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Based on the K osterlitz-Thouless-Halperin-Nelson-Young (K THNY)theory oftwo-dim ensional

m elting and the analogy between Laughlin states and the two-dim ensionalone-com ponentplasm a

(2D O CP),we investigate the possibility ofliquid crystalline states in a single Landau level(LL).

W eintroducem any-body trialwavefunctionsthataretranslationally invariantbutposess2-fold (i.e.

nem atic),4-fold (tetratic)or6-fold (hexatic)broken rotationalsym m etry atrespective�lling factors

� = 1=3,1/5 and 1/7 ofthe valence LL.W e �nd that the above liquid crystalline states exhibit

a soft charge density wave (CDW ) which underlies the translationally invariant state but which

is destroyed by quantum 
uctuations. By m eans ofM onte Carlo (M C) sim ulations,we determ ine

that, for a considerable variety of interaction potentials, the anisotropic states are energetically

unfavorable for the lowest and �rst excited LL’s (with index L = 0;1), whereas the nem atic is

favorable atthe second excited LL (L = 2).

73.43.-f,73.20.M f,64.70.M d,52.27.Aj.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In 1983 Laughlin [1]introduced his fam ous trialwave
function

	 1=m =
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jzk j

2

; (1)

to describe the fractionalquantum Hall e�ect(FQ HE)
states[2{5]for�lling factors� = 1=m ofthelowestLan-
dau level(LLL),wherem isan odd integer.Im m ediately
afterthisdiscovery,m anyattem ptsweredonetocom pare
the stability ofthese statesagainstotherknown ground
states,typicallyW ignercrystal(W C)states[6{8].Atab-
solutezero(T = 0)thecurrenttheoreticalunderstanding
isthatW C statesarefavorablefor�lling factorssm aller
than a criticalvalue �c ’ 1=6:5 [7,8]. For larger�lling
factorsofthe LLL,the electronsare believed to form a
quantum liquid statewith Laughlin wavefunction being
an excellent choice for � = 1=m (with m = 1;3;5) [9].
Because of its translational and rotational invariance,
Laughlin’swavefunction can beused to describea liquid
stateoftheelectronsin theLLL,ascan beseen by writ-
ing j	 1=m j

2 asa classicaldistribution function [10,11]:

j	 1=m j
2 / e

��V
; where (2)

� �V = 2m
NX

i< j

lnjzi� zjj�
1

2l2
0

NX

k= 1

jzkj
2
;

and V is the potential energy of a classical two-
dim ensional one-com ponent-plasm a (2DO CP) system .

Using the form al analogy between the Laughlin wave
function and the 2DO CP we can identify a dim ension-
lesscoupling constant,� � �e2 = e2=(kB T)= 2m . An
equlibrium state ofthe 2DO CP isentirely characterized
by � and the freezing transition in thiscasewaslocated
at � � 140 [10]. Em ploying the analogy between the
tem perature ofthe classicalplasm a and the �lling fac-
toroftheLLL,weshould expecta freezing transition as
we decrease the electronic �lling factor in the quantum
Hallregim e. Because ofthe di�erent quantum nature
ofthe electronic correlationsin the FQ HE,itwasfound
thatsuch a system isa Laughlin liquid for�lling factors
� = 1=3 and 1=5,butbecom escrystalfor�lling factors
sm allerthan �c � 1=6:5 (thisvalue isaboutan orderof
m agnitude larger than that deduced from the classical
2DO CP analogy).

It is feasible that, in analogy to the classicalfreez-
ing transition realized by cooling down a 2DO CP,the
transition to a solid (W C) state obtained by reducing
the �lling factorin the electron case m ay be interpreted
asa topologicalK osterlitz-Thouless-typetransition [12].
This would be the correlated electron system counter-
part ofthe wellknown 2D m elting problem . Although
the 2D m elting is not fully understood,an elegantand
reliabletheoryofm eltinghasbeen proposed in the1970’s
by K osterlitz, Thouless, Halperin, Nelson and Young
(K THNY) [12{14]. The K THNY theory predicts that
an interm ediate third phase called hexatic,willexistbe-
tween thehexagonalsolid and theliquid phasesin a cer-
tain portion ofthe phase diagram (perhaps in a som e-
whatnarrow rangeoftem peratures).In theliquid phase
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there is no long-range translationalor rotationalorder
(the system is both translationally and rotationally in-
variant). In the solid phase the system has quasi-long-
rangetranslationaland truelong-rangerotationalorder.
The hexatic phase in the K THNY theory is thought to
haveno truelong-rangetranslationalorder,butdoesre-
tain quasi-long-range orientationalorder (the system is
translationally invariant,but not rotationally invariant
at least for short distances). The interm ediate hexatic
phase is often considered m ostim portantsince ithas a
sym m etry interm ediatebetween thehexagonalsolid and
the liquid.
Recent experim ents in very high m obility (� � 107

m /Vs) G aAs/AlxG a1�x As heterostructureshave shown
a variety oflow tem perature phaseswith exotic proper-
ties.Since1999ithasbeen known thatin transitionalre-
gionsbetween Q H plateausforhigh LL’s(with LL index
L � 2)eithera sm ectic ornem atic phase exists[15{20].
In fact,oneofuscalculated to a reasonableaccuracy the
anisotropic-isotropictransition tem peratureasatopolog-
icalprocess [17]. In 2002 a m elting transition from the
W C state to a FQ HE-like state wasobserved atca.130
m K [21]and speculation m ounted to suggestthatpossi-
bly thistransition occursto a hexaticm esophase[22].
O n thisgroundswe investigate the possibility ofvari-

ousliquid crystallinem esophasesin a partially �lled LL.
G iven that two-dim ensionalliquid crystals m ay posses
di�erent form s ofrotationalgroup sym m etry,we select
a set of possible candidates, having C2 (nem atic), C4

(tetratic),and C6 (hexatic) rotationalgroup sym m etry
(note thatin principle highersym m etry groupsare also
possible for a liquid crystal, e.g. a liquid quasicrystal

with a C10 sym m etry| we have not explored,however
such possibilities in this paper [23]). O ur results indi-
catethatthestatesstudied exhibita softchargedensity
wave (CDW ) which underlies the translationally invari-
antstatebutwhich isdestroyedbyquantum 
uctuations.
W e perform M onte Carlo (M C) sim ulations and deter-
m inethat,forawiderangeofinteractionstheanisotropic
states are energetically unfavorable for the lowest and
�rstexcited LL’s(with index L = 0;1),whereasthe ne-
m atic isfavorableatthe second excited LL (L = 2).
In Sec.II we describe the types ofstates that were

considered forourcalculations. Section IIIpresentsthe
typesofinteraction potentialconsidered and explainsthe
m ethodsused to calculate the propertiesofthe system .
Section IV containstheresultsobtained and a discussion
oftheirm eaning.Theunderlying softCDW isdiscussed
in Sec.V. Finally,the conclusionsare presented in Sec.
VI.

II.LIQ U ID C R Y STA L STA T ES

In this paper we consider liquid crystalline phases with
no translationalorder but with quasi-long-range orien-

tationalorderwith variousrotationalsym m etry groups
C2,C4,and C6;corresponding to a nem atic,tetraticand
hexaticphaserespectively.Therearesom ebasicrequire-
m ents on how we construct these states: (i) the states
m ustobey Ferm istatistics,i.e.they m usthaveodd par-
ity underthe exchange ofany pairofelectrons;(ii) the
statesm ustbetranslationallyinvariant(atleastfaraway
from theboundariesofthesystem in caseofa�nitenum -
berofelectrons);(iii)therem ustbe a broken rotational
sym m etry belonging to thepropersym m etry group;(iv)
the statesm ustbelong to a single LL to avoid the large
cyclotron energy cost �h!c = �heB =m e,where B is the
m agnetic�eld,and eand m e aretheelectron chargeand
m ass respectively (also note that as we willshow later,
variouspropertiesatanyLL can bereadilyobtained from
propertiescalculated in the LLL).
A classofsuch wave functions satisfying allthese re-

quirem entsaretheso-called broken-rotational-sym m etry
(BRS) wave functions [18{20,22,24]that are system at-
ically constructed by properly splitting the zerosofthe
Laughlin liquid state [in essence,the idea isto placethe
vorticesthatperform thecom positeferm ion (CF)trans-
form ation [4,5]aroundthelocation oftheelectron,rather
\on top" ofthem ]. Let us consider the Laughlin wave-
function asgiven in Eq.(1),wherezk = xk + iyk isk-th
electron position in the xy-plane in com plex notation,
and l0 = [�h=(eB )]1=2 isthe m agnetic length. Thiswave
function representsagaped,uniform and isotropicliquid,
and isan excellentdescription ofa liquid state at�lling
factor� = 1,1/3 and 1/5 ofthe LLL (for� = 1=7,the
W C stateprevails,seepreviousdiscussion,and Ref.[22]).
To build a liquid crystal(BRS) state out ofthe liq-

uid states we split the zeros ofthe wave function in a
way thatconservesthe anti-sym m etry (Ferm istatistics)
and translationalinvariance,butbreakstherotatational
invariance ofthe wave function. This is done by intro-
ducing a prefered setofdirections[18{20,22,24]into the
wave function creating a degree ofanisotropy. A gen-
eralized liquid crystalwave function for a �lling factor
� = 1=m can then be easily written as:

	 �
1=m =

8
<

:

NY

i< j
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m �1Y

�= 1

(zi� zj � ��)
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=

;
(3)
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;

where the com plex directors�� are distributed in pairs
ofopposite value in the com plex plane (to satisfy Ferm i
statistics).In thispaperwefocuson the stateswith the
highestlevelofdiscretesym m etry possibleateach �lling
factor,which issetby distributing the�� sym m etrically
in a circlearound the origin:

�� = � e
i2�(��1)=(m �1)

; � 2 f1;2;:::;(m � 1)g: (4)
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W ithout loss of generality � can be taken to be real.
The wavefunction in Eq.(3) represents a hom ogeneous
liquid crystallinestateat�lling factors� = 1=m ,isanti-
sym m etric,liesentirely in theLLL,and issm oothly con-
nected to the isotropicLaughlin statefor� = 0.

III.IN T ER A C T IO N P O T EN T IA LS A N D M O N T E

C A R LO SIM U LA T IO N

Foroursim ulationsweconsiderN electronsin acharge
neutralizing background. W hen considering the quan-
tum Ham iltonian Ĥ = K̂ + V̂ ,the strong m agnetic�eld
quantizes the kinetic energy K̂ so that single-LL wave-
functions have a constant (and thus irrelevant) kinetic
energy,hK̂ i=N . The only relevant contribution com es,
therefore,from the totalpotentialenergy operator

V̂ = V̂ee + V̂eb + V̂bb ; (5)

consisting ofelectron-electron,electron-background and
background-background interactions.
It has been a com m on practice to work on the sur-

face ofa sphere [5]in order to m inim ize boundary ef-
fects in the �nite-size com putations. However,due to
the anisotropic nature ofthe statesunderconsideration
this schem e would produce signi�cant problem s due to
theneed to havetopologicaldefectsatthe\poles" ofthe
sphere. W e therefore work on a sim pler disk geom etry,
wheretheneutralizingpositivebackgroundhasauniform
density �0 = �=(2�l20)and isspread overa disk ofradius
R N = l0(2N =�)1=2 with an area 
N = �R 2

N .
O ur goalis to thoroughly investigate the possibility

ofa liquid crystalstate in the LLL for electrons inter-
acting not only with the usualbare Coulom b potential
vC (r12)= e2=(�r12)butalsoforavariety ofotherreason-
able e�ective potentialsthattake into consideration the
�nite thickness ofthe quasi-2D electron layer. As pre-
viously shown by Zhang and DasSarm a (ZDS)[27],the
electron-electron interaction in a quasi-2D system can be
written as:

vZ D S(r12)=
e2

�

Z 1

0

dqJ0(qr12)F (q;b);

F (q;b)=

�

1+
9

8

q

b
+
3

8

q2

b2

� �

1+
q

b

��3
; (6)

wherer12 isthe2D distanceseparatingthetwoelectrons,
� istheaveragebackground dielectricconstant,J0 isthe
Besselfunction ofzeroth order,and bisa param eterre-
lated to the �nite thicknessofthe 2D layer(ifwe de�ne
the averagethicknessasZ,then b= 3=Z). In addition,
wealso considertwo otherinteraction potentials:

v1(r12)=
e2

�

1
p
r2
12
+ �2

;

v2(r12)=
e2

�

1� exp(�r12
�
)

r12
: (7)

The two m odel potentials include the thickness e�ect
phenom enologically [27]through the length param eter,
� = Z=2= 1:5=b.Alltheabovepotentialshavethesam e
Coulom b behaviorforlarger12,butdi�erfrom the bare
Coulom b potentialforsm allr12.
To consider the zero-tem perature stability ofthe liq-

uid crystalstatesofEq.(3)with respectto the uniform
isotropic liquid state counterparts,we perform ed exten-
siveM C sim ulationsin orderto com putetheenergy and
otherquantitiesforthe fourdi�erentinteraction poten-
tials.Sincethepotentialsinvolved arem erely single-and
two-body interactions,we need to accurately determ ine
allsingle-and double-particledistribution functions,i.e.

thedensity �(r)�
DP N

i= 1
�(ri� r)

E

,and the pair corre-

lation function g(r12),respectively.Thedeterm ination of
such functionsallowsan accuratedeterm ination ofallpo-
tentialenergiesin theN ! 1 therm odynam iclim it[28].
By de�nition,the pair correlation function,g(r12) is

theconditionalprobability[norm alizedsothatg(1 )= 1]
to �nd an electron atposition r00given thatanotherelec-
tron isfound atposition r0= r00� r12:

g(r12)�
1

�2
0

*
NX

i6= j

�(ri� r
0)�(rj � r

00)

+

; (8)

where�0 = �=(2�l20)istheaveragebulk electron density.
Itisalso usefulto de�nethestaticstructurefactorS(q),
which isgiven by the 2D Fouriertransform ofg(r12):

S(q)� 1 = �0

Z

d
2
r12 e

�iq�r12 [g(r12)� 1]: (9)

Notethat,becauseoftheanisotropyofthewavefunction,
both functions are explicitly angle-dependent: g(r12)=
g(r12;�)and S(q)= S(q;�q)for� 6= 0. Itisalso worth
noting that the charge neutrality sum rule guarantees
thatS(q)/ q2 forq! 0 [10,25,26].
In thetherm odynam iclim it,theground statecorrela-

tion energyperparticlecan beeasilycom puted from [28]:

E � =
hV̂ i

N
=
�0

2

Z

d
2
r12 v(r12)[g(r12)� 1]; (10)

wherev(r12)can haveany reasonableform ,in particular
it can take the form ofany ofthe potentials shown in
Eqs.(6,7). Because the interaction potentials are cen-
trally sym m etric,the above form ula can be rewritten in
the sim plerform :

E � =
�0

2
(2�)

Z 1

0

dr12 r12 v(r12)[g(r12)� 1]; (11)

whereg(r12)istheangle-averaged pairdistribution func-
tion:
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g(r12)=

Z 2�

0

d�

2�
g(r12): (12)

Forspeci�ccases[asforthevZ D S(r12)potential,which
has strongly oscillatory behavior in realspace,m aking
thenum ericalcalculationsvery unstableand precarious]
a corresponding form ula that uses the static structure
factorwasem ployed:

E � =
1

2

1

(2�)

Z 1

0

dqq~v(q)
�
S(q)� 1

�
: (13)

In thiscase~v(q)isthe2D Fouriertransform oftheinter-
action potential,and we also de�ne the angle-averaged
static structure factor S(q) =

R2�
0

d�q=(2�) S(q). The
use ofthe static structure factor has the added advan-
tageofallowingthecalcuation ofthecorrelation energies
in all LL’sfrom a single determ ination ofthe paircor-
relation function in the LLL [18{20]:

E
(L )
� =

1

2

Z 1

0

dq

(2�)
q~v(q)[LL (

q2

2
)]2

�
S(q)� 1

�
; (14)

where LL(x) are Laguerre polynom ials and L corre-
spondsto the LL index.
As in any M C calculation using the the M etropolis

algorithm [29],theexpectation valueofany [position de-
pendent,e.g.�(r)]operatorcan becom puted by averag-
ing thelocalvalueoftheoperatorovera largenum berof
electronic con�gurationsgenerated from the probability
distribution P / j	 �

1=m
j2.In a M C attem pt,oneeletron

is m oved to a new position rtrial = ri + � i,where � i

is a random vector in som e dom ain. Ifthe probability
ratio,P (rtrial)=P (ri) is larger than a random num ber
uniform ly distributed in the [0,1]range then the m ove
is accepted and we let let ri+ 1 = rtrial,otherwise the
m ove is rejected and ri+ 1 = ri. W e adjust the size of
the dom ain over which � i’s vary so that about halfof
the attem pted m oves are accepted. Following standard
practice,wedenoteaM C step (M CS)asequenceofsteps
described aboveso thatevery electron in thesystem has
attem pted am ove(and abouthalfsucceed).AfteraM CS
the system is in a state essentially uncorrelated to the
previousone and averagesare com puted forthe desired
operators[30]The resultswe reportwereobtained after
discarding100,000\therm alization"M CS’sand usingbe-
tween 2� 106 and 4� 107 M CS’sforaveraging purposes
on system sof200{400 electrons.

IV .M O N T E C A R LO R ESU LT S A N D

D ISC U SSIO N

By using M C m ethodswe studied the possibility ofa
liquid crystalstate in the LLL forthe leading candidate
states at �lling factors,� = 1=3,1=5 and 1=7. A trial
wave function as in Eq.(3) wasconsidered and various

properties were analyzed as function ofthe anisotropic
param eter�.Variousinteraction potentialswereconsid-
ered forthe com putation ofthe correlation energies[see
Eqs.(6,7,10,11,13,14)],allhave in com m on the fact
thatthey incorporatethe e�ectsof�nite layerthickness
into the quasi-2D electronic system and are essentially
identicalto Coulom b’s for large distances. This choice
ism otivated by the wellknown factthatthe �nite layer
thicknessofa real2D system leadsto a weakening and
eventualcollapseoftheFQ HE [31].Therefore,when the
�nite layer thickness (param eter �) increases as to be-
com e larger than the m agnetic length,the short-range
partofthe Coulom b interaction softens and as a result
the isotropic FQ HE liquid state m ay becom e unstable
with respectto anotherstate ofdi�erentnature (a pos-
sible new candidate can be the liquid crystalstate con-
sidered here,and/ora W ignercrystal).

ν = 1/7, α = 0

ν = 1/5, α = 0

ν = 1/3, α = 0

α = 5

α = 4

α = 5

r/l0

 0  10  20  30  40  50  60

 1.2

 0.4

 0.8

 1.6

 0.0

 2.0

0
<ρ

(  
)>

/ρ
r

FIG .1. Angle-averaged single-particle density,�(r),for

N = 196 electrons and �lling factors � = 1=3,1/5 and 1/7.

W eshow theresultsfortheisotropic cases(� = 0)and,fora

large � (theoscillationsobserved in thiscase arediscussed in

Sec.V).Here r isthe distance from the centerofthe disk.

In Fig.1 we show a plotofthe angle-averaged single-
particledensity �(r)forstatesofN = 196 electronsand
�lling factors of� = 1=3,1/5 and 1/7. The existence,
for� = 0 ofa largeregion around the centerofthe disk
(r= 0)with constantdensity isan indication thatthere
isbulk-likebehavior[28].Resultsform oderatevaluesof
� are sim ilarto those for� = 0.Forlarger� an appar-
entdensity 
uctuation propagatesfrom theedgesto the
centerm akingitvery di�culttoidentify a\bulk"region.
The existence ofthis density 
uctuation is discussed in
detailin Sec.V. W e found that values of� acceptable
forthepurposesofcalculatingbulk-likepropertiesin rea-
sonably sized system sare asfollows:� <

� 3 for� = 1=3,
� <
� 4 forboth � = 1=5 and 1=7 respectively.
In orderto com paretheenergy oftheisotropicLaugh-

lin liquid state with thatofan anisotropicliquid crystal
state,we �rstneed an accurate com putation ofthe pair
distribution function in term s ofthe param eter �. For
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the sm allest �’s, a num ber ofN = 196 electrons was
su�cientto give a very accurate pairdistribution func-
tion,whereasasm any as400 electronswere used when
�-sbecam elargeasto inducesizeableoscillationsin the
density. Figure 2 showsresultsforthe pairdistribution

function,g(r),forthe:� = 1=3,� = 2 nem atic,� = 1=5,
� = 3 tetratic,and � = 1=7,� = 3 hexatic. Each M C
sim ulation involved 4� 107 M CS’sand ca.400 electrons.
Figure3 showsthecorrespondingstaticstructurefactors
S(q)obtained from g(r)using Eq.(9).

FIG .2. Paircorrelation function g(r)for� = 1=3;� = 2 (leftpanel),� = 1=5;� = 3 (centerpanel),� = 1=7;� = 3 (right

panel).Note the discrete rotationalsym m etry ofeach state.

FIG .3. Static structure factor S(q)for � = 1=3;� = 2 (left panel),� = 1=5;� = 3 (centerpanel),� = 1=7;� = 3 (right

panel).Note the discrete rotationalsym m etry ofeach state.

Sincetheangle-averaged �g(r12)issu�cientforthedeterm ination oftheenergy,weaveragedit(atsigni�cantsavings
in com putertim e)forvariouscom binationsof�lling factor�,and anisotropy param eter�. Figure 4 showssom e of
ourresultsfor196{400 electrons.

 5  10  15  20 0  5  10  15  20  25 0  0  5  10  15  20  25  30
 0.0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1.0
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 0.0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1.0

 1.2
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 0.0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6
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FIG .4. Angle-averaged paircorrelation function �g(r12)for� = 1=3,� = 1=5 and � = 1=7.
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Atall�lling factorsthatweconsidered,wenoted that
g(r12)changesvery littlewhen param eter� issm all(e.g.
1).O nly forlarger�’s(>� 2)sizeablechangestakee�ect.
In view ofthis behavior,we anticipate that the energy
di�erencesbetween theisotropicliquid state(� = 0)and
theanisotropicliquid crystalstatewith sm allanisotropy
param eters(� = 1)willbequitesm all.In fact,thecalcu-
lation ofenergy di�erencesbetween thesestatesand the
isotropicstatearecom parableto theestim ated accuracy
ofour energy calculations. However,since the energy
di�erencesforlarger�’s show a de�nite tendency in all
cases,webelievethattheresultsare,signi�cantlyreliable
(since the statisticaluncertainty on any M C calculation
is system atic,the energy di�erences m ay be even m ore
accuratethan the absoluteenergies).
TablesI,IIand IIIpresentthe resultsforthe calcula-

tion ofthe LLL correlation energiesobtained by m eans
ofEqs.(11)or(13),using theangleaveraged paircorre-
lation functions(orstaticstructurefactors)forthethree
di�erentform softheinteraction potentialforavarietyof
quasi-2D layerwidths� [seeEqs.(6,7)].W hen � = 0 all
interaction potentials reduce to the Coulom b potential
and in the case ofthe vZ D S(r12)potentialwe note that
b= 1:5=�.Resultsfor�llingfactors� = 1=3,1/5and 1/7
ofthe LLL (forthe potentialv1(r12))arealso presented
in Fig.5. The results suggest that,in the LLL,for all
theinteraction potentialsunderconsideration,a uniform
liquid state isenergetically m ore favorable than the liq-
uid crystalstate. For sm allvalues of� 2 (0;� 2],the
liquid crystalstates have an energy only slightly above
theLaughlin liquid states(� = 0),howeverforlarger�’s
thisdi�erenceincreases.
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FIG .5. Energy di�erence between ansiotropic states and the isotropic state (� = 0) �E � � E � � E 0 for �lling factors

� = 1=3,1/5 and 1/7 in the LLL.These resultscorrespond to the interaction potentialv1(r12)and are plotted asfunction of

the quasi-2D layerthickness�.
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FIG .6. Energy di�erence between ansiotropic statesand

the isotropic state (� = 0)�E � � E � � E 0 for �lling factor

� = 1=3 in the second excited valence LL (L = 2). These

results correspond to the interaction potentialform v1(r12)

and areplotted asfunction ofthequasi-2D layerthickness�.

Sim ilar results are obtained in the �rst excited LL
[L = 1 in Eq.(14),we om itthe resultsforbrevity].For
allform softheinteraction potentialconsidered here,the
correlation energy for anisotropic states is higher,once

again leaving the Laughlin state stable. However,it is
interestingtonotethatforthesecond excited LL (L = 2)
the situation changesforthe nem atic statesat� = 1=3
ofthe valence LL,where anisotropic states becom e en-
ergetically favorable.Table IV showsthe resultsforthe
energies,E � and energy di�erences, �E � � E� � E0

(also shown in Fig.6)between anisotropicstates(� 6= 0)
and the isotropic state (� = 0)for�lling factor� = 1=3
in the second excited LL (L = 2)obtained from poten-
tialv1(r12) (the results are quite sim ilar for the other
two form s of the potential). These results are gener-
ally consistent to what we found in the past using the
hypernetted-chain (HNC)approxim ation [18,19].

A conclusion can be derived from the above results:
generally speaking the isotropic states seem to be en-
ergetically favorable,with the exception ofthe nem atic
statein thesecond excited LL.Theexplanation forthisis
sim ple:in theLLL theelectron packetsaresim plegaus-
sians,and itisclearthatthebestway to m inim izetheir
Coulom b repulsion isby placing the vorticesresponsible
forthe CF transform ation [4,5]precisely atthe location
ofthe electron them selves(� = 0). In higher LL’s,the
wavepacketstake a m ore \ring-like" shape,and a �nite
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� perm itsa m ore optim aldistribution ofcharge forthe
nem atic case(butnotforeitherthe tetraticorhexatic).

V .U N D ER LY IN G C H A R G E D EN SIT Y W AV E IN

T H E A N ISO T R O P IC 2D O C P ’S

In view oftheappearanceofconsiderabledensity vari-
ationsin ourM C sim ulationsforlargervaluesof� wein-
vestigated the possible existence ofan underlying CDW
forthe liquid crystalline statesofEq.(3). Forthispur-
pose it is useful to consider, once again, the 2DO CP
analog system . W hereas considerable e�ort has been
dedicated (and a consequent vast knowledge has been
achieved) in the past to the treatm ent ofthe standard
isotropic plasm a (see e.g.Refs.[10,26,32,33]),little has
been pursued fora system with anisotropicinteractions,
e.g.quadrupolarterm s.
Consider the classicaldistribution function (note: in

thissection wework in unitsofthe m agneticlength l0):

j	 1=m j
2 / e

��V
; where (15)

� �V = 2
NX

i< j

"

lnjzi� zjj+
m �1X

�= 1

jzi� zj � ��j

#

�
1

2

NX

k= 1

jzkj
2
;

where,as before,�� = �ei�� ,�� = 2�(�� 1)=(m � 1),
and � 2 f1;2;:::;(m � 1)g.Thispotentialenergy corre-
sponds to an \electrostatic potential" which is solution
ofa m odi�ed Poisson’sequation

r 2[��(r)]= � 4�
h

�(r)+
m �1X

�= 1

�(r� ~��)
i

+ 4�m �0 ; (16)

where ~�� = �(cos��;sin��),

�(r)=
NX

i= 1

�(r� ri); (17)

and �0 = 1=(2�m )isa neutralizing density.

Considernow the potentialV generated by the addi-
tion ofsom echarge��(r).Thiswillcausearedistribution
oftheparticlesthatform theplasm a,inducing a density
change[seethediscussion related to thede�nition ofthe
paircorrelation function,Eq.(8)].

�ind(r)=

Z

d
2
r
0
�0[g(r� r

0)� 1]��(r0): (18)

The totalcharge,in reciprocalspace,is therefore given
by [seeEq.(9)]:

e�tot(k)= S(k) e��(k); (19)

leading to a totalpotential:

�e�(k)=
4� S(k)

k2

"

1+
m �1X

�= 1

e
i~� � �k

#

e��(k): (20)

Thisresultneglectssecond ordercorrectionsin the dis-
tribution functionsand is,therefore,com m only referred
to asthe theory oflinearscreening.
It is now interesting to investigate whether this po-

tentialallowsforthe form ation ofunderlying CDW ’sin
the 2DO CP.Assum ing sm allvariations from a uniform
state,weallow fortheparticledensity tovary from point
to pointaccording to:

�(r)= �0 + �1 cos(q � r); (21)

whereq isthewavevectoroftheCDW and �1 � �0.The
O [�21]\excessenergy" [10]perunitarea isgiven by:

�uexc

�2
1

=
1

2

2� S(q)

q2

"

1+
m �1X

�= 1

e
i~� � �q

#

: (22)

It is evident that the charge neutrality sum rule
(S(q) / q2 for q ! 0 [10,25,26]) guarantees the elim -
ination ofthe singularity at q = 0 leading to screening
ofthe interaction.M oreinteresting,however,isthe fact
thatthe excessenergy becom esnegative fora variety of
wavevectorswhen � 6= 0. Ifwe write Eq.(22)explicitly
forthe variousstatesconsidered in thispaper:

nem atic(� = 1=3):
1

2

2� S(q)

q2
[1+ 2cos(�qx)];

tetratic(� = 1=5):
1

2

2� S(q)

q2
[1+ 2cos(�qx)+ 2cos(�qy)]; (23)

hexatic(� = 1=7):
1

2

2� S(q)

q2
[1+ 2cos(�qx)+ 2cos[�(�

1

2
qx +

p
3

2
qy)]+ + 2cos[�(�

1

2
qx �

p
3

2
qy)]];

W e can see that the m ost im portant con�gurations (those that m ake the potential �V m inim um and m ax-
im ize their probability) correspond to charge density waves with wavevectors in the neighborhood of [34]
�q=� ’ f(1;0);(� 1;0)g for the nem atic,�q=� ’ f(1;1);(1;� 1);(� 1;1);(� 1;� 1)g for the tetratic,and �q=� ’

f(4
3
;0);(� 4

3
;0);(2

3
; 2p

3
);(2

3
;� 2p

3
);(� 2

3
; 2p

3
);(� 2

3
;� 2p

3
)g forthe hexatic.Thisshould produce a unidirectionalCDW

(a layered system ,orsm ectic)underlying thenem atic,with a characteristicwavelength � ’ 2�;a squarelatticetilted
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45� with lattice constant a ’
p
2�,and a triangular lattice with triangle side a =

p
3�. Figure 7 depicts typical

con�gurations during M C sim ulations with large �’s. The characteristic CDW ’s have periods very close to those
predicted above.
O neshould notethattheseunderlying CDW ’sareextrem ely softand 
uctuationswillrenderthem invisiblein the

therm odynam icand ergodiclim its.In oursim ulations,however,theire�ectsareperceptible(seee.g.Fig.1)forlarge
valuesoftheanisotropy param eter� becauseofphaselocking attheboundaries.A detailed study ofthe
uctuations
oftheseCDW ’swillbe published elsewhere[35].
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V I.C O N C LU SIO N S

In conclusion,we have investigated the possibility of
liquid crystal states in quasi-two-dim ensional electron
system sin strong m agnetic �elds. W e considered trans-
lation invariant yet anisotropic states at �lling factors
� = 1=3,1=5 and 1=7 ofthe lowest (L = 0),�rst ex-
cited (L = 1) and second excited (L = 2) LL’s. W e
found that the anisotropic states posess an underlying
CDW along directorswith the sam e sym m etry group of
the proposed state but these CDW ’s are \washed-out"
by 
uctuations. W e applied M C m ethods to calculate
the(angle-dependent)paircorrelationfunction and static
structure factorsforthese states,which have perm itted
us to calculate the correlation energies for a variety of
reasonablegeneralizationsoftheCoulom b potentialthat
take into consideration the �nite width ofthe quasi-2D
layer. For allstates and potentials under consideration

the isotropic Laughlin state isfound to be energetically
favorablein the lowestand �rstexcited LL,whereaswe
�nd an instability ofthe � = 1=3 nem atic state in the
second excited LL.
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TABLE I. Correlation energy perparticle in the LLL (in

units ofe2=�l0) for the liquid crystal(BRS) states at �lling

factor � = 1=3 as a function ofthe anisotropy param eter �

and quasi-2D layer width �. Three form s ofthe interaction

potentialwere used.The threepotentialsreduce to the stan-

dard Coulom b potentialfor� = 0.

Interaction Potential:v1(r12)

� � = 0:0 � = 0:5 � = 1:0 � = 1:5 � = 2:0 � = 2:5 � = 3:0

0 -0.4100 -0.3362 -0.2776 -0.2327 -0.1973 -0.1700 -0.1485

1 -0.4098 -0.3353 -0.2770 -0.2319 -0.1970 -0.1698 -0.1483

2 -0.3961 -0.3234 -0.2681 -0.2257 -0.1928 -0.1669 -0.1464

3 -0.3608 -0.2926 -0.2449 -0.2093 -0.1817 -0.1597 -0.1418

4 -0.3074 -0.2435 -0.2038 -0.1763 -0.1554 -0.1387 -0.1249

Interaction Potential:v2(r12)

� � = 0:0 � = 0:5 � = 1:0 � = 1:5 � = 2:0 � = 2:5 � = 3:0

0 -0.4100 -0.3286 -0.2598 -0.2107 -0.1760 -0.1507 -0.1315

1 -0.4098 -0.3277 -0.2593 -0.2104 -0.1758 -0.1505 -0.1314

2 -0.3961 -0.3162 -0.2519 -0.2058 -0.1727 -0.1483 -0.1297

3 -0.3608 -0.2859 -0.2324 -0.1936 -0.1650 -0.1433 -0.1264

4 -0.3074 -0.2370 -0.1950 -0.1661 -0.1439 -0.1265 -0.1125

Interaction Potential:vZ D S (r12)

� � = 0:0 � = 0:5 � = 1:0 � = 1:5 � = 2:0 � = 2:5 � = 3:0

0 -0.4100 -0.3279 -0.2748 -0.2381 -0.2112 -0.1904 -0.1738

1 -0.4098 -0.3270 -0.2741 -0.2376 -0.2107 -0.1900 -0.1735

2 -0.3961 -0.3160 -0.2657 -0.2310 -0.2053 -0.1854 -0.1696

3 -0.3608 -0.2873 -0.2439 -0.2138 -0.1914 -0.1739 -0.1597

4 -0.3074 -0.2408 -0.2054 -0.1813 -0.1633 -0.1491 -0.1375

TABLE II. Correlation energy perparticle in theLLL (in

units ofe2=�l0) for the liquid crystal(BRS) states at �lling

factor � = 1=5 as a function ofthe anisotropy param eter �

and quasi-2D layer width �. Three form s ofthe interaction

potentialwere used.The threepotentialsreduce to thestan-

dard Coulom b potentialfor� = 0.

Interaction Potential:v1(r12)

� � = 0:0 � = 0:5 � = 1:0 � = 1:5 � = 2:0 � = 2:5 � = 3:0

0 -0.3274 -0.2811 -0.2420 -0.2094 -0.1825 -0.1603 -0.1419

1 -0.3273 -0.2810 -0.2419 -0.2094 -0.1825 -0.1603 -0.1419

2 -0.3265 -0.2803 -0.2413 -0.2089 -0.1821 -0.1600 -0.1418

3 -0.3121 -0.2674 -0.2312 -0.2014 -0.1767 -0.1563 -0.1392

4 -0.2775 -0.2362 -0.2064 -0.1829 -0.1635 -0.1472 -0.1333

5 -0.2216 -0.1836 -0.1601 -0.1432 -0.1296 -0.1181 -0.1081

Interaction Potential:v2(r12)

� � = 0:0 � = 0:5 � = 1:0 � = 1:5 � = 2:0 � = 2:5 � = 3:0

0 -0.3274 -0.2743 -0.2365 -0.2086 -0.1873 -0.1704 -0.1566

1 -0.3273 -0.2743 -0.2365 -0.2086 -0.1873 -0.1704 -0.1566

2 -0.3265 -0.2767 -0.2303 -0.1928 -0.1641 -0.1422 -0.1251

3 -0.3121 -0.2639 -0.2215 -0.1870 -0.1603 -0.1396 -0.1233

4 -0.2775 -0.2329 -0.1997 -0.1730 -0.1513 -0.1338 -0.1196

5 -0.2216 -0.1801 -0.1561 -0.1378 -0.1222 -0.1088 -0.0975

Interaction Potential:vZ D S (r12)

� � = 0:0 � = 0:5 � = 1:0 � = 1:5 � = 2:0 � = 2:5 � = 3:0

0 -0.3274 -0.2743 -0.2365 -0.2086 -0.1873 -0.1704 -0.1566

1 -0.3273 -0.2743 -0.2365 -0.2086 -0.1873 -0.1704 -0.1566

2 -0.3265 -0.2736 -0.2359 -0.2082 -0.1869 -0.1701 -0.1563

3 -0.3121 -0.2615 -0.2265 -0.2006 -0.1807 -0.1648 -0.1519

4 -0.2775 -0.2324 -0.2037 -0.1825 -0.1659 -0.1525 -0.1414

5 -0.2216 -0.1819 -0.1598 -0.1439 -0.1313 -0.1211 -0.1124
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TABLE III. Correlation energy per particle in the LLL

(in unitsofe
2
=�l0)forthe liquid crystal(BRS)statesat�ll-

ing factor� = 1=7 asa function ofthe anisotropy param eter

� and quasi-2D layer width �. Three form s ofthe interac-

tion potentialwere used. The three potentials reduce to the

standard Coulom b potentialfor� = 0.

Interaction Potential:v1(r12)

� � = 0:0 � = 0:5 � = 1:0 � = 1:5 � = 2:0 � = 2:5 � = 3:0

0 -0.2827 -0.2491 -0.2198 -0.1944 -0.1727 -0.1541 -0.1383

1 -0.2827 -0.2491 -0.2198 -0.1944 -0.1727 -0.1541 -0.1383

2 -0.2826 -0.2491 -0.2198 -0.1944 -0.1727 -0.1541 -0.1383

3 -0.2807 -0.2473 -0.2184 -0.1933 -0.1719 -0.1536 -0.1379

4 -0.2492 -0.2185 -0.1945 -0.1745 -0.1573 -0.1425 -0.1296

5 -0.1917 -0.1643 -0.1467 -0.1334 -0.1223 -0.1124 -0.1035

Interaction Potential:v2(r12)

� � = 0:0 � = 0:5 � = 1:0 � = 1:5 � = 2:0 � = 2:5 � = 3:0

0 -0.2827 -0.2470 -0.2123 -0.1821 -0.1576 -0.1382 -0.1227

1 -0.2827 -0.2470 -0.2124 -0.1822 -0.1577 -0.1383 -0.1227

2 -0.2826 -0.2470 -0.2123 -0.1821 -0.1576 -0.1382 -0.1227

3 -0.2807 -0.2452 -0.2110 -0.1813 -0.1571 -0.1378 -0.1225

4 -0.2492 -0.2164 -0.1894 -0.1659 -0.1460 -0.1297 -0.1162

5 -0.1917 -0.1621 -0.1443 -0.1295 -0.1160 -0.1040 -0.0936

Interaction Potential:vZ D S (r12)

� � = 0:0 � = 0:5 � = 1:0 � = 1:5 � = 2:0 � = 2:5 � = 3:0

0 -0.2827 -0.2436 -0.2141 -0.1914 -0.1735 -0.1591 -0.1471

1 -0.2827 -0.2437 -0.2141 -0.1915 -0.1736 -0.1591 -0.1472

2 -0.2826 -0.2436 -0.2141 -0.1914 -0.1735 -0.1591 -0.1471

3 -0.2807 -0.2419 -0.2128 -0.1904 -0.1727 -0.1584 -0.1465

4 -0.2492 -0.2147 -0.1906 -0.1720 -0.1572 -0.1450 -0.1348

5 -0.1917 -0.1627 -0.1454 -0.1323 -0.1216 -0.1126 -0.1050

TABLE IV. Correlation energy perparticle in the second

excited LL,L = 2,(in units of e
2
=�l0) for the liquid crys-

tal(BRS) states at �lling factor � = 1=3 as a function of

theanisotropy param eter� and quasi-2D layerwidth �.The

form v1(r12)forthe interaction potentialwasused.

Interaction Potential:v1(r12)

� � = 0:0 � = 0:5 � = 1:0 � = 1:5 � = 2:0 � = 2:5 � = 3:0

0 -0.2642 -0.2139 -0.1872 -0.1662 -0.1485 -0.1335 -0.1207

1 -0.2653 -0.2146 -0.1875 -0.1663 -0.1486 -0.1335 -0.1208

2 -0.2693 -0.2169 -0.1881 -0.1663 -0.1483 -0.1333 -0.1206

3 -0.2708 -0.2158 -0.1852 -0.1631 -0.1455 -0.1310 -0.1188
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