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Wigner crystals are extremely fragile, which is shown to result from very strong geometric frustration ger-
mane to long-range Coulomb interactions. Physically, this is manifested by a very small characteristic energy
scale for shear density fluctuations, which are gapless excitations in a translationally invariant system. The
presence of disorder, however, breaks translational invariance, thus suppressing gapless excitations and pushing
them to higher density. We illustrate this general principle by explicit microscopic model calculations, showing
that this mechanism very effectively stabilizes disordered Wigner lattices to much higher temperatures and den-
sities than in the clean limit. On the other hand, we argue that in two dimensions disorder significantly “smears”
the melting transition, producing spatial coexistence of solid-like and liquid-like regions – just as recently ob-
served in STM experiments. Our results paint a new physical picture for melting of Wigner-Mott solids in two
dimensions, corresponding to a Mott-Hubbard model with spatially varying local electronic bandwidth.

At very low electron densities (n) and temperatures (T ),
a spatially uniform two-dimensional electron liquid sponta-
neously breaks translational symmetry and forms a solid ar-
rangement known as a Wigner crystal (WC) [1]. This phase
transition arises from the competition between the interac-
tion energy (Ec ∼ e2n1/2/ϵr), which dominates over the ki-
netic energy (Here −e < 0 is the electron charge and ϵr is the
dielectric constant of the medium). The kinetic energy is ei-
ther quantum mechanical (EF ∼ ℏ

2n/m) or thermal (∼ kBT ),
where ℏ is the reduced Planck’s constant, m is the effective
mass of the electron, and kB is the Boltzmann’s constant. Al-
though this phenomenon was proposed nearly a century ago,
direct imaging of the WC phase, along with its melting tran-
sition, has only become possible recently [2]1.

Recent experimental observations, however, reveal no-
table discrepancies with existing theoretical predictions.
Quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) simulations predict the melt-
ing of WC’s at values of the dimensionless interaction pa-
rameter rs (defined as rs ≡ 1/(πna2

B), aB = ℏ
2ϵr/me2) around

∼ 30–34 [5, 6]2. In contrast, experiments show that WC’s re-
main stable at much lower rs values—that is, at significantly
higher electron densities [8, 9]. Moreover, the experiments in
Ref. [2, 10] report the existence of an intermediate phase in
which both solid and liquid states coexist. Scenarios involv-
ing electronic microemulsions [11–13] and long-wavelength
electron density fluctuations [14–16] have been ruled out as
the origin of this observation. Instead, the enhanced stabil-
ity and the intermediate phase have been attributed to short-
range disorder based on the energetics argument [9].

The melting of a WC can be understood in terms of the

1 It must be noted that separate recent studies have imaged WC’s stabi-
lized either by periodic moiré modulation [3]—often termed ’general-
ized’ WC’s—or by strong magnetic fields that quench the kinetic en-
ergy [4].

2 Hartree–Fock methods overestimate stability the crystalline phase and
predict rs of the order unity; see Ref. [7] for a recent analysis.

zero-point motion of the electrons that form the Wigner lat-
tice: when the displacement amplitude becomes comparable
to the lattice spacing, the crystal structure destabilizes and
melts. This intuition lays the groundwork for the definition
of the Lindemann ratio, an empirical criterion for predicting
melting. In the clean limit, the Lindemann ratio has been
widely used to compute phase diagrams and has proven suc-
cessful in reproducing melting curves. It is defined as the
ratio of the root-mean-square fluctuations around the equi-
librium position to the lattice spacing. Remarkably, this
ratio assumes a nearly universal value—typically between
0.20 and 0.25—across a wide range of melting transitions,
whether classical or quantum, and regardless of whether the
particles involved are bosons or fermions [17–19]3. This
near-universal behavior of the Lindemann ratio is leveraged
throughout this paper to characterize the phase diagram of
the WC in the presence of disorder4.

Our main result can be summarized as follows. As ex-
pected, disorder stabilizes the WC phase to much higher den-
sities. However, in the presence of disorder there is no sharp
liquid–solid phase transition, but rather a crossover in which
density fluctuations proliferate in certain regions (domains)5.
This is consistent with standard Imry–Ma arguments [43]:
disorder explicitly breaks translational invariance and acts as
a random field coupled to the crystalline order parameter. We
characterize melting through a spatially varying vibrational
amplitude. Physically, when this amplitude in a given re-

3 The Lindemann ratio has been widely used in past studies of melting in
the flux lattice of type-II superconductors [20–23].

4 The influence of impurities on electron solids and charge-density waves
has been explored extensively in earlier theoretical studies [24–36], often
inspired by analogous ideas developed for pinned vortex lattices in super-
conductors [37–39]. However, this body of work has mainly concentrated
on how impurity pinning modifies the static and dynamical properties.

5 Formation of such domains has been indirectly inferred in the past from
RF-conductivity experiments in magnetic field induced WC’s; see, e.g.,
Refs. [41, 42].
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FIG. 1: This schematic figure illustrates how the fraction of melted sites increases as the electron density is tuned from low to
high from left to right. The individual Gaussian wave packets are constructed using an Einstein-phonon approximation.

Contour lines are drawn around regions that have locally melted; bright yellow denotes unmelted sites, whereas faded blue
indicates melted sites. Here, the disorder strength used is xd = 2 ξ0, where ξ0 is the bare bandwidth of the transverse phonon

at the given density (see Ref. [40]).

gion becomes comparable to the inter-particle spacing, par-
ticles there can exchange places and move around. Owing
to disorder, the associated Lindemann ratios form a proba-
bility distribution, which we compute within our formalism.
This picture can be visualized by placing a Gaussian wave
packet on each site, with its width set by the local fluctua-
tion amplitude. As temperature or density increases, some
Gaussians broaden earlier and begin to overlap, forming
connected liquid-like regions [illustrated in Fig. 1]. These
real-space patterns closely resemble STM images in experi-
ments and provide a compelling illustration of our theoretical
framework.

In order to study the melting transition, let us set up the
following low-energy effective Hamiltonian of a WC in the
presence of impurities:

Hphonon =
∑

i

p2
i

2m
+

1
2

∑
i, j,α,β

uαi Dαβi j uβj +
1
2

∑
i

κiu
2
i . (1)

Here, ui denotes the displacement of the electron at site i
from its equilibrium position, and Dαβi j is the dynamical ma-
trix coupling fluctuations at sites i and j along directions α
and β. The explicit form of Dαβi j for a triangular WC is given
in the supplemental material [40]. The last term accounts for
disorder, with κi representing the local onsite pinning poten-
tial. The physical intuition behind this disorder term is that,
in the presence of atomic-scale, short-ranged defects—such
as those relevant in STM experiments—the disorder length
scale is much smaller than the spatial extent of the WC elec-
tron wave packet. Impurities that lie within a given wave
packet effectively pin the electron locally, enhancing its con-

finement relative to the clean limit6. We assume a Gaussian
distribution for κi. As shown in the supplemental material,
our results are qualitatively insensitive to the specific choice
of disorder distribution, and we also derive the effective form
of the disorder potential from first principles in the limit of
weak, short-ranged disorder [40].

Here we first briefly discuss the physics of WC melting
in the absence of disorder, before turning to the disorder-
dominated case (in the process, we will introduce the Lin-
demann ratio). The theory of two-dimensional crystals has
a long history (see Ref. [44] for a review). Melting of a 2D
WC, however, is more subtle than that of ordinary 2D solids,
owing to the fermionic nature of electrons, their spin degrees
of freedom, and the long-range Coulomb interaction. Never-
theless, the Lindemann ratio serves as a remarkably effective
tool for understanding the melting of a WC [17–19]. Its ef-
fectiveness is not accidental—although we do not attempt a
first-principles derivation here. The key idea is that melting
is governed by the collective Goldstone modes of the crys-
tal. The dominant thermal or quantum fluctuations are the
harmonic vibrational modes of the WC, with the shear mode
setting the relevant Debye energy scale [45, 46]. It is im-
portant to note that, since the crystal is two-dimensional, it
supports two phonon modes: a transverse phonon with a lin-
ear dispersion, ωT,q ∼ q, and a longitudinal phonon with

6 Experiments in Refs. [2, 10] also indicate the presence of long-ranged dis-
order arising from Coulomb impurities. Even in the presence of Coulomb
disorder, an effective phonon model should still be possible. This might
imply some degree of correlation between disorder on different sites,
given the longer range of the Coulomb interaction, we leave an explo-
ration of these effects to future work [29].
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ωL,q ∼
√

q7. Since the shear mode is far softer than the
longitudinal mode for WC’s, the melting is predominantly
governed by transverse fluctuations. We have compared the
melting boundary obtained by including both phonon modes
with that obtained by considering only the transverse fluc-
tuations and found that the two agree with high accuracy,
as shown in the supplemental material [40]. In the rest of
the paper, we will restrict ourselves to discussing transverse
phonons when examining the melting.

As discussed in the introduction, conventionally the Lin-
demann ratio is defined as η2

site ≡ σ
2
site/a

2, where

σ2
site =

1
N

∑
i

〈
u2

i

〉
. (2)

Here, i is the index of the site in the Wigner lattice in real
space, and N is the total number of sites. The subscript “site”
refers to the fact that this involves fluctuations of the sites,
and it becomes clearer why we used that below. One can
rewrite this in the momentum space in terms of the normal
phonon modes as follows:

σ2
site = ac

ˆ
d2q

(2π)2

(
ℏ

2mωq

)
coth

[
ℏωq

2kBT

]
, (3)

where ac =
√

3a2/2 is the area of the unit cell of the
Wigner lattice. σ2

site is a well defined quantity at T = 08.
However, at finite T , this momentum integral diverges log-
arithmically with the infrared cut-off at finite temperature
∼ T log(1

/
qmina), where qmin is the lower cut-off of the inte-

gral, as dictated by the Mermin–Wagner theorem [19]. This
divergence prohibits us from using this to find the finite tem-
perature melting point. One can alternatively define a gener-
alized Lindemann ratio that measures relative (bond) fluctu-
ations [47–49].

σ2
bond ≡

1
2NM

∑
i, j∈NN

∑
a

〈(
ua

i − ua
j

)2
〉

(4)

Here M = 6 is the number of nearest neighbors. Equation (4)
can be written in terms of the (shear) phonon modes as fol-
lows:

σ2
bond =

ac

2M

ˆ
d2q

(2π)2

(
ℏ

2mωα,q

)
coth

[
ℏωα,q

2kBT

]
f (q) (5)

Here f (q) is the following geometrical factor:

f (q) =
∑
j∈NN

4 sin2
(
q · b j

2

)
. (6)

7 This is the plasmon mode that arises from the long-range nature of the
Coulomb interactions and also exists in the liquid phase.

8 At T = 0, this is a 2 + 1D quantum theory, which maps to a 3D classical
theory that is not subject to the curse of Mermin–Wagner theorem. In
Eq. (3), this corresponds to coth(∞) = 1, ensuring that the integral has no
infrared divergence.

The vectors b j point towards the nearest neighbor lattice
sites. This approach effectively removes the logarithmic di-
vergence by introducing a soft cut-off9 (in the limit q → 0,
f (q) can be expanded as, ≈ 3q2/4). Following the litera-
ture where ηc

site ≈ 0.23 [18], corresponding ηc
bond ≈ 0.25 so

that they reproduce the same zero temperature melting line.
We note that this indicates the physics of 2D WC melting is
controlled by the UV energy scale—specifically, the Debye
energy or, equivalently, the large-q contributions. This scale
is the same in all dimensions, highlighting the distinctive na-
ture of WC melting. This observation motivates our use of
the Einstein-phonon approximation later for generating real-
space charge-density plots.

When dealing with disorder, it is more convenient to work
in the language of Green’s functions. In the remainder of
the paper, we therefore use the following retarded Green’s
function:10:

G j1 j2 (t) ≡ −ι̇θ (t)
〈[

u j1 (t) , u j2 (0)
]〉

(7)

Here ⟨.⟩ denotes the finite temperature expectation value. In
terms of the Green’s function, relative bond fluctuations can
be written as follows:

σ2
bond =

ac

2M

∑
a

ˆ
dq

(2π)2

ˆ ∞
−∞

dω
2π

nB (ω) B (q, ω) f (q) (8)

where

B (q, ω) ≡ −2Im (G (q, ω)) , (9)

is the (bosonic) spectral function. We will also define a local
Lindemann ratio as:

σ2
bond-local =

1
2M

∑
i∈NN

〈
(u0 − ui)2

〉
(10)

In the clean limit, this quantity is equivalent to the spatially
averaged quantity. However, in the case of a disordered sit-
uation, this quantity exhibits spatial fluctuations. We will be
using Eq. (10) as a measure later to estimate the fraction of
melted sites to construct the phase diagram. In terms of the
Green’s function language, this quantity is given by:

σ2
bond-local =

1
2

ˆ ∞
−∞

dω
2π

nB (ω)
(
Bκ0 (ω) − B̄ (ω)

)
+σ2

bond (11)

Here Bκ0 (ω) is the local spectral function as a function of
the local pinning κ0, and B̄(ω) is the disorder-averaged local
spectral function.

We calculate the Green’s function needed for the Linde-
mann ratio using dynamical mean-field theory within the co-
herent potential approximation (DMFT-CPA) [53–58]. This

9 In this sense, previous harmonic oscillator (HO) approaches [50–52] can
be interpreted as focusing on relative fluctuations: it effectively pins all
other electrons in place when computing the confining potential.

10 We are only considering the transverse fluctuations here.
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FIG. 2: The phase diagram of a two-dimensional electron system as a function of electron density and temperature for
different disorder strengths. The solid red line denotes the melting line estimated from the global (bond) Lindemann ratio.

The color gradient indicates the fraction of melted sites, calculated from the local (bond) Lindemann ratio. The color
gradient goes from blue (dark shade) at zero to yellow (light shade) at one. The disorder strength is given in units of ξ0,
which is the bare bandwidth of the transverse phonon at the given density. (a) The clean limit is presented where there is

“nominally” a phase transition expected. (b) The disorder strength is given by xd = 0.5 ξ0 (c) The disorder strength is given
by xd = 2 ξ0. As discussed in the main text, in the presence of disorder—which breaks translational symmetry—the

melting/freezing transition that usually distinguishes a solid from a liquid is no longer well defined. Therefore, we do not
label the phases in that way in the figures. (b) and (c).

approach has been most commonly applied to study strong
correlations and disorder in fermionic systems; however,
its application to bosonic systems also exists (see, e.g.,
Refs. [59–61]). For a bosonic system, the Green’s function
can be written as:

G (z) =
ˆ ξ0

0
dξ

ρ0 (ξ)
z2 − Σ (z) − ξ2

. (12)

Here z = ω + i0+ denotes the complex frequency, with ω
as the real frequency and 0+ an infinitesimally small posi-
tive number ensuring causality. The integration variable ξ
denotes energy, and ρo(ξ) is the bare density of states (The
details specific to the triangular WC are given in the sup-
plemental material [40].). The quantity Σ(z) is the self-
consistent self-energy, which can be calculated locally within
DMFT-CPA, and encodes the modification of the bare spec-
trum induced by disorder 11. The next step in DMFT-CPA
involves introducing a self-consistent cavity field ∆(z) which
relates the Green’s function to the distribution of the disorder
as follows:

G (z) =
ˆ

dx
P (x)

z2 − ∆ (z) − x2 (13)

Here x is related to the onsite pinning as x =
√
κi/m. One

has to solve for the cavity field using the following relation:

∆ (z) = z2 − Σ (z) −G−1 (z) (14)

11 Σ(z) vanishes in the clean limit. In that case, Eq. (12) simply reproduces
the real-frequency Green’s function obtained by Fourier transforming the
momentum-space propagator.

Details about the numerical techniques are provided in the
supplemental material [40].

Now that we have introduced the essential tools, we
present our results. In Fig. 2, we show the phase diagram
of the WC in the density–temperature plane. Figure 2(a) cor-
responds to the clean limit, where the Lindemann ratio indi-
cates a sharp melting transition12. The colors—blue (dark) to
yellow (light)—represent the fraction of melted sites ranging
from zero to one. As the strength of disorder increases, two
apparent effects emerge. First, the solid line—representing
the spatially averaged Lindemann ratio—shows that the crys-
tal becomes stabilized to much higher densities, as seen in
Fig. 2(b) and Fig. 2(c), corresponding to weak and strong
disorder, respectively. Second, around this line, a broad re-
gion exists where the fraction of melted sites varies contin-
uously from zero to one, indicating that there is no longer a
sharp melting transition.

In Fig. 3(a) we demonstrate that the average local bond
fluctuation decreases as the disorder strength increases. This
quantity saturates at large x due to the presence of the con-
stant term in Eq. (11). Figure 3(b) shows the probability dis-
tribution of the local bond Lindemann ratios. Each curve
exhibits a (removable) singularity at the maximum allowed
value of the local Lindemann ratio, which occurs at x = 0.

12 Even in the clean limit, a direct first-order transition is replaced (possibly)
by a series of intermediate electronic microemeulsion phases owing to
the long-range nature of the interactions. However, the window of such
intermediate phases are extremely narrow [62].
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FIG. 3: (a) The local (bond) Lindemann ratio is plotted
against the local disorder strength for three different

densities at xd = 2 ξ0. The horizontal black dashed line
marks the critical Lindemann ratio at which local melting

occurs, implying that, depending on the local disorder
strength, different lattice sites can undergo melting

independently. (b) The probability distributions of the local
bond Lindemann ratio for these same disorder strengths are

numerically calculated and shown here.

This behavior reflects the fact that P(x) and η2
bond-local peaks

at x = 013.
The absence of a sharp transition is further illustrated in

Fig. 1, where we present real-space images. We construct a
triangular lattice (used as an approximation to the triangu-
lation observed experimentally) and sample local site fluc-
tuations using the same Gaussian disorder as before. We
have utilized the Einstein-phonon approximation to create
this wave packet since ⟨u2

i ⟩ nominally diverges at finite tem-
peratures in the clean limit. The details of this construction

13 It is noteworthy that a local maximum emerges at finite η2
bond-local. We

attribute this to the convolution involved in mapping P(x) to P(η2
bond-local).

are provided in the supplemental material [40]. As the den-
sity increases (left to right), the number of sites satisfying
the local Lindemann melting criterion grows, forming a per-
colating cluster or melted region—similar to what is seen in
experiments. However, we emphasize that our theory, which
relies on the Lindemann criterion, cannot reliably describe
the melted regime. We can only assert that the system is no
longer a solid; the nature of the melted phase (presumably
a liquid with strong short-range correlations) is beyond the
scope of our current description.

We conclude by saying that a frozen spatial charge profile–
whether from STM or simulations–cannot sharply identify a
“melting” transition in terms of density (equivalently rs) or
temperatures. There are past experiments on the WC melting
transition—using transport and optical spectroscopy—that
report intermediate phases not consistent with either a con-
ventional WC or a Fermi liquid (see e.g., Refs. [63–69]).
These observations can be explained by the disorder-induced
coexistence of clustered solid and liquid domains that we
have found. However, there could be a well-defined tran-
sition: an insulator-metal transition (IMT), widely observed
in two-dimensional electron systems as density is varied
(pinned WC is an insulator, thus undergoes an IMT upon
melting). We speculate that this IMT is Mott-like in nature.
In the insulating phase, each WC site hosts a single localized
electron forming a local moment, whereas the metallic phase
is a disordered Fermi liquid [70–72].

We note that after this work was completed, a related joint
experiment–theory preprint [10] appeared, using STM and
QMC to investigate disorder effects on the WC. Their find-
ings are consistent with our predictions.
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