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Tunneling from a two{dim ensionalcontact into quantum {Halledges is considered theoretically

fora casewherethebarrierisextended,uniform ,and parallelto theedge.In contrastto previously

realized tunneling geom etries, details ofthe m icroscopic edge structure are exhibited directly in

thevoltage and m agnetic{�eld dependence ofthedi�erentialtunneling conductance.In particular,

it is possible to m easure the dispersion ofthe edge{m agnetoplasm on m ode,and the existence of

additional,som etim escounterpropagating,edge{excitation branchescould be detected.

PACS num bers:73.43.Jn,73.43.Cd,71.10.Pm

The quantum Hall(Q H)e�ect[1]arisesdue to incom -

pressibilitiesdeveloping in two{dim ensionalelectron sys-

tem s(2DES)atspecialvaluesoftheelectronicsheetden-

sity n0 and perpendicularm agnetic�eld B forwhich the

�lling factor � = 2��hcn0=jeB jis equalto an integer

or certain fractions. The m icroscopic origin ofincom -

pressibilitiesatfractional� iselectron{electron interac-

tion. Laughlin’s trial{wave{function approach [2]suc-

cessfully explainsthe Q H e�ectat� = �1;p � 1=(p+ 1)

where p is a positive even integer. O ur current m icro-

scopic understanding ofwhy incom pressibilitiesdevelop

atm any otherfractionalvaluesofthe �lling factor,e.g.,

�m ;p � m =(m p + 1) with nonzero integer m 6= � 1,is

based on hierarchicaltheories[3,4,5].

Theunderlyingm icroscopicm echanism responsiblefor

creatingchargegapsatfractional� im pliespeculiarprop-

ertiesoflow{energy excitation in a �nite quantum {Hall

sam ple which are localized at the boundary [6]. For

� = �m ;p,m branchesofsuch edgeexcitations[7,8,9,10]

are predicted to existwhich are realizationsofstrongly

correlated chiralone{dim ensionalelectron system scalled

chiralLuttingerliquids(�LL).Extensiveexperim entalef-

fortswere undertaken recently to observe �LL behavior

becausethiswould yield an independentcon�rm ation of

our basic understanding ofthe fractionalQ H e�ect. In

allofthesestudies[11,12,13,14,15,16],current{voltage

characteristicsyielded a directm easureoftheenergy de-

pendence ofthe tunneling density ofstates for the Q H

edge. This quantity generally contains inform ation on

globaldynam ic properties as,e.g.,excitation gaps and

theorthogonality catastrophe,butlacksany m om entum

resolution. Power{law behavior consistent with predic-

tionsfrom �LL theory wasfound[11,12,15]fortheedge

ofQ H system s at the Laughlin series of�lling factors,

i.e.,for� = �1;p.However,athierarchical�lling factors,

i.e.,when � = �m ;p with jm j> 1,predictionsof�LL the-

ory are,atpresent,notsupported by experim ent[13,14].

Thisdiscrepancy inspired theoreticalworks,too num er-

ous to cite here,from which,however,no generally ac-

cepted resolution em erged.Currentexperim ents[16]sug-

gestthatdetailsoftheedgepotentialm ay play a crucial
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FIG .1: Schem atic picture oftunneling geom etry. Two m u-

tually perpendiculartwo-dim ensionalelectron system sarere-

alized,e.g.,in a sem iconductorheterostructure. An external

m agnetic�eld isapplied such thatitisperpendiculartooneof

them (2D ES? )butin-planefortheotherone(2D ESk).W hen

2D ES? is in the quantum -Hallregim e,chiraledge channels

form along its boundary (indicated by broken lines with ar-

rows).W heretheyrun parallelto2D ESk,electronstunnelbe-

tween edge statesin 2D ES? and plane-wavestatesin 2D ESk
with thesam e quantum num berpy ofm om entum com ponent

parallelto the barrier. Experim entally,the di�erentialtun-

neling conductance dI=dV ism easured.

r̂ole. New experim ents are needed to test the present

m icroscopicpictureoffractional{Q H edgeexcitations.

Here we consider a tunneling geom etry that is par-

ticularly well-suited for that purpose, see Fig. 1, and

which has been realized recently for studying the in-

teger Q H e�ect in cleaved-edge overgrown sem iconduc-

torheterostructures[17]. In contrastto previousexperi-

m ents,itprovidesa m om entum {resolved spectralprobe

ofQ H edge excitations[32]. W ith both the com ponent

ofcanonicalm om entum parallelto the barrier and en-

ergy being conserved in a single tunneling event,strong

resonances appear in the di�erentialtunneling conduc-

tance dI=dV asa function ofthe transportvoltage and
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applied m agnetic �eld. Sim ilar resonant behavior for

tunneling via extended uniform barriers has been used

recently[18,19,20,21]to study theelectronicproperties

oflow{dim ensionalelectron system s. It has also been

suggested asa toolto observespin{chargeseparation in

Luttingerliquids[22]and theinteraction{induced broad-

eningofelectronicspectralfunctionsatsingle-branch Q H

edges[23].Herewe�nd thatthenum berofresonantfea-

tures in dI=dV corresponds directly to the num ber of

chiraledge excitations present. Edge{m agnetoplasm on

dispersion curves can be m easured and power laws re-

lated to �LL behaviorbeobserved.M om entum {resolved

tunnelingspectroscopy in thepresently considered geom -

etry thusconstitutesapowerfulprobetocharacterizethe

Q H edgem icroscopically.

To com putethetunneling conductances,weapply the

generalexpression forthe currentobtained to lowestor-

derin a perturbativetreatm entoftunneling[27]:

I(V ) =
e

�h
2

X

~kk;n;X

jt~kk;n;X
j
2

Z
d"

2�
fnF(")� nF("+ eV )g

� A k(
~kk;")A ? (n;X ;"+ eV ): (1)

HereA k and A ? denotesingle-electron spectralfunctions

for2DESk and 2DES? ,respectively.(SeeFig.1).W euse

a representation whereelectron statesin the �rstarela-

beled byatwo{dim ensionalwavevector[33]kk = (ky;kz),

while the quantum num bers ofelectrons in 2DES? are

theLandau{levelindex n and guiding{centercoordinate

X in x direction. W e assum e that 2DESk is located at

x = 0.Thesim plestform ofthetunnelingm atrixelem ent

t~kk;n;X
reecting translationalinvariance in y direction

yields

t~kk;n;X
= tn(X )�(ky � k) ; (2)

wherek � X =‘2 with them agneticlength ‘=
p
�hc=jeB j.

Thedependenceoftn(X )on X resultsform thefactthat

an electron from 2DES? occupying the statewith quan-

tum num ber X is spatially localized on the scale of ‘

around x = X .Theoverlap ofitstailin thebarrierwith

thatofstatesfrom 2DESk willdrop precipitously asX =‘

gets large. Finally,nF(") = [exp("=kB T)+ 1]� 1 is the

Ferm ifunction. In the following,we use the expression

A k(
~kk;")= 2��("� E~kk

)which is valid fora clean sys-

tem ofnoninteracting electrons[34]. Here E~kk
denotes

the electron dispersion in 2DESk.

The spectralfunction ofelectronsin 2DES? depends

crucially on thetypeofQ H statein thislayer.Atinteger

�,when single{particlepropertiesdom inateand disorder

broadening isneglected,ithasthe form

A ? (n;X ;")� A n(k;")= 2��("� Enk) ; (3)

where E nk is the Landau{leveldispersion. Strong cor-

relationspresentatfractional� alterthe spectralprop-

erties of edge excitations. In the low{energy lim it, it
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FIG . 2: Spectral functions for two{branch hierarchical

fractional{Q H edges at bulk �lling factor 2=3 [panela)]and

2=5 [panel b)], where the charged (edge{m agnetoplasm on)

m odeisassum ed to beleft{m oving.a)W eshow A
(0)

2=3
(q;")�

A
(1)

2=3
(q;")fora �xed value ofq.Note the sim ilarity with the

spectralfunction ofa spinless Luttinger liquid[24,25]. The

only di�erence isthat,in ourcase,velocitiesofright{m oving

and left{m ovingplasm on m odesarenotequal.b)A
(0)

2=5
(q;")�

A
(� 1)

2=5
(q;")at�xed q.Itisrem iniscentofthespectralfunction

foraspinful�LL exhibitingspin{chargeseparation[25,26]but

di�ersduetotheabsenceofany algebraicdivergenceat� vnq.

is possible to linearize the lowest{Landau{leveldisper-

sion around the Ferm ipointkF. Atthe Laughlin series

� = 1=(p+ 1)and forshort-rangeinteractionspresentat

the edge,the spectralfunction wasfound[9,28]to be

A 1

p+ 1

(q;")=
z

p!

�
q

2�=Ly

� p

� ("� r�hveq): (4)

Here q � k � kF,r = � distinguishes the two chiral-

ities of edge excitations, Ly is the edge perim eter, ve

the edge{m agnetoplasm on velocity,and z an unknown

norm alization constant.The power{law prefactorofthe

�{function in Eq.(4)isa m anifestation of�LL behavior.

The m ain focus of our work is the sharp Q H edge

at hierarchical�lling factors. Here we provide explic-

itly the m om entum {resolved spectralfunctions for � =
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�� 2;p[35]. M icroscopic theories[7, 9] predict the exis-

tence oftwo Ferm ipointskFo and kFi which correspond

to outerand innersingle-branch chiraledgesofQ H u-

idsatLaughlin{series�lling factors��o = 1=(p� 1)and

�
�

i
= � 1=[(2p� 1)(p� 1)],respectively.Thenegativesign

of�i� indicatesthattheinneredgem odeiscounterpropa-

gating.W ehaveused standard bosonization m ethods[29]

applied to fractional{Q H edges[9]for the calculation of

the spectralfunctions.Asthese havenotbeen obtained

before,we briey discusstheirm ain featureshere.

According to �LL theory,the existence oftwo Ferm i

pointsgivesriseto a discretein�nitesetofpossibleelec-

tron tunneling operatorsattheedge.Thisisbecausean

arbitrarynum berN offractional{Q H quasiparticleswith

chargeequalto e��o can betransferred to theinneredge

afteran electron hastunneled intotheouterone[9].Each

oftheseprocessesgivesriseto a separatecontribution to

the electronic spectralfunction at the edge which is of

the generalform

A
(N )

�� 2;p
(q;") =

2�z

�(�
(N )

1
)�(�

(N )

2
)

�
Ly=2��h

jv1 � v2j

� �
(N )

1
+ �

(N )

2
� 1

j"� r�hv1qj
�
(N )

2
� 1

j"� r�hv2qj
�
(N )

1
� 1

� f�(r�hv 1q� ")�(� "� r�hv 2q)+ �("� r�hv 1q)�(r�hv 2q� ")g: (5)

Here q � k� k
(N )

F
,where k

(N )

F
= kFo � N ��o (kFo � kFi).

Thevelocitiesv1 > v2 > 0 ofnorm al{m odeedge{density

uctuationsand the exponents�
(N )

1;2 depend strongly on

m icroscopic details ofthe edge,e.g.,the self-consistent

edge potential and inter{edge interactions. W e focus

here on the experim entally realistic case when inner

and outer edges are strongly coupled and the norm al

m odes correspond to the fam iliar[30]charged and neu-

traledge-density waves[36].In thislim it,wehave[30,31]

v1 = vc � O (log[Ly=‘]),v2 = vn � O (1) (where c and

n denote charged and neutral,respectively),and the ex-

ponents assum e universalvalues: �
(N )

1
= �c � p� 1=2,

�
(N )

2
= �

(N )
n � (2N � 1)2=2. Note that exponents are

generally largerthan unity exceptfor N = 0;� 1 where

�
(N )

2
= 1=2. In the latter case,an algebraic singular-

ity appears in the spectralfunction. This is illustrated

in Fig.2. Such divergenceswillbe visible asstrong fea-

turesin thedi�erentialtunnelingconductance;seebelow.

Contributionstothespectralfunction forallothervalues

ofN do notshow such divergencesand willgiveriseonly

to a featurelessbackground in the conductance.

W ith spectralfunctions for 2DES? at hand,we are

now ableto calculatetunneling transport.W efocus�rst

on the case when 2DES? is in the Q H state at � = 1.

Forrealisticsituations,thedi�erentialtunneling conduc-

tancedI=dV asafunction ofvoltageV and m agnetic�eld

B willexhibittwolinesofstrongm axim awhosepositions

in V {B spacearegiven by the equations

E 0kV = "F? ; (6a)

E 0kF k
= "F? + eV : (6b)

HerekV =

q

2m ("Fk � eV )=�h
2
and kFk,the Ferm iwave

vectorin 2DESk,aretheextrem alwavevectorsforwhich

m om entum {resolved tunneling occurs.Ferm ienergiesin

2DES? ;k are denoted by "F? ;k. Eqs.(6) can be used

to extractthe lowest{Landau{leveldispersion E 0k from

m axim a in the experim entally obtained dI=dV ,thusen-

abling m icroscopiccharacterization ofrealQ H edges.

W hen 2DES? is in a Q H state at a Laughlin{series

�lling factor �1;p, it supports a single branch of edge

excitations just like at � = 1, and the calculation of

thedi�erentialtunneling conductanceproceedsthesam e

way. The m ajordi�erence is,however,the vanishing of

spectralweightatthe Ferm ipointofthe edge;com pare

Eqs.(3)and (4).Thisresultsin thesuppression ofm ax-

im a described by Eq.(6a),whilethosegiven by Eq.(6b)

rem ain.The intensity ofthe latterrisesalong the curve

asa powerlaw with exponentp.

Finally,we discuss the case ofhierarchical�lling fac-

tors�� 2;p which areexpected to supporttwo branchesof

edge excitations. To be speci�c,we consider�lling fac-

tors2=3 and 2=5. In both cases,there are m any contri-

butionsto thespectralfunction and,hence,thedi�eren-

tialtunneling conductance. However,only two ofthese

exhibit algebraic singularities. It turns out that these

singularities give rise to either a strong m axim um or a

�nite step in the di�erentialtunneling conductance,de-

pending on the sign ofvoltage.(See Fig.3).Thestrong

m axim um resultsfrom a logarithm icdivergencethatoc-

curs when eV = �hvc(k
(N )

F
� kFk). Both the m axim um

and the step edge follow the dispersion ofthe charged

edge{m agnetoplasm on m odeand would thereforeenable

its experim entalinvestigation. M ost im portantly,how-

ever,thetwospectralfunctionswith singularitiesexhibit

them slightly shifted in guiding{center,i.e.,k direction

by an am ount ��o (kFo � kFi). Hence,two m axim a and

a double{step feature should appear in the di�erential

tunneling conductance whose distance in m agnetic{�eld

direction willbeam easureoftheseparation ofinnerand
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FIG .3: G ray{scale plot ofsingular contributions to the dif-

ferentialconductance for tunneling into the two{branch Q H

edge at �lling factor 2=3. A qualitatively sim ilar plot is ob-

tained for�lling factor2=5.Note thestrong m axim um rising

asa powerlaw fornegativebias,which iscontinued asa step

edgeforpositivebias.Itsposition in theeV {�N planefollows

a line whose slope correspondsto the edge{m agnetoplasm on

velocity vc. To obtain the plot,we have linearized the spec-

trum in 2D ESk and absorbed the m agnetic{�eld dependence

into the param eter �N = k
(N )

F
� kF k. As there are two such

singular contributions to dI=dV with N = 0;1 which have

di�erent �N , a doubling of resonant features shown in this

plotwould be observed experim entally.

outeredges.O bservation ofthisdoubling would yield an

irrefutable con�rm ation ofthe expected m ultiplicity of

excitation branchesathierarchicalQ H edges.

In conclusion,we have calculated the di�erentialcon-

ductanceform om entum {resolvedtunnelingfrom a2DES

into a Q H edge. M axim a exhibited at� = 1 follow two

curvesin V {B param eterspacewhoseexpression wegive

in term s ofthe lowest{Landau{leveldispersion. Their

explicit form enables edge{dispersion spectroscopy. At

Laughlin{series �lling factors, �LL behavior results in

the suppression ofone ofthese m axim a and characteris-

tic power{law behaviorexhibited by the otherone.The

m ultiplicity ofedge m odes at hierarchical�lling factors

correspondsdirectly to them ultiplicity ofm axim a in the

di�erentialtunneling conductance.

W e thank M .G rayson and M .Huberform any useful

discussionsand com m entson them anuscript.Thiswork

wassupported by DFG G rantNo.ZU 116 and the DIP

projectofBM BF.U.Z.enjoyed thehospitality ofSektion

Physik atLM U M �unchen when �nishing thiswork.

[1]R.E.Prange and S.M .G irvin,eds.,The Q uantum Hall

E�ect (Springer,New York,1990),2nd ed.

[2]R.B.Laughlin,Phys.Rev.Lett.50,1395 (1983).

[3]F.D .M .Haldane,Phys.Rev.Lett.51,605 (1983).

[4]B.I.Halperin,Phys.Rev.Lett.52,1583 (1984).

[5]J.K .Jain,Phys.Rev.Lett.63,199 (1989).

[6]A.H.M acD onald,in M esoscopic Q uantum Physics,ed.

by E.Akkerm ansetal.(Elsevier,Am sterdam ,1995).

[7]A.H.M acD onald,Phys.Rev.Lett.64,220 (1990).

[8]X.G .W en,Phys.Rev.B 41,12838 (1990).

[9]X.G .W en,Int.J.M od.Phys.B 6,1711 (1992).

[10]X.G .W en,Adv.Phys.44,405 (1995).

[11]F.P.M illiken, C.P.Um bach,and R.A.W ebb,Solid

State Com m .97,309 (1996).

[12]A.M .Chang,L.N.Pfei�er,and K .W .W est,Phys.Rev.

Lett.77,2538 (1996).

[13]M .G rayson,D .C.Tsui,L.N.Pfei�er,K .W .W est,and

A.M .Chang,Phys.Rev.Lett.80,1062 (1998).

[14]A.M .Chang,M .K .W u,C.C.Chi,L.N.Pfei�er,and

K .W .W est,Phys.Rev.Lett.86,143 (2001).

[15]M .G rayson,D .C.Tsui,L.N.Pfei�er,K .W .W est,and

A.M .Chang,Phys.Rev.Lett.86,2645 (2001).

[16]M .Hilke,D .C.Tsui, M .G rayson,L.N.Pfei�er, and

K .W .W est,Phys.Rev.Lett.87,186806 (2001).

[17]M .Huberetal.,Physica E,in press(2002);and private

com m unication.

[18]J.P.Eisenstein,L.N.Pfei�er,and K .W .W est,Appl.

Phys.Lett.58,1497 (1991).

[19]B.K ardyna letal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.76,3802 (1996).

[20]E.E.Vdovin etal.,Science 290,122 (2000).

[21]O .M .Auslaenderetal.,Science 295,825 (2002).

[22]A.Altland,C.H.W .Barnes,F.W .J.Hekking,and A.J.

Scho�eld,Phys.Rev.Lett.83,1203 (1999).

[23]U.Z�ulickeand A.H.M acD onald,Phys.Rev.B 54,R8349

(1996).

[24]V.M eden and K .Sch�onham m er,Phys.Rev.B 46,15753

(1992).

[25]J.Voit,Phys.Rev.B 47,6740 (1993).

[26]M . Fabrizio and A. Parola, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 226

(1993).

[27]G . D . M ahan, M any-Particle Physics (Plenum Press,

New York,1990).

[28]J.J.Palacios and A.H.M acD onald, Phys.Rev.Lett.

76,118 (1996).

[29]J.von D elft and H.Schoeller,Ann.Phys.(Leipzig) 7,

225 (1998).

[30]C. L. K ane and M . P. A. Fisher, in Perspectives in

the Q uantum HallE�ects,ed.by S.D as Sarm a and A.

Pinczuk (W iley,New York,1997).

[31]U.Z�ulicke,A.H.M acD onald,and M .D .Johnson,Phys.

Rev.B 58,13778 (1998).

[32]Tunneling from a three{dim ensional contact into a Q H

edge, m easured in Refs.12, 13, 14, 15, 16, cannot re-

solve m om entum even with perfect translationalinvari-

anceparallelto theedge.Thelatterisdestroyed anyway,

in realsam ples,by dopant{induced disorderin the bulk

contact.Seealso a related tunneling spectroscopy ofpar-

allelQ H edgesby W .K ang etal.,Nature(London)403,

59 (2000).

[33]Herewe neglectm agnetic{�eld{induced subband m ixing

in 2D ESk.W hile thiscan be straightforwardly included,

itwilltypically resultin sm allquantitativechangesonly.

[34]Broadening due to scattering from disorder or interac-

tions can be straightforwardly included and does not

change the m ain resultsofourstudy.

[35]G eneralization to jnj> 2 is possible but does not add

qualitatively new physicalinsight.

[36]Expressionsforthegeneralcasewillbegiven elsewhere.


