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Based on the K osterlitz-T houlessH alperin-N elson-Young K THNY ) theory of two-din ensional

m elting and the analogy between Laughlin states and the two-dim ensional one-com ponent plasm a
@D OCP), we Investigate the possbility of liquid crystalline states in a single Landau level (LL).
W e introduce m any-body trialwavefinctions that are translationally invariant but posess 2-fold (ie.
nem atic ), 4-P1d (tetratic) or 6-fold (hexatic) broken rotationalsym m etry at respective 1ling factors
= 1=3, 1/5 and 1/7 of the 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 of M onte Carlo M C) sin ulations, we determ ine
that, for a considerable variety of interaction potentials, the anisotropic states are energetically
unfavorable for the Iowest and rst excited LL’s with index L = 0;1), whereas the nem atic is

favorable at the second excited LL (L = 2).
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I. NTRODUCTION

In 1983 Laughlin ﬂ:] introduced his fam ous trial wave
function

to describe the fractional quantum Hall e ect FQHE)
states {4{8] or lling factors = 1=m ofthe bowest Lan—
dau level (LLL),wherem isan odd integer. In m ediately
afterthisdiscovery, m any attem ptsw ere done to com pare
the stability of these states against other known ground
states, typically W ignercrystal W C) states fa{g]. Atab-
solute zero (T = 0) the current theoreticalunderstanding
isthat W C states are favorable for 1ling factors sm aller
than a criticalvalie .’ 1=635 ij,:_é]. For larger Illing
factors of the LLL, the electrons are believed to form a
quantum liquid state w ith Laughlin wave function being
an excellent choice or = 1=m Withm = 1;3;5) [
Because of its translational and rotational invariance,
Laughlin’s wave function can be used to describe a Iiquid
state ofthe electrons In the LLL, as can be seen by w rit—
g J 1oy F asa classicaldistrbution function 14,111
J1m T/ e V ;where @)
3 1 X
hy 33 3
25 k=1

and V is the potential energy of a classical two—
din ensional one-com ponent-plasna @DOCP) system .

V = 2m T

Using the form al analogy between the Laughlin wave
function and the 2DOCP we can identify a dim ension—
less coupling constant, & =¢&=ksgT)= 2m . An
equlbrium state ofthe 2DOCP is entirely characterized
by and the freezing transition In this case was located
at 140 LI@] Em plying the analogy between the
tem perature of the classical plasn a and the 1ing fac—
tor of the LLL, we should expect a freezing transition as
we decrease the ekectronic ling factor in the quantum
Hall regin e. Because of the di erent quantum nature
of the electronic correlations in the FQHE , it was found
that such a system is a Laughlin liquid for ling factors

= 1=3 and 1=5, but becom es crystal for ling factors
an aller than . 1=6:5 (this value is about an order of
m agniude larger than that deduced from the classical
2DOCP analogy).

Tt is feasble that, n analogy to the classical freez—
Ing transition realized by cooling down a 2DOCP, the
transition to a solid W C) state obtained by reducing
the 1ling factor in the electron case m ay be interpreted
as a topologicalK osterlitz-T houless-type transition {_1-2_:]
This would be the correlated electron system counter-
part of the welknown 2D melting problem . A fhough
the 2D melting is not fiillly understood, an elegant and
reliable theory ofm elting hasbeen proposed in the 1970’s
by Kosterlitz, Thouless, Halperin, Nelson and Young
®THNY) {I2{14]. The KTHNY theory predicts that
an Interm ediate third phase called hexatic, w ill exist be—
tw een the hexagonalsolid and the liquid phases in a cer—
tain portion of the phase diagram (perhaps in a som e~
w hat narrow range oftem peratures). In the liquid phase
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there is no long-range translational or rotational order
(the system is both translationally and rotationally in—
variant). In the solid phase the system has quasidong-
range translationaland true long-range rotational order.
T he hexatic phase In the KTHNY theory is thought to
have no true long-range translational order, but does re—
tain quasi-long-range ordientational order (the system is
translationally invariant, but not rotationally invariant
at least for short distances). The intem ediate hexatic
phase is often considered m ost In portant since it has a
sym m etry interm ediate between the hexagonal solid and
the liquid.

Recent experin ents in very high m obility ( 10
m /Vs) GaAs/ALGa; x A s heterostructures have shown
a variety of low tem perature phases w ith exotic proper-
ties. Since 1999 it hasbeen know n that in transitionalre—
gionsbetween Q H plateaus forhigh LL’s wih LL index

L 2) either a sm ectic or nem atic phase exists :_[1_'5{_-2_5)]

In fact, one ofus calculated to a reasonable accuracy the
anisotrop ic-isotropic transition tem perature asa topolog-
ical process [_1]'] In 2002 a m elting transition from the
W C state to a FQ HE -lke state was observed at ca. 130
mK l_2-1:] and speculation m ounted to suggest that possi-
bly this transition occurs to a hexatic m esophase f_Z-Zj]

O n this grounds we Investigate the possbility of vari-
ous liquid crystalline m esophases in a partially lled LL.
G wen that two-din ensional liquid crystals m ay posses
di erent formm s of rotational group symm etry, we select
a set of possble candidates, having C, (nem atic), C,
(tetratic), and C4 (hexatic) rotational group symm etry
(note that In principle higher sym m etry groups are also
possble for a liquid crystal, eg. a liquid quasicrystal
wih a Cqg symmeUy| we have not explored, however
such possbilities in this paper £3]). Our results indi
cate that the states studied exhbi a soft charge density
wave (CDW ) which underlies the translationally invari-
ant state but w hich isdestroyed by quantum uctuations.
W e perform M onte Carlo M C) simulations and deter—
m ine that, fora w ide range of interactions the anisotropic
states are energetically unfavorable for the lowest and

rst excited LL's With Index L = 0;1), whereas the ne—
m atic is favorable at the second excited LL (L = 2).

In Sec. .‘_.F-I we describe the types of states that were
considered for our calculations. Section :j:l::t presents the
types of interaction potential considered and explains the
m ethods used to calculate the properties of the system .
Section :_1@ contains the results obtained and a discussion
oftheirm eaning. T he underlying soft CDW is discussed
'jl:liSeC. :37: . Finally, the conclusions are presented In Sec.
Vv I.

II.LIQUID CRYSTAL STATES

In this paper we consider liquid crystalline phases w ith
no transltional order but w ith quasilong-range orien—

tational order w ith various rotational symm etry groups
C,,Cy4,and Cg; corresponding to a nem atic, tetratic and
hexatic phase regpectively. T here are som e basic require—
ments on how we construct these states: (i) the states
m ust obey Fem i statistics, ie. they m ust have odd par-
ity under the exchange of any pair of electrons; (ii) the
statesm ust be translationally invariant (at least araway
from the boundariesofthe system in caseofa nitenum -
ber of electrons); (iii) there m ust be a broken rotational
sym m etry belonging to the proper sym m etry group; (i)
the states m ust belong to a single LL to avoid the large
cyclotron energy cost h!. = heB=m., where B is the
m agnetic eld, and e and m . are the electron charge and
m ass respectively (@lso note that as we will show Jater,
variouspropertiesat any LL can be readily obtained from
properties calculated in the LLL).

A class of such wave functions satisfying all these re—
quirem ents are the so—called broken-rotationalsym m etry
BRS) wave functions l_l-g‘ {?-g,z-é,él_i] that are system at—
ically constructed by properly splitting the zeros of the
Laughlin liquid state [in essence, the idea is to place the
vortices that perform the com posite ferm ion CF) trans-
form ation Eﬂ,ﬁ] around the location ofthe electron, rather
\on top" of them ]. Let us consider the Laughlin wave-
finction as given in Eq. {l), where z; = x + iyx isk—th
electron position in the xy-plane in com plex notation,
and Jy = h=(B )I'? is the m agnetic length. This wave
function representsa gaped, uniform and isotropic liquid,
and is an excellent description of a liquid state at lling
factor = 1,1/3 and 1/5 ofthe LLL (Pbr = 1=7,the
W C state prevails, see previousdiscussion, and R ef. t_zgi]) .

To build a liquid crystal BRS) state out of the lig—
uld states we split the zeros of the wave function in a
way that conserves the anti-sym m etry (Fem i statistics)
and translational Invariance, but breaks the rotatational
Invariance of the wave function. This is done by intro—
ducing a prefered set of directions {8{20,23,24] into the
wave finction creating a degree of anisotropy. A gen—
eralized liquid crystal wave function for a 1ling factor

= 1=m can then be easily w ritten as:

. =

w here the com plex directors are distributed In pairs
of opposite value in the com plex plane (to satisfy Fermn i
statistics) . In this paper we focus on the states w ith the
highest level of discrete sym m etry possble at each 1ling
factor, which is set by distrbbuting the sym m etrically
In a circle around the origin:

i2 (

= e =@ 1)



W ithout loss of generality can be taken to be real
The wavefunction in Eq. {:3.) represents a hom ogeneous
Iquid crystalline state at 1ling factors = 1=m, isanti-
sym m etric, lies entirely In the LLL, and is an oothly con—
nected to the isotropic Laughlin state for = 0.

III.INTERACTION POTENTIALS AND MONTE
CARLO SIMULATION

Forour sim ulationswe considerN electrons in a charge
neutralizing background. W hen considering the quan-—
tum Ham itonian H = K + ¥, the strong m agnetic eld
quantizes the kinetic energy K so that sinhgle-LL wave-
functions have a constant (@nd thus irrelevant) kinetic
energy, Hi=N . The only relevant contrbution com es,
therefore, from the totalpotential energy operator

A A N A
V = Vee + Vep + Vi 7 )

consisting of electron-electron, electron-background and
background-background Interactions.

Tt has been a comm on practice to work on the sur-
face of a sphere ﬂ_':J;] In order to m inim ize boundary ef-
fects In the nie-size com putations. However, due to
the anisotropic nature of the states under consideration
this schem e would produce signi cant problem s due to
the need to have topologicaldefects at the \poles" of the
sohere. W e therefore work on a sim pler disk geom etry,
w here the neutralizing positive background has a uniform
density o= =@ %) and is spread over a disk of radius
Ry = b@N= )2 wihanara y = RZ.

Our goal is to thoroughly Investigate the possibility
of a liquid crystal state in the LLL for electrons inter—
acting not only wih the usualbare Coulomb potential
Ve (r2) = €2=( 1,) butalso Hra varity ofother reason—
abl e ective potentials that take into consideration the

nite thickness of the quasi2D electron layer. A s pre—
viously shown by Zhang and D as Sam a (ZD S) [_i]'], the
electron-electron interaction in a quasi?2D system can be
w ritten as:

e2Z1
Vzps (12) = — dgJdo @ri2) F @;b) ;
0
9q 3¢ g 3
Fgh) = 1+ o+ = 142 6
(@sb) sn . 3 5 (6)

where ry, isthe 2D distance separating the tw o electrons,

is the average background dielectric constant, & is the
Bessel function of zeroth order, and b is a param eter re—
lated to the nite thickness ofthe 2D layer (ifwe de ne
the average thickness as E, then b= 3=2). In addition,
we also consider tw o other interaction potentials:
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vz (r12) = —

The two m odel potentials include the thickness e ect
phenom enologically I_Z-]'] through the length param eter,

= 7=2= 15=b. A Ilthe above potentialshave the sam e
Coulomb behavior for lJarge r1,, but di er from the bare
Coulomb potential for snallry, .

To consider the zero-tem perature stability of the lig—
uid crystalstates ofEq. 6'_3') w ith respect to the unifom
isotropic liquid state counterparts, we perform ed exten—
sive M C sim ulations In order to com pute the energy and
other quantities for the our di erent Interaction poten-
tials. Since the potentials involved arem erely single—-and
two-body Interactions, we need to accurately detem ine
all sihgle-and doulg]g—parﬁc]e djst.gbutjon functions, ie.
the density  (r) L, @
Jation function g (11, ), respectively. T he determ ination of
such functions allow san accurate determ nation ofallpo—
tentialenergies in theN ! 1 them odynam ic lim i £8].

By de nition, the pair correlation finction, g(ri;) is
the conditionalprobability hom alized sothatg(@ )= 1]
to nd an electron at position r® given that another elec—
tron is found at posttion r’= r® x,:

r) , and the pair corre—

* +
1 X
g) — @ N g O ; ®)
0 is5
where (= =@ %) isthe averagebulk electron density.

It is also usefulto de ne the static structure factor S (@),
which is given by the 2D Fourer transform ofg(riz):

Z
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N ote that, because ofthe anisotropy ofthe w ave function,
both functions are explicitly angle-dependent: g(ri,) =
grz; )and S() = S (@@ q) or 6 0. It is also worth
noting that the charge neutrality sum rule guarantees
thatS @) / € Prq! 0 {i0,25,26].

In the themm odynam ic lim it, the ground state correla—
tion energy perparticle can be easily com puted from f_Z-Q']:
A Z
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w here v (r;2 ) can have any reasonable form , In particular
i can take the form of any of the potentials shown In
Eags. 6'_6;':/:) . Because the interaction potentials are cen—
trally symm etric, the above form ula can be rew ritten in
the sin pler fom :

11; an

drip ri2 Virz) G2)

where g (ry,) is the angle-averaged pair distribution func—
tion:
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Forspeci ccases las forthe vy p 5 (r12) potential, which
has strongly oscillatory behavior in real space, m aking
the num erical calculations very unstable and precarious]
a corresoonding form ula that uses the static structure
factor was em ployed:
Z
dgav(@ S@ 1: 13)

In this case v (@) isthe 2D Fourder transform ofthe inter—
action potential, and we also dﬁzne the angle-averaged
static structure factor S (@) = 0 dgs=@ )S@. The
use of the static structure factor has the added advan-—
tage of allow Ing the calcuation ofthe correlation energies
In all LL’s from a sihgle determm ination of the pair cor-

relation function in the LLL [_1-§I {é(j]:

Z
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where L; (x) are Laguerre polynom ials and L corre—
soonds to the LL index.

As In any M C calculation using the the M etropolis
algorithm f_Z-Q‘], the expectation value ofany [position de—
pendent, eg. (r)] operator can be com puted by averag—
Ing the Iocalvalie ofthe operator over a lJarge num ber of
electronic con gurations generated from the probabiliy
distrioution P / j | F.In aMC attem pt, one eletron
ismoved to a new position Iy, = i+ i, where
is a random vector In som e dom ain. If the probabiliy
ratio, P (firia1)=P (ri) is larger than a random num ber
unifom ly distrbuted in the [0,1] range then the m ove
is accepted and we let ket riy1 = Iirinl, Otherw ise the
move is refected and rit; = ri. W e adjst the size of
the dom ain over which ;’s vary so that about half of
the attem pted m oves are accepted. Follow ing standard
practice, wedenoteaM C step (M CS) a sequence of steps
described above so that every electron In the system has
attem pted am ove (and abouthalfsucceed). A fteraM CS
the systam is In a state essentially uncorrelated to the
previous one and averages are com puted for the desired
operators [_3@] The results we report were obtained after
discarding 100,000 \them alization" M C S’sand using be—
tween 2 10 and 4 10 M CS’s br averaghg purposes
on system s of 200{400 electrons.

IV.MONTE CARLO RESULTS AND
D ISCUSSION

By usihg M C m ethods we studied the possbility of a
liquid crystalstate n the LLL for the leading candidate
states at ling factors, = 1=3, 1=5 and 1=7. A trial
wave function as n Eq. ('_3) was considered and various

properties were analyzed as function of the anisotropic
param eter . Various Interaction potentials were consid—
ered for the com putation of the correlation energies [see
Egs. ('_é, :j, :_i(_j, :_L-]_J', :_f;%', :_l-é')], allhave in comm on the fact
that they incorporate the e ects of nite layer thickness
Into the quasi?D elctronic system and are essentially
dentical to Coulom b’s for large distances. This choice
is m otivated by the welknown fact that the nite layer
thickness of a real 2D system leads to a weakening and
eventualcollapse ofthe FQHE 1_51:] T herefore, when the

nite layer thickness (param eter ) increases as to be-
com e larger than the m agnetic length, the short—range
part of the Coulomb interaction soffens and as a result
the isotropic FQHE liquid state m ay becom e unstable
w ith respect to another state of di erent nature @ pos—
sble new candidate can be the liquid crystal state con—
sidered here, and/ora W igner crystal).
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FIG.1l. Angkaveraged singlke-particle density, ~ (r), for
N = 196 electrons and ling factors = 1=3,1/5 and 1/7.
W e show the results for the isotropic cases ( = 0) and, Pora
large (the oscillations observed in this case are discussed In

Sec.t;:) . Here r is the distance from the center of the disk.

In Fig. :}: we show a plot of the angleaveraged single—
particle density ~ (r) for states of N = 196 electrons and
ling factors of = 1=3, 1/5 and 1/7. The existence,
for = 0 ofa large region around the center of the disk
(r= 0) with constant density is an indication that there
is buk-like behavior f_Z@l] Results form oderate values of
are sin ilar to those for = 0. For lJarger an appar-
ent density uctuation propagates from the edges to the
centerm aking it very di cul to identify a \bulk" region.
T he existence of this density uctuation is discussed in
detail in Sec. :17: W e ound that values of acceptable
for the purposes of calculating buk-like properties In rea—
sonably sized system s are as Pllows: < 3 or = 1=3,
< 4 orboth = 1=5and 1=7 respectively.

In order to com pare the energy ofthe isotropic Laugh—
Iin lguid state w ith that of an anisotropic liquid crystal
state, we st need an accurate com putation of the pair
distrdbbution fiinction in tem s of the param eter . For



the anallest ’s, a number of N = 196 electrons was
su cient to give a very accurate pair distrdboution func—
tion, whereas asm any as 400 electrons were used when

-s becam e large as to Induce sizeabl oscillations in the
density. F jgure:g show s results for the pair distribution

function, g (r), forthe: = 1=3,
= 3 tetratic, and = 1=7,
sin ulation involved 4

= 2 nem atic, = 1=5,
= 3 hexatic. Each M C
10 M CS’s and ca. 400 electrons.
F J'gure:_j show s the corresponding static structure factors
S () ocbtained from g(r) using Eq. ‘9).
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FIG.2. Paircorrelation function g(xr) or = 1=3; = 2 (left panel), = 1=5; = 3 (centerpanel), = 1=7; = 3 (dght
panel) . N ote the discrete rotational sym m etry of each state.
v=1/3 v=1/5 v=1UT7
2 2 o 2
5 F
|55 i = » e
i I p L o
A s 0 i B
¥ = o=
= = e —— 1 P
.E:;: 0.5 EI‘.' 0.5 o S.‘ 0.7
2] A “
: lyqy 1 Lyay + lyqy
0 0 0
lygx lygx lygx
FIG.3. Static structure factor S () or = 1=3; = 2 (eft panel), = 1=5; = 3 (centerpanel), = 1=7; = 3 (dght
panel) . N ote the discrete rotational sym m etry of each state.

Since the angleaveraged g (r12) issu cient for the determm ination ofthe energy, we averaged it (@t signi cant savings

In com puter tim ) for various com binations of 1ling factor , and anisotropy param eter . Fjgure:_ﬁi show s som e of
our resuls for 196{400 electrons.
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FIG .4. Anglkaveraged pair correlation function g(r;;) for = 1=3, = 1=5and = 1=7



Atall Iling factorsthat we considered, we noted that
g (r12) changesvery little when param eter isamall 9.
1).0nly orlarmger ’s (¢ 2) sizeable changestake e ect.
In view of this behavior, we anticipate that the energy
di erencesbetw een the isotropic liquid state ( = 0) and
the anisotropic liquid crystalstate w ith am all anisotropy
param eters ( = 1) willbe quite an all. In fact, the calcu—
lation ofenergy di erences betw een these states and the
isotropic state are com parable to the estin ated accuracy
of our energy calculations. However, since the energy
di erences for larger ’s show a de nite tendency n all
cases, we believe that the resultsare, signi cantly reliable
(since the statistical uncertainty on any M C calculation
is system atic, the energy di erences m ay be even m ore
accurate than the absolute energies).

Tables|I, \If and 'TTf present the results for the caloula-

tion of the LLL correlation energies obtained by m eans
ofEgs. d_l-]_;) or C_l-Z_'i), using the angle averaged pair corre—
lation functions (or static structure factors) for the three
di erent form s ofthe interaction potential fora variety of
quasi?D layerwidths [seeEgs. ()]. W hen = 0all
Interaction potentials reduce to the Coulomb potential
and in the case ofthe vy p 5 (r12) potential we note that
b= 15= .Resultsfor ling factors = 1=3,1/5and 1/7
ofthe LLL (for the potentialw; (r12)) are also presented
n Fi. § T he results suggest that, In the LLL, or all
the Interaction potentials under consideration, a uniform
licquid state is energetically m ore favorable than the lig—
uld crystal state. For snall valuesof 2 (O; 2], the
licquid crystal states have an energy only slightly above
the Laughlin liquid states ( = 0), however for larger ’s
this di erence increases.
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FIG.5. Energy di erence between ansiotropic states and the isotropic state ( = 0) E E Eo for lling factors

= 1=3,1/5 and 1/7 in the LLL. T hese resuls correspond to the interaction potentialwi (r;2) and are plotted as function of

the quasi2D layer thickness
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FIG.6. Energy di erence between ansiotropic states and

the isotropic state ( = 0) E E Eo for ling factor
= 1=3 in the second excited valence LL (L = 2). These

resuls correspond to the interaction potential form vy (r12)

and are plotted as function of the quasi2D layer thickness

Sin flar results are obtained in the st excited LL
= 1nhEqg. C_l-l_i), we om it the results for breviy]. For
all form s ofthe Interaction potential considered here, the
correlation energy for anisotropic states is higher, once

again leaving the Laughlin state stable. However, i is
Interesting to note that forthe second excited LL (L = 2)
the situation changes for the nem atic statesat = 1=3
of the valence LL, where anisotropic states becom e en—
ergetically favorable. Tabk iV, show s the results for the

energies, E and energy di erences, E E Eo
(@lso shown in Fjg.:_é) betw een anisotropic states ( € 0)
and the isotropic state ( = 0) for 1ing factor = 1=3

In the second excited LL (L = 2) obtained from poten—
tial vy (r12) (the resuls are quite sin 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
hypemetted-chain HNC) approxin ation [_ig,::l-g‘]

A conclusion can be derived from the above resuls:
generally speaking the isotropic states seem to be en—
ergetically favorable, w ith the exception of the nem atic
state in the second excited LL . T he explanation forthis is
sim ple: in the LLL the electron packets are sin ple gaus—
sians, and i is clear that the best way to m inin ize their
Coulomb repulsion is by placing the vortices responsble
for the CF transform ation i_4,:_5] precisely at the location
of the electron them selves ( = 0). In higher LL’s, the
w avepackets take a m ore \ring-like" shape, and a nite



pem its a m ore optim al distrdbution of charge for the
nem atic case (but not for either the tetratic or hexatic).

V.UNDERLYING CHARGE DENSITY WAVE IN
THE ANISOTROPIC 2DOCP'S

In view ofthe appearance of considerable densiy vari-
ationsin ourM C sim ulations for largervaluesof we in—
vestigated the possible existence of an underlying CDW
for the liquid crystalline states ofEq. Q'_SJ) . For this pur-
pose it is useful to consider, once again, the 2DOCP
analog system . W hereas considerable e ort has been
dedicated (and a consequent vast know ledge has been
achieved) in the past to the treatm ent of the standard
isotropic plasm a (see eg.Refs. [_1@,?5,:_3-2_5,:_3:5]), Iittle has
been pursued for a system w ith anisotropic interactions,
eg.quadrupolar tem s.

C onsider the classical distribution function (ote: in
this section we work in units of the m agnetic length L):

Consider now the potentialV generated by the addi-
tion ofsom e charge (r). Thisw illcause a redistribution
of the particles that form the plasn a, inducing a densiy
change [see the discussion related to the de nition ofthe
pair correlation function, Eq. @)]

Z
ind (£) =

&I oge B 11 B: 18)

T he total charge, In reciprocal space, is therefore given
by eeEq. {@)1:

ot k) =S k) © k); 19)
leading to a total potential:
" TX l #
4 .
e(k)=%(k) 1+ el ke k) 20)

=1

T his result neglects second order corrections in the dis—
tribution finctions and is, therefore, comm only referred

JimF/ eV j where (15)  to asthe theory of linear screening.
A me 1 # Tt is now interesting to investigate whether this po—
vV =2 npg zjt+ i 3 Jj tential allow s for the fom ation of underlying CDW ’s in
i< 3 =1 the 2DOCP. A ssum ing an all variations from a uniform
s state, we allow forthe particle density to vary from point
= wmt to point according to:
2k=1
, )= o+ 100s@ 1); @1)
where, as before, = et , =2 ( =@m 1),
and 2 f1;2;:::; 1)g. This potential energy corre- where q isthe wavevectoroftheCDW and o. The
soonds to an \electrostatic potential® which is solution Ol f] \excess energy" l_lg] per unit area is given by:
ofam odi ed P oisson’s equation " #
. exc 12 s e 1 .
h o 1 i v _1285@ 4,7 ©2)
r’l @l= 4 @+ C ~) +4m o; (16) i 2 < .
=1
It is evident that tlle charge neutrality sum rule
where ~ = (cos jsin ), )/ & Pprg! 0 [16,25,26]) guarantees the elin -
@ J'natjon of the sihgularity at g = 0 leading to screening
(r) = ¢ 1 a7 of the interaction. M ore interesting, however, is the fact
1 ’ that the excess energy becom es negative for a variety of
wavevectorswhen 6 0. Ifwe write Eq. (23) explicitly
and o= 1=@2 m) is a neutralizing density. for the various states considered in this paper:
. 12 s@)
nematic ( = 1=3) : - ——— 1+ 2cos( &)];
2 0
. 12 s@)
tetratic ( =1=5):§T[1+ 2cos( gx)+ 2cos( g)l; 23)
hexatic ( 1=7) lZS(q)[l+2 (o) + 2 [(l + 5)]++2 [(l 5)]]
exa = 1=7) : = cos cos - — cos - — ;
2 & qu 2 ¥ qu 2 ¥

W e can see that the most Inportant con gurations (those that make the potential V mnhimum and max—
In ize their probaijji:y) corresoond to charge density waves with wavevectors In the neighborhood of [_34]

ag= ' lO) lO)g for the nem atic, g= '
£G;0); ( £;0); 3,?—3) Gi i 5ifi 5

£1;1); @
192—§ )g for the hexatic. T his should produce a unidirectional CDW
(@ layered system , or sm ectic) underlying the nem atic, w th a characteristic wavelength

1);C 1;1);( 1; 1)g for the tetratic, and g= '

" 2 ;a square lattice tilted



45 with lattice constant a ’
con gurations during M C sinulations w ith large
predicted above.

p- p-
2 , and a triangular lattice w ith trianglke sidea = 3
's. The characteristic CDW ’s have periods very close to those

. Figure il depicts typical

O ne should note that these underlying CDW ’s are extrem ely soft and uctuations w ill render them nvisble in the
therm odynam ic and ergodic lim its. In our sin ulations, however, their e ects are perceptible (sceeg.Fi. :14') for lJarge
values of the anisotropy param eter because ofphase locking at the boundaries. A detailed study ofthe uctuations

of these CDW ’s w ill be published elsew here [35].
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FIG.7. Typicalelkctron con gurations for a nematic ( = 1=3, = 7, keft panel), tetratic ( = 1=5, = 8, center panel),

and nem atic ( = 1=7,

VI.CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have investigated the possbility of
liuid crystal states in quasitw o-dim ensional electron
system s In strong m agnetic elds. W e considered trans—
lation invariant yet anisotropic states at 1ling factors

= 1=3, 1=5 and 1=7 of the lowest (L. = 0), &rst ex—
cited L = 1) and second excited (L = 2) LL’s. We
found that the anisotropic states posess an underlying
CDW along directors w ith 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) pair correlation fiinction and static
structure factors for these states, which have pemm itted
us to calculate the correlation energies for a variety of
reasonable generalizations of the C oulom b potentialthat
take Into consideration the nite width of the quasi2D
layer. For all states and potentials under consideration

= 10, right panel). N ote the form ation ofa CDW ’s w ith one, two and three di erent directors.

the isotropic Laughlin state is found to be energetically
favorable In the lowest and 1rst excited LL, wherecaswe

nd an instability of the = 1=3 nem atic state in the
second excited LL.
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TABLE I. Correlation energy per particle in the LLL (in
units of = 3) for the liquid crystal BRS) states at 1ling
factor = 1=3 as a function of the anisotropy param eter
and quasi?2D layer width . Three form s of the interaction
potentialwere used. T he three potentials reduce to the stan—
dard Coulom b potential for = 0.

TABLE II. Correlation energy per particle in the LLL (in
units of = }) for the liquid crystal BRS) states at 1ling
factor = 1=5 as a function of the anisotropy param eter
and quasi?D layer width . Three fom s of the interaction
potentialwere used. T he three potentials reduce to the stan—
dard Coulom b potential for = 0.

Interaction Potential: vi (ri2)

Interaction Potential: vi (ri2)

=00 =05| =10 | =15| =20 | =25 | =320 =00 =05 =10 | =15| =20 | =25 | =320
0]-0.4100|-0.3362|-02776|-02327|-0.1973|-0.1700| -0.1485 0]-03274|-02811|-02420|-02094|-0.1825|-0.1603| -0.1419
1|1-04098|-0.3353|-02770|-02319|-0.1970|-0.1698| -0.1483 1|1-03273|-02810|-02419|-02094|-0.1825|-0.1603|-0.1419
21-0.3961|-0.3234|-02681|-02257|-0.1928|-0.1669| -0.1464 21-0.3265|-02803|-0.2413|-02089|-0.1821|-0.1600|-0.1418
3|-0.3608|-02926|-02449|-02093|-0.1817|-0.1597|-0.1418 3|-03121|-02674|-02312|-02014|-0.1767|-0.1563| -0.1392
41-03074|-02435|-02038|-0.1763|-0.1554|-0.1387|-0.1249 41-02775-02362|-02064|-0.1829|-0.1635|-0.1472|-0.1333
Interaction Potential: vz (r12) 5|1-02216(-0.1836|-0.1601|-0.1432|-0.1296|-0.1181|-0.1081
=00 =05| =10 | =15| =20 | =25 | =320 Interaction Potential: v2 (r12)

0]-0.4100(-0.3286|-02598|-0.2107|-0.1760|-0.1507|-0.1315 =00| =05 =10| =15 | =20 | =25 | =30
1|-04098|-0.3277|-02593|-02104|-0.1758|-0.1505|-0.1314 0]1-03274|-02743|-02365|-0.2086|-0.1873|-0.1704| -0.1566
2|1-03961|-03162|-02519|-02058|-0.1727|-0.1483|-0.1297 1|-03273|-02743|-02365|-02086|-0.1873|-0.1704| -0.1566
3(-0.3608|-02859|-02324|-0.1936|-0.1650|-0.1433|-0.1264 21-03265|-02767|-02303|-0.1928|-0.1641|-0.1422|-0.1251
41-03074(-02370|-0.1950|-0.1661|-0.1439|-0.1265|-0.1125 3(-03121|-02639|-02215|-0.1870|-0.1603|-0.1396| -0.1233
Interaction Potential: vzp s (r12) 4|-02775|-02329(-0.1997|-0.1730|-0.1513|-0.1338|-0.1196
=00| =05 =10| =15 | =20 | =25 | =30 5|1-02216(-0.1801|-0.1561|-0.1378|-0.1222|-0.1088|-0.0975

0]-04100(-0.3279|-02748|-02381|-02112|-0.1904|-0.1738 Interaction Potential: vzp s (r12)
1{-0.4098|-0.3270|-02741|-02376|-02107|-0.1900| -0.1735 =00 =05 =10 | =15| =20 | =25 | =30
2|1-03961|-0.3160|-02657|-02310(-02053|-0.1854|-0.1696 -03274|-02743|-02365|-02086|-0.1873|-0.1704| -0.1566
3(-0.3608|-02873|-02439|-02138|-0.1914|-0.1739|-0.1597 -03273|-02743|-02365|-02086|-0.1873|-0.1704| -0.1566
41-03074|-02408|-02054|-0.1813|-0.1633|-0.1491|-0.1375 -0.3265|-02736(-02359|-02082|-0.1869|-0.1701| -0.1563

-03121|-02615|-02265|-02006|-0.1807|-0.1648|-0.1519

-02775|-02324|-02037|-0.1825|-0.1659| -0.1525| -0.1414

G bdlWIN|RF|O

-02216|-0.1819(-0.1598|-0.1439|-0.1313|-0.1211|-0.1124




TABLE III. Correlation energy per particle in the LLL
(in units of &’= 1) for the liquid crystal BRS) states at 1
ing factor = 1=7 as a function of the anisotropy param eter

and quasi?D layer width . Three form s of the interac-
tion potential were used. T he three potentials reduce to the
standard Coulomb potential for = 0.

Interaction Potential: vi (ri2)
=00| =05| =10| =15|=20| =25 |=30
02827|-02491|-02198|-0.1944(-0.1727|-0.1541|-0.1383
-02827|-02491|-02198|-0.1944|-0.1727|-0.1541|-0.1383
-02826|-02491|-02198|-0.1944|-0.1727|-0.1541|-0.1383
-02807|-02473|-02184|-0.1933(-0.1719|-0.1536|-0.1379
-02492|-02185|-0.1945|-0.1745|-0.1573|-0.1425|-0.129%6
-01917|-0.1643|-0.1467|-0.1334(-0.1223|-0.1124|-0.1035
Interaction Potential: v, (ri2)
=00| =05| =10| =15|=20| =25 |=30
-02827|-02470|-02123|-0.1821|-0.1576|-0.1382|-0.1227
-02827|-02470|-02124|-0.1822|-0.1577|-0.1383|-0.1227
-02826|-02470|-02123|-0.1821|-0.1576|-0.1382|-0.1227
-02807|-02452|-02110|-0.1813|-0.1571|-0.1378|-0.1225
02492|02164|-0.1894|-0.1659|-0.1460|-0.1297|-0.1162
-0.1917|-0.1621|-0.1443|-0.1295(-0.1160|-0.1040|-0.0936
Interaction Potential: vz p s (r12)
=00| =05| =10| =15| =20| =25 |=30
-02827|02436|-02141|-0.1914(-0.1735|-0.1591|-0.1471
-02827|-02437|-02141|-0.1915(-0.1736|-0.1591|-0.1472
-02826|02436|-02141|-0.1914(-0.1735|-0.1591|-0.1471
-02807|-02419|-02128|-0.1904|-0.1727|-0.1584|-0.1465
-02492|-02147|-01906|-0.1720(-0.1572|-0.1450|-0.1348
-01917|-01627|-0.1454|-0.1323|-0.1216|-0.1126|-0.1050

gl RO
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TABLE IV. Correlation energy per particke in the second
excited LL, L = 2, (in units of €= 1) for the liquid crys-
tal BRS) states at lling factor = 1=3 as a function of
the anisotropy param eter and quasi?2D layerwidth . The
form vy (r12) for the interaction potentialwas used.

Interaction Potential: v; (ri2) |
=00| =05| =10| =15 =20]| =25 =3:O|
02642|-02139|-0.1872|0.1662|-0.1485|-0.1335 —O.l207|
-02653|02146|-0.1875|-0.1663|-0.1486|-0.1335 —O.l208|
-02693|-02169|-0.1881|-0.1663|-0.1483|-0.1333 —0.1206|
-02708|-02158|-0.1852|-0.1631|-0.1455|-0.1310 —O.ll88|
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