid.

Since the maprity phase already brakes rotational
symm etry, the bubbl crystallization transition which
transform sthe system from the conducting crystalto the
nsulating bubble crystalphase can be a sin ple continu—
ous transition. H ow ever, the freezing ofthe icebergs into
a triangular crystalofW igner—crystalline bubbles ism ore
problem atic. A s w ith the them al transition, there m ay
be a two-—step freezing transition, with an intem ediate
quantum hexatic phase {18], or another hierarchy ofm i
croam ulsion phases. T he sequence ofthephasesat T = 0
is shown in Fig2d.

v . EXPERIM ENTAL CONSEQUENCES

O bviously, there are m any experin ental consequences
of the existence of interm ediate phases, ofwhich we here
list only a few . It should be kept In m ind that m acro-
soopic gpatial symm etry breaking, the sort which pre—
cisely characterizes the various phaseswe have discussed,
does not truly occur In 2D in the presence of quenched
disorder. T his com plicates the actual observation of var-
jous phenom ena.

The m aprity of industrially produced SIM OSFET'’s
have gates relatively close to the 2DEG, d d., so the
electron liquid is weakly interacting at alln. However,
a snall number of high mobility SIMOSFET's (For a
review , see 30]) and p-type of G aA s double layers [34]
wih large d 100 have been studied In the past few

years, and found to exhb it transport anom aliesthat have
been interpreted as evidence for an unexpected m etal-
nsulator transition. W hile these devices certainly are
not ideal, in the sense that they have non—zero quenched
disorder, we would lke to propose that a naturalexplana—
tion ofthese phenom ena is that they re ect the existence
in the zero disorder lim it ofthe electronicm icroem ulsion
phases identi ed in the present paper.

O ne robust consequence of twophase coexistence is
that the conductivity is a decreasing finction of the vol-
um e fraction of W igner crystal. This volum e fraction,
n tum, is strongly tem perature and m agnetic eld de-
pendent due to the Pomeranchuk e ect, as explained
above. As a resul, the fraction of crystal grow s w ith
tem perature and m agnetic eld, lading to a correspond—
Ing increase of the resistivity. A s has been pointed out
previously [14], this basic physics m ay underly the trans-
port anom alies observed In larged S1M O SFET s. In par—
ticular, it o ers a candidate explanation of the anom a—
Iousmetallic (d =dT > 0) tem perature dependence and
large positive m agneto-resistance observed in these sys—
tem s despite the fact that the resistivity, itself, exceeds
the Io eRegellin it. (Ideally, onem ight want to explore
the scaling relation between the tem perature and m ag—
netic eld dependence of the resistivity in plied by the
them odynam ic relation n Eq. :_S‘i.)

O f course, each new phase has di erent pattems of
spatial sym m etry breaking, and hence hasnew collective
m odes and m odi ed hydrodynam ics. Even when the ef-
fects of quenched disorder orthem al uctuations restore
the sym m etry at m acroscopic distances, the existence of
these collective m odes can have readily detectable conse—
quences for the dynam ical responses ofthe system . Sm all
explicit symm etry breaking elds can be used to over-
com e the destructive e ects of quenched disorder and
reveal the true tendency to symm etry breaking. For In—
stance, an inplane m agnetic eld explicitly breaks rota—
tional sym m etry; where som e form of stripe or nem atic
phase exists in the absence of quenched disorder, the
an all sym m etry breaking produced by such a eld can
give rise to a Jarge resistivity anisotropy, ashasbeen seen
for the analogous states In quantum H aJldevjcesl_Z-fl].

V. EXTENSION S

W e end w ith som e speculative cbservations conceming
Interm ediate phases ofthe 2DEG .

Spin physics: O ther than the Pom eranchuk e ect, we
have largely ignored the physics of the electron spins.
T he exchange interactions in the W igner crystal phase
are generally found to be very an a]lf_Z-ﬁ], and so are only
In portant at very low temperatures. At T = 0, how—
ever, the fact that the m agnetic Ham ittonian is highly
frustrated and m ay have im portant multisoin ring ex—
change interactions, can lead to a variety ofpossblem ag-
netic phases, and this com plexity could be inherited, to
som e degree, by the interm ediate phases discussed here.



M oreover, at a liquid-crystalline interface, the quantum
dynam ics of the interface itself (m entioned above) can
produce e ective exchange interactions, lkely w ith m uch
larger energy scales than in the bulk W igner crystal.
T here is thus the very realpossibility that the m agnetic
structure of the Interfaces is very rich, and characterized
by substantial energy scales.

Superconductivity: The parallels between the 2DEG
InaMOSFET and Coulomb frustrated phase separation
In a doped M ott Insulator naturally lead one to spec—
ulte conceming the possbility of superconductivity in
the present system . In the bubbl related conducting
crystal phase, each bubble has a xed number of elec—
trons; when that num ber is even, the bubbles are lkely
bosonic and a supersolid phase w ith low super uid den-
sity ispossble [14,28]. In the hatched region ofthe phase
diagram , where quantum e ects arem ost severe, a m ore
robust m echanism is possible, based on the \spin-gap
proxim ity e ect:_[Z_é]": Sm all clusters of W igner crystal
(oe they stripe orbubble lke) w ill often have a spin-gap.
N ear the cluster edge, this gap m ay be larger than in
the bulk. W here this gap is Jarge enough, i suppresses
sihgleparticle exchange betw een the crystalclisters and
the surrounding Fem i  uid, but pairexchange is still
pem ited. W hen thisdom inates, i induces globalsuper—
conductivity by a process analogous to the conventional

proxim iy e ect.

Doubk Layers: In a doubl layer system , wih two
nearby 2D EG ’s, the tw o layers screen each other in m uch
the sam e way as the m etal layer screens the 2DEG in
aM O SFET .However, here the types of phases, and the
available experin ents are still richer. O ne particularly in—
teresting point is that the conductivity m easured in drag
can explore the nature of the interlayer screening. The
presence of a crystalline com ponent of an electron uid
has the potential to greatly Increase the drag conductiv—
iy relative to a Femm i liquid; in particular, whereas the
drag conductivity vanishesas T ! 0 in a Fem i liquid,
we believe it can approach a non-zero constant in som e
of the Intermm ediate phases we have explored.

O ther Applications: The present ideas are pretty
clearly applicable in a host of additional physical con—
texts. W hat is needed is short-range tendency to phase
separation, ie. a concave local free energy, opposed by
dipolar forces. Under appropriate circum stances, this
situation m ay pertain in the 2D EG at higher densities,
rs < r.,and it certainly applies in various regim es to the
physics of ipid  Im s and planar ferrom agnets.
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