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Two-dimensional electron gas in a strong magnetic field
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Some interesting properties of the phase diagram of a two-dimensional electron gas are calculated within
the framework of Hartree-Fock picture. We find that the system is unstable to the formation of a charge-
density wave at temperatures well above the classical Wigner solid transition temperature.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently there has been a great deal of interest
in the properties of quasi-two-dimensional elec-

tron gases. In these systems [electrons accumula--

ted at the interface of a metal-vacuum-helium
(MHYV) structure! or at a metal-oxide-silicon
(MOS) sandwich],? the energy-level spacing for
motion perpendicular to the plane of the structure
is large compared, for example, to the tempera-
ture or Fermi energy of the electrons. In the
plane the electrons move like quasi-free-particles,
their interactions being dominated by their
interactions with the other electrons. Thus we
have, to a good degree of approximation, an inter-
acting two-dimensional (2-D) electron gas. '

A fascinating aspect of this type of configuration
is that the surface electron density in these sys-
tems may be varied over many orders of magni-
tude, thus in effect varying the strength of the
Coulomb interactions. The dimensionless strength
of this interaction is quite generally the ratio (T,)
of mean Coulombic energy (V) to mean kinetic
energy (K) in the system. For large enough values
of this parameter, we expect that the system would
like to minimize its potential energy and should,
in fact, condense into a solid. Such a solid transi-
tion (Wigner condensation) has been conjectured
theoretically®** and has been shown to exist for
reasonable experimental parameters T'j= 95 in the
MHV system by means of a numerical evaluation
of the problem of 10* interacting classical parti-
cles.® It has even been suggested® that melting
of the solid occurs when the free energy for the
creation of pairs of line defects become negative.
While such a theory seems to give a reasonable
estimate of the classical parameter T,,°® it dis-
agrees in detail with the numerical calculation.

A X-like singularity in the specific heat seems to
be present in the numerical results,. while the
theory predicts a smooth transition. In addition,
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such a classical theory cannot predict melting at
zero temperature as the density is increased. All
such classical theories lead to a phase diagram
characterized by the parabola

n =k TT,/T2e%)? (1.1)

in the #-T plane. This parabola, shown as the
dashed line in Fig. 1, divides solid from liquid.
Another theoretical model®* suggests that an in-
stability of the transverse mode in the solid sig-
nals the onset of melting. It “predicts” a curve
for the phase diagram over the entire range of
temperatures, classical and degenerate, shown
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FIG. 1. Schematic phase diagram of the two-dimen-
sional electron gas, The solid curve is obtained by
setting (V) /{K) =T'; with (V) and (K) evaluated for
a noninteracting Fermi gas. The dashed curve is sim-
ply a plot of Eq. (1.1). The ratio I'y/T'¢=5 is picked for
p\;rposes of illustration (nc=4m224/ nf‘%, T,=2é'm/

).
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as the solid curve in Fig. 1. The instability theory
is roughly characterized by another value of the
parameter I'(T')) or equivalently (7=1),

2e*m
n,=—=—=—"53%", RgTc=—=>) (1.2)
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where g, = (me®)™! is the three-dimensional Bohr
radius and T';= 5 depends on the details of the
theory. In the classical regime, the instability
theory seems to seriously overestimate the solid
region and the defect theory® wins out, although
problems with the nature of the transition persist.
At low temperatures, where quantum-mechanical
effects are important, the situation is reserved.

Assuming I'j> f‘o, then from the above argu-
ments and from the fact that 2e*m is the only
energy in the problem, we see that the tempera-
ture scale (the temperature at which the phase dia-
gram begins to deviate from the classical curve)
given by Eq. (1.1) in this 2-D electron gas is set
by

kpT*=2¢*m/T%. (1.3)
The density scale is still set by
n,=(4/1a3)(1/T3) .

For an MHV system and for T,=100, T*=~30 K
and n,~ 10", On the other hand, we obtain T*
~0.05 K and n,=~ 10*? if we use m*=~0.2m and ¢,

=~ 10 to simply characterize MOS devices. It would
then seem that for MOS systems the region of Wig-
ner crystallization cannot be reached unless one
goes to extremely low temperatures.” However,
in the presence of a strong magnetic field, the
phase diagram may be drastically altered and the
Coulomb-localized [Wigner solid (WS)] portion of
the phase diagram may in fact become accessible
to experiment.® In fact, several recent experi-
ments suggest that the magnetotransport of MOS
devices at fields of about 100 kG are anomalous.’®
In this paper we would like to theoretically explore
the properties of an idealized 2-D system in the
presence of a strong magnetic field (B) oriented
perpendicular to the surface. For noninteracting
electrons and large enough fields (w,= eB/mc

>k T,E,) the electrons are trapped in the
lowest Landau level, i.e., they cannot move in the

plane and there is no kinetic energy in the problem.

Under such circumstances the system is quasi-
zero-dimensional, and Coulomb interactions, at
all densities, are expected to have drastic effects
on its low-temperature properties.

Qualitatively a new energy or temperature scale
e?/¢,l is introduced into the problem. Here I
=(ic/eB)*? is the radius of the lowest Landau
level and ¢%/¢,l at 100 KG is about 100°K even for

the Si MOS. Since there is no kinetic energy in the
problem, all parameters except the occupation of
the lowest Landau level v=2E,/fw,=2mF are of
order 1. Thus for v=1 the transition temperature
in any theory is probably of order ¢*/¢,l

We will, in fact, be able to show that within a
reasonable Hartree-Fock (HF) picture, the system
develops a charge-density-wave (CDW) instability
as the temperature is lowered. Still within the
framework of HF theory, we will be able to esti-
mate T, and discuss the nature of the transition,
i.e., its order. We find that for all fractional oc-
cupations of the lowest Landau level except one
half that the transition is first order.

II. FREE ENERGY AND THE TRANSITION
TEMPERATURE

Qur model Hamiltonian is given by
H=33 v@[p@p(=8) - e™/2p(0)] . (2.1)

qa
Here v(§) =2me?/€,9S, and ¢, and S are the effec-
tive dielectric constant and the total area of the
system, respectively. The charge-density opera-
tor is defined by

p(ﬁ)=fdre"a'?p(r)=fdr e Ty, @.2)

»(E) =Zx: ax b (F) . (2.3)

In Eq. (2.3) X =(L/21rlz)f0LdX, where L is the
linear dimension of our system and ¢, () are the
Landau wave functions for the lowest level, i.e.,

Oy (F) = (n21L) "2 expl-iXy/F = (x = X)?/2F]. (2.4)

By the use of Egs. (2.3) and (2.4), we can rewrite
Eq. (2.2) as f

(@) = ; exp[-ig X - 3(q)*]al ay_ , (2.5)

where X, =X+ %l"’qy and g, is the ath component of
q. ' :

The order parameter of the CDW with a wave
vector §=Q is (p(Q)), where ( ) is the thermal
average. From Eq. (2.5) we see that the require-
ment of finite (p(Q)) is equivalent to setting,

(a},ax ) =@r/L{a@)e'=*b(g, - Q,)
+[a@lre "9 %0(g, +@,)},
(2.6)

Here AQ) is a complex constant independent of

X and is of the order of v. The X-dependent phase
factor in Eq. (2.6) follows from Eq. (2.5) and the
requirement that (p(g)) be finite for §=Q. Using
Eq. (2.6), the CDW in real space is given by
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In terms of the order paraméter A(Q), the
Hartree-Fock Hamiltonian for Eq. (2.1) is given
as (see the Appendix) -

H= —QE {p@)e@ " *y@)[a@;)]* +H.c.}
‘ .
—u@;)|A@“)|2) +I\73E0, (2.8)

where the operator 1\79 represents the total num-
ber of electrons. In Eq. (2.8) the existence of
several order parameters A(Q,) corresponding to
different wave vectors @, has been assumed. The
. summation over Q, is restricted so that Q, and
-Q; should not be counted twice since A(-Q;)
=[a@))]*. In Eq. (2.8) E, is the Fock energy in
the normal state when the charge density is uni-

form, and the Hartree-Fock potential U(Q) is given

as (see the Appendix)

-2 )" ()

1 . (ox)"‘/z]
Ql°

2@ (2.9)

Here |Q|=Q and I,(x) is the modified Bessel func-
tion. . The @ dependence of U(Q) is shown in Fig. 2.

In order to determine the critical temperature of
the phase transition, we evaluate the difference of
free energies between the CDW state and the nor-
mal states with a fixed total electron number. It
can be written in terms of the thermodynamic
potential @ as

F= Foppfn) = Folo) x
=) = Qolpo) + (1 = KN, (2.10)

where N, is the total number of electrons and
and pu, are the chemical potentials of the CDW
state and the normal state, respectively. We will
determine 6F to order A(Q,)*, using 89 (u,)/81,
=-N,, le.,

OF =0, ) = 2alu) + 3 — o T 4. 2.11)
o

A. Second-order transition

First we estimate the critical temperature under
the assumption that the transition is second order.
In this case it suffices to consider the contribution
to &F to second order in the order parameter,

By noting that pu -y, is proportional to the square
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FIG. 2. Plot of the effective HF potential in momen-
tum space (b).

of the order parameter and by considering one
kind of order parameter, A(Q), we obtain for 6F®

5FY = N[U(Q) + UQ)F' (Ey) Ia (@) (2.12a)

W) s @r,  (2.120)

—NU(Q)(I U@
where N=S/27%. In Eq. (2.12a) f'(E,) is given
by

dlexpp(E,—p) +1]7!

F'(Bo) = dE,

In obtaining Eq. (2.12b), we used the relation
f(Eg)~=v(1=v)/T. Thus we see that the instabil-
ity of the normal state is determined by the maxi-
mum value of U(Q), U(Q,) =U,, i.e.,

T, =v(1=v)U,=0.55Tv(1 = v)e?/¢,l, (2.13a)
|Q|=Q,=1.568 1", (2.13b)

Note from Eq. (2.13b) that the wave vector of the
CDW is independent of the degree of filling v if
the transition is second order.

Several features of T, are worth noting. As
advertised, T, is of the order ¢?/€,l and the period
only depends on [. The density dependence is para-
bolic and symmetric about v =4. The symmetry of
all the physical properties. about v =3 is a general
property of the Hamiltonian, Egs. (2.1) and (2.2),
which follows from the invariance of this Hamil-
tonian under a transformation a, -~ 4, . The ex-
plicit form v(1 —v) for the transition is not a gen-
eral property but a characteristic of the HF equa-
tions. At low densities the CDW transition tem-
perature is linear in , unlike the classical transi-
tion temperature which goes like #*/2. In Si MOS
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T,~20°K for B~100 kG at v=0.5 (z=10" cm™).
This is a rather high temperature when compared
with the classical temperature for the transition
to a Wigner solid at the same density in the ab-~
sence of a magnetic field. Using the numerical
results of Hockney and Brown,® T, ~2 K for
v=0.5 and B=100 kG.

To put the relation between the classical transi-
tion temperature T and the quantum CDW temper-
ature T, in the proper perspective, we have plot-
ted both temperatures for a fixed 100-kG field as
a function of v (density) in Fig. 3. The classical
temperature is low compared to the CDW tempera-
ture unless ¥ <107,

The classical transition temperature to a Wig-
ner solid (WS) is about one order of magnitude
smaller than our estimate of the CDW transition
temperature. In fact, careful consideration of the
WS phase diagram in a magnetic field amplifies
this difference. Using a Lindeman melting cri-
terion designed to reproduce the classical result,
we find that the solid region is strongly suppressed
in the presence of zero-point fluctuations.'® In
fact, at fields of 100 kG we find that the WS no
longer exists for v = 1072, At these “high” CDW
temperatures, the strong short-range order which

"is not included in our HF description has not had
time to build up, and our HF description is a good
one.
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FIG. 3. Transition temperature in this HF theory.
The solid curve shows the second-order transition tem-
perature. Thd dashed curve is a plot of the classical
transition temperature for a fixed B=100 kg.

B. First-order transition

As seen from Eq. (2.9), U@) is a function of
|Q| and the maximum value of U(@) occurs on a
circle [Q|=¢Q, in momentum space. This fact
introduces the possibility of a first-order transi-
tion, since any CDW with wave vector |Q|=@, has
an equal right to evolve at T=T,. If the charge
density with Q,(|Q,|= [Q,|) were to start building
up, those with Qz and QS which are oriented 120°
apart and satisfy Q, +Q, +Q, =0 would also build
up (see Fig. 4). Of course, the choice of the di-
rection of @, is arbitrary in our present model,
but once Ql is fixed, for example, by a boundary
condition, @, and Q, should also be. In the follow-
ing, we consider the case where we choose such a
particular set of three order parameters.!!

In order to incorporate the possible fact that the
absolute magnitude of the wave vector @; is not
necessarily equal to @, at the first-order transi-
tion, we assume |Q,|=@ arbitrary and determine

. @ variationally. For this purpose we evaluate the

difference of the free energy O0F between the
normal state and the CDW state as a power series
in A(Q) up to fourth order. The third-order contri-
butions are shown diagramatically in Figs. 5(a) and
5(b).*? The straight lines represent one-particle
Green’s functions and the vertices are the order
parameters A(Q,). These two terms are complex
conjugates of one another. They give a term

8FD= —2NU(Q)*f" (E,)(A 8,4, +c.c)
X cos(1PQ, x Q,-&,),

where A;=A(Q;) and 8, is the unit vector in the
direction of the magnetic field. In deriving Eq.
(2.14) we noted the following fact for the phase
factor in Fig. 5(a):

(2.14)

FIG. 4. Three wave vectors of the charge-density
waves involved in a first-order transition.



19 TWO-DIMENSIONAL ELECTRON GAS IN A STRONG MAGNETIC... 5215

ol o (50582 e (1070, ) 2 (P49 o (-1 00010,

In Fig. 5(b), on the other hand, the phase factor is

Zexp{ Hau(x592) rqu(x+ 20y, + £22) va,, (x+r Q—L}—Q—*)]}

=NeXP[‘ l% (Qly Qs — @3y Qe )]

=Nexp[—izﬁ (Qly Q2x - le Q2y)J .

The contributions to w(u) - Q,(p) in the fourth order in A, are given by

U@ E)(§ 3 18,145 2 1, Pla, P2 +oos(Q,x Q- 8)) (2.19)

i#j

Note that the term |A;|* does not have any phase factor whereas, regarding the phase factor, the term
[a,Fla;[? (#5) has two different contributions. These contributions are shown in Figs. 6(a)-6(c). In Fig.
6(a) the phase factor is cancelled. On the other hand Figs. 6(b) and 6(c) contain factors given by

exp{—i[@.-x(X+E—§ﬂ) @y (x+20,, +E28) —q,, (x+rg,,+Ee) - Q,,(X+%Qﬂ)]}

= eXP[ilz(Qix Qjy— @iy ij)} ’

exp{— i Q; (X+ ta,, ) sz(X*‘ leiyng'u> = Qi (X' leiy

=explif(Q,Q;: — Q:xQ;,)],

respectively.
Since
a?‘Qo(lio) aN f
dup 8 Ko

the change of the chemical potential y —p, is given
by

=UQVS/f 3 I8P, (2.16)
1
In Eq. (2.16), f® is defined as
fo.>=d"[expB(Eo - o) +1]
dET ’
and the first few are ;
f==v(l~v)/T, (2.17a)
T =v(l=-v)1- 2v)/T?, (2.17b)
Q, Q,
X222y +Qp)y X020y xef2(Q)+Qg)y x+£%0,,
Q X Q, Q, X Q
(a) (b)

FIG. 5. Contributions to the thermodynamic potential
in third order. .

' B
£u)sq, (x-E2) |

== =)[6w -3 -11/15

By using the relation f'(E,) =f' = (u = p,)f” in Eq.
(2.12a) and by setting A(Q,) =A,e'®, we may finally
write

(2.17¢)

OF =NU,(ar2 +bA3 +cad), (2.18)
a=3(1 _”—(177_”) U(Q)> , 2.19)
b==2[U(Q)/TFv(1-v)(1 - 2v)cosiV3 (QI)?
x cos(6, +6, +6,), " (2.20)
c=3U@)/TPv(1 = v)[# - (v-3)]
+{U(@)/TPrv(1 =v)[1 -cos3V3 (Q1)?]
x[6(v-3)?-3]. (2.21)

By noting that cos $V3(Q,1)? =0.48 at @,l=1.568,

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 6. Contributions to the thermodynamic potential
in fourth order.
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we see that 0, +6, +0,=0 (7) if v< 3 (v>3). The
first-order transition temperature T, determined
by the equation a=5%/4c is now given as

- U(Q))( Acos?¢ )
T, —TC(U(QO). 1+ 5 Cooss) (2.22)
where ¢ =3V3(Q0)?, and A, B, and C are defined
by

A=&v-122, (2.23a)
B=%+3W-3)°, (2.23b)
C=%-30-27°. (2.23¢)

Maximizing T, with respect to @ or ¢, we obtain
the deviation of T, from T, [Eq. (2.13a)] as shown:
in Fig. 7(a). In Fig. 7(b) we show the @ =@, which
gives this maximum. It is seen that @, decreases
as v deviates from 3. This tendency is reasonable
in view of our discussion concerning the nature of
the transition at low density, where we expect a
transition to a solid whose basic periodicity @,
=2.69vY?["!. @, is shown as the dotted curve in
Fig. 7(b). The variation of @, is a reasonable
first approximation to such a behavior.

III. DISCUSSIONS

We have examined the CDW phase transition
within a Hartree-Fock approximation using the
usual delocalized Landau wave functions. The
physical picture which emerges from these cal-
culations is that two-dimensional electrons in a
large magnetic field will have a variety of phase
transitions linked up with the formation of a CDW.
This CDW occurs at temperatures high compared
to the classical transition temperature and evolves
in a second-order fashion with a bit of first-
order character. It is harmonic in character
near the transition 7,. As the temperature is
lowered, we expect the period and harmonic con-
tent of the CDW to change, evolving towards an
anharmonic Wigner solid. If we solve a nonlinear
version of it, the HF theory presented here gives
us an appropriate framework within which we can
analyze such problems.

We do not believe that our transition represents
the actual melting temperature of the CDW, but
rather a kind of transition between an essentially
gaslike phase and a phase with charge-density
waves but no long-range order. The long-range
order in angle and position will probably be des-
troyed by defects near the classical melting point
or at least at temperatures low compared to our
T,, according to one version or another of the
defect-melting theories.® We do, however, e‘xpect
that our transition may show up as a quantitative

(T,-tfc)/{'c' xlO| '
1.0 .
0.8f- -
0.6f- 1
041 -
0.2 -
L

1%
(a)

i I\ 1 1
0 01 02 03 04 05
1%
(b)

FIG. 7. First-order transition temperature and the
wave-vector variation in this HF scheme. The dotted
line shows the wave vector for the Wigner solid @,
while the dashed straight line is the constant wave vec-
tor @ in the HF scheme.

change in the degree of short-range order, e.g.,
that the structure factor may have a rather sharp
peak atour @, below our 7,. The reason is that
the density of dislocations, while finite, may not
bevery high because as the CDW becomes less
solidlike, the core radius a, of the dislocation in-
creases, and their entropy, which is proportional
to —bln(nd) decreases (although T,, which depends
on the coefficients of the logarithms in energy and
entropy, will still be low), We propose, in other
words, that Hartree-Fock probably gives a good
description of the short-range order, which will
become very pronounced at our T, and below.
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APPENDIX

The Hartree-Fock decoupling of the Hamiltonian [Eq. (1)) is

% 2_v@p@p(=q)

-3 vlgXp=p@) =3 > vlg) exp<_@ -iq,

=) a2 )

x' (A1)
The first term of Eq. (A1) is trivially given as
Sv(QA(Q)e™ " 14p(Q) +H.c.
while the second term is evaluated by using Eq. (2.8), i.e.,
-5Q) Y a}_ax+elo,xz u(q)eXp< (q1)? +ilqq, - yqx)) —[a@)] *; a}_ax+e"°:x
X q . .
2 2
x 2 viglexp (- (qgl) +iP(g,Qx —q,Qy)) =-{2@p(-@) +[a@]*p(@} @7
X f &q g’i:;exp(— (l;’) +iP(g, Q; —dx Qy))
2 1/2 2
--p@p(-@ @@} (3) " 1) - (a2)

Equations (A1) and (A2) yield the desired results.

1y, B. Shikin and Yu. P. Monarkha, Sov. J. Low Temp.
Phys. 1, 459 (1975); R. S. Crandall, Surf. Sci. 58,

266 (1976).

For a recent review, see Proceedings of the Second
International Conference on Electronic Properties of
2-D Systems,” in Surf, Sci. 73 (1978),

°R. S. Crandall and R, W, Williams, Phys. Lett. A 34,
404 (1971).

4p, M. Platzman and H, Fukuyama, Phys. Rev. B 10,
3150 (1974).

R. W. Hockney and T. R. Brown, J. Phys. C 8, 1813
1975).

8J. M. Kosterlitz and D. J. Thouless, J. Phys. C 6, 1181
(1973) ; D, J, Thouless, J. Phys, C 11, L189 (1978),
D. Nelson and B. I. Halperin, Phys. Rev, B 19, 2457
(1979).

"The existence of many valleys introduces the possib-
ility of other types of ordered states at higher tem-
peratures. This situation has been discussed by L. M.
Falicov and M. J. Kelley in Ref. 2 and by D, J. Berg-

man and T. M. Rice in Solid State Commun. 23, 59
1977). -

8Yu. E. Lozovik and V. I. Yudson, Pis’ma Zh. Eksp.
Teor. Fiz, 22, 26 (1975) [JETP Lett. 22, 11 (1975)];
H. Fukuyama, Solid State Commun. 19 551 (1976)3

L. Bonsall and A. A. Maradudin, Phys. Rev. B 15,
1959 (1977).

%S. Kawaji and J. Wakabayashi, Solid Stabe Commun. 23,
675 (1977); see also S. Kawaji in Ref. 2; D Tsui, Solid
State Commun, 21, 675 (1977).

10p, M. Platzman and H. Fukuyama (unpublished).

U The arbitariness in the direction at the CDW leads to
a fluctuation in the angle of the triangular lattice
which is formed by three CDW’s. This is an inter-
esting problem beyond the scope of this paper.

12The formalism describing such diagrams in detail in
the context of spin-density waves is given by A. Malas-
pinas and T, M. Rice [Phys. Konden, Mater. 13, 193
(1971)] and K. Nakanishi and K. Maki [Prog. Theor.
Phys. 48, 1059 (1972)].



