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D irty, Skewed, and B ackw ards: The Sm ectic A-C P hase Transition in A erogel

Lein ing Chen and John Toner
D epartm ent of P hysics, Institute of T heoretical Science, University of O regon, Eugene OR 97403

W e study the smectic AC transition in anisotropic and uniaxial disordered environm ents, eg.,
aerogel wih an extemal eld. W e nd very strange behavior of translational correlations: the
Jow tem peratuire, Iower-symm etry Sm ectic C phase is kss translationally ordered than the high-
tem perature, higher-sym m etry Sm ectic A phase, w ith short-ranged and algebraic translational corre—
lations, respectively. Speci cally, the A and C phase belong to the quasi-long-ranged translationally
ordered \ X Y Bragg glass " and short—ranged translationally ordered \ m = 1 Bragg glass " phase,
respectively. The AC phase transition itself belongs to a new universality class, whose xed points

and exponentswe nd inad= 5

PACS numbers: 61.30Dk, 64.60Fr, 64.70M d, 82.70 ~y

I. NTRODUCTION

O fallrandom ly pinned elasticm edia {l, &, 4, 4] liquid
crystals In aerogel ﬁ] exhibit a phenom enon unique to
them selves: anom alous elasticity. T hat is the scalings of
their elastic energies are changed radically ( speci cally,
by non-trivialpower laws ).

However, there has been no previous work on phase
transitions in pinned liquid crystalsystem s. In thispaper
we rem edy this by treating the an ectic A to smectic C
( hereafter AC ) transition in an anisotropic, uniaxial
disordered environm ent. Such an environm ent could be
realized, eg., by applying an electric orm agnetic eld to
a liguid crystal n isotropic aerogel [é or by stretching
the aerogeluniaxially before absorbing the liquid crystal.
W e w ill hereafter refer to the special uniaxial direction
as \ along the applied eld " or \ the z-axis".

TheAC phase transition separatesthe tw o novelglassy
phases discovered in reference i@']. T he high tem perature
phase (T > Tac) is the glassy analog of the smectic
A phase of the pure problem , In that the layer nom als
lie, on average, along the applied eld. This \ random

eld XY snecticBraggglass "X YB G ) phase is in the
universality classofthe random eldX Y m odel. T he Iow
tem perature phase is the glassy analog of the an ectic C
phase, In that the layersnom alsm akean angle (T )wih
the applied eld. The experim entally m easurable \ tilt
anglke " (T) isthem agniude ofthe order param eter for
the transition. This phase is In the universality class of
the\m = 1 smecticBraggglass" (m = 1) phase studied
n gl

W e callboth ofthese phases \ glassy" because the ran—
dom environm ent (ie., the aerogel) destroys long-ranged
translational order in both. The extent of this destruc—
tion, however, di ers greatly between the two phases.
Strikingly, it is the low-tem perature, highersym m etry,
m = 1 phase that has kss translational order. In the
X Y B G phase, translationalcorrelationsare \ quasidong-
ranged ", ie., they decay as power law s w ith distance.
In them = 1 phase, these correlations are short-ranged.
This leads to radically di erent X ray scattering signa—
tures In the two phases which we w illnow describe.

expansion .

In the X YBG phase, the X ray scattering Intensity
I () diverges near the an ectic B ragg peaks, which occur
atg= ngp?2 foralln integer, where ¢y = 2?,wji:l'l a the
an ectic layer spacing. T his divergence is a pow er-law :

_ 3+ :55n % 55n

ng)’+ &1 @)

where isa non-universalconstant of order 1 and o

¥ g2j Noteonly the rst2peaks m= 1landn= 2)
actually diverge. Tn contrast, in the \ glassy C " or \
m = 1 BG " phase, the peaks In the X -ray scattering
Intensity are broad, with I (g) nie forallq.

AsT ! Tpc from above (ie. on the A side), the
sharp peaks disappear in an unusual way. The peaks
ook broad or g ‘s su ciently far from the Bragg peak
position ngp2, while forg ’ssu  ciently close to the peak,
they diverge per eqn .@:) .\ Su ciently close "m eansthat

I@/ [

oth &% J ¢ 0;T),and & ngj g (T), where
n2
cf;z (n;']:‘)/ ?C;z 3 0:55n2 (2)
wih 7 exp@® T Fcj ), where isa univer

sal exponent calculated below and A is a non-universal
constant. These predjctjons are illustrated In  gures 1
and 2. The divergence of §, inpliesthat, asT ! T, o
the algebraic \ spikes " on top ofthe broad shortranged
peaksget narrow erand less Intense, vanishing com pletely
at Tac . Lowering tem perature further leads only to the
broad peaks ofthe Sm ectic C phase. T his entire scenario
of sharp peaks at high tem perature and broad peaks at
Iow tem perature is very counterintuiive, and unlke al-
m ost every other translationally ordered system I_l-]_}]

W hy is the lowersymm etry C phase lss translation-—
ally ordered than highersymm etry A phase? In fact, i
is precisely the new broken symm etry of the snectic C
phase-that is, the tilt ofthe layernom althat causesthis.
This is because, while the energetically preferred layer
nom alN' in the sm ectic A phase isunigue-it m ust point
along 2-there are in niely m any energetically preferred
orientations of N in the C phase: N can lie anyw here
on a cone m aking an angle (t) wih 2. As a resul, the
elasticity of the Smectic C phase is softer than that of
the A phase because rotating the layers n such a way
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FIG.1l: The g dependence of the X ray scattering intensity
forg, = 0 in the sm ectic A phase. In the C phase, the sharp,
power law peaks disappear, leaving only the broad scattering.
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FIG .2: The ¢ -dependence of the X -ray scattering intensity
for ¢, = @ in the smectic A phase. Again, the sharp peak
vanishes in the C phase.

that N rotates around this cone costs no energy. This
exact symm etry of the elastic energy of the smectic C
phase m eans that the direction perpendicular to the 2-
<N > plne Wwhere < N > isthemean ofNA;i.e.,the
direction of spontaneous tilt) becom es \ soft ", that is,
an easy direction for Jayer displacem entsto vary In. P re—
cisely such soflness occurs (for di erent reasons) in the
\m = 1 smectic " studied :n ] and, indeed, the elastic
Ham iltonian for the C phasewe nd is identicalto that
studied for \m = 1 smectic" in fb]. Thus, we can sinply
transcribe the resuls of E] to this problem .

In particular, positional uctuations u of the layers
about their optim al (tilted) positionsobey < Ja (@ F > =

TCE@' + (s@F+ n@F+ .L)Ce >, wih
Cl@ BJ+ @F+K (@9, where<> denotesa ther-
m al average, and the overbar denotes an average over
disorder. The anom alous quantities g, ), K (@) and

(&) obey
s ...
3¢ 0T 4 @it @
~ . . = _h
K; i sm 5 SO N AN L= S C)

K7 7 s;h<
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%z ;% q~1h
wherequ =Eq FqgqwithE / T Tcj? € %) and
F/ o Tcis @ ¢« = <), g isthe component of g
perpendicular to the 22f plane, g, is the com ponent of
g w ithin the 22f plane orthogonalto 2 and the critical
exponents -, and ik ;c will be given later. The uni-
versalexponents in @) aregiven by 1 = 2 5=),

: = 2 5 wih the ’sobeying the exact scaling re-
htionsl+ s= -+ 2% and n = 2+ 5 R
Num erical valies for the ’s have been obtained {_é] by
com paring -expansionsbased on two di erent analytical
continuations of this m odel to higher din ensions, giving
~ = 050 003, = 026 012, = 0132 0002
and , = 1372 0:12. These predictions can be tested
by Iight scattering, which measures< N3 @N 5 ( o) > =
o qj?. < J1@@F>. The om given or < n@F > alo
implies [4] shortranged transhtional order and, hence,
broad B ragg peaks, as described earlier.

W e have studied the AC transition n an = 5 d
expansion, where d is the dim ension of space, and nd
that there isa stable xed point, In plying a second-order
phase transition w ith universal critical behavior. In par-

ticular, the tilt angle (T) cbeys ()= A (hc T),
where, to lading orderin , =1 —+0 .
The speci c¢ heat exponent 5+ 0 ? andthe

susceptibility exponent = 0.

T he order param eter N', for this transition is the pro—
“ection of the an ectic lJayer nom als N perpendicular to
the applied eld. Above T ¢, real space correlations of
N, decay rapidly with distance, w th correlation lengths

, and , parallel and perpendicular to the eld re—

spectively. Both diverge as power laws in (T Tc):
22/ T Tacj ?*.We nd?=%+%+0 2,
,=1+ +0 2.

W e also nd that the system exhibits anom alous elas-
ticity right at Ta ¢ aswell. Speci cally,we nd that, right
at Tac , the an ectic lJayer bend m odulus K vanishes as
g ! 0 according to the scaling law s

! (

K @=q “f& —= . F @
<L o7 e %4,

where the anisotropy exponent = 2 % and g =

2
4

Cx 2+ 0 (Hwithcg = 22620 _ 40353, Note

that Cx < 0, which imnplies that K vanishesasqg ! O.

T he anisotropy exponent also obeys = —=.




T he disordering e ect of the random aerogel m atrix
can be quanti ed by disorder variances : and . de-
scribing tilt and com pressive stresses respectively. T hese
variances also becom e anom alous, obeying (1= t;c)

! (
L@=q 't = FIE %
% % 7% %

Unlike the sin ilar problem ofa snectic A in isotropic
aerogeland no eld, the an ectic layer com pression m od—
ulisB remains niteasqg! OatThc .

Theexponents ¢ and .aregivenby = C

. 12In(3) % 2
withC = —x— 01386and =2 <+ 0 (7).

ForT biggerthan Ta ¢ thedisordervariance ¢, 7T)
and layerbend m odulusK (g;T) are given by their T =

2+O(3)

Tac fom s equations (:_4) and ('_5) if either o - 1 or
&% 2 1. Othemw ise (ie., ifloth & - land @, ,
Dy 4/ .,/ @ Te) " andK / </
T T) °°F
T he critical exponents obey exact scaling relations:
=2 , d 1+% e ®6)
= L, @d 6+ 3 2¢)=4; 7)
3
= 5, 2 > K + ¢ 8)
s = > and = 2 —-. Notethat doesnot obey

hyperscaling, due to the strongly relevant disorder.

A 1l of these exponents can be m easured experin en—
tally. The speci c heat can, of course, be m easured by
the usual them odynam ic m easurem ents. The sponta—
neous tilt angle ( can not be deduced from the position
of the sm ectic C Bragg peak, since that peak is broad.

Fortunately, an altemative m easure of ( can be de-
duced from the dielectric or diam agnetic susceptibility
tensors i3 and 3. In the A phase, one of the principal
axes of both tensors is along the applied eld. In the
C phase, this axis rotates away from the applied eld
due to the tipping of the layers. T his rotation angl is
proportionalto .

T he order param eter correlation lengths can be m ea—
sured by light scattering, which probes uctuations in
both the dielectric( ;3) and diam agnetic( i3) susceptibil-
ity tensors. The full form of the light scattering is ex—
trem ely rich and com plicated; we will defer a com plete
description of it to a fiuture publication. Here we w ill re—
strict ourselves to pointing out that forq, = 0, the light
scattering intensity scales like qj e

foro, S s

independent of ¢ for £F ' P .~ , and scales
3

]jkeq%ﬁ)rq? RE l,where xE Y/ ?32K+tas

+

T ! T,.. Thus light scattering data should easily al-
low determm ination of , (T) and the combination of ex—
ponents 2 g t. Fitting the T dependence of , to
(T Tac) ? then detem nes - .

W e now brie y sketch the derivation of our results.
O ur starting point is an elastic energy for the layer dis—
plcement eld u, which is the only soft variable in the

prob]ap , sihce the applied eld locks the nem atic direc—
tor n 5]. For the smectic AC transition in a pure (ie.,
disorder-free) system , with an applied eld freezing the
director out, G rinstein and Pelcovits 1] showed that the
appropriate elastic energy is:

Z

K B
Hpwe = ' — @3+ 2 @) g(@sz?uf
4 D
+ %f?u + Of)j??uf : ©)

Thism odel is very sim ilar to that fora smecticA iIn
the absence ofan extermal eld. H owever, because the ro—
tational sym m etry is broken due to the extermal eld, a
new tem ¥ », u¥, which hardens the directions orthogo—
nalto 2, isgenerated. Since ¥ > ujis proportionalto the
tilt angle of the am ectic layers, the coe cient D ( (T) is
positive In the A phase (favoring alignm ent of the layer
nom al w ith the applied eld), and negative in the C
phase (favoring tilt of the layers). Hence, by continuity,
at T = Tac, Do () vanishes. In what Pllows, we will
assumethatDo(T)/ T Thc nearTac -

T he other term s In 6'_5’1) are sin ply those of the elastic
theory ofa smectic A In zezro eld, wih one crucial ex—
ception: In a snectic In zero eld, rotation In variance
requiresthat g= w = B, whilk forthe AC in a non—zero

eld problem , at all tem peratures, even at T = Tc,
whereD ! 0 and soffness is recovered, g and w are still
free, because rotation invariance is still broken.

To include the e ects of the quenchec'i disorder of the

aerogel, we add to the pure H am ittonian (_55) random elds
coupling to u and is gradients: giving us
Z h i
H=Hpret+ drHE Fu+ V@ ®) (10)

where § (¢) is a quenched random eld that for sin plic—

ity we take to be G aussian zero distributed m ean, and

characterized by short-ranged anisotropic correlations:
h; ®hy €)= [+ o9 A

ij c ij

11)

The eld (¢) isalsoa quenched random eld wih only
shortranged correlations, and is uniform ly distributed
between 0 and a, the sn ectic layer spacing. T he function
Vp ) is periodic w ith period a.

T he physical interpretation of the quenched random

eldsh (¢) and V, ) is very sin ple. Note that the
random eldl incorporates random torquesand random
com pressions, com ing from the ? and z com ponents of
H, respectively. T he function V, (r)) represents the
tendency of the aerogel to pin the amn ectic layers in a
set of random positions (¢), m odulo the sn ectic layer
spacing a, which iswhy V, is perdodic in its argum ent.

To ocompute selfaveraging quantities, eg. the dis—
order averaged free energy, i is convenient to em ply
the replica \trick" that relies on the dentity ogZ =



Tm 251 Afler replicating and integrating over the dis—

nto ¢
orderh (¢) utilizing Eq. :_ll:we obtain [_12']
Z x h
&r K
=1

1
H[u]=§ r%u 2+B(@Zu)2

w 4
g@u )¥-u f+z ou

2
+ DoT) £ru

Z X
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Assuming Do (T) is very small richt at the phase
transition the noninteracting propagator G (S
V ' @u ( qg)ican be easily cbtained
6 @

G @=71IG @ + 13)

wih G (g = 1= Kq‘?1 + Bq;l

W e emplby the standard m om entum shell renom al-
ization group RG) transform ation. The only novelyy is
thatwew illem ploy an In nite hypercylindricalB rillouin
zone: ¥ j< , 1 < g< 1l ,where ijsanultta—
vioktcuto .W esgparatethedisplacem ent eld ntohigh
and low wavevectorcom ponentsu  (®) = u @®)+u” (),
where u” (¢) has support in the hyper<cylindrical shell

e < < , 1 <g<1l.Wethen integrate out
the high wave vector part u” (¥), and rescale the length
and long wavelength part ofthe edswih s = =) e,
z=2z%"",and u @® = e u® &% =0 as to restore the
UV cuto back to

Evaluating the corrections B, K, , gand uand
perfom Ing the rescalings described above, we obtain the

following RG  ow equations to one loop order:
B O = d 1 '+ 2 i B; (14)
a ’ 6% ©7

points: one preserving rotation invariance (gz =
which isunstabl; and onewith g; = 0, g, = 32

Analyzing the RG
the standard way leads to the critical properties, expo—
nents, and scaling relations described earlier.

EO_ g s+1+2 +2q k; a5
a 32
A0 5 34142 +2g —; a6
a 64> T
PO _ a4 343 +2g —q g A7)
a 327 32
D O = d 3+!+2 +3g3 3g4
a 16> 16
+ iK @ )i (18)
24
WOy siiaa 2F
a 329
+ §g3 E% w; 19)
87 32
where g, B=K>7Cq1 %%, Bgzgzr%

L g, =5 d.Thes=eRG

B ow equationshavetwo xed

Ja )r
7= ,which

is stable and controls the second-order phase transition.

ow s around the stable xed point in

In summ ary, a theory ofsm ecticA C phase transition
In a eld in disordered media is developed. W e found

the critical exponents to  rst order in the = 5 d
expansion.
testable predictions for the elasticity and
this system in both phases, and at the transition.

In addition, we have m ade experim entally
uctuations of
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