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Stripe form ation driven by space noncom m utativity in quantum H allsystem s
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W e propose that the transport anisotropy observed in half-�lled high Landau levels (N � 2) is

caused by the space noncom m utativity e�ect,nam ely the Heisenberg uncertainty relation between

thespatialcoordinatesofelectrons.Thestripecorrespondsto a lim itthatonecoordinateofa large

num berofparticlesis�xed ata certain valuewhileitsconjugatecoordinateiscom pletely uncertain.

W em akea renorm alization group analysisand �nd thatthenoncom m utativity e�ectisableto drive

the stripe form ation only athalf-�llings� = 9=2;11=2;13=2;etc.,in agreem entwith experim ents.

PACS num bers:71.70.D i,73.43.-f,11.10.H i

The two-dim ensionalelectron gas in a perpendicular

m agnetic �eld exhibits a class of fascinating phenom -

ena at halfLandau level(LL) �llings. At half-�llings,

an electron capturestwo ux tubesto form a com posite

ferm ion [1,2],which feels e�ectively zero net m agnetic

�eld. At � = 1=2 and 3=2 ofN = 0 LL,the com pos-

ite ferm ionsconstitute a gaplessFerm iliquid [3,4]. At

� = 5=2 and 7=2 ofN = 1 LL,the com posite ferm ions

are expected to undergo a Cooper pair instability and

condense into an ordered superconducting state. Thus

the fractionalquantum Halle�ectstate observed in ex-

perim ents[5]can beregarded asap-waveBCS supercon-

ductor[6,7,8,9].TheM eissnere�ectofsuperconductor

accounts for the incom pressibility. The Cooper pairing

picture received strong supportsfrom extensive num eri-

calcalculations[8,9].Athalf-�llings� = 9=2;11=2;13=2

etc.ofhigherLLs(N � 2),astrongtransportanisotropy

wasobserved [10,11].Speci�cally,thelongitudinalresis-

tance shows a high peak in one current direction and

a deep m inim um in its orthogonaldirection,indicating

that the electrons organize them selves into stripes for

som ereason.Thesuccessofcom positeferm ion theory in

understanding the half-�llingsofN = 0 and N = 1 LLs

m otivatesusto generalizeitto the half-�llingsofhigher

LLs (N � 2). The question is: ifcom posite ferm ions

do exist at 9=2;11=2;13=2;etc.,what is the underlying

m echanism thatdrivesthestripeform ation? W epropose

thatthe spacenoncom m utativity isthe bestcandidate.

Itisknown thata Heisenberg uncertainty relation ex-

istsbetween thespatialcoordinates[12,13].Thiscan be

seen from the electron wavefunction

 nk = L
�1=2

e
iky

H n(x+ k‘
2
)exp(�

1

2‘2

�
x + k‘

2
�2
); (1)

where H n isthe nth Herm ite polynom ial,‘=
p
�hc=eB

is the m agnetic length and L is the sam ple size. The

guiding center along the x-axis is determ ined by k,the

y-com ponentofm om entum . Since y doesnotcom m ute

with the y-m om entum , x and y do not com m ute and

[x;y] = i�, with a noncom m utative param eter � that

is ofdim ension (length)2. The idea ofspace-tim e non-

com m utativity orspace-tim equantization [14]wasintro-

duced into physics about sixty years ago. Its physical

im plications [15]and m athem aticalstructures[16]have

been studied extensively,especially in the past several

years. However,up to date it is not clear whether we

live in this kind ofworld ornot. The search for unam -

biguous experim entalevidence ofnoncom m utativity in

high-energy physicsappears to be quite di�cult due to

theultra-high energy scale.O n thecontrary,itshould be

easierto detectitse�ectsin condensed m atterphysics.

The Heisenberg uncertainty principle requires that x

and y can only be determ ined sim ultaneously to the ex-

tend restricted by �. Ifone squeezes�x ! 0,then �y

m usttend to1 ,and viceversa.Forasingleparticle,ifits

x-coordinateis�xed,then itsy-coordinateiscom pletely

arbitrary.Fora m any-body system ,ifa m acroscopically

large num ber of particles have the sam e x-coordinate,

then their m otions are allcon�ned to one straight line

along the y-axis.Thisstate,when therm ally stable,can

be identi�ed as a stripe state. From the wave function

(1), we know that if the ferm ions in a given LL have

the sam e k,then their guiding centers would have the

sam e x-coordinate. W hen stripes com e into being,the

ferm ions in one stripe would have the sam e wave func-

tions.Thisisin contradictiontothePauliexclusion prin-

ciple.However,thisconictdissolvesautom aticallyifthe

com positeferm ionsform Cooperpairsand behavee�ec-

tively like bosons. It is reasonable to assum e that the

com posite ferm ions form Cooper pairs at �lling factors

� = n=2 with odd integern � 5.In case ofinsigni�cant

noncom m utative e�ect,the Cooper pairs condense into

a uniform superconducting state atzero tem perature.If

the noncom m utative e�ectisstrong,then a nonuniform

orstripestateism orefavorable.W estudy the�rstorder

phase transition to the stripe state using the renorm al-

ization group (RG ) analysis within a noncom m utative

G inzburg-Landau (G L) m odel. W e �nd that the �lling

factorhasa criticalvalue,only beyond which thesystem

developsstripesolutions.Thecriticalvaluenc=2 liesbe-

tween 7=2 and 9=2,in agreem entwith experim ents.

W e writedown a noncom m utativeG L m odel

S = �

Z

d
3
x

�

(r �)
2
+ m

2
�
�
� +

1

4
V (�

�
;�)

�

; (2)
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with the potential

V (�
�
;�)= g1�

�
?� ?�

�
?� + g2�

�
?�

�
?� ?�: (3)

Thecom plex scalar�eld �(x)representstheCooperpair

ofcom posite ferm ions. The noncom m utative relation is

[x�;x�]
?
= x� ?x� � x� ?x� = i� ��.Here,thenoncom -

m utativerelation existsonlybetween spatialcoordinates,

then theonly nonzero com ponentsoftheanti-sym m etric

m atrix � �� are � 12 = � � 21 = �. The product oftwo

functionsisde�ned by [15]

(f ?g)(x)= e
i

2
� �� @

�

x
@
�

y f(x)g(y)jy= x: (4)

Note thatthere are two possible noncom m utative quar-

tic interaction term swith two coupling constantswhich

should be treated on the sam efooting.

The com m utative G L m odelentersa uniform ordered

state at low tem peratures. W hen the noncom m utative

e�ectbecom esstrong,a stripe state ispossible [17,18].

A powerfultoolto study the phase transition to stripe

state is the m odern RG analysis developed by Shankar

[19]and independently by Polchinski[20]. The stripe

phase is characterized by the appearance ofa � k4���

term which leads to a m ulti-criticalLifshitz point [21].

Such a term is generated when the system develops an

anom alous dim ension  � � 1 for the scalar �eld [18].

Itsbasic idea isto identify the �xed pointofthe action

and then study the interaction term s. The m ethodsare

standard and havebeen presented previously [18,19,20].

The free�eld action S0 in m om entum spaceis

S0 = �

Z

jkj< �

d3k

(2�)3
k
2
�
�
(� k)�(k): (5)

In m odern RG theory,ultravioletcuto� � isinterpreted

as the energy scale above which the physics has no ef-

fects on the physics below it. W e separate �(k) into

slow m odes �s(k)= �(k) forjkj< �=s and fast m odes

�f(k)= �(k)for�=s� jkj� � with s a num bergreater

than unity. The fast m odes in the partition function

Z =
R
D �eS can be integrated out,leaving

S
0
0 = �

Z

jkj< �=s

d3k

(2�)3
k
2
�
�
s(� k)�s(k): (6)

The free action S0 isa �xed pointin the sense thatitis

invariantunderthe RG transform ations

k
0
= sk; �

0
(k

0
)= s

� 5

2 �s(k): (7)

W enextconsiderthem assterm .Afterintegratingout

the fastm odesand m aking RG transform ation,wehave

S
0
2 = � m

2
s
2

Z

jk0j< �

d3k0

(2�)3
�
�0
(� k)�

0
(k): (8)

Sincer0� m 02 = s2r� s2m 2,them assterm isenhanced

underRG transform ation and hence isrelevant.

Thequarticinteraction term is

S4 = �
1

4

Z

jkj< �

�
�
(1)�(2)�

�
(3)�(4)u(1234): (9)

Here,
R

jkj< �
denotes

R

jkj< �

Q 4

i= 1

d
3
k
0

i

(2�)3
�(
P

i
k0i).Thever-

tex function u(1234)hastheform

g1 cos(
k1 ^ k2

2
+
k3 ^ k4

2
)+ g2 cos(

k1 ^ k3

2
)cos(

k2 ^ k4

2
):

(10)

To elim inate the fastm odes,we adoptthe standard cu-

m ulantexpansion m ethod and write the action as

S
0
4 = hS4i0f +

1

2

�
hS

2

4i0f � hS4i
2

0f

�
+ � � � ; (11)

with h:::i0f denoting functionalintegration overthefast

m odes.

Theleading term hasthe form

h

Z

(�s + �f)
�
1(�s + �f)2(�s + �f)

�
3(�s + �f)4u(1234)i0f:

(12)

In allthesixteen term s,weonly careabouttheterm with

allslow m odesand fourterm swith ��s�s�
�
f
�f.Allother

term seithervanish orcontributeonly a constant.

Theterm with allslow m odesis

S
0
4;t = �

1

4
s

Z

jk0j< �

�
0�
(1

0
)�

0
(2

0
)�

0�
(3

0
)�

0
(4

0
)u(1

0
2
0
3
0
4
0
)

(13)

afterRG transform ations. Thisis the tree-levelquartic

term and isa relevantperturbation. The noncom m uta-

tivestarproductstructuredoesnotchangeundertheRG

transform ations[18]and henceg01 = sg1 and g
0
2 = sg2.

W enextconsiderthefourterm sthatcontain two slow

m odes and two fast m odes. After calculating the loop

integraloffastm odes,wehave

�
2

�2
(g1 + g2)�(1�

1

s
)

Z

jkj< �=s

�
�
s(� k)�s(k)

+
g2

6�2
�
2
�
3
(1�

1

s
)

Z

jkj< �=s

k
2
�
�
s(� k)�s(k): (14)

The�rstterm only correctsthem assterm ,so wedo not

careaboutit.Thesecond term altersthekineticterm to

�

h

1�
u2

6�2
(��

2
)
2
t

iZ

jkj< �=s

k
2
�
�
s(� k)�s(k): (15)

Here we de�ne a dim ensionless param eter u2 = g2�
�1

and write s= 1+ twith tin�nitesim al.Ifwede�ne

 = �
u2

6�2
(��

2
)
2
; (16)

then,using the form ula 1+ t� s,we have

� s


Z

jkj< �=s

k
2
�
�
s(� k)�s(k): (17)
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Now m ake the RG transform ation k0 = sk, then we

know that the scalar �eld m ust transform as �0(k0) =

s�
5� 

2 �s(k). The anom alous dim ension  vanishes in

com m utativeG L m odel.In thepresentcase,its�niteval-

ues is a consequence ofthe noncom m utative e�ect [18].

Note that only the coupling constant g2 contributes to

the anom alousdim ension.

The anom alousdim ension  containsthe quartic cou-

pling constantu2,so we should also investigate the RG

ow ofthe quartic interaction term to one-loop order.

The one-loop correction to the barequarticterm is

s

8�2�
(1�

1

s
)

Z

jk0j< �

�
0�
(1

0
)�

0
(2

0
)�

0�
(3

0
)�

0
(4

0
)P (1

0
2
0
3
0
4
0
)

(18)

with the vertex function P (10203040)

(g1 + g2)
2
(
1

2
cos(

k01 ^ k
0
3

2
)cos(

k02 ^ k
0
4

2
)

+ cos(
k01 ^ k

0
2

2
)cos(

k03 ^ k
0
4

2
)

+ cos(
k01 ^ k

0
4

2
)cos(

k03 ^ k
0
2

2
)): (19)

Using the identity

k
0
1 ^ k

0
4 + k

0
3 ^ k

0
2 = � (k

0
1 ^ k

0
2 + k

0
3 ^ k

0
4); (20)

the vertex function P (10203040)reducesto

(g1 + g2)
2
(
3

2
cos(

k01 ^ k
0
3

2
)cos(

k02 ^ k
0
4

2
)

+ cos(
k01 ^ k

0
2

2
+
k03 ^ k

0
4

2
)): (21)

Ithasthe sam e form asu(10203040)in (13),then we can

writedown thegeneralcouplingparam etersforthequar-

tic term as

u
0
1 = su1 �

1

2�2
(s

2
� s)(u1 + u2)

2
(22)

u
0
2 = su2 �

3

4�2
(s

2
� s)(u1 + u2)

2
; (23)

which then leadsto the following RG ow equations

du1

dt
= u1 �

1

2�2
(u1 + u2)

2
(24)

du2

dt
= u2 �

3

4�2
(u1 + u2)

2
; (25)

whereu1 = g1�
�1 .Itiseasy toshow thatthe�xed point

locatesatu�1 = 8�2=25 and u�2 = 12�2=25.

Ifthe two-pointcorrelation function in the realspace

h��(x)�(0)i � x
�1� tends to zero at large distances,

then the�xed pointisstablein thesensethata uniform

ordered phasewillbeform ed atzerotem perature.W hen

thenoncom m utativee�ectisstrong enough,thecorrela-

tion function diverges at large distances and a nonuni-

form stripe state isreached [18]. The criticalpointthat

separatesthe uniform and non-uniform phases is deter-

m ined by  = � 1.

The anom alous dim ension  depends on ��2,so the

nextstep istochoosean appropriateultravioletcuto��.

The noncom m utative param eter� is determ ined by the

m agneticlength,� = ‘2 = �hc=eB .A naiveexpectation is

to choose the inverse m agnetic length asthe ultraviolet

cuto�,� = ‘�1 ,then ��2 = 1. W e believe that this is

not an appropriate choice since it erases the di�erence

between di�erentLLs. Instead,we assum e thatthere is

an average length scale ‘e offerm ions on allLLs and

de�ne�= ‘�1e .Thee�ectivearea each ferm ion occupies

isthen given by 2�‘2e. The wave pocketsofferm ionsdo

notoverlapwith each otherduetotheCoulom b repulsion

between them . The totalarea ofthe two-dim ensional

plane is denoted as A,then the actualferm ion num ber

is A=2�‘2e. The degeneracy ofeach LL is A=2�‘2. The

�lling factor is the ratio ofthe actualferm ion num ber

and the leveldegeneracy,thusat� = n=2 wehave

n

2
=
A=2�‘2e

A=2�‘2
=
‘2

‘2e
= ��

2
: (26)

Now the anom alousdim ension becom es

 = �
u�2

6�2
(��

2
)
2
= �

n2

50
: (27)

It is a rem arkable result that the �lling factor appears

in the anom alous dim ension. Setting  = � 1 gives the

criticalvalue nc ’ 7:07. O nly for n > nc,the noncom -

m utativee�ectisableto form stripes.Thisresultshows

thatstripes existat� = 9=2;11=2;13=2;etc:butnotat

� = 5=2 and 7=2. Thisiswellconsistentwith transport

experim entalobservations.

The transportm easurem ents[10,11,22]observed an

anisotropy ofresistance athalf-�llingsofN � 2 LLsat

tem peratures, T < 0:1 K .At � = 9=2, faithful Hall-

bar m easurem ents [22]found that the anisotropy ofre-

sistancesalong the two principle directionsisashigh as

7 :1. This can be explained as follows. O nce the non-

com m utative e�ectdrivesthe form ation ofstripesalong

som e direction,the resistance in this direction reduces

rapidly down to nearly vanishing and thiskind ofstripe

is in fact a one-dim ensionalsuperconductor on a two-

dim ensionalnoncom m utative plane. However,the resis-

tancein theorthogonaldirectionisenhancedsigni�cantly

becauseofthe sm allquantum tunnelling between neigh-

boring stripes. W e believe thatthe noncom m utative ef-

fectshould play an essentialrole in form ing stripespri-

m arily dueto theexperim entalfact:when theresistance

in onedirection reachesahigh peak,theresistancein the

orthogonaldirection reaches a deep m inim um [10,11].

O bviously,there is a com petition between the m obility

ofcarriersin the easy direction and the hard direction.

The space noncom m utativity naturally provides such a

com petition since the Heisenberg uncertainty principle
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requiresthatthe particle ism ore localized in one direc-

tion,itism oreextended in the orthogonaldirection.

The transportanisotropy is previously interpreted as

theform ation ofchargedensitywave(CDW )state,which

was predicted [23, 24] to exist at half-�llings of high

LLs before the experim entalobservations. This line of

thoughttacklesthe problem from a m icroscopiccalcula-

tion based on theHartree-Fock approxim ation,whilewe

study the phase transition using the standard RG anal-

ysisin an e�ective m ean-�eld theory. W ithin the CDW

theory,the ground states ofhalf-�llings ofN = 1 and

N � 2LLsarefundam entally di�erent.However,theex-

perim entalfactthatan in-plane m agnetic �eld can turn

the � = 5=2 fractionalquantum Hallstate into a highly

anisotropicstate[25]strongly indicatesa com m on prop-

erty shared by the ground state of� = 5=2 and thatof

� = 9=2;11=2;13=2;etc..Accordingtoourscenario,they

are actually intim ately related with each other. They

both undergo a Cooper pairing instability ofcom posite

ferm ions. The crucialdi�erence isthatthe system con-

densesinto a uniform ordering phaseat� = 5=2 and 7=2

butisdriven by the noncom m utative e�ectto condense

into a nonuniform ordering phaseat� = 9=2;11=2;13=2;

etc..Thusweseethatthecom positeferm ion conceptof-

fersauni�ed description ofnotonlytheodd-denom inator

fractionalquantum Halle�ects[1,2]butthehalf-�llings

ofallLLs.

W egiveabriefdiscussion ofseveralrelevantproblem s.

First,theRG analysisdoesnottellusthepreciseorienta-

tion ofthestripe.Theorientation should depend on the

crystalstructure ofm aterials[10,11]. Since the system

hasa translationalinvariancealong the stripe direction,

thestripewould prefertoalign itselfin thedirection that

respectsthissym m etry. Second,the anisotropy ofresis-

tance was found [10,11]to be largest at � = 9=2 and

decreasewith growing �lling factorindex n.The reason

ispresum ably thatasn grows,the quantum uctuation

increases,resulting in increasing quantum tunnelling be-

tween stripes. In addition,it was found that a strong

in-plane m agnetic �eld can pin down the orientation of

stripes[25].Itiscurrently notknown how to understand

thisexperim entalfactusing the noncom m utativee�ect.

Itisinterestingtonoticeasim ilarity ofthephasetran-

sition tostripestatedriven by theuncertainty relation of

spatialcoordinatesto the phase transition from a M ott

insulatorwith the localparticlenum berbeing �xed to a

superuid with the phase ofboson wave function being

�xed [26].Thelatteriscontrolled by theHeisenberg un-

certainty relation between thelocalparticlenum berand

the phase ofthe boson wave function. The stripe state,

M ottinsulatorstate and superuid state allcorrespond

to a lim it thatone physicalvariable takesa �xed value

whiletheconjugatevariablethatdoesnotcom m utewith

itiscom pletely uncertain.

Thespacenoncom m utativity isa profound conceptin

physics. O nly experim ents can tellus whether the real

world is a noncom m utative space or not. W e hope the

results in this paper shed som e light on the search for

spacenoncom m utativity in nature.
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