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A bstract

I study the possbl phase transitions when two layers at 1lling factor + = 1
are gradually separated. In the bosonic case the system should undergo a pairing
transition from a Fem i liquid to an incom pressibble state. In the Fem ionic case,
the state evolves from an Incom pressbl (1;1;1) state to a Ferm iliquid. I speculate
that there is an Interm ediate phase involving charge tw o quasiparticles.

1 Introduction

The quantum Halle ect [l]] is both a quantum and a m acroscopic phenom ena. Both

aspects m anifest them selves through the transoort properties. The quantum character

cannot be understood w ithout invoking the splitting of levels % Induced by them agnetic
ed B (m isthem ass ofthe electron).

T he relevant param eter which characterizes the system is its 1ling factor related to
the electron density in units of m agnetic ux (ypically 10'° electrons per square an or
magnetic eldsofa few Tesh). Fora smalldensity << 1 the elctrons form a crystal
due to the quenching of the kinetic energy. E xperin ents have shown that the system is
a liquid which conducts the current up to quite an all 1ling factors ( 1=7). M oreover,
the conductivity tensor

XX XY (1)

Xy Yy

has very peculiar features: . is strictly constant and equalto &=h with a fractional
Iling factor fora w ide variation ofthem agnetic eld called the plateau region. &t increases
rapidly to reach a higher fractional value in between two plateaus. In the plateau regions
xx 1S strictly equal to zero and suddenly grow s to reach large values In between the
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plateaus. Each plateau corresponds to a phase characterized by a speci ¢ wave function
for the ground state. The system develops a gap resgponsibl for the vanishing of the
dissipative conductivity xx. The transition region where the system switches between
two plateaus is the quantum analogous of a continuous phase transition.

Here we investigate other types of transitions which occur when two electron (or
bosonic) layers are ssparated from each other. In this case, the 1lling factor iskept xed
and the continuously varying param eter is the ssparation d between the two layers. The
quantum transition resuls from the weakening of the interlayer interactions as they are
separated. Two phases wih a de nite wave function can be identi ed when the layers
are either very close or very far from each other

W e consider cases where the total 1lling factor is less than one and the dynam ics
is restricted to the lowest Landau level. The way particles organize is counter intuitive
because their position isnot a good quantum num ber any m ore. Instead, wem ust use the
guiding center m om entum P;P, to localize them . In the sym m etric gauge, for exam ple,
the expression orP,;P, are given by:

P,=p @=2; P,=p, + ox=2 @)

These guiding center coordinatesdo not commute: P4;P,]= Iigwhereg= eB=~cisthe
charge of the particle tin es the m agnetic eld. A s a resul one cannot localize a particle
better that over a cellofarea 2 P with ¥ = g ':W e can im agine that the e ect of the
m agnetic eld is to divide the space Into cells, each of which corresponds to a quantum
state. The precise de nition ofthe 1lling factor isthenumber ofelectronsper cell. Note
that themassm is an irrelevant param eter which only appears n the level solitting and
disappears from the dynam ics. A s a result, all the relevant param eters are sokly due to
the Interactions. In principle it is a degenerate perturbation problem where the e ective
Ham iltonian is obtained by profcting the Interaction potentialV in the lowest level. If
we denote by P this profctor, the e ective H am iltonian is given by:

H=PVP 3)

E ssentially, the e ect ofthe proction isto replace the coordinates ofthe potentialby the
guiding center coordinates. Therefore H is a true operator ( it has non diagonalm atrix
elem ents) acting in the LLL H ibert space.

In the fractionalH alle ect, the plateaus can be explained through a careful study of
the dynam ics induced by @). The ain here is to analyze sin ilar phenom ena in the bilayer
system s. The systam s are m ade of two Jayers and sw itch from one phase to the other as
the ssparation between the layers is ncreased. A transition isexpected to occur ord L



I consider the case of ekectron bilayers of current experim ental [§] and theoretical
fi0, 9, §] nterest. The approach I ollow is very closed to the one of Kin et al. [9]
(especially their second section) although som e ofthe conclusions are in better agreem ent
w ith the recent proposal of Nomura and Yoshioka {]. I also study bosonic bilayers
technically easier to understand which are potentially observable In the context of rotating
B ose condensate.

2 Exciton in electron bilayers

The system m ade by two paralkel layers of electrons has attracted a lot of experin ental
attention. In particular Spilman et al. [] have dbserved a huge enhancem ent of the
tunneling conductance at am all ssparation.

W hen the separation d between the two layers is large they behave independently
and are descrbed by a gapless Fem i Iiquid [§] On the other hand, as d is reduced,
the system undergoes a transition to an incom pressible state describbed by the lling
factor ¢ = 1=2+ 1=2 = 1. Kellog et al. [{] have clearly exhbited the strong quantum
Hall drag resistance which sets up In this regime. In this section I only discuss the
ncom pressible state obtained when the layers are very close d < land live the description
of the com pressible state and the transition to a further section.

Consider the case where both layers are on top of each other. E lectrons In one layer
are pseudospin up whilk those in the other Jayer are pssudospin down. T he system must
be In a ferrom agnetic state ifwe assum e that the e ect ofthe interactions can be reduced
to a short range repulsive potential. In the symm etric gauge the spatial part of the
wave function forN . electrons is then equalto a Vandem onde determm nant, the so-called
(1;1;1) state in Halperin's term nology R1:

zj) z; zj) 4)

i< g

Thethree 1 in (1;1;1) refer to the exponents of each of the three facors in @!) . It isthe
unigue wave function at Iling factor one which vanishes when any two electrons are at
the sam e position. The Pauli principle then forces the pssudosoin part to be symm etric
and therefore the pssudosoin takes itsm axinum value N .=2. Ifboth layers are exactly
half lled, onehasN« = N4 = N, so that the z com ponent of the pssudosoin N« Ny is
equalto zero and the pssudospin points in the x  y easy-plane. T he natural excitations
are soin waves w ith a quadratic dispersion relation characteristic of a ferrom agnet and
not a linearly dispersing G oldstone collective m ode. Said di erently, the groundstate is a



condensate of excitons obtained by acting with (S )¥* on the state w ith all electrons in
the top layer.

T his description can be re ned using an excitonic picture. T he excitons can be intro—
ducad by starting from a situation where the pssudospin up lyer is lled and the other
Jayer is em pty. Suppose one electron is rem oved from the top layer to be put in the down
layer. In this sin ple situation one has a hole in the up-layer interacting w ith an electron
in the down-layer. T he dynam ics can be solved using the m odel H am ittonian () and it
can be shown that the electron and the hole om a bound state [1§]. The m ain point of
the ollow ng discussion is to show that the bound state wave function is lndependent of
the the Interacting potential and has a group theoretical interpretation [1§]. Particles in
the Jow est Landau kevel organize Into representations ofa defom ation ofthe digplacem ent
group generated by P,; Py q_2) and the angularmomentum L = xp, ypx cbeying the
relations:

I.Px;Py]: lq; L;Pi]l= ij; U—';Py]: Py ©)

They are characterized by the charge g of the particke (in () the charge g must
be replaced by g when we consider a hok) which play a sin ilar rok as the angular
m om entum  for the rotations (the Casin ir operator isP?+ P 2qL). T he wave function
ofthe bound state is the analogous of a C Iosh-G ordon coe cient which couples the two
representations of charge gand g into an irreducible representation of charge zero. The
exciton having a zero charge, it does not feel the exterior m agnetic eld and is guiding
center coordinatesPy; Py can be diagonalized sin ultaneously. Thebound state isa dipole
ordented perpendicularly to itsm om entum P oflength P . T he dispersion relation can be
com puted in temn s ofthe interaction V and isquadraticat low momentum () VgF=2.
E xcitons behave as e ective bosons interacting w ith the Ham iltonian [5]:

1 x °
H=_- Vo & y) a®) ply)dxdy ©)
ab

Here a;b is a Jayer index and the H am iltonian takes into acoount the fact that the attrac-
tion between di erent layers is weaker than the repulsion in the same layer: Vny < Vaa.
Note that {§) is nothing but the second quantized rew riting of ). W hen the two layers
are on top of each other (d= 0), the SU ) symm etry is recovered and the excitons in—
teract weakly, which explains why the dispersion relation is quadratic In the m om entum .
The rste ect ofthe ssparation is to ntroduce a repulsion between the excitons. Ifwe
m odelthem by a slightly non-ideal B ose gas, the dispersion relation is param eterized by
the repulsion pseudopotential Uy equal to zero for d = 0 and increasing wjthpd. Asa
result the exciton behaves like a G oldstone boson w ith a sound velocity u Up=m P




Increasing w ith the ssparation. This goes w ith a an ooth decreasing of the total spin as
sen in B]. The apparent contradiction between the absence of a gap and the observed
ncom pressibbility is due to the fact that the exciton is neutraland does not Interfere w ith
the charge gap responsbl for the Halle ect.

W hen the ssparation d is s0 large that Vvy = 0 the uid is no m ore lncom pressble
and the B osegas picture is not correct any m ore. Instead, each layer can be m odeled by
a gas of neutral form jonic dipoles [13, 15, 14]. The problm is then to understand how
the transition between the gas ofbosonic excitons and the two uncorrelated Femm i liquids
occurs.

3 Dboson bilayers

Before discussing this quantum transition, I wish to draw an analogy with the reversed
phenom ena that occurs when two bosonic layers are m oved away from each other. A
physical context could be two Bossoondensate in a rotating trap gradually ssparated
from each other. To use a Janguage adapted to the Halle ect, I treat the rotation as if it
were a m agnetic eld which m eans that the rotation frequency is equal to the ham onic
trap frequency [I9]. Them agnetic length isthen de ned in tem s ofthis critical frequency.

T he physical problem consists of two kinds of bosons n a m agnetic eld at 1lling
factor = 1. W e image that the particle ndex is a Jayer index. At zero ssparation
the Interaction between particles in di erent layers is the sam e as the interaction between
particles In the same layer. By analogy with the quantum Hall state at = 1=2, we
expect the systam to be described by a Fem i liquid state. W e then ssparate the two
layers which are exactly at half lling. W hen they are su ciently far away that particles
between di erent layers do not interact any m ore, one is eft with a two copiesofa = 1=2
bosonic system which are Incom pressble states. T herefore, we expect that a transition
w il occur at som e ssparation where the dissipative conductivity suddenly vanishes as the
Incom pressible state builds up. T his is exactly the reverse situation asw ith electrons, one
goes from a com pressble Fem iliquid state to an incom pressible boson condensate as the
two layers are ssparated from each other.

Let us rst consider the zero ssparation state which should correspond to a Femm i
liquid state. The picture developed for the Fem i liquid state at = 1 {I3] is in tem s
of neutral ferm jonic dipoles consisting of the charge e boson and a femm ionic hole w ith
a charge e. Enemgetically, the system would lke to have a shter detemm inant wave
function {4) . Thiswave fiinction ishowever In con ict w ith the bosonic statistics and the
neutral djpole Fem i liquid is the less costly m anner In which it adjists itself to satisfy



the correct statistics. Tt can be w ritten in a product form [1]:
Y
(zi) = P fFem iLiguid Z; 259 (7)
i< 3
A s explained earlier, the profction P is the origin of the dipol Interpretation of the
Fem ionic quasiparticles. Each Fem i liquid quasiparticke is a dipole m ade of a boson
correlated to a hole In the Slater determm inant factor. The di erence between the dipoles
and the bilayer excitons is their ferm ionic statistics.
A nother possbility to satisfy the Bose statistics isthe Pfa an state [12]:
Y
g oz Z @8)

i<j

(z;)=Pff

Zi Zj

The Pfa an factor being antisym m etric guarantees that the totalwave function is sym —
m etric. Each denom inator 1=z; z; in the P fa an rem oves the correlation hole between
particles i and j. Thus, the Pf2a an induces a pairing between the particle and can be
thought as a kind of BC S wave flinction where the com posite Ferm ions are In a p-paired
L = 1 state. Unlke the Fem i liquid, this state is incom pressble.

In the bilayer case the boson carry a soin lndex which soeci es In which layer they lie.
T he Fem i liquid takes advantage of this to reduce its energy by putting two djpoles w ith
up and cij_m FIn in the sam e m om entum state thus reducing the Ferm im om entum by
a factor 2 wih respect to the spinless case. The system is in the param agnetic state.
ThePfa an state on the otherhand is ferrom agnetic and can be cbtained by acting w ith
(S )+ on the state w ith allbosons in the top layer w ithout energy gain. A s a resul the
Ferm i liquid is probably energetically favored w ith respect to the P fa an in this bilayer
situation.

In the large ssparation lim it 1im it the = 1=2 bosonic state ofone layersisa = 1=2
Laughlin type wave function

y=2
)= (@ z)° ©)
i<j
which is legitin ate for bosons. T his state is incom pressble and m nin izes the energy of
a single Jayer. To understand how the transition from a Fermm i liquid to this kind of state
occurs it isuseflto rew rite the product (2;2;0) ofthetwo = 1=2 factors [:9) asapaired
State:

1
(Z i) = Detf m #g Zi Zj (10)



which can be shown using the Cauchy identity. This rew riting clearly show s that the
large ssparation lim it can be understood as a pairing between the bosons of the top layer
w ith those ofthebottom layer. T he pairing factor l=z: zﬁ annihilates a correlation hole
between these two bosons and carries an angularmomentum L = 1.

Ifthe state at zero ssparation isthe P fa an state (8-_], it can be continuously deform ed
3] into the state @) w ithout undergoing a phase transition . Forthis one needs tomuliply
thematrix ekment in @ by a factor1+ ; jand ket vary between O and 1.

The pairing nstability also ollows in the dipolke approach 1. The dipoks at the
Fem i surface have a length k: ¥ and an orentation perpendicular to their m om entum .
For obvious geom etrical reasons a dipok w ith m om entum k tends to bind with a dipolk

k. W hen the repulsion between bosons of the two layers decreases, this strengthens
the binding between dipoles w ith opposite spins and very plausbly Induces the pairing
Instability in the p-channel.

To oconclude this section, two soenarios are possble in the case of bosonic bilayer
system s. In the st one the system is Incom pressibble at all ssparations and it is n the
Pfa an state at zero separation. In the second m ore probabl one the state is a Ferm i
liquid at zero separation and undergoes a pairing transition to an Incom pressible state as
the ssparation is ncreased.

4 Transition in electron bilayers

Inow retum to the transition In the = 1Fem ionic layers. Theprcblem ismoredi cult
and this section is speculative.

The intuiion gained in the bosonic bilayer case was that layer ssparation induced
attraction between thebosons in di erent lJayersat d 6 0 which resulted in the disappear-
ance ofthe correlation hokebetween them . W hatm ade life easy was that the quasiparticles
relevant at d = 0 were Fem lons and the pairing m echanian was rem iniscent of a BCS
transition. In the present case, excitons are bosons and we have seen that the e ect ofthe
Separation is to repelthem . Therefore we abandon the exciton picture and try to m odel
the transition asa pairing m echanian between the electrons directly. This ispossible ifwe
muliply the wave function @) by a sym m etric factor which does not spoil its polynom ial
character norm odi es the Illing factor. It suggests to multiply the wave function by a
Perm anent Factor A]1:

l 1 n
(z3) = Perf———g 194 = Detf————g (z z)° (11)

#12
zy 2 @z

The second equality results from Borchart identity 2Q]. The rstwriting exhibits i can



be ocbtained as a paired wave function from the state (1;1;1) {4) . The second w rting
represents the state as a paired state built on the (0;0;2) bosonic Laughlin state. Note
that the weak pairing state w ith the square factor rem oved In the determ inant yieldsback
the (1;1;1) state {]. A though the two states {4) and {11) are both incom pressble, the
transition should have consequences in drag experin ents {1]. n ) electrons of the rst
layer are bound to holes in the second layer whereas in {11) they form pairs with the
electrons of the second layer in agreem ent w ith the conclusions of [§].

T his cannot be the com plete story however since at large separation the Femm i liquid
states are built as In {:7.) on a (2;2;0) noom pressble state, not a (0;0;2) oneasin {-_l:].') LA
possble precursor to the Fermm i liquid state is a product oftwo P fa an states. Them ain
di erence between the Pfa an states and our trial state (1) is that in the Pfa an the
electrons are paired inside one singk layer whereas in (I1) the pairs involve two electrons
In di erent layers. It is possbl that this repairing occurs in a continuous way. The
Pfa an incom pressible state then undergoes a second phase transition towards a Fem 1
liquid state. A though this scenario wih two phase transitions is neither econom ical
nor easy to fom alize precisely, it is di cult to rule out an intem ediate phase Involving
paired quasiparticles. An experin ental com pelling evidence of this possibility would be
to cdbserve charge two carriers in this intemm ediate phase.

5 Concluding rem arks

T he two Jayer system s clearly exhibit quantum phase transitionsm ediated by interactions.
Such transitions are now well studied in the electron context and it would be very inter—
esting to see them In bosonic system s. A rst step would however be to clearly identify
a fractional H all regin e In rotating B ose condensates and the m ost prom ising direction
Seam s to m e the analogous of the Jain serdes at lling factors = p=p + 1 tem inating
In a Ferm i liquid state at = 1. The transition discussed here would be a seocond step.
In the fractional H all regin e, the m essage of this essay is to stress that the m ost lkely
transition between a Fem i liquid state and an incom pressible state is through a pairing
m echanism which m ay hopefully be seen experin entally.
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