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In a recentexperim ent(Phys. Rev. Lett. 87,036803 (2001)),Spielm an et alobserved a linearly

dispersing collective m ode in quantum Hallferrom agnet. W hile it qualitatively agrees with the

G oldstone m ode dispersion at sm allwave vector,the experim entalm ode velocity is slower than

that calculated by previous theories by a factor ofabout 0.55. A quantitative correction m ay be

achieved by taking the subband Landau levelcoupling into account due to the �niteness ofthe

layerthickness,which givesa betteragreem entwith theexperim entaldata.A m ethod coupling the

quantum uctuation to the tunneling isbriey discussed.

PACS num bers:73.43.-f,71.35.Lk,73.21.-b,73.40.G k

The fractionalquantum Halle�ects as wellas m ost

ofrelated phenom ena reectthe behaviorofthe ground

states ofthe two-dim ensionalelectron gasin high m ag-

netic�eld atzero tem perature[1,2].However,a �rstex-

perim entalsignalofthe �nite tem peraturephasetransi-

tion in such system shasbeen recently observed by Spiel-

m an et alin a bilayer system for �T = 1 [3,4]. This

transition seem s to be closely related to a K osterlitz-

Thoulesstransition into an earlierpredicted broken sym -

m etry state [5]which was akin to the Josephson tun-

neling in superconductivity.However,di�ering from the

Josephson e�ect in which the zero-bias conductance at

the zero tem perature was divergent, the conductance

peak in that experim ent was �nite even extrapolating

to the zero-tem perature. This phenom enon,with other

intriguingnovelproperties,caused asetoftheoreticalre-

search works[6{15]in which variousscenarioshavebeen

suggested whilethereisstilla variety ofopen issues(for

a shortreview,see[16]).

Am ong these issues,we shallfocuson the �nite layer

thicknessa�ecting thetunneling through thetilted �eld,

which wasdisregarded by literature.Asaresultfrom the

zerothicknessapproxim ation,a quantitativediscrepancy

between the previoustheoreticalcalculation and the ex-

perim entaldata already appeared. The precise descrip-

tion oftheissueisasfollows:In a recentexperim ent[4],

Spielm an et alobserved a linearly dispersing collective

m ode in a sm allwave vectorin bilayertwo-dim ensional

electron system s,which wasidenti�ed asthe pseudospin

G oldstone m ode long expected. However,Figure 4 of

theirpublished papershowed thesound velocity,nam ely,

theslopeofthelineardispersion experim entallyobserved

wassm allerthan thattheoretically predicted by a factor

ofabout0.55.O neargued thatthisdiscrepancy m ay re-

sultfrom the overestim ate in the Hartree-Fock approxi-

m ation used in thetheoreticalcalculation,and thequan-

tum uctuation m ay repair this discrepancy. However,

the present exact diagonalization result indicated that

the correction from the quantum uctuation does not

seem s to reach such a sm allfactor [17]. Thereby,it is

worth to look forothersourcesto inuence the m ode.

O n theotherhand,dueto thedispersion proportional

to the in-plane m agnetic �eld, the �nite thickness of

the layers m ay a�ect it because the layer thickness is

com parable to the interlayerspacing in the experim ent.

However,theprevioustheoreticaltreatm entswereessen-

tially based on the zero-layer-thickness approxim ation.

The experiences in the study ofthe quantum Hallsys-

tem swerethat�nitethicknesse�ectsoften determ inethe

quantitative consistence between the theory and experi-

m ent,e.g.,the gap ofLaughlin’sstate,and so on.

M oreover,forthisbilayersystem ,theground-statebe-

haviorisnotwellunderstood yetifthereisa tilted �eld

and the �nite layerthicknessistaken into account. W e

even do nothave a satisfactory variationalground-state

wave function. Thus,one m ay suspectwhetherthisex-

perim entalobserved m ode can be identi�ed asthe theo-

retically anticipated pseudospin G oldstonem ode.In this

paper,wedealwith theexperim entaldatathrough athe-

oreticalm odelwhich attributes the �nite thickness cor-

rection tothesound velocity.Ifthecorrection ispositive,

we m ay say thatthe identi�cation can be accepted and

otherwiseitcould bem oresuspect.In acom positeboson

picture when the �eld istilted [18],while the com posite

bosonssee an oppositee�ective perpendicular�eld with

an equalm agnitude in the m ean- �eld state, they see

a weakened e�ective parallel�eld B �
k
due to the �nite

layer thickness via the subband Landau-levelcoupling.

Thus,one can apply the the interlayertunneling theory

[8,7,10]to thiscom posite boson system butthe parallel

�eld B k is reduced to B �
k
. By using the Hartree-Fock

estim ate of the sound velocity [19,16], one can obtain

the linear dispersing G oldstone m ode in the sam e way

as the theoreticalline in Fig. 4 of[4]but q is replaced

by q� = eB �
k
d=�h. This dispersion has a substantialim -

provem entto �t the experim entaldata. Thus,we have

a positive correction. In the m eanwhile,our com posite

boson form alism showsthere is a coupling ofthe quan-

tum uctuation to the tunneling. However,a detailed

discussion ofthe quantum uctuation has exceeded the

goalofthe presentwork.

In thiswork,weonly dealwith the�nite-thicknessef-
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fect via the subband Landau-levelcoupling and neglect

theothers,say,a�ecting theCoulom b interaction dueto

the �nite thickness. In order to dealwith the subband

Landau-levelcoupling analytically,we assum e that the

electron gasiscon�ned in aplaneby an in�niteharm onic

potential.Beforegoing to thedetails,wearguethatthis

choiceofthe con�ning potentialm ay quantitatively cor-

rectthe theoreticalcalculation withoutseverely im pact-

ing the com parability between our calculation and the

experim entaldata despitethefactthattherealisticcon-

�ningpotentialin thesam pleisessentially a�nitesquare

well.Theharm onicwellisvery di�erentfrom thesquare

wellin theirexcited spectra,forthe harm onic spectrum

isequalgaped whilethatofthesquarewellisnot.How-

ever,the tem perature isextrem ely low so thatonly the

lowestsubband ofthelowestLandau levelis�lled in the

present situation. Thus,no excited spectra willbe in-

volved.In theground state,onem ay variationallyadjust

theharm onicfrequency such thattheground statewave

function hasthebestshape,and letthesubband energy

equalthatin a m ore realistic square well. In thissense,

theharm onicpotentialm ay bea good approxim ation to

a realisticpotential,to givea quantitativecorrection due

to thesubband coupling.Such a harm onicpotentialhas

been chosen to dealwith m any quantum Hallsystem sto

replace the realistic potentialwhich is either triangular

[20]or square [21]. It was also used to discuss a giant

m agnetoresistance induced by a parallelm agnetic �eld

[22].

W e start from the problem of a single particle in

a strong m agnetic �eld which is tilted at an angle to

the x-y plane. An in-plane �eld in the x-direction vio-

lates the two-dim ensionalrotationalsym m etry. By in-

troducing a harm onic con�ning potentialwith the char-

acter frequency 
 in the z-direction, the electron is

restricted to quasi-two-dim ensions. The single-particle

Ham iltonian can be diagonalized asH s:p: = �h!� �
y

�
�� +

�h!+ �
y
z�z with thediagonalized oscillatorsgiven by �

y

�
=

(a
y

�
;ayz;a�;az)X

� T ;�yz = (a
y

�
;ayz;a�;az)X

+ T ,wherea
y

�
=

1p
2
(� @� +

1

2
��);a� =

1p
2
(@�� +

1

2
�) and ayz = 1p

2
(� @

@z0
+

z0);az =
1p
2
( @

@z0
+ z0). z0= 
̂1=2z. The vectorsX � are

given by

X
� / (!c + !� ;�

~!!c

~
� !�
;� (!c � !� );

~!!c

~
+ ! �

);

X
+ / (�

~!~


!c � !+
;~
+ !

+
;

~!~


!c + !+
;� (~
� !

+
)): (1)

The frequencies !� are given by !2� = 1

2
(~
2 + !2c)�

1

2

q

(~
2 � !2c)
2 + 4j~!j2~
! c;where ~! = !x(!c=~
)

1=2 and

~
2 = 
2 + !2x;!x and !c are the cyclotron frequencies

corresponding to B x and B z. Here we have applied the

unitlB =
p
�hc=eB z = 1. In addition,there isa conser-

vation quantity L� = ~a
y

L
~aL with ~aL = 1p

2
(@� +

1

2
��)and

~a
y

L
= 1p

2
(� @�� +

1

2
�) irrespective ofwhether the tilted

angle � = 0 or not. To solve this single-particle prob-

lem ,weseek theground statewhich istheeigenfunction

ofL�. It is usefulto m ake a coordinate rotation with

� ! ~� = � + ��� + z0 and ~z0 = z0 with � and  deter-

m ined by [��;
~�]= [�z;

~�]= 0:

� =
(X

+
2 � X

+
4 )X

�
3 � (X

�
2 � X

�
4 )X

+
3

(X
+

2 � X
+

4 )X
�
1 � (X

�
2 � X

�
4 )X

+

1

;

 =
2(X

+

3 X
�
1 � X

�
3 X

+

1 )

(X
+
2 � X

+
4 )X

�
1 � (X

�
2 � X

�
4 )X

+
1

: (2)

The ground state wave functions are highly degenerate

and ofthe form 	 0(~�;~�
�;~z0) = f(~�)eg with g(~�;~��;~z0)

being a quadratic form of ~�;~��;~z0 whose coe�cientsare

determ ined by ��e
g = �ze

g = 0.Thefunction f(~�)isan

arbitrary function of~�.

Notice that linear-independent wave functions ~�m eg

(m = 0,1,2,...) are not the eigen functions ofL�. How-

ever,one can start from those linear-independent wave

functions to construct the com m on eigen functions of

H s:p: and L�, which read fm (
~�)eg; with fm (

~�) =
P M � 1

m 0= 0
fm m 0

~�m forM beingthenum berofLandau orbits

and M = N for�T = 1.Thecoe�cientsf m m 0 aredepen-

dent on the in-plane �eld and con�ned by fm m (0) = 1

and fm m 0(0)= 0 form 6= m 0 if� = 0.Thosedegenerate

ground statewavefunctionsareorthogonaland with the

eigen valuem ofL�.

After solving the single-particle problem ,we turn to

the m any-body ground state wave function. The com -

m on Laughlin’s state or Halperin’s (111)-state for the

vanishingtilted angleisnolongeragood variationalwave

function. However,to be enlightened by them ,we pos-

tulate the m any-body ground statesfor�T = 1 as

	 0(~r1;:::;~rN )= St(f0;:::fN � 1)exp(
X

i

gi)� jPSSi;

where ~ri are the three-dim ensionalposition vectorsand

StistheSlaterdeterm inantoff0(
~�P (1));:::;fN � 1(

~�P (N )).

jPSSi denotes the possible layer coherence,which is ei-

therpseudospin fullypolarizedorcoherent.Although the

quantity L =
P

i
L�i isnolongerconserved duetothein-

teraction,thereisa conserved quantity L +
P

i6= j
~a
y

�i
~a�j.

The constructed state is the eigenstate ofthis quantity

with eigen value 0.Due to M = N ,one hasexactly

	 0(~r1;:::;~rN )/
Y

i< j

(~�i� ~�j)exp(
X

i

gi)� jPSSi; (3)

where, for the balanced bilayer system , i = 1;:::;N =2

and 1+ N =2;:::;N denotetheparticlesin layers1 and 2,

respectively.The spatialpartofthiswavefunction goes

backtoHalperin’s(111)-stateforB k = 0.Corresponding

to the system in the experim entofSpielm an etal[3,4],

the coherentstate isgiven by

jPSSi= j! ! :::! i; (4)

j! i=
1
p
2
(j"i+ e

i’j#i);
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ifone usesj";#ito representthe electron in the upper

orlowerlayer.

Since the electrons in the quantum Hall state are

strongly correlated,when an electron tunnels from one

layerto another,the uxes com bined with the electron

also m ove accom panying the electron. Ifthe m agnetic

�eld is not tilted,the uxes accom panying the electron

donotm ovein thetunnelingbecausethey areperpendic-

ularto the x-y plane. However,ifthe �eld istilted,the

uxesaccom panying theelectron no longerliein thex-y

plane due to � ! ~�.Thus,the electron tunneling causes

theux hopping from onelayerto another.Thiscan not

be reected in the single electron tunneling picture. A

betterform alism isthecom positeboson form alism .The

singlecom positeboson tunneling countsthe chargetun-

neling and the ux hopping sim ultaneously. Hence,we

usethecom positeboson form alism .Accordingto(3),for

a �T = 1 state,the com posite boson theory in a tilted

m agnetic�eld can beachieved by theanyon transform a-

tion in thespatialwavefunction [18]

	(~r1;:::;~rN )= � i< j

~�ij

j~�ijj
�(~r1;:::;~rN ): (5)

In term s of Ref.[18], this transform ation gives a sta-

tistical gauge �eld, a�(~ri) = �
P

j6= i

~��� ~x
�

ij

j~�ijj
2
;az(~ri) =

�
~

1=2

!
1=2

c

P

j6= i

 ~yij

j~�ijj
2
;where ~� = ~x + i~y; ~�12 = 1 + � and

~�21 = � 1 + �. The corresponding statisticalm agnetic

�eld ~b= r � ~a,i.e.,

bz(
~�i)= 2�

X

j6= i

�
(2)
(�ij);

bk(
~�i)= � 2�(1+ �)

� 1
(~
=! c)

1=2

X

j6= i

�
(2)
(�ij): (6)

In the m ean �eld approxim ation, �bz = 2B z, while
�bk

partially cancelsB k.Thee�ectiveparallelm agnetic�eld

seen by the com positeboson reads

B
�
k = (1� (=1+ �)

q

~
! c=!k)B k � D Bk: (7)

W eshallseethatD � 1and theequalityholdsif!c=
!

0.Since=(1+ �)/
!k

!c
+ O (

!
3

k

! 3

c

)for!k � !c,D isalm ost

independent ofB k for the param eters used in [4]. The

inter-layertunneling operatorreads

T = � t

Z

dxdy 
y

"
(x;y)e

iA zd #(x;y)+ h:c:

= � t

Z

dxdy�
y

"
(x;y)e

i(A z� az)d�#(x;y)+ h:c:; (8)

where 
y

"
and �

y

"
denotetheelectronand com positeboson

creation operatorsin the upperlayerrespectively,etc. d

istheinterlayerspacing.A z isthethez-axialcom ponent

ofthevectorpotentialoftheexternalm agnetic�eld and

az isthatcorresponding to
~b(~r).Thus,in them ean �eld

approxim ation,�";# =
p
�0e

i�";# (’ = �"� �#),A z� az =

D B kx and the tunneling Ham iltonian reads

T = �

Z

dxdy
t

2�
cos(’ � q

�
x); (9)

where the e�ective wave vector q� = D q instead of

q= 2�B kd=�0.Thus,thetheory [17]applied totheelec-

tron can also apply to the com posite boson because the

anyon transform ation is carried out in the spatialwave

function and doesnotchangetheparticledensity and the

pseudospin coherencestate.Theonly di�erencein the�-

nalresultfrom thatin the electron’scase isreplacing q

by q�.Thatis,forsm allq�,thelineardispersion isgiven

by vq�. However,allm easurem ents in the experim ent

by Spielm an et al[4]correspond to B k,nam ely,q. To

com parewith theexperim entaldata,thedispersion m ay

written as

vq
�
= D vq= v

�
q: (10)

Due to D � 1,v� is sm aller than v by a factor D . If

we use the Hartree-Fock value ofthe sound velocity to

estim ate v,the dispersion is exactly what is plotted in

Fig. 4 of[4]except that q is replaced by q� ;or in the

wavevectorq,the sound velocity v isrenorm alized non-

perturbatively to v�.Thisrenorm alization isrem arkably

di�erent from that by the quantum uctuation in the

zero-thicknesstheory and isthe resultofthe strong cor-

relation ofthe electrons.

Itiseasy to seethatthem agnitudeofD isdeterm ined

by the ratios!k=!c and !c=
.Sincethe tunneling peak

isdestroyed in a sm alltilted angle,say B k � 0:6 T (thus

the criticalvalue ofthe ratio is !k=!c � 0:3 for nT =

5:2� 1010=cm 2 because B z � 2T )[4],one can consider

the sm allratio !k=!c only. In fact,one �nds thatD is

alm ostindependentofB k if!k=!c < 0:2.In Table1,we

listthe m agnitudesofD for!k=!c = 0:2.

!c



0.10 0.40 0.50 0.80 1.00 1.25 1.67 2.50

D 1.00 0.90 0.86 0.76 0.70 0.65 0.60 0.55

Table 1 The m agnitudesofD forthe di�erentratios
! c




and
! k

! c
= 0:2.

The �rst colum n in Table 1 im plies that it is back

to the result got by ignoring the �nite thickness. The

last value ofD reaches the experim entaldata but the

corresponding ratio
!c



= 2:5 istoo largeforthe sam ple.

In theexperim entsam ple,thesquarewellhasthe width

a = 18nm . The m agnetic length lB � 17nm for the

density nT = 5:2 � 1010 and �T = 1. The ratio 
=! c

is dependenton the heightsofthe square well. Forthe

potentialswith thein�niteheighton twosidesofthewell,

!c=
 �
a
2

�2l2
B

� 0:11 and D = 0:99 ifwe determ ine 
 by

1

2
�h
 � E 0 = �

2
�h
2

2m a2
. Ifthis was the case,there would

be alm ostno �nite thickness e�ect. However,the wells

3



in the realbilayer system s are �nite and asym m etric.

The single particle ground state energy m ay be lowered

substantially.IfthepotentialV1 on onesideislowerthan

V2 on the otherside,the ratio isgiven by

!c=
� (klB )
� 2
;

where k � k1 isdeterm ined by the solution ofthe equa-

tion ka = � � sin
� 1
(k=k1)� sin

� 1
(k=k2) with ki =

p
2m Vi=�h. Thus,the ratio is dependent on the heights

ofthe wellon both sides. Assum ing V1 = V2 and for a

typicalwellwith V1 � 2�h
2
=(m a2),the value ofk2 m ay

reduceto 0:15�2=a2.Hence,

!c=
 � a
2
=(0:15�

2
l
2
B )� 0:7 and D � 0:78:

Thedetailsofthewellheightswerenotreported in [3,4].

W e do not expect that the result stem m ing from the

m ean �eld approxim ation can com pletely �twith theex-

perim ent. However,what we can say is that the �nite

thickness correction drives the theoreticalresults to a

positivedirection to beconsistentwith theexperim ental

data. There m ay be othersourcesto im prove the theo-

reticalresult. Especially,the quantum uctuationsm ay

bevery im portantbecauseitlowersthespin sti�nessand

then atten the slope. Typically,the quantum uctua-

tion m ay lowerthesti�nessby afactor� 0:80and then a

factor� 0:89 to thesound velocity accordingto an exact

diagonalization resultbyM oon etal[17].Com biningthis

factorwith thefactorfrom the�nitethicknesscorrection,

the theoreticalresult m ay have a good agreem ent with

the experim entaldata.

Before�nishing thispaper,wewould liketo pointout

thatthe com posite boson form alism we used here intro-

ducesa coupling ofthe phase ’ to the quantum uctu-

ation other than that discussed in literature [17]. Note

thatfrom (8)to(9),weusethem ean �eld approxim ation.

Thatis,�az in A z � az = �A z � �az hasbeen neglected.

Thegaugeuctuation couplesto thephasein thetunnel

Ham iltonian isgiven by

T = �
t

2�
[cos(’ � q

�
x)cos(�azd)

� sin(’ � q
�
x)sin(�azd)]: (11)

O bviously,thegaugeuctuation willweaken thetunnel-

ing,then the charged gap � SA S. W e willleave further

discussion ofthisaspectto a separatework [23].

In conclusion,wehaveconsidered thesubband Landau

levelcoupling in the interlayer tunneling ofthe bilayer

quantum Hallsystem .Itisfound thatthiscoupling m ay

quantitatively a�ect the linear dispersion of the pseu-

dospin G oldstone m ode. A further im provem entto the

lineardispersion requiresm oresam pleparam eters,espe-

cially,the heightsofthecon�ning potentialaswellasto

develop a reliable m ethod to count the correction from

the quantum uctuation.

Thiswork wassupported in partby theNSF ofChina.
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