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W e present a detailed theory for �nite-frequency conductivities Re[��� (!)] of quantum Hall

stripes,which form at Landau levelN � 2 close to half�lling,in the presence ofweak G aussian

disorder.W e use an e�ectiveelastic theory to describe thelow-energy dynam icsofthe stripeswith

the dynam icalm atrix being determ ined through m atching the density-density correlation function

obtained in the m icroscopic tim e-dependentHartree-Fock approxim ation. W e then apply replicas

and the G aussian variationalm ethod to dealwith the disorder. W ithin thism ethod,a setofsad-

dle pointequationsforthe retarded selfenergiesare obtained,which are solved num erically to get

Re[��� (!)]. W e �nd a quantum depinning transition as ��,the fractionalpart ofthe �lling fac-

tor,approaches a criticalvalue �� c from below. For �� < �� c,the pinned state is realized in

a replica sym m etry breaking (RSB) solution,and the frequency-dependentconductivities in both

the directions perpendicularand parallelto the stripes show resonantpeaks. These peaksshiftto

zero frequency as �� ! �� c. For �� � �� c,we �nd a partialRSB (PRSB) solution in which

there is RSB perpendicular to the stripes,butreplica sym m etry along the stripes,leading to free

sliding along the stripe direction. The quantum depinning transition is in the K osterlitz-Thouless

universality class.The resultisconsistentwith a previousrenorm alization group analysis.

PACS num bers:73.43.N q,73.43.Lp,73.43.Q t

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

Charge density waves (CDW s) m ay form in m any correlated electronic system s when the Coulom b interaction

dom inatesoverthe kinetic energy.Fora two-dim ensionalelectron gasin a perpendicularm agnetic �eld,the quanti-

zation ofthekineticenergy into Landau levelscan enhancethispossibility1.Each Landau levelishighly degenerate,

with the num ber ofstates equalto the num ber ofm agnetic ux quanta passing through the system . Ifthe �eld

and corresponding degeneracy issu�ciently large,the low-energy physicsofthe system m ay then be dom inated by

electronsin thehighestpartially occupied (N th)Landau level,with the otherelectronsessentially renorm alizing the

e�ectiveCoulom b interaction in thislevel2.In thissituation,thekineticenergy isquenched and thesystem arranges

itselfin orderto m inim izetheinteractions.TheHartree-Fock approxim ation1 predictstheform ation ofCDW ground

states forN � 2. These CDW s evolve from W ignercrystalsto \bubble states"1 as the partialLandau-level�lling

factor�� increases.For�� & 0:4,thebubblestatesgiveway to stripestates(alsocalled unidirectionalCDW s.) This

Hartree-Fock resultiscorroborated by density m atrix renorm alization group calculations3 and exactdiagonalization

studies4. DC transportexperim entsindeed observe highly anisotropic,and apparently m etallic,conductivity5 near

half-�lling ofhigherLandau levels(N � 2).Thisislikely due to the form ation ofstripestates.

Because the stripe state breaks translationalsym m etry in only one direction,it has the sym m etry ofa sm ectic

liquid crystal6,and as in that system supports a set ofgapless phonon m odes7. These m odes are present because

the stripe state lacksany restoring force when a single stripe slideswith respectto the others. In the contextofan

electron system ,thesm ecticstatecan bethoughtofasaself-organized arrayofLuttingerliquids6,8,astateofferm ions

thatdoesnotobey Landau Ferm iliquid theory and (so far)isknown to existonly in one dim ension9. O ne way of

viewing the Luttingerliquid isin term sofa one dim ensionalcrystalthathaslostlong-rangeorderdue to quantum

uctuations10. This idea is easily generalized to the case ofstripes11,and suggests that the low-energy degrees of

freedom for the system m ay be described in term s ofa displacem ent�eld. This willbe the basic language for our

study.

Ithaslong been recognized thatdisordercan pin a CDW and renderitinsulating12,13.(Sim ilarly,Luttingerliquids

m ay be pinned by im purities in spite oftheir liquid-like correlations14.) In this situation,the realpartofthe zero

wavevector,�nite-frequency conductivity ���(!) vanishes as ! ! 0,and has a resonance at higher ! with a peak

(or pinning) frequency and width that are determ ined by the e�ective restoring force due to the disorder12. Such

behaviorhasindeed been observed in high Landau levelsfor�� su�ciently faraway from 1/2 so thatoneexpectsthe

electronstobeorganized intobubblestates15.As�� isincreased,thereisageneraltrend forthepinning frequency to

decrease,eventually becom ing lostin thenoiseasthe�lling factorapproachesthevalueatwhich theDC conductivity

becom esanisotropic and m etallic5. Experim entsto betterresolve the dynam icalconductivity asthe stripe phase is

entered arecurrently underway16.
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A fundam entalquestion thatarisesin thiscontextiswhethertheapparentm etallicbehaviorseen in DC transport

experim ents represents the true zero tem perature behavior in the stripe state. W hile current data suggests the

diagonalconductivities�xx and �yy saturate to �nite valuesatlow tem peratures,presum ably such experim entscan

answerthisfundam entalquestion unam biguously only by reachingsigni�cantly lowertem peraturesthan arecurrently

available.Thepossibility thatnearhalf-�lling the stripesm ay notbefully pinned isextrem ely intriguing because,if

thisisindeed thecase,then theelectronshaveavoided becom ing localized and theresulting anisotropicm etalcannot

bea Ferm iliquid.Thusthisstatecould wellbea higherdim ensionalanalogueofa Luttingerliquid.Developing and

understandingtheresultsofexperim entsbeyondDC transport{suchasm easurem entsofthedynam icalconductivity15

{ then takeon an additionalsigni�cance.

O nepossiblerouteto m etallicbehaviorforthestripesystem could bevia a depinning transition.In principlethis

could happen in a onedim ensionalLuttingerliquid,ifonecould continuously tunetheinteractionsfrom repulsiveto

attractive14.Becausethestripesystem hasa largerparam eterspaceneeded to describeitselasticpropertiesthan the

singlesti�nessthatdescribesa one-dim ensionalsolid (speci�cally,oneneedsto estim atethe dynam icalm atrix along

a line in the Brillouin zone,aswe discussbelow),itispossible to arrive atthisdepinning transition even when the

bareinteraction param etersam ong theelectronsarepurely repulsive11.Thequestion ofwhetherstripesm ay becom e

depinned m ust be answered via a detailed calculation ofthe stripe elasticity,and depending on how one estim ates

this,di�erentanswersarepossible8,17,aswediscussin m oredetailbelow.

In what follows,we willadopt an approach that m odels the quantum Hall(Q H) stripe system as an array of

one dim ensional,quantum disordered solids as shown in Fig.1. W e estim ate the dynam icalm atrix ofthis system

by m atching the elastic theory to the results ofa m icroscopic calculation within the tim e-dependent Hartree-Fock

approxim ation (TDHFA).This approach was taken by som e ofus17 in a perturbative renorm alization group (RG )

calculation,which dem onstrated that a quantum depinning transition can occur as �� ! �� c from below,with

the criticalpartial�lling �� c depending on the detailsofthe system : Landau levelindex,layerthickness,disorder

strength,etc. O ur goalis to com pute the dynam icalconductivity as the system passes through the transition,to

identify signaturesthatwould indicate thatthe system haspassed into an unpinned stripe state. A briefsum m ary

ofourm ajorresultshasbeen published elsewhere18. In thisarticle,we provide detailsofthe calculationsaswellas

som efurtherresults.

O urgeneralapproach to thisproblem isto usereplicas19 and theG aussian variationalm ethod (G VM ),aswas�rst

introduced by M �ezard and Parisiforelasticm anifolds20 and then furtherdeveloped by G iam archiand LeDoussaland

theircoworkersin applicationsto a variety ofcondensed m attersystem s21,22,23,24. In the Q H system s,thism ethod

was used by Chitra etal.24 for pinned W igner crystals in the N = 0 Landau level,and by O rignac and Chitra25

forstripes,in the lattercase using a di�erentsetofapproxim ationsthan usand yielding very di�erentresultsthan

those described below. Because ofthe strong uctuationsinherentin the depinning transition,we have found that

onecannotcorrectly solveforthedynam icalconductivity using the\sem iclassicalapproxim ation"to thesaddlepoint

equations (SPE’s),which we review below,that has given this approach its attractive sim plicity. By relaxing this

approxim ation we willsee that in the depinned state the dynam icalconductivity can have a surprising power-law

frequency dependence,and a discontinuousbehavioratthetransition thatisanalogousto theuniversalsti�nessjum p

that occurs at a K osterlitz-Thouless (K T) transition26. M oreover,we willsee that the solution to the SPE’s that

yield thisbehaviorhavean unusualstructureinvolvingbreakingthereplicasym m etry form otion perpendicularto the

stripes,while preserving itparallelto the stripes.Thispartialreplica sym m etry breaking (PRSB)indicatesthatthe

stripesm ay be pinned forperpendicularm otion while free to slide relativeto oneanother.Thisqualitativebehavior

wasanticipated by the perturbativeRG study17.

Asdiscussed above,when thesystem ispinned thereareresonantpeakswhich appearin �xx and �yy.(W echoose

the x̂ direction to be perpendicular to the stripes,and the ŷ direction to be parallelto it as shown in Fig.1. O f

course,the two diagonalconductivitiesare notthe sam e due to the anisotropy ofthe stripe state.) The peaksdrop

to zero frequency as�� c isapproached from below,with theirweightsincreasing form otion along the stripes,and

decreasingform otion perpendiculartothem .Asthetransition isapproached,theresonancepeaksbecom eincreasingly

asym m etric.Upon crossing the transition,�yy developsa �-function at! = 0,indicating superconducting behavior,

while �xx risesfrom zero asa powerof!.Thisunusualbehaviorisa resultofthe power-law correlationsassociated

with theLuttingerliquid-likebehavioroftheunpinned state.W enotethatour! = 0 resultsarenotconsistentwith

the DC conductivity results seen in experim ents,although prelim inary experim entalresults for �nite frequency do

bear som e resem blance to our predictions16. W e willcom m ent below on what is m issing from our m odelthat we

believeleadsto thisdiscrepancy.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIwereview theprocedurefordeterm ining thedynam icalm atrix in the

elasticm odel.Thisisfollowed by a review in Sec.IIIofthequalitativee�ectsofdisorderwithin theRG analysis.In

Sec.IV,we review the replica and G VM which leadsto a setofsaddle pointequations(SPE’s)forthe selfenergy.

Solutions ofthe SPE’s and the result for the conductivities are presented in Sec.V,focusing on the pinned state

for �� < �� c,and in Sec.VI,which is devoted to the depinned state for �� > �� c. W e discuss the nature of

the depinning transition in Sec.VII,and conclude in Sec.VIII.There arefourappendices:the �rstsum m arizesthe
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Hartree-Fock (HF)and theTDHFA form alism s,theresultofwhich isused fordeterm ination ofthedynam icalm atrix;

the second gives a derivation for the inversion rules needed for hierarchicalm atrices ofthe type dealt with in this

paper;thethird discussesanalyticcontinuation ofthedynam icalconductivity from im aginary tim e to realtim e;and

the forth discussesanotherpossiblesolution to the SPE’sthathasunphysicalproperties.

II. ELA ST IC M O D EL O F Q H ST R IP ES

A . Elastic action

In our approach, low energy distortions from the m ean-�eld state are described by an elastic m odel, with

displacem ent �elds ux (r) and uy (r) representing the e�ective dynam ical variables of the Q H stripes. Fig. 1

shows schem atically the one-dim ensionalarrays m odelling the stripes. They obey single Landau leveldynam ics27

[ux(R );uy(R
0)]= il2B �R ;R 0,where lB =

p
~c=eB isthe m agnetic length. In the pure lim it,the Euclidean action of

the elasticm odelm ay be written as(throughoutthiswork,weusethe unitkB = ~ = 1)

S0 =
1

2T

X

q;!n

X

�;�= x;y

u� (q;!n)G
(0)� 1

��
(q;!n )u� (� q;� !n); (1)

whereT isthe tem perature,!n (= 2�n=T)the bosonicM atsubara frequency,and

G
(0)

��
(q;i!n)=

l4B�
!2n + !2q

�

 
D yy (q)

!n

l2
B

� Dxy (q)

�
!n

l2
B

� Dyx (q) D xx (q)

!

��

(2)

isthe unperturbed G reen’sfunction ofthe displacem ent�eldswith D ��(q)being the dynam icalm atrix and

!q = l
2
B

q
D xx (q)D yy (q)� D2xy (q) (3)

being a generalexpression forphonon m odesofa charged elasticsystem in a strong m agnetic �eld (m agnetophonon

m odes).Asalwaysfora G aussian theory,thecorrelation function m ay beexpressed in term softheG reen’sfunction

via

G
(0)

��
(q;!n)=

Z 1=T

0

d�e
i!n � hT�u� (q;�)u� (� q;0)i

S0

; (4)

where h� � � i
S0

denotes an average over the displacem ent �elds with the usualweighting factor e� S0,and T� is the

im aginary tim e ordering operator.

u  x

u  y

ay

ax

��������
��������
��������
��������
��������
��������

��������
��������
��������
��������
��������
��������

FIG .1: Schem atic diagram ofquasione-dim ensionalarraysm odelling the Q H stripes. The stripes are along the ŷ direction,

and ux and uy are the displacem ent�elds.The shaded area isthe unitcellofthe stripescrystalwith the volum e axay.

Becauseofinversion and reection sym m etries,and the factthatthe dynam icalm atrix elem entsin realspaceare

real,wehave

D �� (q)= D �� (� q); (5)

D xy (q)= D yx (q); (6)

D xy (qx;qy)= � Dxy (� qx;qy)= � Dxy (qx;� qy); (7)
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so thatthe unperturbed G reen’sfunction hasthe sym m etries

G
(0)
�� (q;!n)= G

(0)
�� (� q;!n)= G

(0)
�� (q;� !n)= G

(0)
�� (� q;� !n); (8)

G
(0)
xy (q;!n)= G

(0)
yx (q;� !n); (9)

G
(0)
xy (qx;qy;!n)= G

(0)
xy (� qx;� qy;!n)= � G

(0)
xy (� qx;qy;!n)= � G

(0)
xy (qx;� qy;!n): (10)

To perform quantitativecalculations,itisnecessary to produceestim atesofthedynam icalm atrix elem entsD ��(q)

forthe Q H stripe states.W e do thiswith a m atching procedure thatusesresultsfrom m icroscopic TDHFA com pu-

tations.Below webriey review thism atching procedure.

B . R elation betw een G
(0)

��
(q;!)and guiding-center density-density correlation function

In a classicalm odel,each site ofthe crystalisoccupied by an electron whosechargedensity isspeci�ed by a form

factor f(r) (with
R
drf(r)= 1). In the absence ofany uctuations these electronswilllie on the oblique Bravais

latticeasshown in Fig.1.Fluctuationsaround thisreferencestatearegiven in term softhedisplacem ent�eldsu(R ).

The tim e-dependentelectronicdensity isthen written as

n(r;t)=
X

R

f(r� R � u (R ;t)): (11)

The Fouriertransform ofthisdensity isgiven by

n(q;t)=

Z

dre
� iq� r

n(r;t)� f(q)�q;K � if(q)
p
N sq � u(q); (12)

whereN s isthe num berofcrystalsitesorelectronsand K isa reciprocallattice vector.Theform factorf(r)isreal

and hasinversion sym m etry so thatf(q)isreal.

The factthatthe density uctuationsarerelated to the displacem ent�eld via

�n(q + K ;t)� � if(q + K )
p
N s(q + K )� u(q) (13)

(with q avectorin the�rstBrillouin zoneofthereciprocallattice)im pliesthatwecan relatethedisplacem entG reen’s

function G
(0)

��
(q;!)to the density-density correlation function �

(n;n)

K ;K 0 (q;�)(introduced in Appendix A)through

�
(n;n)

K ;K 0 (q;�)= � Nsf(q + K )f(q + K
0)

h
(q + K )�bG (0)(q;�)�

�
q + K

0
�i
: (14)

Here�
(n;n)

K ;K 0 (q;�)isa quantity thatwecom putein them icroscopicTDHFA
7.In Appendix A,wesum m arizethe HF

and TDHF form alism s. Eq.(A14) there willbe used for the determ ination ofthe dynam icalm atrix. Substituting

Eq.(2)in Eq.(14)yields

�
(n;n)

K ;K 0 (q;i!n)= �
N sl

4
B�

!2n + !2q

�
�

�1 + �2
!n

l2
B

�

f(q + K )f(q + K
0); (15)

with the de�nitions

�1 = � (q + K )�
 !
D (q)� (q + K

0); (16)

and

�2 = (q + K )� (q + K
0): (17)

The two-dim ensionalvectorproductin the lasttwo equationsstandsfora � b = axby � aybx:

The analyticalcontinuation of�
(n;n)

K ;K 0 (q;i!n)in Eq.(15)resultsin

�
(n;n)

K ;K 0 (q;!)= � Nsl
4
B

�
Z

! + i� + !q
�

Z �

! + i� � !q

�

f(q + K )f(q + K
0); (18)
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where

Z =
�1

2!k
� i

�2

2l2
B

: (19)

W e can now request that Eq.(18) be equivalent to Eq.(A14) in Appendix A in order to obtain the dynam ical

m atrix.Thisrequiresthat

�� l4B Z
�
f(q + K )f(q + K

0)= F (q + K )F (q + K
0)W i(q + K ;q + K

0); (20)

where W i(q + K ;q + K 0) is the weight associated with the m agnetophonon frequency "i in the TDHFA response

and �� = N =N ’ is the �lling factor ofthe partially �lled level. The m agnetophonon frequency "i is found,at

sm allwavevector q,by locating the eigenvalue "i ofthe m atrix M de�ned in Eq. (A11) with the biggest weight

W i(q + K ;q + K )in the diagonalresponsefunction �
(n;n)

K ;K
(q;!):

A carefulexam ination showsthat,because !q isgiven by the determ inantofthe m atrix D̂ ,the quantity �1=2!q
is unchanged if allthe com ponents of the dynam icalm atrix are m ultiplied by som e constant. Eq.(20) is thus

indeterm inate.To avoid this,wereplace!q by "i in thisequation.O ur�nalequation isthen

f(q + K )f(q + K
0)
�
l
2
B �1 + i"i�2

�
=

2"i

��l2
B

F (q + K )F (q + K
0)W i(q + K ;q + K

0): (21)

W ith thisequation,wecan determ inethe3com ponentsofthedynam icalm atrix aswellastheform factorsf(q + K ):

C . M atching procedure

At this point, it is worthwhile rem arking that, in the HFA,there is an extrem ely sm allenergy di�erence (of

order10� 6 e2=�lB )between theenergiesofthestripecrystalswith in-phaseand out-of-phasem odulation on adjacent

stripes.Asaresult,them agnetophonon dispersion in theTDHFA hasavery sm allgap in theperpendiculardirection.

This interstripe locking energy is, however,not accessible within our num ericalaccuracy so that our calculated

m agnetophonon dispersion is that appropriate for a sm ectic. In particular,it contains a line ofgapless m odes for

qx 6= 0;qy = 0.Becauseofthisnodalline,we need to �tthe dynam icalm atrix forsm allqy i.e.,forlong wavelengths

along the stripes,and forallvaluesofqx in the Brillouin zone.Indeed,these low-energy m odesplay a crucialrolein

determ ining the e�ectsofboth quantum and therm aluctuationson the system .

W e choose to solve Eq. (21) for the shortest three reciprocallattice vectors: K ;K
0
= (0;0);(0;� Ky0) where

K y0 = 2�=ay with ay being the lattice constant along the stripes direction (see Fig.1). For each q,the TDHFA

calculation providesten independentnum bers,ninein the3� 3 Herm itian m atrix Wi(q + K ;q + K 0)and onein "i.

W e use six ofthem to determ ine D xx,D xy,D yy,and the three realparam etersf(q + K ).The restm ay be used to

check the consistency ofthe num ericalprocedure.The�nalresult17 indicatesthatthe m atching isvery accurate.

A typicalresultforD yy(q)asa function ofqy atsm allqy and qx = K x0=2 isshown in Fig.2. Clearly D yy(q)is

quadratic in qy. Indeed,based on sym m etry considerations7,8,the low energy sectorofD (q) should have the form

forsm allqy:

D xx (q)’ dxx (qx)+ �bq
4
y; (22)

D xy (q)’ dxy (qx)qy; (23)

D yy (q)’ dyy (qx)q
2
y; (24)

where�b isthebending coe�cient.Theabsenceofa quadraticq y term in D xx followsfrom rotationalsym m etry and

isthe m ajordi�erence between a sm ectic and a crystaldynam icalm atrix.In ourcalculation below,we willuse this

sm ectic form ,determ ining dxx (qx),dxy (qx) and dyy (qx) on a grid ofqx points num erically. The �bq
4
y in Eq.(22)

reectsthebending energy ofthestripes.In practice,thisterm m erely playstheroleofhigh-qy cuto� and thus�b is

chosen forconvenienceto be 2 in ournum ericalcalculation.

Inserting Eqs.(22-24)into Eq.(3)yields

!q ’ l
2
B

q
dxx (qx)dyy (qx)� d2xy (qx)qy (25)

forsm allqy.
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q
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0

0.02
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0.08

D
yy

(q
x
=

K
x

0
/2

)

FIG .2: D ynam icalm atrix D yy as a function ofqy at sm allqy and qx = K x0=2. Curves from right to left correspond to

�� = 0:36;0:38;0:4;0:42;0:44;0:46;0:48,respectively.

O ncetheG reen’sfunction hasbeen determ ined,wecan easily com putetheconductivity.Sincetheelectriccurrent

iscarried by the charge,the currentdensity can be expressed as

j(q;�)= ie
du (q;�)

d�
: (26)

The conductivity isthen determ ined by the K ubo form ula to be

��� (!)= �
1

! axay

"Z 1=T

0

d�e
i!n � hj� (q = 0;�)j� (q = 0;0)i

#

i!n ! !+ i0+

= �
e2

axay
i! G

ret
�� (q = 0;!): (27)

whereax isthedistancebetween thecentersoftwoneighboringstripes(seeFig.1).Itiseasy to check thatin thepure

lim it,the electrom agneticresponseofthe system ispurely transverse.Calculating G ret
�� in the presenceofdisorderis

ournext(and indeed m ostim portant)task.

III. Q U A LITA T IV E EFFEC T O F D ISO R D ER

A . M odeling the disorder

W e assum ethatthe disordercan be m odeled asa G aussian random potentialV (r).The disorderaction reads

Sim p =

Z

dr

Z 1=T

0

d� V (r)n(r;�) (28)

whereV (r)hasthe following G aussian distribution function

P (V )= exp

�

�
1

2

Z

dr1

Z

dr2V (r1)�
� 1 (r1 � r2)V (r2)

�

; (29)

with

�(r1 � r2)= V (r1)V (r2)= V
2
0 ax ay � (r� r

0): (30)

Herethe overlinedenotesaverageoverdisorder:

A =

R
D V P (V )A
R
D V P (V )

: (31)
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The electron density operator n(r;�) in Eq.(28) m ust,in order to capture the possibility ofpinning by disorder,

be approxim ated m ore accurately than was needed in the m atching procedure discussed in the preceding section.

Following G iam archiand Le Doussal22,under the assum ption ofsm allr u(r) (which isjusti�ed forweak disorder)

wewrite

n(q;�)’ f(q)

2

4N s � i
p
N sq � u (q;�)+

X

K 6= 0

Z

dre
iK � [r� u(r;� )]� iq� r

3

5 : (32)

This di�ers from our approxim ation in Eq. (12) essentially via the last term which captures the short wavelength

oscillationsin thechargedensity and allowspinning by im purities.In em ploying Eq.32,sinceonly thelastterm can

actually lead to pinning22,wewilldrop the�rsttwo term supon substitution into Eq.28.M oreover,in thereciprocal

lattice sum we retain only the sm allestnon-trivialwavevectors,so thatin whatfollows(unless otherwise speci�ed)P
K 6= 0

really m eanssum overK = (� Kx0;0);(0;� Ky0);(� Kx0;� Ky0),where K x0 = 2�=ax.These sim pli�cations,

we willsee,allow us to com pute the G reen’s function in a relatively straightforward m anner while retaining the

essentialphysicsofpinning so thatourresultsarequalitatively correct.The m ajore�ectofthese approxim ationsis

to replace the softcuto� in wavevectorthatwould enterthrough the form factorwith a hard one in the reciprocal

lattice sum .W ith these approxim ations,the im purity action with which wework is

S
0
im p = n0

Z

drd� V (r)
X

K 6= 0

e
iK � [r� u(r;� )]

; (33)

wheren0 = 1=axay.

B . R eview ofthe R G analysis

Before proceeding with ourreplica analysis,we review the highlightsofthe perturbative RG analysispreviously

undertaken by som e ofus17 to setthe stage forourexpectationsforthe results. In the RG approach,one perform s

m om entum shellintegralsforlarge (absolute valuesof)frequency and qy,rescalesthe lengthsand tim esto keep the

cuto�s�xed,and then exam ineshow the param etersofthe theory evolve underthistransform ation. The powerof

thisapproach isthatitm ay be carried outperturbatively in the disorder,allowing one to avoid the subtletiesthat

arise from the em ploym entofreplicasor otherm ethods needed to handle disorderaverageswhen V (r) rem ains in

the exponent.

AnotherusefulfeatureoftheRG approach isthatitallowsoneto look atthecontributionsto theim purity action

individually.Speci�cally,onem ustm odify Eq.(33)to read

S
0
im p = n0

Z

drd� V (r)
X

K 6= 0

� K (‘)eiK � [r� u(r;� )]
; (34)

wherelisthestandard scalingvariableand � K (‘= 0)= 1.Thebehaviorof� K (‘)isdi�erentdepending on whether

K isparallelorperpendicularto the stripes.ForK parallelto the stripes,one�nds

d� K (‘)

d‘
=

�
1� K

2

�

� K ; (35)

with K increasing forincreasing K ,and taking the value

K =
axl

2
B

ay

X

qx

dqx
dxx (qx)q

dxx (qx)dyy (qx)� d2xy (qx)
� 2; (36)

for K = K y0ŷ,i.e.,for the shortest wavevector parallelto the stripes. The form ofEq.(34) indicates that the

stripescan undergo a quantum phasetransition,from onein which they arepinned form otion parallelto thestripes

(� K = (2�=ay )ŷ relevant)to one in which they areunpinned (� K = (2�=ay )ŷ irrelevant)and freeto slide.Ascan be seen

from Eq.(36),which state the system ends up in depends in detailon the elastic sti�ness ofthe stripes. For the

N = 3 Landau level,using thesam em atching procedureaswedescribed above,itwasfound thatthestripesundergo

a quantum depinning transition around �� � 0:43 forvery weak disorder,with the unpinned state occurring forthe

largervaluesof��.From the form ofEq.(34),onecan seethe depinning occursvia a K T transition 17.

The RG analysisism ore com plicated ifK isperpendicularto the stripes. In thiscase,forany K = (K x;0),the

free energy F � � ln
R
D u exp

�
� S0 � S0im p

�
divergesatlow tem peraturesasT � 2=5 forany ��. Thisindicatesthat
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pinning perpendicular to the stripesisalwaysrelevant.O urinterpretation ofthisisthatthe stripeswillbe trapped

in channels;however,they arestillfree to m ove along the channelsso thatthiswould notspoilthe phase transition

described above.

The perturbative RG thusleadsusto expecta quantum phase transition from a pinned to an unpinned state as

�� increasestowards1/2.W ewillseethatthereplica analysisdiscussed below bearsoutthisexpectation,and gives

resultsvery m uch in harm ony with thoseofthe perturbativeRG .

Before closing this section, we believe it is im portant to point out that di�erent m ethods for estim ating the

dynam icalm atrix D �� willlead to di�erentvaluesofK ,and m ay ultim ately lead to di�erentconclusionsregarding

whetherthereisadepinning transition in thissystem .Speci�cally,calculationsbased on edgestatem odelsforthelow

energy statesofthestripes8,25 lead to estim atesin which thestripesarealwaysin thepinned phaseforall�� 6= 1=2.

This di�erence does not com e as a result ofa fundam entaldi�erence in the assum ed degrees offreedom for the

underlying low-energy m odel;indeed,onem ay show the edgestateand disordered solid m odelscan be m apped onto

one another8,28. The di�erence arisespurely as a result ofthe di�erent estim ates one arrivesat for the dynam ical

m atrix using the two di�erentapproaches.

A convincing argum enthasbeen m ade8 in the contextofthe edge state m odelthatthe stripesshould be in the

pinned state provided the system preservesparticle-hole sym m etry at �� = 1=2. This is not the situation for the

m odelwehaveadopted:by m odeling thestripesasquantum disordered crystals,weassum ethesystem isisom orphic

to one in which the system iscom posed ofpointparticles,which does nothave this sym m etry. This is naturalfor

our starting point,the m odulated stripe HF ground state. These states are highly rem iniscent ofa collection of

electrons in wavepackets,and it is naturalto suppose the low-energy uctuations willconsist ofdisplacem ents of

thesewavepackets.M oreover,theHF groundstatesfrom which westartspontaneously breaksparticle-holesym m etry

at�� = 1=2,arriving ata lowerenergy state than the uniform ,particle-hole sym m etric one. Although the sliding

uctuationsm odify thedensity to onewheretheparticle-holesym m etry breaking m ay notbeim m ediately apparent,

onedoesexpecttoseethebroken sym m etry in paircorrelation functions.Sinceourestim atesofthedynam icalm atrix

elem entsaretaken from thedensity-density responsefunction,which isclosely related tothepaircorrelation function,

itisnotsurprising thatour�nalresultdoesnotrespectthe lim itsetby particle-holesym m etry.

An interesting aspectofourapproach isthatitpredicts,in theclean lim it,thattherewillbetwo sm ecticstates,a

particle-likeone,and a hole-likeone,at�� = 1=2.Thetransition between them asa function of�� willpresum ably

be �rstorder. W hile a directexperim entalcon�rm ation ofthis is di�cult,the predictions we m ake in the present

study {a depinning transition,and a dynam icalconductivity whoseform ischaracteristicofa depinned state{ o�era

falsi�abletestofwhetherthe Q H sm ecticactually breaksparticle-holesym m etry:should experim entsshow thatthe

dynam icalconductivity unam biguously displays behaviorassociated with the depinned state,then it is m ost likely

thatthe Q H sm ectic indeed spontaneously breaksparticle-holesym m etry at�� = 1=2.

IV . B EY O N D P ER T U R B A T IO N T H EO R Y :R EP LIC A S A N D T H E G V M

W hen a perturbation isrelevantin an RG analysis,itisnecessary to develop som em ethod forapproxim ating the

action towhich thesystem isowingin ordertocom putepropertiesofthesystem .Forapinned elasticsystem ,replicas

com bined with the G aussian variationalm ethod (G VM )m akethispossible.In thissection,webriey introducethis

m ethod,and go on to discusssom e aspectsofitsapplication to the stripe system .A fullerdiscussion m ay be found

in Refs.20,21,22,23.

A . B asic equations

The fundam entalidea ofthe G VM is to replace a com plicated action S with a variationalaction Svar that is

quadratic,with coe�cients chosen to best m atch the originalproblem . This is accom plished by m inim izing a free

energy23

Fvar = F0 + T
�
hSi

Svar
� hSvariSvar

�
; (37)

where Svar is the quadratic variationalaction,F0 is the free energy associated with that action,and here h� � � i
Svar

indicatesafunctionalintegraloverdisplacem ents,with Svar asaweighting.Forourproblem ,wewould liketodisorder

averageFvar,adi�culttask becausethedisorderpotentialV entersF var in a com plicated and analytically intractable

way.A standard m ethod fordealingwith thisisthereplicatrick31,in which onecreatesn copiesoftheoriginalaction,

com putesthereplicated partition function Z n ,and then takesthen ! 0 lim it.Theidentity F = lim n! 0 (1� Zn)=n

connectsthe disorder-averaged,replicated partition function to the free energy.In practice,one �rstreplicatesboth

the G aussian variationalfree energy and the originalaction,perform sthe disorderaverageon Z n,and then applies



9

Eq.37 to the resulting replicated e�ective action,taking the n ! 0 lim itonly after�nding the equationsthatcom e

from m inim izing Fvar.

Following thisprogram ,the e�ective replicated action afterdisorderaveraging isde�ned by

exp(� Se�)=
1

R
D V P (V )

Z

D V P (V )exp

(

�

nX

a= 1

h
S
(a)

0 + S
0
(a)

im p

i
)

; (38)

which yields

Se� = S
(e�)

0 + S
(e�)

im p
; (39)

S
(e�)

0 =
1

2T

nX

a= 1

X

q;!n

X

�;�= x;y

u
a
� (q;!n)G

(0)� 1

��
(q;!n )u

a
� (� q;� !n); (40)

S
(e�)

im p ’ � vim p

nX

a;b= 1

Z 1=T

0

d�1

Z 1=T

0

d�2

Z

dr
X

K 6= 0

cos
�
K �

�
u
a(r;�1)� u

b(r;�2)
��
; (41)

where vim p = V 2
0 a

2
xa

2
yn

2
0,and a;b are replica indicesthatrun from 1 to n. In obtaining the lastline ofEq.(41)we

haveneglected som erapidly oscillating term s.

In the pure lim itthe action isdiagonalin the replica indices. Disorderaveraging introducescoupling am ong the

replicasthrough theim purity coupling S
(e�)

im p in Eq.(41).Thiscoupling isnon-G aussian,so wenextapply theG VM .

W e introducethe G aussian variationalaction Svar which takesthe form

Svar =
1

2T

X

q;!n

u
a
� (q;!n)

�
G
� 1
�ab
��

(q;!n)u
b
� (� q;� !n); (42)

whereG ab
�� (q;!n)isthe displacem entG reen’sfunction,

G
ab
�� (q;!n)=

Z 1=T

0

d�


T�u

a
� (q;�)u

b
� (� q;0)

�
Svar

: (43)

Thisquantity isto bedeterm ined through m inim ization ofthefreeenergy.Itisconvenientto writeitin term softhe

bareG reen’sfunction via

�
G
� 1
�ab
��

(q;!n)= G
(0)� 1

��
(q;!n)�ab � �

ab
�� (!n); (44)

where�ab�� (!n)istheelem entofthe variationalself-energy m atrix �̂ (hereand hereafterthe \hat" indicatesthatthe

quantity is a 2� 2 m atrix). Note that there is no q dependence in �̂ because we have chosen our im purity action

to be localin space;this willbecom e clear when we �nd the saddle point equations below. Note also the obvious

sym m etriesG ab = G ba and �ab = �ba.

Substituting S = Se� into Eq.(37)and perform ing the functionalintegrals,one �nds

Fvar = F0 + T

�D
S
(e�)

0

E

Svar

+

D
S
(e�)

im p

E

Svar

� hSvariSvar

�

; (45)

where

F0 = �
1

2
T Trln bG + const:; (46)

D
S
(e�)

0 � Svar

E

Svar

=
1

2

X

q;!n

nX

a;b= 1

X

�;�= x;y

h
G
(0)� 1

��
(q;!n)�ab � (G� 1)ab�� (q;!n)

i
G
ba
��(q;!n); (47)

D
S
(e�)

im p

E

Svar

= �
vim p

T

nX

a;b= 1

X

K 6= 0

Z 1=T

0

d� exp

2

4�
1

2

X

��

K �K � B
ab
�� (�)

3

5 ; (48)

with

B
ab
��(�)=



T�[u

a
�(r;�)� u

b
�(r;0)]

2
�
Svar

= T
X

q;!n

�
G
aa
��(q;!n)+ G

bb
��(q;!n)� 2cos(!n�)G

ab
��(q;!n)

�
: (49)



10

B . Saddle point equations

Equation (37)nextneedsto beextrem ized,which isaccom plished by taking derivativeswith respectto them atrix

elem entsofG ,@Fvar=@Ĝ = 0.Theresulting saddlepointequations(SPE’s)arem osteasily expressed in term softhe

self-energy m atrix as21,22

�
aa
��(!n)= 4vim p

Z 1=T

0

d�

8
<

:
(1� cos!n�)V

0
�� [B

aa(�)]+
X

b6= a

V
0
��

�
B
ab(�)

�
9
=

;
; (50)

�
a(b6= a)

��
(!n)= � 4vim p

Z 1=T

0

d� cos!n� V
0
��

�
B
ab(�)

�
; (51)

where

V
0
��

�
B
ab(�)

�
=
X

K 6= 0

K �K � exp

"

�
1

2

X

��= x;y

K �K �B
ab
��(�)

#

: (52)

It is apparent at this point that the self-energy has no q dependence. M oreover,ifwe assum e that reection

sym m etry forthe stripe system isnotspontaneously broken afterdisorderaveraging,itisclearthatthe solutionsof

interestto Eqs.(50)and (51)willsatisfy �abxy = 0. O urtask willbe to �nd the self-energy m atrix elem entsthatare

diagonalin the spatialindices.

Itisnow convenientto take n ! 0 lim it. In doing so,the replica indicesare taken to be continuousratherthan

integral,and they are taken from running from 1 to n to running from 1 to 0. An im portantaspectoftaking this

lim itisthatoneassum es theself-energy and G reen’sfunction m atricesm ay be written in a \hierarchicalform "19,31.

In the lim itn ! 0 such m atricesarecharacterized by diagonaland o�-diagonalterm s,which m ay be written as

�
aa
�� ! ~��; (53)

�
ab(6= a)
�� ! ��(u); for 0 � u � 1: (54)

Sim ilarly,G aa
��

! eG ��,G
ab(6= a)

��
! G ��(u)(0 � u � 1).Since the disorderpotentialV (r)istim e independent,a fur-

thersim pli�cation one�ndsisthattheo�-diagonalreplica com ponents�
ab(6= a)
�� and G

ab(6= a)

��
are� independent,21,22,24

so that bG (q;!n;u)and �̂(q;!n;u)aredi�erentthan zero only for!n = 0:

bG (q;!n;u)= bG (q;u)�!n ;0; (55)

�̂(!n;u)= �̂(u)�!n ;0: (56)

The SPE’s(50)and (51)now m ay be written as

~��(!n)=

Z 1

0

du��(u)+ 4vim p

Z 1=T

0

d� (1� cos(!n�))V
0
��

h
eB (�)

i
; (57)

��(u)= �
4vim p

T
V
0
�� [B (u)]; (58)

where,from Eq.(49),

eB ��(�)= 2T
X

q;!n

(1� cos(!n�))eG ��(q;!n); (59)

B ��(u)= 2T
X

q

( "
X

!n

eG ��(q;!n)

#

� G��(q;u)

)

= 2T
X

q

8
<

:

h
eG ��(q;!n = 0)� G��(q;u)

i
+

X

!n 6= 0

eG ��(q;!n)

9
=

;
: (60)

Note thatEq.(57)also givesus

~��(!n = 0)=

Z 1

0

du��(u): (61)
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To solve the Eqs.(57)and (58)we m ustknow the relation between eG (!n),G (u)and ~�(!n)and �(u). Eqs.(55)

and (56)indicatethat

eG ��(q;!n 6= 0)=

h
bG (0)� 1(q;!n)� ~̂�(!n)

i� 1

��
: (62)

The quantities
beG (q;!n = 0) and Ĝ (u) are related to ~̂�(!n = 0) and �̂(u) through inversion rules that generalize

the inversion ofan n � n hierarchicalm atrix to the n ! 0 lim it. The inversion rules for a sim ple hierarchical

m atrix are well-known20,31,and their generalization to a situation in which the elem ents ofthe hierarchicalm atrix

are proportionalto the unitm atrix { which would be the case forourm atricesifthe elastic system wereisotropic {

istrivial.However,in ourcase the entriesofthe hierarchicalm atrix are 2� 2 m atriceswith a non-trivialstructure.

M oreover,the perturbative RG indicateswe should expectthe pinning propertiesperpendicularand parallelto the

stripesto bedi�erent,and weneed to generalizetheinversion rulesto allow forthispossibility.W ith som ework,the

m ostgeneralinversion rulesforoursituation can bederived analytically,and wepresentthisderivation in Appendix B.

According to Eq.(B16),the G reen’sfunctionsarerelated to the self-energy by

beG (q;!n = 0)� bG (q;u)=
h
bD (q)� ~̂�(!n = 0)+ �̂(u)

i� 1
+

Z 1

u

dv

h
bD (q)+

h
�̂

i
(v)

i� 1
��̂

0(v)�

h
bD (q)+

h
�̂

i
(v)

i� 1
;

(63)

where �̂0(v)= d�̂(v)=dv,and

h
�̂

i
(u)= u �̂(u)�

Z u

0

dv�̂(v): (64)

O ncewehaveobtained theself-energy,wecan com putethe�nite-frequencyconductivitiesin Eq.(27)byanalytically

continuing to realfrequency in Eq.(62),so that

eG ret
��(q;! 6= 0) =

�
bG (0)� 1

ret (q;!)� ~̂�
ret

(!)

�� 1

��

: (65)

Inserting Eq.(65)into Eq.(27)wearriveatthe longitudinalconductivity

��� (!)=
e2

axay

i!~�ret�� (!)

~�retx (!)~�rety (!)� !2=l4
B

; (66)

where �� = y(x)for� = x(y).

To obtain ~�ret� (!),we analytically continue Eq.(57). As shown in Appendix C,this results in the equation (for

T = 0)

~�ret� (!)= e� � 4vim p

X

K 6= 0

K
2
�

Z 1

0

dt(ei!t� 1)Im [I(t;Kx)I(t;K y)]; (67)

where

I(t;K �)= exp

"

�
K 2

�

�

Z 1

0

dfA �(f)
�
1� e

itf
�
#

; (68)

A �(f)=
X

q

Im

h
eG ret
��(q;f)

i
; (69)

e� = ~�ret� (0+ )=

Z 1

0

du��(u)� 4vim p

X

K 6= 0

K
2
�

Z 1

0

dtIm [I(t;K x)I(t;K y)]

� 2vim p

X

K 6= 0

K
2
�

Z 1=T

0

d� exp

"

�
1

2

X

�= x;y

K
2
�
eB ��(�)

#

: (70)

As we proceed with our analysis,it is helpfulto keep in m ind that A �(f) is a spectralfunction,and that e� 6= 0

isan energy o�setthatin a pinned state opensa gap in the phonon spectrum ,asdiscussed m ore fully below. Note
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also thatEq.(67)indicatesthat ~�ret� (!)ateach ! pointdependson the whole spectrum ofA �(f),and thiswillbe

com plicationsthatforthisanalysiscannotbe avoided,asisthe case forotherpinned system s21,22. Since quantum

uctuationsplay a crucialrolein thissystem ,itisusefulforusto de�ne e�ectiveDebye-W allerfactorsvia

W (K )=
1

�

X

�= x;y

K
2
�

Z 1

0

dfA �(f): (71)

These quantities are a m easure ofthe m ean square displacem ents in units ofthe lattice constants,and when large

they indicate that quantum uctuations cannot be ignored in com puting the dynam icalconductivity. Clearly this

willbethecasein thevicinity ofthequantum depinning transition.O n theotherhand,ifW (K )aresm allforallK ,

one m ay expand the exponentialfunction on the right-hand side ofEq.(68)and keep only the leading orderterm .

Eqs.(67)then becom e greatly sim pli�ed,taking the form

~�ret� (!)= e� + 2vim p

X

K 6= 0

K
2
�

X

�= x;y

K
2
�

X

q

h
~G ret
��(q;!)�

~G ret
��(q;! = 0+ )

i
: (72)

Thisiscalled the sem iclassicalapproxim ation (SCA)21,22,and itpresentsa powerfulsim pli�cation when itisvalid.

In particularone seesthatEq.(72)islocalin the frequency,so that ~�ret� (!)m ay be determ ined one frequency ata

tim e. Unfortunately,the SCA isnotvalid in ourpresentproblem ,and we are forced to solving the fullSPE’s(67)

num erically. W e willsee howeverthatthe solutionshave severalinteresting propertiesthatgive clearsignaturesof

the depinned phaseand the transition leading to it.

C . R eplica sym m etric (R S) solution vs replica sym m etry breaking (R SB ) solution

Eq.(67)showsthatthe replica diagonalselfenergy ~�ret� (!)dependson the o�-diagonalterm s��(u)through the

constantse�.Itisinstructiveto�rstexam inethepossiblestructureof��(u).If��(u)isaconstantin u,thesym m etry

ofperm utation ofthe replica indicesiskeptand the solution is\replica sym m etric" (RS).O n the otherhand,when

��(u)varieswith u,the solution displaysreplica sym m etry breaking (RSB).

Form any low-dim ensionalsystem s(d � 2),the appropriatesolution to the SPE’sisoftheRSB type.O ften there

is a sim ple \one-step RSB" solution,with �(u) piecewise constant,but stepping up or down at a single point uc
(0 < uc < 1). Itfollowsfrom Eq.(64)that[��](uc)6= 0 in the RSB state. O n the otherhand,[��](uc)= 0 forthe

RS solution.

Following Refs.21 and 23,one can establish a closerelation between [��](uc)and e�.By m aking use of[��](uc),

Eq.(57)can be rewritten as

~��(!n 6= 0)= [��](uc)� 4vim p

Z 1=T

0

d� (1� cos(!n�))

n
V
0
�� [

eB (�)]� V
0
�� [B (uc)]

o
: (73)

Here,substituting V 0
�� [B (uc)]from V 0

��

h
eB (�)

i
guaranteesthatasT ! 0 the second term ofthe right-hand side of

Eq.(73)vanishesat!n ! 0.Com paring Eqs.(73)and (67)one im m ediately concludesthat

e� = � [��](uc): (74)

So e� = 0 in the RS state and e� 6= 0 in the RSB state. The two constants ex and ey have signi�cant physical

m eanings.They m ay be regarded asa m easure ofthe strength ofpinning by the disorderpotentialand are roughly

speaking proportionalto thegap in thelow-energy m agnetophonon m odes.Ife� = 0,thephonon spectrum isgapless

atq = 0 indicating the system can slide asa whole withoutenergy cost,and isnotpinned. Thusan RS solution is

expected in the unpinned state.Ife� 6= 0 asin the RSB solution,a gap opensup in the low-energy m agnetophonon

m odes,uniform sliding cannotbe achieved atzero energy,and the system ispinned by disorder.

W e willshow in Sec.V thatfor�� < �� c,both ex and ey are nonzero and the stripesare thusfully pinned. As

�� ! �� c,ey ! 0,indicating a quantum depinning transition. The solution to the SPE’sis RS form otion along

thestripesbutRSB form otion perpendicularto thestripes.W ecallthistypeofsolution to theSPE’sa partialRSB

state.Thedetailed behaviorofthe system in thisstatewillbe explored in Sec.VI.

V . R ESU LT S FO R P IN N ED STA T E:R SB SO LU T IO N

W ebegin by exam ining solutionsoftheSPE’sforwhich theQ H stripesarefully pinned by disorder.According to

theRG resultreviewed in Sec.IIIB,thiscorrespondsto �� < �� c in which thedisorderisrelevant.In thiscaseboth
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ex and ey arenonzero.W e begin by discussing constraintson ex and ey which determ inetheirvalues,allowing usto

solvethe SPE’swithoutexplicitly solving for��(u)and ~��.W e then presentnum ericalresultsforthe conductivity.

A . T w o constraints for ex and ey

TheSPE’s(67)becom ea setofclosed equationsifex and ey areknown.Form ally,ex and ey need to bedeterm ined

self-consistently by solving Eq.(58). The SPE’s in fact have a fam ily of solutions (param eterized by uc), and

determ ining which isbestgenerically would be determ ined by m inim ization ofthe free energy.In the caseofspatial

dim ension d > 2,uc determ ined this way leadsto Re[�(!)]� !2 atsm all!. Thisisconsistentwith argum entsby

M ottaswellassom e exactsolutions29 (up to a logarithm iccorrection).However,ford � 2,thisapproach can yield

an unphysicalresultin which,in thepinned state,theconductivity showsa truegap:Re[� (!)]vanishesbelow som e

gap frequency. Alternatively,one m ay im pose the condition Re[�(!)]� !2 atsm all!. Itis known thatthe doing

so generatesan equation thatm ay be understood asim posing a m arginalstability on the so-called replicon m ode21.

Although thispointisnotfully understood,itisa com m on procedurethatleadsto physically reasonableresults,and

we willadoptitby im posing the condition Re[��� (!)]� !2 atsm all! in the pinned state. From Eq.(66),thisis

equivalentto Im [�ret� (!)]� !. Note thatthisguaranteesthe m agnetophonon m ode density ofstate vanishesatzero

frequency,asoneshould expectfora pinned system .

To obtain the explicit condition leading to Im [�ret� (!)]� !,we expand the SPE’s,Eqs.(67),for sm all-!. The

integralovertnow isdom inated by the large tregion. Therefore,the term
R1
0

dfA �(f)e
ift in the argum entofthe

exponentialfunction in Eq.(68)m ustbe sm alldue to the rapidly oscillating natureofeift,leading to

I(t;K x)I(t;K y)’ e
� W (K )

"

1+
1

�

X

�= x;y

K
2
�

Z 1

0

dfA �(f)e
itf

#

: (75)

The SPE’s(67)atsm all! becom e

~�ret� (!)’ e� + 2
X

K 6= 0

v(K )K 2
�

X

�= x;y

K
2
�

X

q

h
~G ret
��(q;!)�

~G ret
��(q;! = 0+ )

i
; (76)

wherev(K )= vim pe
� W (K ).Thisisvery sim ilarto theSPEs(72)within theSCA exceptthatvim p in Eq.(72)isnow

replaced by v(K ). Apparently,when W (K )� 1 the sem iclassicalapproxim ation is valid,and Eq.(76)reduces to

Eq.(72).

Atsm all!,wewrite

Re

h
~�ret�

i
’ e�; (77)

Im

h
~�ret�

i
’ ��!; (78)

and correspondingly
P

q
~G ret
��(q;!) ’ G �0 +

P
�= x;y

g����!. The condition for nonvanishing �� from Eq.(76)

becom es

(Uxx � 1)(Uyy � 1)� UyxUxy = 0; (79)

where

U�� = 2
X

K 6= 0

K
2
� v(K )

X

�= x;y

K
2
�g��: (80)

Eq.(79)isour�rstconstraintforex and ey.

The second constraintfollowsfrom the assum ption ofa one-step RSB solution in which ��(u < uc)= 0.Eqs.(74)

and (64)im m ediately yield

e� = � uc�� (uc): (81)

Inserting Eq.(81)into Eq.(63)and noting �0�(v)= 0 forv � uc weget

beG (q;n = 0)� bG (q;uc)=
h
bD (q)+ ê

i� 1
; (82)
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where the elem entsofthe m atrix ê are e�� = e����. Substituting Eq.(82)in (60)and m aking use of eG ��(q;!n !

0)=

h
bD (q)+ ê

i� 1

��
resultsin the equation

B ��(uc)=
2

�

Z 1

0

dfA �(f); (83)

which can be inserted in Eq.(58)to give

��(uc)=
4vim p

T

X

K 6= 0

K
2
�e

� W (K )
: (84)

Eqs.(84)and (81)lead to theratio

ey

ex
=

P
K 6= 0

K 2
y e

� W (K )

P
K 6= 0

K 2
x e

� W (K )
: (85)

Thisshowsthatthe pinning ofthe stripeswillgenerically be anisotropic,and servesasoursecond constraintfore�.

The appearance ofthe Debye-W allerfactorsW (K )in Eq.(85)hasa signi�cantim pact: they are responsible for

thechangeofbehaviorin ~�ret� (!)acrossthedepinning transition.Asweshallsee,wheneverK y 6= 0,W (K )increases

as�� ! �� c from below,and iteventually divergesat�� c leading to a suppression ofey. W e willdiscussthisin

detailbelow.W e stressthatthisbehaviorcannotbe captured by the sem iclassicalapproxim ation.

B . N um ericalresults

W e are now in a position to solve the problem num erically. For a given pair ofex and ey,we use an iterative

m ethod to solve for ~�ret� (!) from the SPE’s (67). (Typically 20-30 iterations lead to a good convergence.) The

com puted ~�ret� (!)are then inserted in the two constraintequations(79)and (85)to generate new valuesofe�,and

the entireprocessisrepeated untilwereach self-consistency.W e work in theN = 3 Landau level,although di�erent

Landau indicesshould givesim ilarresults.Allourcalculationsare obtained fora disorderlevelvim p = 0:0005e4=l2B .

This is likely to be som ewhat larger than experim entalvalues,but we choose it for num ericalconvenience30. W e

do notexpectourresultsto qualitatively change forsm allerdisorderstrengths. W e note thatthe bending term in

Eq.(22)plays an im portant role ofelim inating an arti�cialultravioletdivergence at large qy,but beyond this has

littlee�ect.W echoose�b = 2 forallthe�llingssincethisleadsto a relatively fastconvergenceoftheSPE’s,although

webelieve the valueshould be som ewhatsm aller(oforder1).

0.36 0.38 0.4 0.42 0.44 0.46
∆ν

0

0.01

0

0.002

Ωpx

Ωpy

ey

ex

(a)

(b)

FIG .3:(a)Constantsex and ey in unitsofe
2
=l

3
B ,and (b)peak positions
 px and 
 py in unitsofe

2
=lB ,asfunctionsof�� in

the pinned state.
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Resultsforex and ey asfunctionsofthepartial�lling in thepinned stateareshown in Fig.3 (a).Thequantity ex
isa weak function of��,butey decreaseswith increasing ��,and eventually vanishesat�� = �� c ’ 0:459.Thisis

theconsequenceofa divergencein W (K x;K y 6= 0)at�� = �� c.Note�� c issom ewhatlargerthan whatwasfound

in theperturbativeRG 17.Thisisdueto thenon-vanishing disorderstrength;asvim p decreases,�� c decreasesto the

valuefound in Ref.17.

The dynam icalconductivities perpendicularto the stripesin a pinned (RSB)phase are presented in Fig.4. For

�� wellbelow �� c � 0:459,Re[�xx (!)]hasa pinning peak whoselineshape isqualitatively sim ilarto whatisfound

using the SCA.24.The prom inentbehaviorvisible in Fig.4 isa m onotonic decrease ofthe peak frequency 
px with

growing��,and itseventualcollapseasthedepinning transition isapproached.Thepeak frequency behaviorism ore

clearly shown in Fig.3 (b). Notice the lineshape becom es increasingly asym m etric asthe transition isapproached.

Experim entalobservationsso farseem to be consistentwith this15,16.

0 0.01 0.02 0.03
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B
 /e
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R
e

[σ
xx

] 
/e

2

∆ν=0.36
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0.42

0.44
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FIG .4: Realpart ofconductivity perpendicular to the stripes as a function offrequency in the pinned (RSB) state. The

disorderstrength vim p = 0:0005e
4
=l

2
B isused.Allcurvesstartfrom Re[�xx (!)]= 0 at! = 0,and curvesexceptfor�� = 0:36

are lifted upward forclarity.

The realpartofthe conductivity along the stripesRe[�yy (!)]isshown in Fig.5.Italso presentsa pinning peak

whosefrequency 
py fallsdown with increasing �� asshown in Fig.3 (b).Butthe observed peak lineshapeism ore

interesting than that ofRe[�xx (!)]. Below the peak frequency 
py,in the range ey < ! < 
py the conductivity

appears to tend toward a non-vanishing value when �� is su�ciently below �� c;only for ! wellbelow this range

does one �nd Re[�yy(!)]decreasing. The reason for this is that the quantity ey turns out to be rather sm all[as

shown in Fig.3 (a)]due to a large Debye-W allerfactor,and in thisfrequency range the system displaysa behavior

sim ilarto an incoherentm etalresponse32.W e discussthisin m oredetailforthe depinned (PRSB)phasebelow.For

! � ey,Re[�yy(!)]vanishesquadratically with ! (notvisible on the scale ofFig.5),asrequired fora pinned state.

As�� ! �� c,we eventually reach a situation in which ey and 
py are ofsim ilarorder,in which case the pinning

peak sharpensand growsquitelarge.Thispeak continuously evolvesinto a�-function atzerofrequency asthesystem

entersinto the PRSB state,so thatthe transition from pinned to depinned behaviorisvery continuous.

Interestingly,asshown in Fig.3,ey ! 0 governsthe vanishing ofboth 
px and 
py.To understand this,wenote

thatthere are two gaplesscollective m odesin the absence ofthe m agnetic �eld;the m agnetic �eld m ixesthem into

two otherm odes,oneofwhich isata high value(orderof~!c),leaving theother(m agnetophonon)m odeastheonly

gaplessone.Itisthissingle m ode thatrespondsto the electric �eld,albeitin an anisotropicm annerin the x̂ and ŷ

directions. Technically,at! � 
px;
py,�
ret
� (!)obeysEqs.(77-78),and the longitudinalconductivitiesin Eq.(66)

becom e

Re[��� (!)]’
e2

axay
!
2
e��(ex�y + ey�x)+ ���

�
(1+ �x�y)!

2 � exey)
�

[(1+ �x�y)!
2 � exey]

2
+ !2 [ex�y + ey�x]

2
: (86)

From thiswecan extract


px � 
py �

r
exey

1+ �x�y
: (87)
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FIG .5:Realpartofconductivity along thestripesasa function offrequency in thepinned (RSB)state.Thevim p isthesam e

asin Fig.4.Curvesfrom rightto leftcorrespond to �� = 0:36;0:38;0:4;0:42;0:43;0:44;0:45;0:452;0:454,respectively.

V I. R ESU LT S FO R D EP IN N ED STA T E:PA R T IA L R SB (P R SB ) SO LU T IO N

For�� � �� c the state ischaracterized by ex 6= 0 butey = 0. Asdiscussed in Sec.IV.C,this correspondsto a

RSB solution for�x(u)buta RS solution for�y(u).W e callthisthe PRSB state.Thisstate hasvariousinteresting

propertiesthatwewillpresentbelow.

A . Pow er law behavior for ~�rety (!)

From the results ofthe perturbative RG ,we expect the stripes to rem ain pinned for m otion in the x̂ direction

even asthe stripesbecom edepinned form otion in the ŷ direction.W ethereforeassum ethatin the PRSB state,the

sm all-! asym ptoticbehaviorof~�retx (!)rem ainsthesam easthatin theRSB state[Eqs.(77-78)],and thisturnsoutto

yield a self-consistentsolution.However,~�rety (!)isqualitatively di�erentin thedepinned state.To seethisexplicitly

weexam inethe SPEs(67)for ~�rety (!),

~�rety (!)= � 4vim p

�

2K 2
y0

Z 1

0

dt
�
e
i!t

� 1
�
Im [I(t;K y0)]+ 4K 2

y0

Z 1

0

dt(ei!t� 1)Im [I(t;Ky0)I(t;K x0)]

�

: (88)

There is a self-consistent solution for this equation in which ~�rety (!) has an anom alous power law behavior at low

frequencies,

Re

h
~�rety (!)

i
’ �y!

2
; (89)

Im

h
~�rety (!)

i
’ �y!

+ 1
: (90)

Thissolution isonly valid when

 � 1; (91)

where isde�ned in Eq.(96)below.Notethatatsm all!,~�rety (!)isdom inated by large-tbehavioroftheintegrands

in Eq.(88),and thisin turn dependson sm all-f asym ptoticsofA �(f)
�
1� eitf

�
in I(t;K �0)[see Eq.(68)].M aking

use ofEqs.(77-78) and (89-90),and ofthe sm ectic form ofthe dynam icalm atrix bD (q) in Eqs.(22-24) (with the

bending term neglected),weobtain

A y(f)’
axay

(2�)2

Z

dqx [dxx(qx)� ex]Im

"Z 1

� 1

dqy

gx(qx)q
2
y � (1+ �y)(f + i0+ )

2

#

’
�cv

f
; (92)
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where

gx(qx)= (1+ �y)
�
[dxx(qx)� ex]dyy(qx)� d

2
xy(qx)

	
; (93)

and

cv =
axayl

2
B

(2�)2

Z

dqx
dxx � exp
gx(qx)

: (94)

The quantity A y bears a singular 1=f term which is responsible for the unusualfeature of ~�rety (!). In contrast,

A x(f) can be easily shown to converge to a constant at sm allf. Therefore,in Eq.(88),the large t behavior of

I(t;K y0)I(t;K x0)isdom inated by I(t;K y0),and thetwo term swithin thebraceshavequalitatively thesam esm all-!

behavior.Substituting Eq.(92)in Eq.(68)leadsto

I(t;K y0)� (1+ it�!)
+ 2

; (95)

where

 =
K 2

y0cv

�
� 2: (96)

Here�! isa high-energy cuto� oforderthem agnetophonon band width.Inserting Eq.(95)into Eq.(88)and keeping

only the leading-order term s in ! we produce Eqs.(89-90) provided Eq. (91) is m et. For larger values of,the

solution isnotself-consistent,and one m ustrevertto the fullRSB (pinned)solution.

Equations (89-91) are the criteria for the existence ofa PRSB solution. The inequality (91) de�nes a critical

value c = 1.Since  in Eq.(96)increasesm onotonically with ��,thiscriticalvalue correspondsto a critical�lling

�� c. O ur num ericalresult shown below in Sec.VI C indicates that �� c obtained this way m atches nicely with

the critical�lling de�ned in the RSB state through the collapse ofthe pinning peaks. O ne can also see thatin the

vanishing disorderlim it(ex;�y ! 0), reducesto 0 de�ned in Eq.(36)thatoccursin the RG ow equation (34),

and the condition (91) m atches the RG condition for the irrelevance ofthe disorder. Technically,the reason these

coincideoriginatesfrom thesim ilarwaysin which theG reen’sfunction entersin theSPE (88)and in thecalculation

ofthe scaling dim ension ofthe im purity term in the RG analysis. The m inor di�erence is that the G VM includes

the renorm alization ofthe G reen’sfunction by disorder,while the RG analysis,being perturbative,usesthe G reen’s

function forthe pure system .

In both the RSB and the PRSB states,Im

h
~�rety (!)

i
showspower-law behaviorIm

h
~�rety (!)

i
� !�y [Eqs.(78)and

(90)],although theexponentis�xed at1fortheRSB state.Plotting�y asafunction ofthepartial�llingin Fig.6(a),

we see that�y jum ps from 1 in the RSB state to 2 in the PRSB state. Thisjum p arisesfrom an underlying jum p

in the low-frequency exponentin Re

h
~�rety (!)

i
(from 0 in the RSB state[Eq.(77)]to 2 in the PRSB state[Eq.(89)]).

Such jum psaretypicalfora K T-typephasetransition.In thenextsubsection wewillshow thecorresponding jum ps

in the low-frequency exponentsin conductivities.

B . A nom alous low -frequency exponents for conductivities

The unusuallow-frequency exponents of ~�rety (!) directly a�ect the low-frequency behavior ofthe conductivities.

Inserting Eqs.(77-78)and (89-90)in Eq.(66)we�nd thatatsm all!,

Re[�yy(!)]’ e
2
�
sy0 �(!)+ sy1!

� 2 + sy2
�
; (97)

Re[�xx(!)]’ e
2
�
sx1 !

 + sx2 !
2
�
; (98)

where sy0 = ��ex=2(1� ex�y),sy1 = e2x�y��=2�,sy2 = �x(1 + ex�y)��=2�,sx1 = �y(1 + ex�y)��=2�,sx2 =

�2y�x��=2�. The m ostsigni�cantfeature in Re[� yy(!)]lies in the � peak at! = 034. Physically,this m eans that

the PRSB phase is a superconducting state,and the system m anages to �nd an e�ective free path to slide along

the stripes. By contrast,Re[�xx(! ! 0)]= 0,im plying the system is insulating for m otion perpendicular to the

stripes. Thissuggeststhatthe PRSB state hasin�nite anisotropy in the DC conductivity. Thisisnotobserved in

DC transportexperim ents5,and we com m entin Sec.VIIIon whatism issing from ourm odelthatwe believesleads

to thisdiscrepancy.

Theothertwoterm sin Eq.(97)and theterm sin Eq.(98)im ply an incoherentcontribution at! 6= 0.Interestingly,

these term s com pete with each other in determ ining the low-frequency exponents ofthe conductivities,leading to
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FIG .6: Low-frequency exponents (a) � y ofIm
�
�
ret
y

�
,and (b) �x ofRe[�xx (!)]and �y ofRe[�yy (!)],as functions ofthe

partial�lling��.v im p isthesam easin Fig.4.�� c ’ 0:459 m arksthequantum depinningtransition pointand �� 0

c corresponds

to the second transition pointat which the system changesits behaviorfrom divergentas ! ! 0 to m etallic. Circles are the

num ericalresult.

a second transition. For 1 �  < 2,the second term in Eq.(97) and the �rst term in Eq.(98) dom inate,so that

Re[�yy(!)]� !� (2� ) which diverges as ! ! 035. This is a very unusual�nite frequency response,which arises

from the form ofthe G reen’sfunction in the PRSB state and so appearsto be speci�c to thissystem justafterthe

depinning transition. The response perpendicularto the stripesisinsulating butalso anom alous,Re[�xx (!)]� !

with  non-integer.Since  increaseswith the �lling ��,the low-frequency exponentsofRe[�yy(!)]and Re[�xx(!)]

evolve (continuously)from �� c (forwhich  = 1)to a second critical�lling �� 0
c (forwhich  = 2). As�� further

increasesfrom �� 0
c, becom eslargerthan 2,and thethird term in Eq.(97)and thesecond term in Eq.(98)dom inate

the low frequency behavior. Consequently,Re[�yy(!)]� const:forsm allbutnon-vanishing !,which is a standard

�nite frequency response for a superconductor,som etim es called \incoherent m etallic behavior"32. Furtherm ore,

Re[�xx (!)]� !2 which issim ilarto the behaviorin the fully pinned state. Thus,at�� 0
c,the system experiencesa

second transition in which the �nite-frequency behaviorofthe stripeschanges. The conductivitiesthushave a very

unusuallow-frequency behaviorfora sm allwindow of�lling factors,�� c < �� < �� 0
c. Interestingly,such changes

in power-law behavior above a K T transition is known to occur in other contexts36. The qualitative result ofthe

low-frequency exponents�� ofRe[��� (!)]discussed here can be seen in Fig.6 (b). The num ericalvalues of�� c

and �� 0
c forourcalculationswillbe discussed in the nextsubsection.Asalso shown in Fig.6 (b),both �x and �y

jum p atthe depinning transition point�� c.

In practice,the visibility ofthe variousterm sin Eqs.(97)and (98)dependson the relativesizeofthe coe�cients

ofeach term ,which wediscussin the nextsubsection.

C . C onstraint for ex and num ericalresult for the conductivities

To obtain quantitative results for the conductivities in the PRSB state,we need to num erically solve the SPEs

(Eqs.67)togetherwith theconstraintforex.Thisconstraintcan beobtained,undertheassum ption oftheexistence

oflinear-! term in ~�retx (!)atsm all!,from the �rstconstraintEq.(79)in the pinned state by exam ining the lim it

ey ! 0.Itiseasy to �nd thatgxx � const:,gxy � jeyj
1=2,and gyy � jeyj

3=2.O n the otherhand,e� W (� K x 0;0) tends

to a non-vanishing constantasey ! 0,while both e� W (0;� K y0) and e� W (� K x 0;� K y0) scale as jeyj
� (+ 2)=2,where 

wasde�ned in Eq.(96).Plugging these into Eq.(80)yieldsU xx � const:,Uxy � jeyj
� 1=2,Uyx � jeyj

(+ 1)=2,and

Uyy � jeyj
(� 1)=2

: (99)

Eq.(79)thusbecom es

(Uxx � 1)

�
c0jeyj

(� 1)=2
� 1

�
� jeyj

=2
; (100)
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(0)
c in the pure lim it,respectively.

�� e x �x �y �y sy1 sy2 sx1 sx2

0.46 -0.0037 2.26 0.68 2.2 2.2e-6 0.165 0.161 0.076

0.463 -0.0037 1.96 0.34 2.6 2.6e-6 0.143 0.192 0.016

0.466 -0.0037 1.98 0.18 2.9 2.9e-6 0.146 0.215 0.0049

0.47 -0.0035 1.97 0.10 3.4 3.1e-6 0.147 0.252 0.0014

0.48 -0.0034 1.85 0.02 5.0 4.4e-6 0.141 0.382 4e-5

TABLE I:Tableofthecoe�cientsoftheleading orderterm softheselfenergy and conductivitiesin thePRSB stateatvarious

�lling.

where c0 isa constantwhose precise value isirrelevantforourdiscussion. In the PRSB state, > 1 and ey = 0,so

thatthe constraintbecom es

Uxx � 1 = 0: (101)

In Appendix D,we discussanotherway ofsatisfying Eq.(100)which leadsto an unphysicalsolution.

W e have carried out num erical calculations of the exponents and conductivities for the �llings �� =

0:46;0:463;0:466;0:47;0:48,allofwhich arein thePRSB state.Resultsfor areshown assquaresin Fig.7.Clearly,

 increases m onotonically with �lling factor. Notice that  at �� = 0:46 is very close to the criticalvalue 1,and

by an extrapolation we conclude that �� c ’ 0:459. By com paring with Fig.3 in the RSB state,we �nd that �� c

agreeswith thatfrom the RSB state,yielding a non-trivialcheck on ournum erics.In Fig.7 wealso plot0 (circles)

which iscom puted from Eq.(36)in thepurelim it.Thecritical0 resultsin a critical�lling atthevanishing disorder

lim it ��
(0)
c ’ 0:432. The result of�� c > ��

(0)
c reects the fact that a stronger disorder strength m akes pinning

m ore likely and so increases �� c. As we m entioned before,the disorder levelwe choose is m ost likely larger than

theexperim entalsituation.W eexpectthatin theexperim entalparam eterregim ethecritical�lling forthequantum

depinning transition forN = 3 issom evaluebetween 0:432 and 0:459.

The num erically com puted valuesof�y,�x and �y areshown ascirclesin Fig.(6).W e �nd �� 0
c ’ 0:467.

O urnum ericalresultalso con�rm sthe low-energy behaviorofthe self-energy Eqs.(77-78)and (89-90).In Tab.1,

we present the coe�cients ofthe leading term s ofthe selfenergy. It is clear that e x is nearly a constant,and �x
and �y are also m oderate functionsof��. But� y increasesdrastically as�� approaches�� c from above.W e will

com m enton thisin Sec.VII.

It is im portantto note thatthe coe�cients we �nd fors y1 are num erically very sm all(see Table I),so that the

anom alousdivergencenear! = 0 can only bevisibleatvery sm allfrequencies.Thissuggeststhatthedivergencem ay

bein practicedi�cultto observe,and indeed itisbeyond thenum ericalaccuracy ofourcalculationstoo becausethe

frequency grid required would be m uch �nerthan can practically be achieved.Forfrequenciesoforder! > 10� 5 we

�nd thatthe anom alousdivergence cannotbe seen (forthe param etersofourcalculation)and the �nite frequency

response appears to be that ofan incoherent m etal. Interestingly we �nd that the incoherent contribution to the
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FIG .8: Realpartofconductivity perpendicularto the stripesasa function offrequency in the depinned (PRSB)state. The

value vim p = 0:0005e4=l2B is used. Curves from left to rightcorrespond to �� = 0:46;0:463;0:466;0:47 and 0:48 respectively.

Note thatthe low-energy pinning m ode isabsentin the PRSB.

dynam icalconductivity becom es sharply peaked for ! < :001,but this levels o� to a constantwhen the frequency

becom essm allenough.

Num ericalresultsforthe conductivitiesperpendicularto the stripesatvarious�llingsare shown fora fairly large

frequency range in Fig.8. The low-energy pinning m ode is absent, and there is instead a broad peak at high

frequencies.W e would like to rem ark thatthe resultatsuch high energy scalesshould be taken with a grain ofsalt,

asourelasticm odelonly reproducestheexcitation spectrum ofthe quantum Hallstripesforlow energies.Thepeak

m ay be interpreted asbeing dueto a m axim um in the phonon density ofstatesthatoccursin theelasticm odel,and

isnot a pinning peak. Form uch lowerfrequencieswhere ourcom putation isaccurate,Re[�xx(!)]showsthe power

law behaviorasexpected.For�� = 0:47 and 0:48 which arelargerthan �� 0
c,theanticipated Re[�xx(!)]’ !2 isnot

visiblewithin ournum ericalaccuracy.Asshown in TableI,the coe�cientofthe! 2 term ,Sx2,ism uch sm allerthan

thatofthe ! term ,Sx1,for�� = 0:47 and 0:48,again requiring a very �ne ! grid to observe.Thusin practiceone

m ay observethe anom alouspowerlaw dependence overa relatively largerangeof�lling factors.

V II. Q U A N T U M D EP IN N IN G T R A N SIT IO N - K T U N IV ER SA LIT Y C LA SS

In the previoussection,we observed jum psin the low-frequency exponentsof~�rety ;Re[�xx (!)]and Re[�yy (!)]at

the quantum depinning transition point.In thissection,wediscussthe connection ofthesejum pswith the universal

jum p in the superuid sti�nessand the criticalexponentofcorrelation functionsofthe K T transition26.

Thedepinningtransition wehavefound isoftheK T form ,asisclearfrom theperturbativeRG analysis17.Inserting

thesm ecticform ofD yy(q)in Eq.(24)into theaction (40)onecan seethatdyy(qx)actsasan e�ectivesti�nessalong

thestripesdirection.Theaction in Eqs.(39)-(41)forthestripesphasethen can beviewed asa generalized quantum

sine-G ordon m odel:forvim p = 0,the action behavesasa collection of1+ 1 dim ensionalelastic system s,oneforeach

qx;the im purity term couples these system s. As is well-known,the two-dim ensionalclassicalsine-G ordon m odel

supportsa roughening transition33,which form ally isclosely related to a sm ectic-to-crystaltransition,and isa dual

description ofthe K T vortex unbinding transition33.

An interesting aspect ofour system is that,in the pure lim it,there is no term that is quadratic in ! in either

diagonalcom ponentofthe G reen’sfunction,so thatthere isno analogueofdyy(qx)in the tim e direction.However,

such a term is generated in theself-energy asa resultofthevariationalm ethod when thedisorderispresent,even in

thedepinned state.W riting Re

h
~�rety (!)

i
’ �y!

2 forsm all!,weplot�y asafunction ofpartial�lling factor�� above

thetransition in Fig.9.O necan seethesharp increaseasthetransition isapproached.Such an increaseisconsistent

with theusualRG fortheroughening transition,forwhich thesti�nessincreasesin theRG ows,although oneneeds

to go to higher order in perturbation theory than was undertaken in Ref. 17 to see this. W e note �nally that �y

cannotincreaseinde�nitely:asitincreases,the valueof (Eq.(96))decreases,eventually crossing the criticalvalue

and forcing thesystem into thefully pinned state.In thisstate,Re

h
~�rety (!)

i
’ �y!

2 no longervanishesasqy;! ! 0,
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butrathergoesto a constant.Thiscan beroughly interpreted asa system with an in�nitesti�ness,so thatonem ay

associatethe transition with a jum p in �y from itscriticalvalue to in�nity.
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FIG .9:Coe�cientofthe quadratic in frequency term in Re

h
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(ret)
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i
asa function ofthe partial�lling in thedepinned (PRSB)

state. Inset: Re

h
�
(ret)
y

i
as a function of!

2
. Curves from top to bottom correspond to �� = 0:46;0:463;0:466;0:47;0:48,

respectively.

V III. C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaper,wehaveused replicasand theG aussian variationalm ethod to calculatethe�nite-frequency conduc-

tivity ofQ H stripes in order to see its detailed behaviorin the vicinity ofthe quantum depinning transition. The

low-energy degrees offreedom ofthe Q H stripes are described within an e�ective elastic m odelthat is character-

ized by a dynam icalm atrix which isdeterm ined by m atching to m icroscopic TDHFA calculation. O urresultsshow

thatin the pinned state for�� < �� c,the system is in an RSB state,and the conductivities have resonantpeaks

for excitation both paralleland perpendicular to the stripes. As �� approaches �� c from below,a Debye-W aller

factor W (K x;K y 6= 0) increases and eventually diverges at �� = �� c,resulting in a vanishing pinning energy ey

form otion along the stripes. For�� > �� c,the system entersa new state with partialreplica sym m etry breaking

(PRSB),in which the solution hasRSB perpendicularto the stripes,but is replica sym m etric along them . In this

state Re[�yy(!)]has a superconducting response atzero frequency and an anom alouspower law behaviorfor both

Re[�xx(!)]and Re[�yy(!)]for �� just above the criticalvalue. M oreover,there are jum ps in the low-frequency

exponentsofboth theself-energy and conductivitiesatthetransition point,asonem ightexpectfora K T transition.

W e conclude by discussing a prom inent discrepancy between our results and those ofexisting experim ents. In

DC transport,one observesm etallic behaviorwith �nite anisotropy ratherthan the in�nite one found in the PRSB

state.W ebelievethem issing ingredientsfrom ourm odelareprocessesallowing hopping ofelectronsbetween stripes.

These processesare very di�cultto incorporate into an elastic m odel. Itisclearthat,ifrelevantin the RG sense,

such processescan broaden the �-function response to yield anisotropic m etallic behavior. O urresultsshould apply

at frequency scales above this broadening. Indeed,m icrowave absorption experim ents becom e quite challenging at

low frequencies,and itis unclearwhether existing m easurem entsofthe dynam icalconductivity can accessthe low

frequency conductivity in theunpinned state,whetherornotitisbroadened.In any case,itisinterestingtospeculate

thata true �-function response m ightbe accessible in structured environm entswhere barriersbetween stripes m ay

suppresselectron hoppingam ongstripes37,orthattherem aybeanalogousstatesforlayered 2+ 1dim ensionalclassical

system soflongstring-likeobjects,which hasbeen shown11 tobecloselyrelated tothetwo-dim ensionalquantum stripe

problem .
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A P P EN D IX A :SU M M A R Y O F H F A N D T D H F FO R M A LISM S

In a previous work7,two ofus have shown that,in the HFA,the sm ectic state (as in the edge state m odel8)

is unstable with respect to density m odulations along the direction ofthe stripes. The ground state ofthe two-

dim ensionalelectron gasnearhalf�lling ofthehigherLandau levelsisinstead an anisotropictwo-dim ensionalW igner

crystalwith basis vectors R 1 = (0;ay) and R 2 = (ax;ay=2). (O ne can also see this crystalas an array of1D

W ignercrystalswith out-of-phasem odulationson adjacent1D crystals).Theelectronicdensity ofthiscrystalisfully

determ ined by the Fouriercom ponents ofthe electronic density fhn(K )ig where K isa reciprocallattice vectorof

the obliquelattice shown in Fig.1.

In ouranalysis,the Hilbertspace isrestricted to thatofthe partially �lled Landau level.Itisthen convenientto

de�ne a density oforbitcentersor\guiding-centerdensity" h� (K )iwhich isrelated to the electronic density by the

equation

hn(K )i= N �FN (K )h� (K )i; (A1)

whereN ’ isthe Landau-leveldegeneracy and

FN (K )= e
� K

2
l
2

B
=4
L
0
N

�
K 2l2B

2

�

; (A2)

(L0
N (x)isa generalized Laguerrepolynom ial)isa form factorforan electron in Landau levelN :Theh� (K )i

0
s can

be com puted7 by solving the HF equation ofm otion forthe singleparticleG reen’sfunction

G (K ;�)= �
1

N �

X

X ;X 0

e
� i

2
K x(X + X

0)�X ;X 0� K y l
2

B

D
T�cX (�)c

y

X 0 (0)

E
; (A3)

with

h� (K )i= G
�
K ;� = 0�

�
: (A4)

In Eq.(A3),cX

�
c
y

X

�
isthe destruction(creation)operatorforan electron in Landau levelN with guiding-centerX

in the Landau gauge.

From thesetofh� (K )i
0
scom puted in theHFA,onecan derivethedynam ical\density-density"correlation function

�
(�;�)

K ;K 0 (q;�)= � N’ hT�e� (q + K ;�)e� (� q � K
0
;0)i; (A5)

in the TDHFA 7.In Eq.(A5),q isa vectorrestricted to the �rstBrillouin zoneofthe stripe crystaland e� � � � h�i.

By following the polesof�(�;�)with non-vanishing weightasthe wavevectorq isvaried in the Brillouin zone ofthe

reciprocallattice,wegetthedispersion relation ofthephonon and higher-energy collectivem odesofthestripestate.

The equation ofm otion for�
(�;�)

K ;K 0 (q;�),in theTDHFA,isgiven by

X

K 00

[i!n�K ;K 0 � M K ;K 00 (q)]�
(�;�)

K 00;K 0 (q;i!n)= B K ;K 0 (q); (A6)

where!n isa M atsubara bosonicfrequency and the m atricesM K ;K 0 and B K ;K 0 arede�ned by

M K ;K 0 (q) = � 2i

�
e2

�lB

�


�
�
K � K

0
��

(A7)

� sin

�
(q + K )� (q + K0)l2B

2

�
�
H N (K � K

0)� XN
�
K � K

0
�
� HN (q + K

0)+ X N (q + K
0)
�
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and

B K ;K 0 (k)= 2isin

�
(q + K )� (q + K0)l2B

2

�


�
�
K � K

0
��

(A8)

respectively.(Here a� b standsforaxby � aybx.)

In Eq.(A7),H N (q)and X N (q)arethe HF interactionsin Landau levelN :

H N (q) =

�
e2

�lB

�
1

qlB
e
� q

2
l
2

B
2

�

L
0
N

�
q2l2B

2

��2
; (A9)

X N (q) =

�
e2

�lB

�
p
2

Z 1

0

dxe
� x

2 �
L
0
N

�
x
2
��2

J0

�p
2xqlB

�
: (A10)

To solvefor�
(�;�)

K ;K 0 (q;i!n),wediagonalizethe m atrix M K ;K 00 (q)by the transform ation

M = C E C
� 1
; (A11)

whereC isthem atrix oftheeigenvectorsofM and E i;j = "j�i;j isthediagonalm atrix ofitseigenvalues.Theanalytic

continuation of�
(�;�)

K ;K 0 (q;i!n)isgiven by

�
(�;�)

K ;K 0 (q;!) =
X

j;k

CK ;j(q)

h
C (q)

� 1
i

j;k

B k;K 0 (q)

! + i� � "j(q)
(A12)

�
X

i

W i(q + K ;q + K 0)

! + i� � "i
; (A13)

whereW i(q + K ;q + K 0)istheweightofthepole"i in theresponsefunction.Thetruedensity responsefunction is

sim ply

�
(n;n)

K ;K 0 (q;!)= N �

X

i

FN (q + K )W i(q + K ;q + K 0)FN (q + K 0)

! + i� � "i
: (A14)

A P P EN D IX B :IN V ER SIO N R U LES FO R M A T R IC ES

The inversion rulesforhierarchicalm atricesin the n ! 0 lim itforthe case where the entriesare scalarsm ay be

found in Ref.20.In thisappendix wegeneralizetheseinversion rulesforthesituation when theentriesarethem selves

n0 � n0 m atrices,with ourproblem corresponding to n0 = 2.

mi

(i) M    =

FIG .10:Schem atic structure ofthe m atrix M
(i)
.Allthe m atrix elem entsin the shaded area are 1 and 0 elsewhere.
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In the replica m ethod,we introduce n replicas ofthe system and thus dealwith(n0n)� (n0n) m atrices. In the

RSB states, in order to invert m atrices in the lim it ofn ! 0 analytically, we follow the scalar case to assum e

that the (n0n)� (n0n) m atrices have a hierarchicalstructure. This m ay be described by a set ofintegers m 0(=

n);m 1;� � � ;mk;m k+ 1(= 1)wherem i=m i+ 1 isalso an integer.Such m atricesm ay beconstructed by introducing k+ 2

\block" m atricesM
(i)

(i= 0;� � � ;k+ 1)allofsizen � n.Thesearede�ned such thattheirelem entsare1 within the

m i blocksalong thediagonaland 0 elsewhere.Thesem atricescan beused asa basisfora group,so thatany n0n by

n0n hierarchicalm atrix A can be expressed as

A = ~̂a
 1+

kX

i= 0

âi
 [M
(i)
� M

(i+ 1)
]: (B1)

where ~̂a and âi aren0 � n0 m atrices.Itiseasy to check that

(̂ai
 M
(j)
)� (̂al
 M

(s)
)= (̂ai� âl)
 (M

(j)
� M

(s)
): (B2)

This m eans that A is characterized by k + 2 n0 by n0 m atrices ~̂a and âi (i= 0;� � � ;k). In fact,A is com pletely

param etrized by itstopm ostrow

~̂a âk � � � âk| {z }
^ak� 1 � � � ^ak� 1| {z }

� � � � � � â0 � � � â0| {z }
: (B3)

m k m k� 1 m 0

W e can then de�ne

â(u)=

8
><

>:

â0 forn � m1 < u < n

...

âk for1< u < m k

(B4)

to param eterizethe o�-diagonalelem entm atrices.

W e assum e that the m atrix A has an inverse m atrix B which because ofthe group properties should also be a

hierarchicalm atrix,and thusischaracterized by
~̂
b and b̂i (i= 1;� � � ;k). Ifwe m ultiply two m atricesA and B and

callthe productC ,itm ay be written as

C = A � B =~̂c
 1+

kX

i= 0

ĉi
 [M
(i)
� M

(i+ 1)
]; (B5)

with

~̂c= ~̂a�
~̂
b�

kX

i= 0

(m i+ 1 � mi)âi�b̂i; (B6)

ĉi = âi�
~̂
b� miâi�b̂i+

kX

j= i+ 1

(m j � mj+ 1)(âi�b̂j + âj �b̂i)�

iX

j= 0

(m j+ 1 � mj)âj �b̂j: (B7)

Now wearein theposition to analytically continuethehierarchicalm atrix to n ! 0.W e�rstanalytically continue

â(u)to be de�ned foru 2 [1;n]and then take the lim itn ! 0.The lim itn ! 0 then suggeststhatthe hierarchical

m atrix A isspeci�ed by a diagonal-elem entm atrix ~̂a and a m atrix function â(u)foru 2 [0;1].The m atrix B can be

analytically continued in the sam eway.Eqs.(B6-B7)thereforebecom e

~̂c= ~̂a�
~̂
b�

Z 1

0

du â(u)�̂b(u); (B8)

ĉ(u)= (~̂a� ĥai)�̂b(u)+ â(u)� (
~̂
b� ĥbi)�

Z u

0

dv[̂a(u)� â(v)]�

h
b̂(u)� b̂(v)

i
; (B9)

where ĥai=
R1
0
dvâ(v).SinceB isthe inversem atrix ofA,we require

~̂c= 1̂; ĉ(u)= 0̂: (B10)
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Di�erentiating Eq.(B9)with respectto u and using Eq.(B10)leadsto

n
~̂a� ĥai� [̂a](u)

o
�̂b

0(u)+ â
0(u)�

n
~̂
b� ĥbi� [̂b](u)

o
= 0̂; (B11)

where [̂a](u)=
Ru
0
dv [̂a(u)� â(v)],and â0(u)= dâ(u)=du.By m aking useof([̂a](u))0= uâ0(u),Eq.(B11)becom es

n
~̂a� ĥai� [̂a](u)

o
�

n
~̂
b� ĥbi� [̂b](u)

o
= const: (B12)

To determ ine the constantm atrix in Eq.(B12),weexam ineEqs.(B8)and (B9)atu = 1 and get

h
~̂a� â(1)

i
�

h
~̂
b� b̂(1)

i
= 1̂: (B13)

So const:= 1̂,and Eq.(B12)gives

n
~̂
b� ĥbi� [̂b](u)

o
=

n
~̂a� ĥai� [̂a](u)

o� 1
; (B14)

which can be inserted into Eq.(B11)to produceoneofthe inversion rules

b̂(u)� b̂(v)=

Z v

u

dy

n
~̂a� ĥai� [̂a](y)

o� 1
� â

0(y)�

n
~̂a� ĥai� [̂a](y)

o� 1
: (B15)

Thisisvery sim ilarto Eq.(AII.5)in Ref. 20.Eqs.(B15)and (B13)lead to

~̂
b� b̂(u)=

h
~̂a� â(1)

i� 1
�

Z 1

u

dv

n
~̂a� ĥai� [̂a](v)

o� 1
� â

0(v)�

n
~̂a� ĥai� [̂a](v)

o� 1
: (B16)

Thisisthe inversion rulewehaveused in ourwork [see Eq.(63)in the text].

Forcom pleteness,we also show,withoutgiving the detailsofthe derivation,som e otherinversion rulesaswellas

the form ula forlim n! 0

�
1

n
TrlnA

�
which appearsin the expression offree energy:

~̂
b=

�
~̂a� ĥai

�� 1
�

�

1̂�

Z 1

0

du

u2
[̂a](u)�

�
~̂a� ĥai� [̂a](u)

�� 1
� â(0)�

�
~̂a� ĥai

�� 1�

; (B17)

b̂(u)= �

�
~̂a� ĥai

�� 1
�

�

â(0)�

�
~̂a� ĥai

�� 1
+
1

u
[̂a](u)�

�
~̂a� ĥai� [̂a](u)

�� 1�

lim
n! 0

�
1

n
TrlnA

�

= lndet

�
~̂a� ĥai

�
+ Tr

�

â(0)�

�
~̂a� ĥai

�� 1�

�

Z 1

0

du

u2
ln

2

4
det

�
~̂a� ĥai� [̂a](u)

�

det

�
~̂a� ĥai

�

3

5 :(B18)

A P P EN D IX C :SP E’S FO R T H E R ETA R D ED SELF EN ER G Y

In this Appendix,we analytically continue the SPE’s (57) for the M atsubara selfenergy in order to derive the

SPE’s(67)forthe retarded selfenergy.W e rewriteEq.(57)as

~��(!n)=

Z 1

0

du��(u)+ 4vim p

Z 1=T

0

d�V
0
��

h
eB (�)

i
� 4vim pJ(!n); (C1)

whereJ(!n)isthe Fouriertransform in M atsubara frequenciesof

J0(�)= exp

"

�
1

2

X

�

K
2
�
eB ��(�)

#

(C2)

with eB ��(�)being de�ned in Eq.(59). O bviously,J0(�)isa M atsubara correlation function,and itscorresponding

real-tim eordered correlation function reads

~J0(t)= iJ0(� ! it)= �(t)J1(t)+ �(� t)J2(t); (C3)
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FIG .11: Realpart of conductivity perpendicular to the stripes (a) and parallelto the stripes (b), in the unphysicalso-

lution. Curves from right to left correspond to �� = 0:46;0:44;0:42;0:4;0:38, respectively. Sm aller disorder strength

vim p = 0:0001e
4
=l

2
B isused.Insetin (b):Peak frequenciesasfunctionsofthe partial�lling.

whereJ1(t)= ~J0(t> 0),J2(t)= ~J0(t< 0)with the relation J2(� t)=i= (J2(t)=i)
�,and �(t)isthestep function.The

retarded function becom es

J
ret
0 (t)= �(t)[J1(t)� J2(t)]: (C4)

Using the Nam bu representation

eG ��(q;!n)= �
1

�

Z 1

� 1

df
A �(f)

i!n � f
; (C5)

whereA �(f)isde�ned in Eq.(69),we �nd that eB ��(�)in Eq.(59)becom es

eB ��(�)=
1

�

Z 1

0

dfA �(f)

"

T
X

!n

(1� cos!n�)
2f

!2n + f2

#

: (C6)

W e can then easily sum overthe M atsubara frequency in the aboveequation to get

eB ��(�)=
1

�

Z 1

0

dfA �(f)

�

1� e
� j� jf +

2[1� cosh(f�)]

eu=T � 1

�

: (C7)

Apparently,atT = 0,thelastterm insidetheparenthesesin Eq.(C7)vanishes.Inserting Eq.(C7)into Eq.(C2)and

following the proceduredescribed in Eqs.(C3)and (C4),we�nd thatatT = 0,

J
ret
0 (t)= i�(t)Im exp

"

�
X

�

K 2
�

�

Z 1

0

dfA �(f)

�
1� e

� j� jf
�
#

: (C8)

From Eqs.(C1)and (C8)and noting thatJret0 (!)=
R� 1
1

dtei!tJret0 (t),weim m ediately obtain Eq.(67).
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A P P EN D IX D :U N P H Y SIC A L SO LU T IO N O F T H E SP E’S

In our num ericalsearch,we also notice the existence of another solution which we present here and argue is

unphysical. Fig.11 shows the result ofthe conductivities from this solution which corresponds to a m uch sm aller

disorderlevel.Both Re[�xx (!)]and Re[�yy (!)]show the pinning behaviorand the peak frequenciesm ovein asalso

shown in the insetofFig.11 (b). However,unlike in the solution we presented in the text,no quantum depinning

transition occurs.

Interestingly,this solution displays a peak m ove-in behavior that is rem iniscent ofwhat is seen in the physical

solution. This is the result ofa decreasing ey,due to the increasing W (K x;K y 6= 0) with the partial�lling ��.

However,atsm alley,unlike in the othersolution,the constraint(100)isnotsatis�ed through U xx = 1,butinstead

through Uyy = 1.Thiscan beseen from Eq.(99),according to which Uyy willrapidly decreasefrom very largevalues

to very sm allvalues right near  = 1. This m eans that near this value Uyy m ust pass through one,satisfying the

constraint. In this solution, rem ains very close to one overa range of�lling factors,and does so by m aking jexj

very large,even for sm allvim p. This im plies an unphysically large pinning forsliding perpendicular to the stripes.

Becauseofthis,and the close agreem entbetween the othersolution and the perturbative RG results,we ignorethis

solution to the SPE’sasphysically unreasonable.
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