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Phases interm ediate betw een the tw o dim ensionalelectron liquid and W igner crystal
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W e show that there can be no direct �rst order transition between a Ferm iliquid and an in-

sulating electronic (W igner) crystalline phase in a clean two-dim ensionalelectron gas in a m etal-

oxide-sem iconductor�eld-e�ecttransistor(M O SFET);rather,therem ustalwaysexistinterm ediate

\m icro-em ulsion" phases,and an accom panying sequence ofcontinuousphase transitions. Am ong

theinterm ediatephaseswhich we �nd area variety ofelectronic liquid crystallinephases,including

stripe-related analogues ofclassicalsm ectics and nem atics. The existence ofthese phases can be

established in theneighborhood ofthephaseboundarieson thebasisofan asym ptotically exactanal-

ysis,and reasonable estim ates can be m ade concerning the ranges ofelectron densities and device

geom etriesin which they exist.They likely occurin clean SiM O SFETsin therange ofdensitiesin

which an \apparentm etalto insulator transition" has been observed in existing experim ents. W e

also point out that,in analogy with the Pom aranchuk e�ect in
3
He,the W igner crystalline phase

hashigherspin entropy than the liquid phase,leading to an increasing tendency to crystallization

with increasing tem perature!

In discussionsofthetheoryofthetwodim ensionalelec-

tron gas(2DEG ),itisgenerally accepted that,asa func-

tion ofelectron density n,thereisa �rstorderquantum

(T = 0) phase transition from a high density liquid[1]

to a low density W igner crystalline phase[2]. This as-

sum ption isreasonablein thecaseofatriangularW igner

crystalduetothepresenceofcubicinvariantsin theLan-

dau free energy[3],and forotherlatticesdue to the gen-

eralexpectation[6]that
uctuationswillalwaysrendera

freezing transition �rstorder.The transition isthought

tooccurwhen thedim ensionlessratiors � [�n(aB )
2]� 1=2

exceedsa criticalvalue[7]rs = rc � 38,where aB isthe

e�ectiveBohrradiusin thesem iconductor.However,this

generally accepted pictureism anifestly incorrectforthe

2DEG in a m etal-oxide-sem iconductor �eld e�ect tran-

sistor(M O SFET),and possibly m oregenerally!

Each electron in the2DEG in a clean M O SFET drags

alongwith itan im agechargein theground-planeabove.

Consequently,at sm allseparations,the interaction be-

tween the electronsisthe V (r)� e2=�r Coulom b inter-

action,while forseparationslargerthan the distance to

the gate,d,it is the repulsive dipole-dipole interaction,

V (r) � 4e2d2=�r3. (Here � is the dielectric constant of

the host sem iconductor.) In 2D system s with dipolar

interactions,the following sim ple argum entleadsto the

concussion that �rst order phase transitions are forbid-

den:In system swith interactionsthatfallm ore rapidly

than 1=r2,thereexistsa\forbidden"rangeofdensitiesin

the neighborhood ofa �rstorderphase transition where

m acroscopicphase separation reducesthe free energy of

the system . However, when we com e to com pute the

surfacetension between two m acroscopicphases,we�nd

that1=r3 interactionsarem arginal:forshorterrangein-

teractions,there isa wellde�ned scale independentsur-
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face tension,�,while forlongerrange interactions,� is

scaledependent.Speci�cally,fordipolarinteractions,the

interfacialcontribution to thefree-energy ofan arbitrary

m acroscopicm ixture oftwo phasesis(see,e.g.[4,5])

F� =

Z

ds�0(̂�)�
�1

2

Z
dl� dl0

p
jl� l0j2 + d2

: (1)

Here,the arclength integral,ds,runsalong[8]the inter-

facesbetween thetwophases,�̂(s)isthelocalorientation

ofthe interface,�0(̂�) is the (in generalorientation de-

pendent and by assum ption positive) short-range piece

of the surface tension, dl runs along the interfaces[8],

�1 = 2e2(�n)2d2=�, and �n is the density di�erence

between the coexisting phases. The second (non-local)

term in Eq. 1 com es from the long-range parts ofthe

dipolarinteraction. O ne can also view itasthe leading

�nite size correction to the capacitance ofparallel-plate

capacitorsdueto the fringing �elds[9].

Itisim portantto note thatthe second term in Eq.1

givesa negativecontribution to thee�ectivesurfaceten-

sion which diverges logarithm ically with length;for ex-

am ple,an isolated straightsegm entofinterfaceoflength

L has F� = L f�0 � �1 log[L=2d]g. This im plies that

there is an absolute instability of the m acroscopically

phase separated state -in the regim e ofthe phase dia-

gram where a classicalM axwellconstruction would lead

to two-phase coexistence, a state form ed from a \m i-

croem ulsion" of the two phases (with a character and

length scale to be determ ined), has lower free-energy!

Thus, instead of a �rst order transition between two

phases,there m ustalwaysbe an interm ediate regim e in

which oneorm orem icroem ulsion phaseoccurs,bounded

by oneorm oreline ofcontinuousphasetransitions.

Atthispointwe would like to com pare thissituation

with the Coulom b case (no ground plane)where m acro-

scopic phase separation isforbidden. The nature ofthe

phases that result from the \Coulom b frustrated phase

separation[10,11]" in what would otherwise have been
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theforbidden rangeofdensitiesisan issueofpotentially

relevancein m any highly correlated m aterials.However,

the inhom ogeneitiesthatoccurin thissituation aretyp-

ically m icroscopicin scale,and so di�cultto distinguish

from m ore fam iliar charge density wave structures[19].

M oreover,therelevantm icroscopicdetailsaredi�cultto

treat with any degree ofrigor. (It is an interesting[18]

question,which we would like to reopen,whether there

are interm ediate phases between the Ferm iliquid and

W ignercrystalphasesin the 2DEG with pure Coulom b

interactions.)

Thecharacterofthem icroem uslion ofthetwo coexist-

ing phasesisdeterm ined by m inim izing F� in Eq.1;the

resultdependson how anisotropic the function �0(̂�)is.

Thecasewhere�0(̂�)isindependentof�̂ hasbeen consid-

ered in di�erentcontexts,including lipid �lm s(e.g.Ref.

[12]),two dim ensionaluniaxialferrom agnets(e.g. [13]),

and the 2DEG in M O SFET’s [14, 15]. The resulting

phase diagram includes both stripe and bubble phases,

with stripespreferred in thecenterofthephaseseparated

region and bubblesgenerally thoughtto beslightly lower

in energy when one phase is in extrem e m inority. Cur-

rentestim ates[5]place the di�erence between the dilute

stripe and bubble energies at about 6% . In the earlier

literature,it was assum ed[12,13]that there is a direct

�rstordertransition between uniform stripe and bubble

phases.Thisisincorrect,even atm ean-�eld level,since,

as we have shown,�rst order phase transitions are for-

bidden.Thus,asequenceofcontinuousphasetransitions

(which we discussbelow)m ustreplacethe putative �rst

ordertransition [14].

In the presentcase,where atleastone ofthe two co-

existing phasesiscrystalline,the angulardependence of

�0(̂�) is not negligible,re
ecting the tendency ofcrys-

talsto facet.Clearly,a strong angledependenceof�0(̂�)

tendstofavorstripephases(whereallinterfacesliealong

the direction in which �0(̂�)ism inim al)relative to any

form ofbubble phase.

In the present paper,we characterize the phase dia-

gram ,and in particulartheuniversalaspectsoftheinter-

m ediate phasesand phase transitionsthatare expected

at low or zero tem perature in an idealM O SFET (i.e.

in the absenceany disorder).W e willconsiderexplicitly

the casein which d islargecom pared to the spacing be-

tween electrons,nd2 � 1,as in this lim it (as we shall

see) 
uctuation e�ects are param etrically sm alland an

appropriatem ean-�eld theoryprovidesavalid zeroth-or-

derdescription ofthe phases. In Sec. I,we �rstdiscuss

them ean-�eld phasediagram ,then in Secs.IIand IIIwe

discussthe e�ectsofweak therm aland quantum 
uctu-

ations,respectively. In Sec. IV,we discusssom e ofthe

im plications ofthe present results for the properties of

realdevices (which,alas,have non-negligible disorder),

and in Sec. V we discuss som e incom pletely developed

ideasconcerning furtherim plicationsofthe presentline

ofanalysis.

I. M EA N -FIELD P H A SE D IA G R A M

Two dim ensionless param eters determ ine the physics

ofthe2DEG in aM O SFET,rs (de�ned above)and aB =d.

Let us start with a discussion ofthe zero tem perature

m ean-�eld phase diagram ofthissystem ,assum ing only

uniform states.Ifnd2 � 1,thefree-energy perunitarea

can berepresented by thesum f(n)= f(C )+ f(el) ofthe

energy density ofa capacitorf(C ) = (en)2=2C and the

internalfree-energy density ofthe electron liquid f(el).

Here C = (�d)� 1 is the capacitance per unit area. At

high electron densities, rs � 1, the kinetic energy of

the electronsism uch largerthan theirpotentialenergy,

so the system form s a Ferm iliquid. At sm alldensities

rs � 1 (but stillnd2 � 1) the Coulom b energy ofthe

electrons is m uch larger than the kinetic energy,so the

ground state iscrystalline.

However,ateven sm allerdensitieswhen nd2 � 1,the

electronsinteractonly via dipole interactions,so the ki-

netic energy is larger than the potential,and the sys-

tem again has a Ferm i liquid groundstate. (See dis-

cussion surrounding Eq. 12.) For d=aB � 1,this im -

plies that the phase diagram of the system has reen-

trant transitions as a function ofn (along the dashed-

dotted trajectory in Fig. 1) from a Ferm iliquid phase

for n > nc � r� 2
c
(�a2

B
)� 1 to a W igner crystalphase

for nc > n > nc1 � (�d2)� 1,to a Ferm iliquid phase

for nc1 > n. W ith decreasing d=aB ,nc1 and nc m ove

toward each other,untilford < dc � rcaB ,the W igner-

crystalphasedisappearsentirely.Thisisrepresented by

the dashed line in Fig.1.

Asa nextstep,we im prove thisphase diagram by al-

lowingforthepossibility ofinhom ogeneousstates.There

is a range offorbidden densities aboutthe criticalden-

sity in which m acroscopic phase separation into regions

ofhigh and low density phasehaslowerfreeenergy than

the uniform state.

Letusbrie
yreview thesalientfeaturesoftheM 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,ofthe system is at

a higher than average density,n+ > n,and a fraction

(1� x)isata lowerthan averagedensity,n� < n,such

thatxn+ + (1� x)n� = n. W e then m inim ize the total

freeenergy with respectto n+ and n� .Theresultofthis

m inim ization isan im plicitexpression forthedensitiesof

the two coexisting phases,

�+ +
n+

C
= �� +

n�

C
=
[f(n� )� f(n+ )]

�n
; (2)

where �� = � @f(el)(n� )=@n� are the chem icalpoten-

tials in the two phases,and �n � [n+ � n� ]. Phase

coexistence occursforn� < n < n+ ,where the fraction

ofthe two phasesisdeterm ined by the leverrule,

x = (n � n� )=�n: (3)

Eq. 2 issom ewhatcom plicated,butitcan be greatly

sim pli�ed when the forbidden region is relatively sm all
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FIG .1: The T = 0 phase diagram ofthe 2D EG in an M O S-

FET.Thedashed lineindicatesthem ean-�eld criticaldensity,

nc(d),where the free energies ofthe uniform W igner crystal

(W .C.)and Ferm iliquid (F.L.)phasescross. The solid lines

m ark the boundaries ofthe regim e ofthe interm ediate m i-

croem ulsion (stripe or bubble) phases. At m ean-�eld level,

these solid linesare Lifshitz transitions.They approxim ately

coincide with the regim e of m acroscopic two-phase coexis-

tence (n� < n < n+ ) derived from a M axwellconstruction.

The hatched area representsthe regim e in which the regions

ofthe two coexisting phases have sizes oforder the electron

spacing,so quantum 
uctuationsare order1,and hence m ay

substantially alterthem ean-�eld characterofthephasesand

phasetransitions.Thecross-hatched areasdenotetheregim es

ofCoulom b frustrated phaseseparation whereeven them ean-

�eld characterofthe phase diagram isnotknown.

(�n � nc); in this case,we can linearize the density

dependence ofthe freeenergy aboutthe criticaldensity,

f
(el)(n� )= f

(el)(nc)� �� (n� � nc)+ ::: (4)

where ::: represents higher order term s in powers of

(n� � nc).To thislevelofapproxim ation,

n� = nc �
�n

2
; �n =

(�� � �+ )�

e2d
: (5)

Thediscontinuity ofthechem icalpotential,(�� � �+ )>

0,isdeterm ined by m icroscopicphysics,and isonly sm all

to the extentthatthe putative transition isweakly �rst

order. W hether or not the transition is strongly �rst

order,ford large,�n isself-consistently sm all.

The validity ofthe M axwellconstruction restson the

im plicit assum ption that the interface energy between

the coexisting phasesispositive,so theam ountofinter-

face ism inim ized. Aswe have seen,in the dipolarcase

thisassum ption isinvalid.W ecan constructa statewith

lowerfree energy by m aking an inhom ogeneousm ixture

ofthetwocoexistingphasestoincreasetheam ountofin-

terface.To com pletethe m ean �eld analysis,one should

m inim izeEq.1 with respectto theshapeofthem inority

phaseregionsatgiven area ofthephase-thearea being

given,to �rstapproxim ation,by the M axwellrule.

A . Stripe P hases

Tobegin with,letusconsideronlystriped phases.This

is fully justi�ed in the case ofstrong anisotropy ofthe

surface energy. (As we willsee letter even in the oppo-

site case when �(̂�)isisotropic,there are regionsin the

phase diagram where this assum ption is relevant.) The

interfacialfreeenergy density forastriped phaseiseasily

com puted from Eq.1 to be

f� = L
� 1 f2�0 � 4�1 ln[L+ L� =dL]g; (6)

where L� are the widths ofthe high and low density

regions,respectively,and L = L+ + L� isthe period of

the stripe structure. M inim izing Eq. 6 at �xed areal

fraction ofthe high density phase,x � L+ =L,weget

L� =
d

x
e
1+ 
 ; L+ =

d

(1� x)
e
1+ 
 (7)

with 
 = �0=2�1.Itisim portantto note thatasx ! 0,

the stripes ofthe high density phase approach a �nite

lim iting width,L+ ! L0 = de1+ 
,although the spacing

between stripes,L� ,divergesin proportion to 1=x.Also,

becausethem inim ized valueoff� = � 4�1=L isnegative,

theregion ofstability ofthestriped phasein factextends

som ewhat beyond the edges (n� and n+ ) of the two-

phaseregion derived from the M axwellconstruction.

Finally,itisnecessary to estim atethem agnitudeof
;

ifit is oforder 1,then L0 � d,but if
 � 1,then L0
is exponentially largerthan atom ic lengths. So long as

thestripephaseoccursin a relatively narrow rangeofn,

we can use Eq. 5 to estim ate �1,with the result that


 � �0e
2=�[�+ � �� ]

2,which is a ratio ofm icroscopic

electronic energies. Thus,except under specialcircum -

stances,we expect that 
 � 1,and hence that L0 � d.

However,so long asnd2 � 1,the stripe widthsare still

large com pared to the spacing between electrons,which

validatesthe m acroscopicapproach taken here.

In short,atm ean �eld level,asafunction ofdecreasing

density the system evolvesfrom the Ferm iliquid phase,

through interm ediate stripe phases,to the W ignercrys-

tal,assum m arized in Fig.2a:

� 1) Starting in the uniform Ferm iliquid phase,as

the density isvaried acrossn+ ,the system under-

goesa transition to a stripe phase,consisting ofa

periodic array offar separated stripes ofW igner

crystal,with characteristic width L0. Thistransi-

tion isanalogoustoaLifshitztransition,in thatthe

period ofthe ordered phase divergesatthe transi-

tion [23].Thus,the argum ents[6]that
uctuations

willgenerally drive an otherwise continuousfreez-

ing transition �rstorderdo notapply;the contin-

uouscharacterofthistransition isrobust.

� 2)There is,ofcourse,som e coupling between the

translational m otion of the crystalline order in

neighboring stripes,so atm ean-�eld levelthecrys-

talline order willbe locked from stripe to stripe.
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Consequently,thestripeground-statebreakstrans-

lation sym m etry notonly in the direction perpen-

diculartothestripes,butalongthestripedirection

aswell.However,nearthetransition,wherex � 1,

the spacing between stripes is large com pared to

L0,so this coupling is exponentially sm all;conse-

quently,thislocking can be neglected forallprac-

ticalpurposes. Therefore, this phase should op-

erationally be classi�ed asan electron sm ectic[17],

in which translation sym m etry is unbroken along

the stripe direction. (There rem ains the interest-

ing academ ic question ofprinciple whetherornot

quantum 
uctuationsareabletotrulystabilizethis

sm ectic phase atT = 0 -this is closely related to

theissueofwhether\
oating phases" arestablein

quasi-1D electronicsystem s.[17,22]).

� 3) Near x = 1=2, the stripes of W igner crystal

and theintervening Ferm iliquid arecom parablein

width.Asx ! 1,thesystem isbetterthoughtofas

stripesofFerm iliquid separated by broad regions

ofW igner crystal. At som e point,the crystalline

orderbecom esso rigid thatthecoupling acrossthe

liquid stripesisno longernegligible.Atthispoint,

the striped state is fully crystalline,in the sense

that translation sym m etry is broken in both di-

rections,and the structure factor contains Bragg

peaks. However, this phase is still qualitatively

distinct from the W igner crystal. Since generally

speaking theFerm iwavevectorisunrelated to the

Bragg vectorsofthe W igner crystal,the liquid in

the stripe \rivers" can stillconductcurrentin the

stripe direction. For want of a better nam e, we

christen thisstate a striped \conducting crystalI."

(SeeFig.2).

� 4)Atx = 1,the transition from the conducting to

W ignercrystalm irrorsthesm ectic to Ferm iliquid

transition;it is also a Lifshitz transition atwhich

the period ofthe stripeorderdiverges.

B . B ubble P hases

So far,this analysis ignores the possibility ofbubble

phases. W hether or not there is a regim e in which the

lowestenergy m ean-�eld stateisabubblephasedepends,

as we m entioned before,on the degree ofanisotropy of

the m icroscopic surface tension,�0(̂�). It m ay happen,

dueto theanisotropy oftheW ignercrystal,that�0(̂�)is

su�ciently anisotropicthatbubble phasesneverintrude

upon the phase diagram . Itisalso possible to force the

issue by arti�cially enhancing the anisotropy of �0(̂�).

This can be done by explicitly breaking the rotational

sym m etry ofthe 2DEG ,forinstance by applying an in-

planem agnetic�eld orby using a su�ciently anisotropic

surfacein theconstruction oftheM O SFET.In thiscase,

no m oreneed be said.

However,theW ignercrystalisgenerally thoughtto be

triangular.In thiscase the surface energy issu�ciently

isotropic that for x near 0 or 1,there willbe a range

ofx in which bubble phaseshave lowerenergy than the

stripe phase;for x near 0,such a phase consists offar

separated crystallitesin a m etallic sea,while forx near

1,it is far separated bubbles of
uid in a W igner crys-

talline host.W e willcallthese phasesBubble CrystalsI

and II,respectively.(SeeFig.2d)Asx ! 0 orx ! 1,the

period ofthe bubble crystals diverge,leading at m ean-

�eld levelto anotherLifshitz transition,m uch asin the

stripecase.(However,
uctuation e�ectsarem uch di�er-

entnearthese transition in the bubble and stripe cases,

aswewilldiscussin the nextsections.)

However,this is not the end ofthe story. The stripe

phase is always the lower energy one near x = 1=2,so

ifa bubble phase occurs for sm allx, there m ust be a

criticalvalue ofx = xc atwhich the energy ofthe bub-

ble and stripe phases cross,seem ingly im plying a �rst

order transition. Since we have proven in generalthat

�rstordertransitionsareforbidden,this�rstordertran-

sition,too,m ustbereplaced by a regim eofinterm ediate

phasesconsistingofam ixtureofbubbleand stripephases

[14]. Now,however,because ofthe large anisotropy of

the stripe phase,the surface tension between these two

phasesm ustbehighly anisotropic.Thus,thisinterm edi-

atephasewillm ostprobablybeoftheform ofalternating

m ega-stripesofbubble and stripe phase regions. These

regionsareshown in Fig.2d by hatched boxes.

II. T H ER M A L EFFEC T S.

A . T he Pom aranchuk E�ect

Them ostdram atice�ectof�niteT isitse�ecton the

balancebetween theliquid and W igner-crystallinephases

-the fraction ofthe W igner crystalphase growsas the

tem perature increases[14]! This phenom enon issim ilar

to the Pom eranchuk e�ectin H e3 and hasthe sam eori-

gin:thespin entropy ofthecrystalphaseissubstantially

largerthan thatoftheliquid state.Thesam econsidera-

tionslead,aswell,to the conclusion thatthe crystalline

phaseispreferred relativeto theliquid in thepresenceof

an in-planem agnetic�eld,Hk.

Due to the Pauliexclusion principle,an e�ective ex-

changeenergy ofordertheFerm ienergy,E �
F
� �h

2
n=2m �

quenches the spin entropy in the liquid phase. In con-

trast,the exchange[25]energy in the W igner crystalis

exponentially sm all,J / exp[� �
p
rs]where� isa num -

ber oforder 1. For exam ple an estim ate m ade in [20]

yields J � 10� 7Ry� where Ry� = e4m �=2�h
2
e is the ef-

fective Rydberg. Thus a com bination ofthe quantum

character of the liquid and the sm allness of exchange

processesin the solid im ply that the solid phase is sta-

bilized by non-zero T relativeto the liquid phase-forn

nearnc,the 2DEG freezesupon 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 2D EG evolves from the Ferm iliquid

(FL)to the W ignercrystal(W C).In a,b,and c,we assum e

that�(�)issu�ciently anisotropicthatbubblephasesaresu-

pressed.a)Them ean-�eld phasediagram .Underappropriate

circum stances,thisalso representsthetruesequenceofphase

transitionsatT = 0.b)Thephase diagram atnon-zero tem -

perature with a rotationally invariant Ham iltonian. c) The

phasediagram atnon-zero tem peraturewith a preferred axis,

for instance due to an in-�eld m agnetic �eld. Verticallines

representphasetransitionsand wavy linescrossovers.Phases

with power-law orderarenam ed in italics.Thesm ecticphase

in a)isweakly unstable to crystallization atm ean-�eld level,

butm ay bestabilized by quantum 
uctuations.d)Thephase

diagram including bubble phasesatT = 0 in the presence of

quantum 
uctuations. The hatched areas correspond to the

sequence oftransitions involving m ega-stripes ofbubble and

stripe phasesdiscussed in the text.

tion ofW ignercrystallineregionsincreaseswith increas-

ing T or H k. A sim ple estim ate of the m agnitude of

this e�ect can be m ade for the range oftem peratures

J � T � E �
F
= Ry�=�(rs)

2 and �h�B H k � E �
F
,where

theentropyoftheliquid isnegligible,asarethesubtleties

of the ground-state m agnetic structure of the W igner

crystal.In thiscase,

f(n� ;T;H k) � f(n� ;0;0) (8)

� kB Tn� ln
�
2cosh(�h�B H k=kB T)

�

and f(n+ ;T;H k)� f(n+ ;0;0). The factthattem pera-

ture and m agnetic �eld stabilize the W igner crystalin

qualitatively sim ilar fashion is one of the striking as-

pects ofthis relation: ForT � �h�B H k,f(n� ;T;H k)�

f(n� ;0;0) � � kB Tn� ln[2] while for T � �h�B H k,

f(n� ;T;B )� f(n� ;0;0)� � �h�B H kn� .

O fcourse,at high enough tem peratures,alltenden-

ciesto ordered statesare suppressed.Thisoccursabove

thecharacteristictem peratureatwhich theW ignercrys-

talm elts. In the lim it ofvery large rs,this occurs at

the classicalm elting tem perature of the W igner crys-

tal, which has been estim ated in accurate num erical

experim ents[21]to be

Tm elt = A(e2=�)
p
�n = 2ARy�=rs (9)

whereA = 1=125[1� 0:04].However,atsm allerrs,where

E F ofthecom peting 
uid phaseislargerthan theputa-

tiveclassicalm elting tem perature,theim plied reduction

ofthe entropy ofthe 
uid state m eans that the m elt-

ing tem perature is set,by Tm elt / E F . Far from the

Lifshitz points,the m elting tem peraturesofthe various

m icroem ulsion phasesaredeterm ined by thesesam econ-

siderations,and areofsim ilarm agnitude.Here,thefrac-

tion ofthe system thatiscrystallineisa non-m onotonic

function ofT,�rstincreasing and then dropping to zero

atTm elt.Nearthe Lifshitz points,m ore delicate consid-

erationsdeterm ine the m elting point.

B . T herm al
uctuations in the stripe phases

Let us now consider the role oftherm al
uctuations

on the stripephases.W edistinguish 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 ofdislocations.Thus,

the m ean-�eld sm ectic phase isreplaced by a nem atic

phase,which,in keeping with the M erm in-W agnerthe-

orem ,doesnotactually break rotationalsym m etry,but

ratherhaspower-law orientationalorder.A freedisloca-

tion has a logarithm ically divergentenergy in both the

W igner and conducting crystalphases,so they are ro-

bust against therm al
uctuations at low tem peratures,

although with power-law rather than long-range crys-

talline order. The resulting phase diagram is shown

schem atically in Fig. 2b. 2) If,however,the Ham ilto-

nian hasa preferred axis,forinstance ifwe considerthe

2DEG in the presence ofan in-plane m agnetic �eld,the

e�ectsoflow tem peraturetherm al
uctuationsarem uch

lesssevere.Here,thesm ecticand both crystallinephases

rem ain wellde�ned atnon-zero T,although again with

powerlaw spatialcorrelationsratherthan with truelong-

rangeorder,asshown schem atically in Fig.2c.

Because�rstordertransitionsareforbidden,thetran-

sition between the isotropic
uid and the nem atic phase

m ust be of the Beresinskii-K osterlitz-Thouless (BK T)

type.Nearthem ean �eld Lifshitzpointwecan estim ate

thistransition tem perature asfollows:The distance be-

tween stripes is large so the stripes of m inority phase

evaporatewhen the energy to break o� a piece,� �0L0,

is less than the the con�gurationalentropy of a state

whereraredropletsofthem inority phasearedistributed

random ly.Equating these two free energiesleadsto the

estim ate

Tcjln[x(1� x)]j� �0L0: (10)

Inthepresenceofanin-planem agnetic�eld,thereisno

sharply de�ned nem atic phase,since rotationalsym m e-

try isexplicitly broken.However,by thesam etoken,free
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dislocations in the sm ectic state have a logarithm ically

divergentenergy,so a power-law sm ectic phase existsat

non-zeroT.W ith increasingtem perature,thesm ecticto

liquid phase transition isalso ofthe BK T type.Indeed,

so long asthe sym m etry breaking term in the Ham ilto-

nian is sm all,the transition tem perature is roughly the

sam easin Eq.10,above.

C . T herm al
uctuations in the bubble phases

W e now considerthe e�ectoftherm al
uctuationson

bubblephases.Ascanbeseen from Eq.1,theinteraction

energy between farseparated bubblesdecreasesatlarge

r0 as

Vbubble � �1L
4
0=r

3
0; (11)

where L0 and r0 are the radius of and distance be-

tween bubbles. Thus,where the bubbles are far sepa-

rated,because ofthe screening by the ground-plane the

BK T m elting tem perature willtend to rapidly to zero,

TB K T / [(1 � x)x]3=2,as the spacing between bubbles

increases.Theresultisthat,nearthem ean �led Lifshitz

pointthe bubble phase isalwaysm elted by the therm al


uctuations. O n the otherhand,atsm allerr0 the bub-

blephasesurvivestherm al
uctuationsin theusualsense

that the correlationsofbubble positions exhibit power-

law decay.

Thenatureofthetransition between thebubblephase

and the uniform phase is not, presently, settled. O f

course,a direct �rst order transition is forbidden. O ne

possibility isthatthere isa sequence oftwo BK T tran-

sitions, as in the Halperin-Nelson theory[29] of m elt-

ing,with an interm ediate hexatic phase. Alternatively,

therem ay be a furthersetofhierarchicalm icroem ulsion

phases.

III. Q U A N T U M FLU C T U A T IO N S

A . Stripe P hases

So long asnL2
0 � 1 (nd2 � 1),the stripes are m any

electronswide,soquantum 
uctuationsoftheirpositions

areintrinsically sm all;1=nL2
0 isa sm allparam eterin the

problem ,which perm its an asym ptotically exact treat-

m ent of quantum 
uctuation e�ects. At zero tem per-

ature,the conducting-crystalphase is clearly stable in

thepresenceofsm allquantum 
uctuations,although,as

m entioned previously,thejury isstillouton whetherthe

sm ecticphaseisunstableto crystallization[17,22].O nly

where the stripe width is oforder ofthe interelectron

distance(i.e.,when nL2
0 � 1),quantum 
uctuationsbe-

com every signi�cant.Thisappliesto thehatched region

in Fig. 1,where the quantum properties ofthe system

arestilluncertain.

The quantum nature ofthe system near the Lifshitz

points is determ ined by the quantum nature ofthe in-

terface between the crystaland the liquid { a problem

which itselfisstillunsolved.Thisinterfacem ay bequan-

tum rough orquantum sm ooth.Ifitissm ooth,the Lif-

shitz transition from the uniform 
uid to sm ectic phase

is not fundam entally a�ected by quantum 
uctuations,

provided the width ofthe stripesislarge enough. How-

ever,ifan isolated interface is rough,the stripe order

in the vicinity ofthe m ean-�eld Lifshitz pointisquan-

tum m elted;in this case,for the rotationally invariant

system , the proscription against �rst order transitions

im pliesthattherem ustbean interm ediatezero tem per-

aturenem aticphasebetween theisotropicand thestripe

ordered phases.Itwasrecently shown[18]thatanem atic

Ferm i
uid isnecessarily a non-Ferm iliquid in the sense

that quasiparticles are not wellde�ned elem entary ex-

citations. W e believe that, depending on m icroscopic

details and on the the value ofnd2,both scenarios are

possible.

Itisworth m entioning why thequantum natureofthe

crystal-liquid interface is so subtle. Consider the m o-

tion ofa step in the interface. Q uantum -m echanically,

an isolated step m ight be expected to propagate along

the interface[27].Becausethe stepsinteractby a short-

range dipolar interaction,the steps should then form a

delocalized 1D quantum liquid along theinterface.How-

ever,because ofthe density m ism atch between the solid

and liquid,thesituation ism orecom plicated.M otion of

thestep requiresa 
ux ofm assinto the liquid ofa m ag-

nitudeproportionalto thedensity di�erencebetween the

solid and liquid and to thestep’svelocity.In a Ferm iliq-

uid this
ux ofm assiscarried by quasiparticles,m aking

the step m otion highly dissipative.Thus,characterizing

the interface involvesinteresting,butasfaraswe know

unsolved issuesin dissipativequantum m echanics.

B . B ubble P hases

In contrastto stripe phases,quantum 
uctuationsal-

waysm eltthe bubble phaseswhen the bubbles are suf-

�ciently dilute.To see this,we can estim ate the charac-

teristicpotentialenergy ofa bubblecrystalasin Eq.11,

and can m ake a corresponding dim ensionalestim ate of

the bubble kinetic energy K bubble � �h
2
=r20m

� where m �

isthebubblee�ectivem ass.Thereforetheratio ofthese

energiesis

Vbubble

K bubble

�

�
�1L

4
0m

�

�h
2

�
1

r0
(12)

vanishesasr0 ! 1 . Thisanalysis
eshesoutthe sam e

argum entm entioned in theintroduction thatleadstothe

conclusion thatthereisnostableW ignercrystalphaseat

sm alld.However,whereasin thatcase,theproportional-

ity constantisa�
B
,in thepresentcasethesam econstant

isparam etricallylarge,both duetotheexplicitfactorsof

L0 and dueto thefactthatm
� increaseswith increasing



7

L0 (in a way that depends on whether the interface is

quantum rough orsm ooth).The resultisthat,forlarge

nd2,the regim e in which the bubble crystalisquantum

m elted isextrem ely sm all.However,ifnd2 � 1 quantum

m elting isa signi�cantphenom enon.

The character ofthe bubble liquid phase is di�erent

depending on thecharacterofthem inority phase.W hen

the m ajority phase is W igner-crystalline with dilute in-

clusions ofliquid,the m elting ofthe bubble crystalre-

sultsin a type of\conducting crystal"[14].In thisstate,

crystalline long-range ordercoexists with 
uid-like con-

ductivity,butin thiscase the conductivity isassociated

with them otion ofthebubblesthem selves.Phenom eno-

logically this state is sim ilar to the \supersolid" phase

which has been discussed[28]in the contextofH e4. In

both casesthenum berofelectrons(orarom s)isnotequal

to the num ber ofthe crystalline sites. [31]. The di�er-

ence is thatunlike the case ofH e4 where vacanciesare

bosons,in our case the statistics ofthe droplets is not

known,and hence the liquid state m ay not be a super-


uid.Therefore,we referto thisstate asa "Conducting

CrystalII" in Fig.2d to distinguish it from the highly

anisotropicconducting crystal(SeeFig.2a,d)which orig-

inatesfrom the existenceofstripes.

W hen the Ferm iliquid is the m ajority phase,with a


uid of\icebergs" 
oating in it,no spatialsym m etries

need be broken. However,elem entary excitation spec-

trum islikely to be di�erentfrom thatofa conventional

Ferm iliquid.

Since the m ajority phase already brakes rotational

sym m etry, the bubble crystallization transition which

transform sthesystem from theconductingcrystaltothe

insulating bubble crystalphasecan be a sim plecontinu-

oustransition.However,thefreezing oftheicebergsinto

atriangularcrystalofW igner-crystallinebubblesism ore

problem atic. Aswith the therm altransition,there m ay

be a two-step freezing transition,with an interm ediate

quantum hexatic phase[18],oranother hierarchy ofm i-

croem ulsion phases.ThesequenceofthephasesatT = 0

isshown in Fig.2d.

IV . EX P ER IM EN TA L C O N SEQ U EN C ES

O bviously,there are m any experim entalconsequences

oftheexistenceofinterm ediatephases,ofwhich wehere

list only a few. It should be kept in m ind that m acro-

scopic spatialsym m etry breaking,the sort which pre-

cisely characterizesthevariousphaseswehavediscussed,

does nottruly occurin 2D in the presence ofquenched

disorder.Thiscom plicatestheactualobservation ofvar-

iousphenom ena.

The m ajority ofindustrially produced SiM O SFET’s

have gatesrelatively close to the 2DEG ,d � dc,so the

electron liquid is weakly interacting at alln. However,

a sm allnum ber ofhigh m obility SiM O SFET’s (For a

review,see [30].) and p-type ofG aAsdouble layers[32]

with larged � 1000�A have been studied in the pastfew

years,and found toexhibittransportanom aliesthathave

been interpreted as evidence for an unexpected m etal-

insulator transition. W hile these devices certainly are

notideal,in thesensethatthey havenon-zero quenched

disorder,wewouldliketoproposethatanaturalexplana-

tion ofthesephenom enaisthatthey re
ecttheexistence

in thezero disorderlim itoftheelectronicm icroem ulsion

phasesidenti�ed in the presentpaper.

O ne robust consequence of two-phase coexistence is

thattheconductivity isa decreasing function ofthevol-

um e fraction ofW igner crystal. This volum e fraction,

in turn,is strongly tem perature and m agnetic �eld de-

pendent due to the Pom eranchuk e�ect, as explained

above. As a result,the fraction ofcrystalgrows with

tem peratureand m agnetic�eld,leadingto a correspond-

ing increase ofthe resistivity. As has been pointed out

previously[14],thisbasicphysicsm ay underly thetrans-

portanom aliesobserved in larged SiM O SFETs.In par-

ticular,it o�ers a candidate explanation ofthe anom a-

lousm etallic (d�=dT > 0)tem perature dependence and

large positive m agneto-resistance observed in these sys-

tem s despite the fact thatthe resistivity,itself,exceeds

theIo�e-Regellim it.(Ideally,onem ightwantto explore

the scaling relation between the tem perature and m ag-

netic �eld dependence ofthe resistivity im plied by the

therm odynam icrelation in Eq.9.)

O f course, each new phase has di�erent patterns of

spatialsym m etry breaking,and hencehasnew collective

m odesand m odi�ed hydrodynam ics.Even when the ef-

fectsofquenched disorderortherm al
uctuationsrestore

the sym m etry atm acroscopicdistances,the existenceof

thesecollectivem odescan havereadily detectableconse-

quencesforthedynam icalresponsesofthesystem .Sm all

explicit sym m etry breaking �elds can be used to over-

com e the destructive e�ects of quenched disorder and

revealthe true tendency to sym m etry breaking. Forin-

stance,an in-plane m agnetic�eld explicitly breaksrota-

tionalsym m etry;where som e form ofstripe ornem atic

phase exists in the absence of quenched disorder, the

sm allsym m etry breaking produced by such a �eld can

giverisetoalargeresistivityanisotropy,ashasbeen seen

forthe analogousstatesin quantum Halldevices[24].

V . EX T EN SIO N S

W eend with som especulativeobservationsconcerning

interm ediatephasesofthe 2DEG .

Spin physics: O therthan the Pom eranchuk e�ect,we

have largely ignored the physics of the electron spins.

The exchange interactions in the W igner crystalphase

aregenerally found to bevery sm all[25],and so areonly

im portant at very low tem peratures. At T = 0,how-

ever,the fact that the m agnetic Ham iltonian is highly

frustrated and m ay have im portant m ultispin ring ex-

changeinteractions,can lead toavarietyofpossiblem ag-

netic phases,and thiscom plexity could be inherited,to

som e degree,by the interm ediate phasesdiscussed here.
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M oreover,ata liquid-crystalline interface,the quantum

dynam ics ofthe interface itself(m entioned above) can

producee�ectiveexchangeinteractions,likely with m uch

larger energy scales than in the bulk W igner crystal.

Thereisthusthe very realpossibility thatthe m agnetic

structureoftheinterfacesisvery rich,and characterized

by substantialenergy scales.

Superconductivity: The parallels between the 2DEG

in a M O SFET and Coulom b frustrated phaseseparation

in a doped M ott insulator naturally lead one to spec-

ulate concerning the possibility ofsuperconductivity in

the present system . In the bubble related conducting

crystalphase,each bubble has a �xed num ber ofelec-

trons;when thatnum beriseven,the bubbles are likely

bosonic and a supersolid phase with low super
uid den-

sityispossible[14,28].In thehatched region ofthephase

diagram ,wherequantum e�ectsarem ostsevere,a m ore

robust m echanism is possible, based on the \spin-gap

proxim ity e�ect[26]": Sm allclusters ofW igner crystal

(bethey stripeorbubblelike)willoften havea spin-gap.

(Near the cluster edge,this gap m ay be larger than in

the bulk.) W here thisgap islargeenough,itsuppresses

single-particleexchangebetween thecrystalclustersand

the surrounding Ferm i
uid, but pair-exchange is still

perm itted.W hen thisdom inates,itinducesglobalsuper-

conductivity by a processanalogousto the conventional

proxim ity e�ect.

Double Layers: In a double layer system , with two

nearby 2DEG ’s,thetwolayersscreen each otherin m uch

the sam e way as the m etallayer screens the 2DEG in

a M O SFET.However,here the typesofphases,and the

availableexperim entsarestillricher.O neparticularlyin-

teresting pointisthattheconductivity m easured in drag

can explore the nature ofthe interlayerscreening. The

presence ofa crystalline com ponentofan electron 
uid

hasthepotentialto greatly increasethedrag conductiv-

ity relative to a Ferm iliquid;in particular,whereasthe

drag conductivity vanishes as T ! 0 in a Ferm iliquid,

we believe itcan approach a non-zero constantin som e

ofthe interm ediate phaseswe haveexplored.

Other Applications: The present ideas are pretty

clearly applicable in a host ofadditionalphysicalcon-

texts. W hatisneeded isshort-range tendency to phase

separation,i.e. a concave localfree energy,opposed by

dipolar forces. Under appropriate circum stances, this

situation m ay pertain in the 2DEG at higher densities,

rs < rc,and itcertainly appliesin variousregim esto the

physicsoflipid �lm sand planarferrom agnets.
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