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W e study the m agnetoplasm on collective m ode excitations ofinteger quantum Hallsystem s in

a parabolically con�ned quantum wellnanostructure in the presence ofa tilted m agnetic �eld by

using the tim e-dependent Hartree-Fock approxim ation. For even integer �lling,we �nd that the

dispersion ofa spin density m ode has a m agneto-roton m inim um at �nite wavevectors,at a few

tim es10
6
cm

�1
forparallel�eldsoforder1-10 Tesla,only in the direction perpendicularto the in-

planem agnetic�eld,whilethem odeenergy increasesm onotonously with wavevectorparallelto the

in-planem agnetic�eld.W hen thein-planem agnetic�eld isstrong enough (wellabove10 Tesla),we

speculatethatthisroton m inim um m ay reach zero energy,suggesting a possiblesecond orderphase

transition to a state with broken translationaland spin sym m etries. W e discussthe possibility for

observing such parallel�eld-induced quantum phase transitions. W e also derive an expression for

thedielectricfunction within thetim e-dependentHartree-Fock approxim ation and includescreening

e�ectsin ourm agnetoplasm on calculation.W e discussseveralexotic sym m etry-broken phasesthat

m ay be stable in �nite parallel�elds,and propose thatthe transportanisotropy,observed recently

in parallel�eld experim ents,m ay be due to the form ation ofa skyrm ion stripe phase predicted in

ourtheory.O urpredicted anisotropic �nitewavevectorsuppression,perhapseven a m ode-softening

leading to the quantum phase transition to the anisotropic phase,in the collective spin excitation

m odeofthewidewellsystem in thedirection transverseto theapplied parallelm agnetic�eld should

be directly experim entally observable via the inelastic lightscattering spectroscopy.

PACS num bers:73.43.-f,73.43.Nq,73.43.Lp,73.43.Cd
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

O bservations of integralquantum Halle�ect (IQ HE,1980) and fractionalquantum Halle�ect (FQ HE,1982)

are im portantlandm arksofcondensed m atterphysicsin recentdecades[1]. In quantum Hallsystem s,electronsare

"frozen"(in theirorbitalm otion)in discreteLandau levelsby theexternalm agnetic�eld,and havegapped excitations

atinteger orfractional�lling factors. There is considerable richness ofthe phase diagram when additional(i.e. in

addition to theorbitalm otion)degreesoffreedom associated with spin,layer,orsubband index areintroduced [1{3].

Thesem ulticom ponentquantum Hallsystem shavebeen extensively studied both theoretically and experim entally in

recentyears.In general,since the spin (Zeem an)energy ism uch sm allerthan the cyclotron energy due to the sm all

e�ective g-factor and the sm alle�ective m ass ofelectrons in G aAs based Q H system s,the spin degree offreedom

is not im portant energetically com pared to the orbitalm otion. But spin can be crucialwhen a second quantum

Hallsystem iscoupled coherently (forexam ple,in a double quantum well[DQ W ]system )oran additionalm agnetic

�eld is applied in the direction parallelto the two-dim ensional(2D) sem iconductor quantum wellplane. In the

�rst situation,the �nite barrier energy between the two wells opens a gap (�SA S) between a sym m etric and an

antisym m etric subbands,which can be tuned by electron tunneling,layerseparation,and/orbiasvoltage[2].W hen

� SA S is close to the Zeem an splitting energy,interesting physicshas been predicted theoretically [4]and observed

experim entally [5,6]. O n the other hand,physics ofthe second situation,where a tilted m agnetic �eld is applied

to a wide width well(W W W ) system to couple subbands ofa wide wellwith spin-splitLandau levels,hasnotyet

been extensively explored. O ne reason for this is that the strength ofthe applied tilted m agnetic �eld has to be

very large (> 25 Tesla) in order to su�ciently enhance the Zeem an energy to be com parable to the Landau level

separation in G aAs. Such strong and uniform m agnetic �elds has only been available very recently [7]. From a

theoreticalpointofview,studying Q H e�ectsin a W W W with tilted m agnetic �eld isdi�cultbecause the in-plane

m agnetic �eld hybridizes the 2D electron subbands arising from the con�nem ent potentialin the growth direction

(i.e. perpendicularto the 2D plane)with the orbitalLandau levelsso thatthe electron wavefunction ofa W W W is

a com plicated com bination ofelectric (\subbands")and m agnetic (\Landau levels")quantization even atthe single

particle level. Itissom etim essim plistically believed that,ifparam etersare chosen properly in an isospin language,

then a W W W system in a tilted �eld (atleastfor)the closesttwo Landau levelsnearthe degeneracy pointcould be

approxim ately m apped onto a DQ W system . W e em phasize that this m apping is not exactand m isses subtle and

interesting physicsassociated with a W W W in a tilted �eld.Forexam ple,experim entally a W W W in a tilted �eld is

found to display both three-dim ensional(3D)and two-dim ensionalproperties[8].In som esituationsa W W W system

could behavevery m uch likea DQ W system albeitwith strong tunneling)[9].M orestrikingly,therecentobservation

ofanisotropic resistance ateven �lling factorsin a W W W system with an in-plane �eld [7]showsa possible stripe

phaseform ation induced by electron-electron interaction neara degeneracy ora levelcrossing point.

Inspired by the observed anisotropic transportpropertiesatinteger�lling factors[7],we investigate in thispaper

the collective m ode excitations ofinteger quantum Hallsystem s in a wide quantum wellwith a tilted m agnetic

�eld (i.e. in the presence ofan in-plane m agnetic �eld) by using the tim e-dependent Hartree-Fock approxim ation

(TDHFA).W e extend the work ofK allin and Halperin [10]fora strictly 2D system ,i.e. a zero width well(ZW W )

to a W W W system and derive a fullanalyticalexpression for the m ode dispersion energy. To keep our theory

analytically tractable we choose our quantum wellcon�nem ent potentialto be parabolic ("parabolic well"). O ur

choiceofparaboliccon�nem entisdictated by thefactthatthecorresponding single-particleproblem (i.e.an electron

m oving in a one-dim ensionalparabolicpotentialalong the z-direction in the presenceofan arbitrary m agnetic�eld)

can beexactlyanalyticallysolved enablingessentiallyacom pleteanalyticsolution ofthem any-bodyTDHF solution of

thecollectivem odespectra(essentially on thesam efooting asthe2D K allin-Halperin work in Ref.[10])in theW W W

system in thepresenceofa tilted m agnetic�eld (i.e.both thein-plane�eld and theperpendicular�eld producing the

Landau quantization).The work presented in thispaperistherefore a direct(and highly non-trivial)generalization

ofthe strictly 2D K allin-Halperin work [10]on the m agnetoplasm onsofa 2D electron gas(in the presence ofonly

a perpendicular m agnetic �eld) to a parabolic W W W system in the presence ofa tilted m agnetic �eld. W e study

both charge and spin m ode collective excitationsin system sofdi�erentelectron densities,m agnetic �eld strengths,

and wellwidths. At even integer factors,we �nd that the dispersion ofspin density m ode has a m agneto-roton

m inim um only ata �nite wavevectorin the direction perpendicularto the in-plane m agnetic �eld,while itincreases

m onotonously with respect to the wavevectorparallelto the in-plane m agnetic �eld. W hen the in-plane m agnetic

�eld is su�ciently strong,this roton m inim um m ay reach zero energy before the ground state becom es polarized,

suggesting a possible second orderphase transition to a state with broken translationaland spin sym m etries. The

possibility ofthisquantum phasetransition (to an anisotropicsym m etry-broken state)in thepresenceofa tilted �eld

isone m ain new resultofourwork. W e also derive the fullform ula forthe dielectric function ofthe system within

TDHFA by including theladderdiagram sconsistently,so thatitcan beapplied to othersystem seven when only few

Landau levelsareoccupied.W eincludesuch screening in ourcollectivem odecalculation and discussitse�ectto the
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m agneto-roton m inim um .

Before jum ping into the details ofthe collective m ode calculation,it is instructive to discuss in the appropriate

contextsom eearlierwork in parabolicwellsand in theground stateinstability (i.e.thesoftening ofcollectivem odes)

ofsim ilarsystem s.Am ongthem odelsof�nitewidth wells,parabolicwellsareconsidered special,becausetheelectron

gas,in screening the parabolicconduction band edge potential,form sa constantdensity slab,being a good approx-

im ation to a 3D jellium where electrons m ove in a constantpositive background charge density [11]. Furtherm ore,

the parabolic con�nem ent potentialcan be exactly diagonalized in a center-of-m asscoordinate and therefore gives

a non-spin-
ip opticalabsorption energy exactly the sam e as its noninteracting resultin the long wavelength lim it

(the so called generalized K ohn’s theorem ) [12,13]. As m entioned above,we use a parabolic con�nem ent potential,

because it allowsus to �nd sim ple noninteracting eigenstatesin the presence ofa tilted m agnetic �eld,which then

providesa good startingpointto considerm any-body e�ects.Thee�ectsofim perfectparaboliccon�nem entpotential

on the collective excitations have earlier been studied either with only a perpendicular m agnetic �eld [14]or with

only an in-plane m agnetic �eld [15].O nly rathersm allquantitative correctionswere found (forexam ple,sm allshift

ofresonanceenergy,and slightbroadening ofthe absorption peak)forrealisticwells(which necessarily deviate from

idealparaboliccon�nem entconsidered in ourwork).W e believe,therefore,thatourtheoreticalresultsshould apply

with quantitativeaccuracy to realisticparabolicquantum wells,and qualitatively to rectangularquantum wells[16].

Itisgenerally believed thatin both three and two dim ensions,when an in�nitely strong m agnetic �eld isapplied,

electrons undergoes a phase transition to a W igner crystalstate with broken translationalsym m etry at low tem -

peratures. In the interm ediate m agnetic �eld region,Celliand M erm in [17]proposed a long tim e ago a possible

exchange induced spin-density-wave(SDW )instability in a three-dim ensionalelectron system . M ore recently,G aAs

based sem iconductorwide parabolic wellshave been proposed asgood candidatesforobserving such SDW instabil-

itiessince wide parabolic wellsare essentially ideal3D electron system s[8,18,19]. Brey and Halperin [19]proposed

thatthe SDW instability and the transportanisotropy should be observed in a wide parabolic sem iconductorquan-

tum wellsystem when an interm ediate in-plane m agnetic �eld isapplied. Sim ilarly,correlation-driven intersubband

SDW instability has been predicted by Das Sarm a and Tam borenea in DQ W system s atlow carrierdensities [20].

Intersubband-induced charge-density-wave(CDW )instability in a wideparabolicwellwith a perpendicularm agnetic

�eld was also investigated [21]. To the best ofour knowledge,however,these theoretically proposed (translational

sym m etry breaking)instabilitieshave notyetbeen observed experim entally. The only two experim entally observed

candidates for charge (or spin) density wave instability in a quantum Hallsystem are the stripe phases (and the

associate liquid crystalphases[22])in high half-odd-integerquantum Hallsystem s(� = 9=2,11/2,etc)[23]with or

withoutin-planem agnetic�eld,and thestripephasesobserved in an integerquantum Hallsystem in a widewellsub-

jectto a strong tilted m agnetic�eld [7].Although theground stateoftheform ersystem hasbeen extensively studied

[22]and isgenerally believed to be a "unidirectionalcoherentchargedensity wave" [24,25],the transportanisotropy

in the wide wellwith a tilted m agnetic �eld [7]isnotyetunderstood and notm uch theoreticalwork hasappeared

on thisproblem exceptforourrecentshortcom m unication [26]. O urrecentwork [26]based on Hartree-Fock (HF)

calculation in a DQ W system showsthatspin-charge-texture(skyrm ion)stripecould bethepossibleground statefor

a W W W system ,providing a possible explanation forthe observed transportanisotropy in Ref.[7]. In this paper,

forthe �rsttim e we show the com plete analyticaland num ericalwork in calculating the collective m agnetoplasm on

m ode dispersion within TDHFA and the observed m ode softening con�rm sthe existence ofa novelphase proposed

in Ref.[26].

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec. IIwe obtain the single-electron eigenstatesin a parabolic con�nem ent

potentialwith a tilted m agnetic�eld.W e �rstdiscussthe noninteracting resultin Sec.IIA and then theinteracting

(HF) resultin Sec. IIB. In Sec. IIC we show thatateven �lling factorsthe system undergoesa �rstorderphase

transition from an unpolarized ground stateforin-planem agnetic�eld,Bk < B �
k
,whereB �

k
isa criticalin-plane�eld

strength,to a polarized ground stateforB k > B �
k
.Based on theunpolarized integralquantum Hallground state,the

fulltheory with num ericalresultsforthe m agnetoplasm on dispersion (within TDHFA)aregiven in Sec.III.In Sec.

IV we derive the TDHF dynam icaldielectric function foran integerquantum Hallsystem in a parabolic wellwith

tilted m agnetic�eld and usetheresultto study them agnetoplasm on dispersion in screened TDHFA.Im plicationsof

ourresultsarediscussed in Sec.V and �nally wesum m arizeourwork in Sec.VI.

II.SIN G LE ELEC T R O N EIG EN STA T ES A N D G R O U N D STA T E EN ER G Y

A .N on-interacting System

W econsidera paraboliccon�nem entpotentialin ẑ direction,Up(z)=
1

2
m �!20z

2,wherem � istheelectron e�ective

m assand !0 isthecon�nem entenergy.A coordinatesystem ischosen such thattheperpendicularm agnetic�eld B?
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isin ẑ direction and theparallelm agnetic�eld Bk in x̂ direction,with the2D electron system being in thex� y plane.

W hen the vector potentialis chosen in a Landau gauge, ~A = (0;B ? x � Bkz;0),the noninteracting single electron

Ham iltonian can be written as(we set�h = 1 throughoutthispaper)

H 0 =
1

2m �

 

~p+
e~A

c

! 2

+ Up(z)� g�B B totSz

=
p2x

2m �
+

1

2m �

�

py +
eB ? x

c
�
eB kz

c

� 2

+
p2z

2m �
+
1

2
m

�
!
2
0z

2 � g�B B totSz (1)

where �B isthe Bohrm agneton,and g � 0:44 forG aAs.Sz isthe z-com ponentofthe spin operatoralong the total

m agnetic �eld,whose m agnitude is Btot =
q
B 2
?
+ B 2

k
. py is a good quantum num ber in this gauge and can be

replaced by a constantk (the guiding centercoordinate).The rem aining term scan be expressed by a 2� 2 m atrix

H 0 =
1

2m �

�
p
2
x + p

2
z

�
+
m �

2
[x0;z]�

�
!2? � !? !k

� !? !k !2
b

�

�

�
x0

z

�

� !zSz (2)

where !? ;k = eB ? ;k=m
�c,!b =

q
!20 + !2

k
,!z = g�B B tot,and x0 = x + ck

eB ?

. Ham iltonian ofEq. (2) can be

diagonalized by a canonicaltransform ation,[x0;z]T = Û (�)� [�x;�z]T and [px;pz]
T = Û (�)� [�px;�pz]

T ,with

Û (�)=

�
cos� sin�

� sin� cos�

�

; (3)

and tan(2�) = � 2!? !k=(!
2
b
� !2? ). The new Ham iltonian describes two decoupled one-dim ensional(1D) sim ple

harm onicoscillatorsin new coordinates,�x and �z:

�H 0 =
1

2m �

�
�p2x + �p2z

�
+
m �!1

2
�x2 +

m �!2

2
�z2 � !zSz; (4)

where

!
2
1;2 =

1

2

�
�
!
2
b + !

2
?

�
�

q
(!2

b
� !2

?
)
2
+ 4!2

?
!2
k

�

: (5)

Using (~n;k;s)aseigenstatequantum num bers,where~n = (n1;n2)isthe orbitalLandau levelindex and s= � 1=2 is

the eigenvaluesofSz,oneobtainsthe noninteracting eigenenergies,E
0
~n;s
,and eigenfunctions,�0

~n;k;s
(~r):

E
0
~n;s = !1

�

n1 +
1

2

�

+ !2

�

n2 +
1

2

�

� !zs; (6)

and

�
0
~n;k;s(~r)=

eiky

p
Ly

 
(1)
n1
(�x)�  

(2)
n2
(�z)

=
eiky

p
Ly

 
(1)
n1
(cos�(x + l

2
0k)� sin�z)�  

(2)
n2
(sin�(x + l

2
0k)+ cos�z)

| {z }
� �0~n;s(x + l

2
0k;z)

; (7)

where Ly is the system length in y direction and the function �0
~n;s
(x + l20k;z)has x and z com ponentsonly. l0 �p

1=m �!? =
p
c=eB ? isthe conventionalcyclotron radius.W e keep the spin index in �0

~n;s
because these notations

willlaterbe generalized to an interacting system ,where explicitspin dependence m ay becom e crucial. In Eq. (7),

the function  
(i)
n (x)isde�ned to be

 
(i)
n (x)=

1
p
�1=22nn!li

exp

�

�
x2

2l2i

�

H n

�
x

li

�

; (8)
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with li �
p
1=m �!ifori= 1;2,and l0 �

p
1=m �!? =

p
c=eB ? istheconventionalcyclotronradius.H n(x)isHerm ite

polynom ial.Itisinstructive to considerthe asym ptotic form ofthe eigenstate energies,Eq.(5),and wavefunctions,

Eq. (7),in the following fourextrem e lim its: (i)Taking an in�nite wellwidth lim it,!0 ! 0,!1 !
q
!2
k
+ !2

?
and

!2 ! 0 from Eq. (5),Eq. (4)then showsthatthe free m oving direction isrestored along the �z direction,which is

perpendicularto the totalm agnetic �eld,~B tot,showing a 3D property.(ii)Taking a zero width lim it(!0 ! 1 ),we

have � ! �=2,!1 ! !0 ! 1 ,!2 ! !? ,and therefore  
(1)
n1
(�x)!

p
�(z)and  

(2)
n2
(�x)!  

(0)
n2
(x),the usualorbital

wavefunction ofa 1D sim ple harm onic oscillator.Therefore by changing the value of!0,one can obtain a quasi-2D

system ,which hasboth pure 2D and 3D propertiesby taking di�erentlim itsofthe con�nem entpotentialstrength.

(iii)Sim ilarly,forzero in-planem agnetic�eld lim it(!k ! 0),wehave!1 ! M ax(!? ;!0)and !2 ! M in(!? ;!0),so

thatthe orbitalm otionsin x and z direction aretotally decoupled.Thisisthe usual(i.e.withoutan in-plane �eld)

quantum Hallsystem in a parabolicwell,whosecollectivem odedispersion hasbeen studied in theliterature[21].(iv)

Finally we can take the strong parallel(in-plane)m agnetic �eld lim it(Bk ! 1 ),which isofinterestin thispaper.

In thislim it,wehave� ! �=2,!1 ! !k ! 1 ,and !2 ! !0!? =!k ! 0,i.e.thein-planem agnetic�eld enhancesthe

e�ective con�nem entofa wide wellsystem (com pared to (ii))and therefore a W W W system with a strong parallel

�eld becom essim ilarto a thin well(strictly 2D)system with sm allLandau levelenergy separation. W e em phasize,

however,thatourresultsshown below apply forany �nitestrength ofBk valid to thelowestorderofthe ratio ofthe

interaction strength to the noninteracting levelseparation.W e willconsiderthe strong in-plane m agnetic �eld lim it

only when studying the screening e�ectin Sec.IV.

Energy levels described by Eq. (6) are shown in Fig. 1 as a function ofin-plane m agnetic �eld for a choice of

param eterssim ilarto the experim entalsam plesin [7]:electron density ne = 0:42� 1012 cm � 2,m � = 0:07 m 0 (m 0 is

the bare electron m ass)and !0 = 7 m eV.The con�nem entenergy issuch thatthe size ofthe �rstsubband electron

wavefunction in zero �eld is260�A.The perpendicularm agnetic�eld,B? ,ischosen to be 2.97 Tesla for� = 2.

Using thenoninteractingsingleparticlewavefunction in Eq.(7),thenoninteractingsingleelectron G reen’sfunction

can be easily obtained:

G
0(~r1;�1;~r2;�2)=

X

�

X

~n�

G
0
~n;�(~r1;�1;~r2;�2)

=
X

�

X

~n�

X

k

�
0
~n;k;�

y
(~r2)�

0
~n;k;�(~r1)e

(�2� �1)(E
0

~n ;�
� �)

�
�(�2 � �1)�(� � E

0
~n;�)� �(�1 � �2)�(E

0
~n;� � �)

�

| {z }
� G

0
~n;�(�1 � �2)

; (9)

where�iistheim aginarytim e,and � ischem icalpotentialatzerotem perature.TheHeavisidethetafunction �(x)= 1

forx � 0 and iszero otherwise.

B .Interacting System in H artree-Fock A pproxim ation

W hen electron-electron interaction is considered,we use self-consistentHartree-Fock approxim ation (SCHFA) to

calculatethesingleelectron wavefunction self-consistently by including theHartreeand Fock potentialsin the single

particleHam iltonian.Thisapproxim ation isthestandard leading-orderm any-body (self-consistent)expansion in the

(unscreened) Coulom b interaction [27]whose one-loop Feynm an diagram representation is shown in Fig. 2(a). In

SCHFA,the waveequation forthe quantum Hallsystem is[28]:

E~n;k;��~n;k;�(~r)=

2

4H 0 +

Z

d~r
0
V (~r� ~r

0)
X

~m ;p;s

�m ;p;s�~m ;p;s
y(~r0)�~m ;p;s(~r

0)

3

5 �~n;k;�(~r)

�

Z

d~r
0
V (~r� ~r

0)�~n;k;�(~r
0)
X

~m ;p

�~m ;p;��~m ;p;�
y(~r0)�~m ;p;�(~r); (10)

where�~m ;p;s isthe �lling factoratthe speci�c quantum num ber,and itsatis�es

N e =
X

~m ;p;�

�~m ;p;�; (11)

where N e is the totalelectron num ber. H 0 is the sam e as in Eq. (1) by taking py = k. Note that the positive

charge donordensity (which producesthe electron gasand thusprovidescharge neutrality forthe whole system )is
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notexplicitly included above because these donorsare usually located faraway from the wellin the experim ent. In

general,thisbackground doping e�ectcan be e�ectively included by introducing a screening length,�,into the bare

Coulom b interaction,V (~q),by writing V (~q)= (4�e2=�0)(j~qj
2 + (2�=�)2)� 1=2.W e take� = 620 �A in ournum erical

calculation below to be com parable to the experim entalsetting [7]. Thisregularization ofCoulom b interaction has

little quantitative orqualitative e�ects on the results shown in this paper. The details ofthe donor screening and

the exactvalue of� do notin any way a�ectany ofourqualitative conclusions. Forthe situation we focus in this

paper,electronsare assum ed to be uniform ly distributed in the 2D wellplane (i.e. �~m ;p;s isindependentofguiding

centercoordinate,p),and therefore Eq.(10)can be sim pli�ed furtherasshown in Appendix A.To solve the SCHF

equation,we �rstuse the noninteracting wavefunction to calculate the HF m atrix elem entsand then diagonalize it

to getnew eigenstates,which are used to calculate the HF m atrix elem entagain iteratively untilself-consistency is

achieved.The new single electron G reen’sfunction in SCHFA issim ilarto the noninteracting one in Eq.(9)except

thatthe wavefunctionsand energiescorrespond to the Hartree-Fock theory:

G ~n;�(~r1;~r2;!)=

P
k
�~n;k;�

y(~r2)�~n;k;�(~r1)
h
G0
~n;�

(!)

i� 1
� �H F

~n;�

=
X

k

�~n;k;�
y(~r2)�~n;k;�(~r1)� G~n;�(!) (12)

whereG0
~n;�

(!)isFouriertransform ofthe noninteracting propagator,G0
~n;�

(t):

G0~n;�(!)=

Z

dte
i!tG0~n;�(t)=

1

i! � E0
~n;�

� �
; (13)

and sim ilarly

G~n;�(!)=
1

i! � E0
~n;�

� �H F
~n;�

� �
; (14)

wherethe Hartree-Fock self-energy,�H F
~n;�

= E~n;� � E0
~n;�

,isobtained from the self-consistentsolution ofthe Hartree-

Fock problem (see Appendix A,in particularEq.(A2)).

C .LevelC rossing and TotalEnergy

Forourpurposes,them ostim portantfeatureofthespectrashown in Fig.1 istheexistenceofa singleparticlelevel

crossing atB k = 19:8 Tesla (forthe noninteracting system ),where !1 � 36 m eV,and !2 = !z � 1 m eV.The origin

ofthiscrossingcan beunderstood by considering theasym ptoticform oftheenergy levelsin Eq.(5)forlargeparallel

m agnetic �elds: !2 ! !0!? =!k ! 0,so that at a criticalin-plane m agnetic �eld value (B�
k
) !2 becom es sm aller

than the Zeem an energy leading to the levelcrossing shown in Fig. 1. Fora non-interacting electron gasthis level

crossing leadsnecessarily to a (rathertrivial)�rstorderphase transition atBk = B �
k
with an abruptchange in spin

polarization forsystem sateven �lling factors.Interesting quantum phasetransition thatm ay takeplacearound this

levelcrossingisthem ain subjectofthisarticle.In particular,wewish to investigatewhetherquantum levelrepulsion

convertsthis �rst order transition to a second order quantum phase transition around this degeneracy point. O ur

calculated m odedispersion can bedirectly com pared to inelasticlightscatteringspectroscopy,when such experim ents

areeventually carried outin these W W W system sin tilted �elds.O ne can easily use ouranalyticalresultsto study

them agnetoplasm on m odedispersion atodd integer�lling factorsorforweakerin-planem agnetic�eld values(where

intersubband coupling needsto be included).

By using theself-energy obtained from Eq.(10)in SCHFA,thetotalenergy ofan interacting quantum Hallsystem

can be obtained fora given electron con�guration (~N ";~N #),where ~N � isthe orbitallevelindex ofthe highest�lled

levelofspin �.Considering double counting ofinteraction energy,the totalenergy in HF approxim ation is

E
H F
tot (

~N ";~N #)=
X

�

X

E 0

~n ;�
� E 0

~N � ;�

�

E
0
~n;� +

1

2
�H F
~n;�

�

: (15)

To obtain the ground state energy,E G ,one should com pare the totalenergiesofallpossible electron con�gurations

and determ inewhich onegivesthelowestenergy.Asindicated in Fig.1,a�rstorder(noninteracting)phasetransition

from an unpolarized ground state(i.e. ~N " = ~N # = (0;�=2))to a polarized ground state(~N # = ~N "+ (0;2))isexpected

to happen ata criticalin-planem agnetic�eld,B�
k
.In thethird colum n ofTableIweshow ournum ericalcalculation
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results ofB �
k
obtained from Eq. (15) in the �rst order HF approxim ation for even �lling factors � = 6;8. W hen

the totalelectron density is �xed,B�
k
is larger as the �lling factor,�,is lowered by increasing the perpendicular

m agnetic �eld. Therefore ourHF resultsqualitatively agree with the experim entaldata presented in Ref.[7]except

fora lowerestim ateofthecriticalm agnetic�eld,B�
k
,which m ay bedueto thecorrelation e�ectsnotincluded in the

HF approxim ation and/orthenonparabolicity oftherealisticcon�nem entpotentialofthequantum wellsam pleused

in Ref.[7].

III.M A G N ET O P LA SM O N EX C ITA T IO N S

In this section we willdevelop the fulltheory ofm agnetoplasm on excitationsofan integerquantum Hallsystem

con�ned in a parabolicwelland subjectto a tilted m agnetic�eld within TDHFA.Forzerowidth (pure2D)wellswith

a perpendicularm agnetic�eld only,m agnetoplasm on m odeswereinvestigated in [10].W enotethatm agnetoplasm on

excitationsin parabolicwellshavebeen theoretically discussed previously in theliterature[12,19,21,29{31]in di�erent

lim ited conditions. O ur work goes beyond results presented in those papers and we derive the exact dispersion of

collectivem odesin thelowestorderoftheratioofCoulom b interaction to thenoninteractingLandau levelseparation.

In a W W W with tilted m agnetic �eld,there is no translationalsym m etry along the growth direction (z),which is

hybridized with the in-plane com ponents(x � y)so thata m any-body theory developed in m om entum space seem s

notto beparticularly useful.However,itisshown below in Sec.IIIA thatthein-planem om entum ofan electron-hole

dipolein such W W W with tilted m agnetic�eld isstillconserved,showing theexistenceofa well-de�ned electron-hole

bound state (a m agnetic exciton) [10]and the collective m ode dispersion along the 2D plane can stillbe obtained

analytically aswe show below. The fullm any-body theory and the num ericalresultsforcollective m ode dispersion

areshown in Secs.IIIB-IIIE and in Sec.IIIF respectively.

A .M om entum C onservation ofan Electron-hole D ipole Pair

As pointed outin Ref.[10],a crucialfactthatallowsone to explicitly write analyticalexpressionsofthe energy

dispersion ofm agnetoplasm on excitations is the existence ofa good quantum num ber in the problem given by the

wellde�ned in-plane m om entum ofthe electron-hole dipole pair (m agnetic exciton). It is easy to show that their

argum ent can be extended to the case ofa W W W with an arbitrary con�nem ent potentialalong the z direction

even in the presenceofa tilted m agnetic�eld.Thisisnotobvioussincethetilted m agnetic�eld typically hybridizes

the in-plane m otion with the subband dynam ics perpendicular to the plane,destroying the apparent translational

sym m etry.Considerthe Ham iltonian ofa m agneticexciton oran electron-holepairin a generalquasi-2D system ,

H X =
1

2m �

h
(~p1 �

e

c
~A(~r1))

2 + (~p2 +
e

c
~A(~r2))

2

i
� V (~r1 � ~r2)+ U (z1)+ U (z2); (16)

where particle m om enta ~pi,vectorpotential ~A,and particle coordinates~ri are allthree dim ensionalvectors. V (~r)

and U (z)are electron-electron Coulom b interaction and the quantum wellcon�nem ent potentialrespectively. The

Zeem an term isneglected herebecauseitisirrelevantforthisdiscussion.Following[10]am agneticexciton m om entum

operatorcan be de�ned to be

~Q X = ~p1 + ~p2 �
e

c
(~A(~r1)� ~A(~r2))+

e

c
~B tot� (~r1 � ~r2); (17)

where ~B tot = B ? ẑ+ B kx̂. Using the Landau gauge forthe vectorpotentialone can easily verify thatthe in-plane

com ponents ~Q X ;? = (Q X ;x;Q X ;y)com m ute with the Ham iltonian. Existence ofdipole excitationswith wellde�ned

m om enta (eigenvaluesof ~Q X ;? )im m ediately followsfrom this com m utation. Sim ilarto Ref.[10],we can construct

the zero-m om entum m agneticexciton wavefunction in a parabolicwellwith a tilted m agnetic�eld:

	
�� ;��

~n� ;~n�
(�x;�y;Z;�z)=

Z

d� e
� i�� y=l

2

0�~n� ;�� (� + �x=2;Z + �z=2)� ~n� ;�� (� � �x=2;Z � �z=2); (18)

where a hole is in a state ~n� = ~n and a particle is in a state ~n� = ~n� + ~m . Forthe exciton wavefunction of�nite

m om entum ,~q? ,onejustneedsto replace�~r? = (�x;�y)by �~r? � l20~q? � ẑ,and introducea planewaveprefactor

forthecenterofm asscoordinate[10].Notethatthiswavefunction hasadditionaldynam icsalong z direction:center

ofm ass(Z)and relative(�z)coordinatesofthe electron-holepair.O therthan thisadditionalz dynam ics,the only

7



di�erence between the exciton wavefunctionsforthe ZW W 2D system [10]with a perpendicularm agnetic �eld (see

Eq. (B1)or[10])and forthe W W W with a tilted m agnetic �eld (our interestin this paper)isthat the latter has

one m ore Landau levelquantum num berassociated with the subband dynam icsinduced by the con�nem entenergy

ofthe well. In Appendix B we show that the m agnetoplasm on energy in our theory can be expressed in term s of

the m agnetic exciton wavefunction given in Eq. (18). Thisprovidesa m ore com prehensive and physicalpicture for

understanding the collectivem odeexcitationsdiscussed in thispaper(see Appendix B in thiscontext).

B .C orrelation Function

In the linearresponse theory,collective m ode energiesare obtained by the polesofa density correlation function,

� �,where� = �;S� and Sz,forthesingletchargedensity m odeand thethreetripletspin density m odesrespectively.

W ede�nean operator,�� = 1;2S� ;2Sz,respectively forthespin vertex operatorofeach corresponding correlation

function.In thisnotation the m ostgeneralform ofthesecorrelation functionsin coordinatespaceis[27]

� �(~r;t;~r
0
;t
0)= � i

X

�1;2

X

�0

1;2

[� �]�1;�2[� �]�0

1
;�0

2

D
T

h
	̂ y
�1
(~r;t)	̂ �2

(~r;t)	̂
y

�0

1

(~r0;t0)	̂ �0

2

(~r0;t0)

iE

G
; (19)

where 	̂ y
�(~r;t)(	̂ �(~r;t))aretheelectron �eld creation (annihilation)operatorsofspace~r and spin � attim et;T[� � � ]

is tim e-order operator,and h� � � iG is the expectation value ofthe interacting ground state. In a W W W system ,

thereisno translationalsym m etry along z direction so thatonehasno correlation function in m om entum spacein z

direction.Theusualm om entum spacedescription forthevertexfunction and therelated Dyson’sequation then seem s

notfeasiblebecausethein-planem agnetic�eld m ixesthez dynam icswith in-planedynam ics[19,21,30].Actually the

system ism ore like a 2D quantum dot[13]in x � z plane con�ned by two independentparabolic potentialsalong �x

and �z axesasshown in Eq. (4). The m ethod we develop in thispaper,however,enablesone to obtain directly the

appropriateDyson’sequationsforthescreened interaction and thevertex function withoutevaluating thecorrelation

functions ofEq. (19). The m agnetoplasm on excitation dispersion and the dielectric function relevantforscreening

can be read out directly from our equations given in the next section. Note that the theory developed below is

independentofthe exactform ofthe singleelectron wavefunction and iscom pletely generalwithin the TDHFA.

C .Screened Interaction and V ertex Function

Beforeexploringthem any-body theory forthecollectivem ode,we�rstde�netheinteraction m atrix elem ent,which

willbe used frequently later.Using the interacting single particle wavefunction,the unscreened m atrix elem entofa

bareCoulom b interaction,V (~r),can be obtained

V
k1k4;k2;k3;�1�2
~n1~n4;~n2~n3

��1�4��2�3 =

Z

d~r1

Z

d~r2 V (~r1 � ~r2)�~n1;k1;�1
y
(~r1)�~n2;k2;�2

y
(~r2)�~n3;k3;�3(~r2)�~n4;k4;�4(~r1)��1�4��2�3

=
1




X

~q

�k4� k1;� qy �k3� k2;qy e
� i(k1� k2� qy )qx l

2

0V
�1�2
~n1~n4;~n2~n3

(~q)��1�4��2�3; (20)

where 
 isthe wellvolum e and we de�ne an e�ective interaction,V
�1�2
~n1~n4;~n2~n3

(~q)� V (~q)A
�1�1
~n1~n4

(� ~q)A
�2�2
~n2~n3

(~q),where

the form factorA
�i�j

~ni~nj
(~q)isobtained from the singleparticlewavefunctions

A
�i�j

~ni~nj
(~q)=

Z

d~re
� i~q� ~r

�~ni;� qy =2;�i
y
(~r)�~nj;qy =2;�j(~r)

=

Z

dx

Z

dze
� iqx x� iqzz�~ni;�i(x � qyl

2
0=2;z)�~nj;�j(x + qyl

2
0=2;z): (21)

M om entum and spin conservationsduring the scattering processhavebeen included in Eq.(20).

Notethatin thestrong parallelm agnetic�eld regim e,(10 Tesla < Bk < 25 Tesla),only a few Landau levelsofthe

�rstsubband (n1 = 0)areoccupied atzero tem peraturesince !1 � !2 (seeEq.(6)and Fig.1).Thereforewecould

om itthe�rstorbital(i.e.subband)levelindex and neglectallintersubband transitions(i.e.excitationsbetween levels

ofdi�erent n1) by assum ing for sim plicity that n1 = 0 throughout our analysis and num ericalcalculations shown

below exceptwhere noted otherwise. In other words,the vectorrepresentation used in Eq. (5) fororbitalLandau
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levelindex,~n = (n1;n2)= (0;n2),issim pli�ed to be n and so are allotherorbitalnotations(like ~m = (0;m2)= m

and ~N � = (0;N �)= N �,etc.) from now on in this paper. Itisstraightforward to extend allofouranalyticaland

num ericalresultstoincludeexcitationsofboth orbitalquantum num bers.Allanalyticalresultswould retain thesam e

form with additionallevelindices(i.e.othervalueofn1)showingup in theform ula.O urnum ericalresultswillnotbe

a�ected atallby thisassum ption in thestrong in-planem agnetic�eld region ofourinterestwherehybridization with

highern1 levelsisnegligiblly sm all.W ealsowillnotshow thespin index explicitly during thederivation exceptin the

�nalresults.W e startfrom the screened Coulom b interaction,~V (~r1;~r2;t1 � t2),caused by electron-holepolarization

(see Fig.2(b)):

~V (~r1;~r2;t1 � t2)= V (~r1 � ~r2)�(t1 � t2)+

Z

d~r3

Z

d~r4V (~r1 � ~r3)�(~r3;t1;~r4;t2)V (~r4 � ~r2); (22)

where �(~r1;t1;~r2;t2)= � �(~r1;t1;~r2;t2)is the reducible charge polarizability (see Eq. (19)). M ultiplying by single

particlewavefunctionsand doing the spaceintegration,Eq.(22)can be transform ed to

~V1;4;2;3(t1 � t2)�

Z

d~r1

Z

d~r2 ~V (~r1;~r2;t1 � t2)�1
y
(~r1)�2

y
(~r2)�3(~r2)�4(~r1)

= V1;4;2;3�(t1 � t2)+
X

��

V1;4;��

�Z

dt5dt6G�(t1 � t5)G�(t6 � t1)

�

Z

2;4;5;6

��
y
(~r5)��(~r6)
(~r5;t5;~r6;t6;~r4;t2)V (~r4 � ~r2)�2

y
(~r2)�3(~r2)

�

= V1;4;2;3�(t1 � t2)+
X

��

V1;4;�� ~���;2;3(t1 � t2); (23)

wherewehaveintroduced aconventionalreduciblevertexfunction,
(~r5;t5;~r6;t6;~r4;t2),in coordinatespacetoexpress

thereduciblepolarizability,�;index �(�)denotesallrelated quantum num bersofthatlevel,(m �(�);p�(�);��(�)),i.e.

��(~r)= �m � ;p� ;�� (~r),G�(t)= Gm � ;�� (t),V1;4;�� = V
k1k4;p� p� ;�1��
n1n4;m � m �

,and ~���;2;3 = ~�
p� p� ;k2k3;�� �� ;�2�3
m � m � ;n2n3

forsim plicity

(num ber indices representexternalvariables,while G reek indices representdum m y variables in a sum m ation) andR
i
�
R
d~ri.To avoid confusion,weclarify ournotationswhich arenecessarily di�erentfrom thestandard m any-body

textbook term inology becauseofthehighly com plicated natureofoursingle-particlewavefunctions.FirstV1;4;2;3 and

Vn1n4;n2n3
(~q)are di�erentfunctionsaccording to theirde�nition in Eq. (20);secondly the~� function in Eq. (23)is

notthe sam e asthe conventionalde�nition ofa vertex function due to ourinclusion in ~� ofadditionaltwo electron

G reen’sfunctionsand one interaction term (however,
 isthe sam e asthe conventionalreducible vertex function in

coordinate space. See Fig. 2 (c)). This isbecause,unlike a ZW W (pure 2D)in Ref.[10]ora W W W withoutany

in-plane m agnetic �eld [21],the z-com ponentofelectron wavefunction ofoursystem isnotseparable and therefore

cannotbeignored.Itism oreconvenientto work in therelevantconserved quantum num berspaceratherthan in the

conventionalm om entum space.

Theleading order(oftheratiooftheinteraction strength to thenoninteractingenergy separation,!2)ofthevertex

function,~���;2;3(t1 � t2),isobtained by using 
(~r5;t5;~r6;t6;~r4;t2)= �(~r5 � ~r4)�(~r6 � ~r4)�(t5 � t2)�(t6 � t2)in Eq.

(23):

���;2;3(t1 � t2)= G�(t1 � t2)G�(t2 � t1)V��;2;3; (24)

which hasthe following Fouriertransform in tim e:

���;2;3(!)= D ��(!)V��;2;3; (25)

where(afterretrieving the spin index)

D ��(!)=
�(m �� � N�� )�(N�� � m�� )� �(m�� � N�� )�(N�� � m�� )

(m �� � m�� )!2 � (�� � ��)!z + i!
; (26)

isnonzero only when thedipolepair,(�;�),representsoneholein the�lled leveland oneelectron in theem pty level

atzero tem perature.To avoid confusion,hereweclarify the m eaning of��(�),m �� (� ),and N �� (� ) in Eq.(26)again:

��(�) isthe spin quantum num berofstate �(�),m �� (� ) = (0;m �� (� ))= ~m �� (� ) isthe orbitalLandau levelindex of

state�(�),and N �� (� ) = (0;N �� (� ))=
~N �� (� ) istheorbitalLandau levelindex ofthehighest�lled levelofspin ��(�)

as�rstde�ned in Eq. (15). W e willsee laterthat D��(!) isthe only dynam icalpartofthe vacuum electron-hole

bubble.Notethatwhen spin isincluded,V��;
� im plies�� = �� and �
 = �� autom atically becauseofthem anifestly

spin-conserving non-spin-
ip nature ofCoulom b interaction.Asa consequence,���;2;3(t1 � t2)in Eq.(25)(butnot


(~r5;t5;~r6;t6;~r4;t2)in Eq.(23))then becom esidentically zero when considering spin-
ip excitations.
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D .D yson’s Equations in T D H FA

Including ladder and bubble diagram s as shown in Fig. 2(c), Dyson’s equation for the full vertex function,
~���;2;3(t1 � t2),is

~���;2;3(t1 � t2)= ���;2;3(t1 � t2)+

Z

dt5dt6G�(t1 � t5)G�(t6 � t1)�(t5 � t6)

�

Z

2;4;5;6

��
y
(~r5)��(~r6)V (~r4 � ~r2)�2

y
(~r2)�3(~r2)

�

�

Z

7;8

Z

dt7dt8G (5;7)G (8;6)V (~r5 � ~r6)
(~r7;t7;~r8;t8;~r4;t2)

�

+

Z

dt5dt6G�(t1 � t5)G�(t5 � t1)�(t5 � t6)

�

Z

2;4;5;6

��
y
(~r5)��(~r5)V (~r4 � ~r2)�2

y
(~r2)�3(~r2)

�Z

7;8

Z

dt7dt8G (6;7)G (8;6)V (~r5 � ~r6)
(~r7;t7;~r8;t8;~r4;t2)

�

; (27)

which can be furthersim pli�ed to

~���;2;3(t1 � t2)= ���;2;3(t1 � t2)+

Z

dt5G�(t1 � t5)G�(t5 � t1)
X

��

[� V��;�� + V��;��]~���;2;3(t5 � t2); (28)

with the following Fouriertransform in tim e

~���;2;3(!)= ���;2;3(!)+ D ��(!)
X

��

[� V��;�� + V��;��]~���;2;3(!): (29)

Sim ilarly Fouriertransform ofEq.(23)gives

~V1;4;2;3(!)= V1;4;2;3 +
X

��

V1;4;�� ~���;2;3(!): (30)

Eq.(29)and Eq.(30)arerespectively Dyson’sequationsforthe vertex function and the interaction m atrix elem ent

in the quantum num ber,� � (m�;p�;��),space.

In order to investigate the m agnetoplasm on dispersion,one has to integrate out the continuous variable,k,in

Eq. (29)and Eq. (30)to geta m atrix representation in the levelindex only. Taking into accountthe m om entum

conservation shown in Eq.(20),wede�nea new unscreened m atrix elem entand a new barevertex function given by

(let~q? � qxx̂ + qyŷ be the in-planem om entum )

Un1n4;n2n3
(~q? )�

X

k1

e
i(k1� k2)qx l

2

0 V
k1+ qy =2;k1� qy =2;k2� qy =2;k2+ qy =2
n1n4;n2n3

=
1

2�l20Lz

X

q0
z

Vn1n4;n2n3
(~q? ;q

0
z) (31)

�m � m � ;n2n3
(~q? ;!)� [Dm � m �

(!)]� 1
X

k1

e
i(k1� k2)qx l

2

0 �k1+ qy =2;k1� qy =2;k2� qy =2;k2+ qy =2m � m � ;n2n3
= Um � m � ;n2n3

(~q? ); (32)

whereLxLy = 2�l20N �,and N � isthe degeneracy ofeach Landau level.Note thatin Eqs.(31)and (32)only the in-

planecom ponentofm om entum ,~q? ,isshown explicitly.Thisfollowsfrom thefactthatthein-planeexciton m om entum

isa good quantum num bereven in thepresenceoftilted m agnetic�eld asdiscussed in Sec.IIIA.Expressionsforthe

screened m atrix elem ent, ~U ,and the fullvertex function,~�,can be sim ilarly obtained using the k-sum m ation over
~V and ~� asin Eqs. (31)and (32). Aftersom e tediousanalysis,we obtain the following pairofm atrix equationsin

Landau levelindices

~Un1n4;n2n3
(~q? ;!)= Un1n4;n2n3

(~q? )+
X

m � m �

Un1n4;m � m �
(~q? )D m � m �

(!)~�m � m � ;n2n3
(~q? ;!); (33)

~�m � m � ;n2n3
(~q? ;!)= �m � m � ;n2n3

(~q? ;!)+
X

m � m �

W m � m � ;m � m �
(~q? )D m � m �

(!)~�m � m � ;n2n3
(~q? ;!); (34)

wherethe new interaction function,W ,is

W m � m � ;m � m �
(~q? )� � U

bind
m � m � ;m � m �

(~q? )+ Um � m � ;m � m �
(~q? ): (35)
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The ladder (exciton binding) energy,U bind(~q? ), and the random -phase-approxim ation (RPA) energy,U (~q? ), are

respectively (afterretrieving the spin index)

U
bind;�� ��
m � m � ;m � m �

(~q? )=
1




X

~q 0

e
i(qx q

0

y
� qy q

0

x
)l
2

0V
�� ��
m � m � ;m � m �

(~q0)= �
1




X

~q 0

cos(qxq
0
y � qyq

0
x)l

2
0)V (~q

0)A �� ��
m � m �

(� ~q
0)A �� ��

m � m �
(~q0) (36)

U
�� ��
m � m � ;m � m �

(~q? )=
1

2�l20Lz

X

q0
z

V
�� ��
m � m � ;m � m �

(~q? ;q
0
z)=

1

2�l20Lz

X

q0
z

V (~q;q0z)A
�� ��
m � m �

(� ~q? ;� q
0
z)A

�� ��
m � m �

(~q? ;q
0
z): (37)

Note thatthe non-spin-
ipping interaction,(�� = ��,�� = ��)forEq.(36)and (�� = ��,�� = ��)forEq.(37),is

already incorporated above.Asm entioned in Sec.IIIB,instead ofcalculating the irreducible polarizability directly,

we derive the Dyson’s equations ofthe interaction m atrix elem ent and a specialvertex function in Eqs. (33) and

(34),which can be used to obtain the collective m ode energy and dielectric function. Above derivation and results

are independentofthe detailsofsingle particle wavefunctionsoreigenenergies,and are valid forarbitrary quantum

wellcon�nem entpotential,provided the relevantform function A
�i�j
ninj

(~q)ofEq. (21)is appropriately m odi�ed. In

considering thespin degreeoffreedom ,only non-spin-
ip m odesareincluded in Eq.(33)and Eq.(34).Thespin-
ip

m odesdo notincludethebubblediagram dueto thespin conservation im plied by the interaction shown in Eq.(33),

and W m � m � ;m � m �
(~q? )ofEq. (35)therefore becom esthe sam e asthe exciton binding energy,U bind

m � m � ;m � m �
(~q? ),for

thesam ereason.Forconveniencewewillnotdistinguish thesetwo m odeshereuntilwegetto the�nalresultsin the

following section.

E.Energy D ispersion ofM agnetoplasm on Excitations: analyticalexpression

Solving Eq. (34)one can obtain the vertex function,~�m � m � ;n2n3
(~q? ;!),and substitute itin Eq. (33)to getthe

fullform ula forscreened Coulom b interaction (using �m � m � ;n2n3
(!;~q? )= Um � m � ;n2n3

(~q? )according to Eq.(32)):

~Un1n4;n2n3
(!;~q? )

= Un1n4;n2n3
(~q? )+

X

m � m �

Un1n4;m � m �
(~q? )D m � m �

(!)
X

m � m �

�
������ � Dm � m �

(!)W m � m � ;m � m �
(~q? )

�� 1
�m � m � ;n2n3

(~q? ;!)

=
X

m � m �

Un1n4;m � m �
(~q? )

�
"
� 1(!;~q? )

�
m � m � ;n2n3

; (38)

wherethe dielectricfunction,�(!;~q? ),isa m atrix function,

["(!;~q? )]
� 1

m � m � ;n2n3
= �n2m �

�n3m �
�

X

m � m �

�
Ym � m � ;m � m �

(!;~q? )
�� 1

Um � m � ;n2n3
(~q? ); (39)

and the "dispersion m atrix",Y ,is

Ym � m � ;m � m �
(!;~q? )�

n
� �m � m �

�m � m �

�
D m � m �

(!)
�� 1

+ W m � m � ;m � m �
(~q? )

o
: (40)

The TDHF dynam icaldielectric function appearing in Eq. (39) and Eq. (40)includes in�nite series ofboth RPA

bubble diagram s and the excitonic ladder diagram s. Theoretically given a �nite m atrix size by including relevant

Landau levels(i.e.by appropriatelycuttingo� thein�nitem atrixequationsgiveabove),onecan num ericallycalculate

each elem entofthe dielectric function and obtain the collective m ode dispersionsby solving the standard collective

m ode equation,detf�(!;~q? )g = 0.However,itiseasy to see from Eq.(39)thatsolving ! from detf�(!;~q? )g = 0 is

the sam e assolving ! from detfY (!;~q? )g = 0,orm ore conveniently,the sam e assolving the eigenvalue equation of

Y (0;~q? )becauseY (!;~q? )= Y (0;~q? )+ i! � I,whereI istheidentity m atrix dueto thespecialform ofDm � m �
(!)in

Eq. (26). Therefore focusing on the collective m ode dispersion in thissection,we willdiscussthe dispersion m atrix

Y (0;~q? )below in m oredetailinstead ofthedielectricfunction itself,which isstudied in thenextsection.W enotethat

this theoreticalsim pli�cation ofthe equivalence between the sim ple static Y function and the dynam icaldielectric

function in obtaining the collectivem odedispersion hasnotearlierbeen appreciated in the literature.

AccordingtoEq.(26),theonly valid m atrix elem entofEq.(40)should beforthepair,(m �;m �),ofoneelectron in

an em pty level,m �(m �),and oneholein a �lled level,m�(m �).To thelowestorderof(e
2=�0l0)=!2,only fourlevels,

(N ;"),(N ;#),(N + 1;"),and (N + 1;#)areincluded (seeFig.3(a)),whereN = �=2� 1isthelevelindex ofthehighest

�lled level(notethe�rstLandau index hasbeen taken to bezero).Afterseparatingspin-
ip and non-spin-
ip m odes,
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one can obtain two 2� 2 Y m atricesforspin-
ip (�)and non-spin-
ip (�)excitationsrespectively (afterretrieving

the spin index):

Y�(~q? )=

"
�E

#"

N N + 1
� U

bind;#"

N N ;N + 1N + 1
(~q? ) � U

bind;##

N N + 1;N N + 1
(~q? )

� U
bind;""

N + 1N ;N + 1N
(~q? ) �E

"#

N N + 1
� U

bind;"#

N N ;N + 1N + 1
(~q? )

#

; (41)

Y�(~q? )=

"
�E

##

N N + 1
� U

bind;##

N N ;N + 1N + 1
(~q? )+ U

##

N N + 1;N + 1N
(~q? ) U

#"

N N + 1;N + 1N
(~q? )

U
"#

N N + 1;N + 1N
(~q? ) �E

""

N N + 1
� U

bind;""

N N ;N + 1N + 1
(~q? )+ U

""

N N + 1;N + 1N
(~q? )

#

; (42)

where�E �1�2
n1n2

= E 0
n2;�2

� E0n1;�1
+ �H F

n2;�2
� �H F

n1;�1
istheHF singleparticleenergydi�erence.Notethattheo�-diagonal

term in Y�(~q? )isom itted in thepaperby K allin and Halperin [10]fora ZW W system ,becausethey justconsidered

the leading order1� 1 m atrix representation ofY�.Using U
bind;#"

N + 1N ;N + 1N
(~q? )=

h
U
bind;#"

N N + 1;N N + 1
(~q? )

i�
,we can obtain

thedispersionsofthreespin collectivem odesand onechargecollectivem odeaccordingly by solvingthedeterm inantal

equation forY . (Note thatforsystem sofeven �lling factor,� = 2(N + 1),the spin index can be neglected in the

self-energy,�H F
n;� ,and interactions,U and U bind,ifthe ground state isunpolarized and hencespin-sym m etric):

!�+ (~q? )= !2 + �H F
N + 1 � �H F

N � U
bind
N N ;N + 1N + 1(~q? )�

r

!2z +

�
�
�U bind

N N + 1;N N + 1
(~q? )

�
�
�
2

=4 (43)

!�� (~q? )= !2 + �H F
N + 1 � �H F

N � U
bind
N N ;N + 1N + 1(~q? )+

r

!2z +

�
�
�U bind

N N + 1;N N + 1
(~q? )

�
�
�
2

=4 (44)

!�z(~q? )= !2 + �H F
N + 1 � �H F

N � U
bind
N N ;N + 1N + 1(~q? ) (45)

!�(~q? )= !2 + �H F
N + 1 � �H F

N � U
bind
N N ;N + 1N + 1(~q? )+ 2UN N + 1;N + 1N (~q? ): (46)

Equations (43)-(46) are our m ain analyticalresults in this paper, which are the form algeneralizations of the

correspondingresultsin Ref.[10]to a W W W in thetilted �eld,exceptforthesquare-rootterm in Eqs.(43)and (44).

Thisshowsthattheo�-diagonalterm ofY�(~q? )isan exchange-interaction-induced level-repulsing e�ectsforthetwo

spin tripletm odes,!�� ,and e�ectively increasestheZeem an energy.Notethattheanalyticalderivation given above

isnotrelated to any speci�cform ofthesingleparticlewavefunction which entersonly through theactualcalculations

ofthe various m atrix elem ents in Eqs. (43)-(46). The only constraint on the wavefunctions is that they m ust be

obtained in a conserving approxim ations.There are severalapproxim ationswe can use to obtain the single particle

wavefunctionsand eigenenergies.Herewewillcom paretwoofthem :oneisthefully SCHF approxim ation asshown in

Eq.(10),and theotheroneisthe�rstorderHartree-Fock approxim ation,whereelectron Hartreeand Fock potential

arecalculated by noninteracting electron wavefunctions,which arenotrenorm alized by a self-consistentequation (see

Fig. 2(d)). It is shown later that such a �rst orderHartree-Fock approxim ation does capture the m ost im portant

contribution oftheSCHFA,butiscom putationally m uch easierthan thenum ericalresultsfrom theSCHF equations.

In fact,asm entioned before,theTDHFA in solvingcollectivem odedispersion isexactonly to theleadingorderin the

interaction.Thereforein som esensethesingleparticlewavefunctionsand eigenenergiescalculated in thefullSCHFA

are notguaranteed to give better collective m ode dispersion energiesthan those calculated in the sim ple �rstorder

HF approxim ation,although theform erm ay very wellbebetterin calculating thesingleelectron properties(such as

theelectron density pro�leorabsorption spectra [29]).In fact,webelievethatin thespiritofourTDHFA calculation

for the collective m ode dispersion,it is actually better to use the �rst order HF wavefunctions and energies in the

collectivem odecalculation in view oftheexcitationsofthetheory in theleading orderCoulom b interaction.Theuse

ofsuch �rstorderHF wavefunctionsand energiesin the TDHFA calculation ofcollective m ode dispersionsensures

thatallquantitiesentering thetheory areleading orderin theCoulom b interaction [32].Thereforeitisinstructiveto

show the corresponding form ula ofthe�rstorderHF approxim ation in ourtheory hereand wewillcom parethe two

setsofnum ericalresults(SCHF and �rstorderHF)in the nextsection. De�ning the �rstorderinteraction m atrix

elem entsim ilarto Eqs.(20)and (21)by using the noninteracting wavefunctionsin Eq.(7),wehave

A
(0);�i�j

~ni~nj
(~q)=

Z

d~re
� i~q� ~r

�
0

~ni;� qy =2;�i

y
(~r)�0~nj;qy =2;�j

(~r)

=

Z

dx

Z

dze
� iqx x� iqzz�0

~ni;�i
(x � qyl

2
0=2;z)�

0
~nj;�j

(x + qyl
2
0=2;z); (47)

whose analyticalexpression for a parabolic wellcould be obtained by using the generalized Laguerre polynom ial

discussed in Appendix C.Asa consequence,onecan alsoobtain theanalyticalexpression correspondingto Eqs.(44)-

(46)in the�rstorderHartree-Fock approxim ation.Forconvenience,we�rstde�netwo new dim ensionlessquantities,

Q 1(~q)and Q 2(~q),asfollowing:
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Q 1(~q)=
cos2 �(qyl0)

2 + (cos�qxl0 � sin�qzl0)
2�21

2�1
(48)

Q 2(~q)=
sin2 �(qyl0)

2 + (sin�qxl0 + cos�qzl0)
2�22

2�2
: (49)

The �rstorderRPA (direct)energy then becom es(suppressing the spin index here):

U
(1)

N N + 1;N + 1N
(~q? )=

1

2�l20Lz

X

q0z

V (~q? ;q
0
z)

�
�
�A

(0)

N + 1N
(~q? ;q

0
z)

�
�
�
2

=
1

2�l20Lz(n + 1)

X

q0z

V (~q;q0z)exp[� Q1(~q? ;q
0
z)]exp[� Q2(~q? ;q

0
z)]Q 2(~q? ;q

0
z)
�
�L1

N (Q 2(~q? ;q
0
z))

�
�2 ; (50)

whereLm
n (x)isthe generalized Laguerrepolynom ialand the �rstorderexciton binding (exchange)energy is

U
(1);bind

N N ;N + 1N + 1
(~q? )=

1




X

~q 0

cos(qxq
0
y � qyq

0
x)l

2
0)V (~q

0)A
(0)

N N
(� ~q

0)A
(0)

N + 1N + 1
(~q0)

=
1




X

~q 0

cos(qxq
0
y � qyq

0
x)l

2
0)V (~q

0)exp[� Q1(~q
0
? )]exp[� Q2(~q

0
? )]L

0
N (Q 2(~q

0
? ))L

0
N + 1 (Q 2(~q

0
? )) (51)

Forthe �rstorderHF self-energy,itism ore convenientand instructive to show the self-energy di�erence between

levelsN and N + 1 individually forthe directorthe Hartreeterm (�H )and the exchangeorthe Fock term (�F ):

�
(1);H

N + 1
� �

(1);H

N
=

2

2�l20Lz

X

qz

NX

l= 0

V (qz)A
(0)

ll
(qz)

h
A
(0)

N + 1N + 1
(qz)� A

(0)

N N
(qz)

i

=
2

2�l20Lz

X

qz

V (qz)exp[� Q1(q
0
z)]exp[� Q2(q

0
z)]

�
L
0
N + 1 (Q 2(q

0
z))� L

0
N (Q 2(q

0
z))

� NX

l= 0

L
0
l (Q 2(q

0
z)); (52)

�
(1);F

N + 1
� �

(1);F

N
=
� 1




X

~q

V (~q)

"
NX

l= 0

jA
(0)

l;N + 1
(~q)j2 �

NX

l= 0

jA
(0)

lN
(~q)j2

#

=
� 1




X

~q

V (~q)exp[� Q1(~q)]exp[� Q2(~q)]
1

N !

NX

l= 0

(Q 2(~q))
N � l

l!

�
1

N + 1
Q 2(~q)

�
�LN + 1� l

l
(Q 2(~q))

�
�2 �

�
�LN � l

l
(Q 2(~q))

�
�2
�

: (53)

Itiseasy to provethat

�
(1);H

N + 1
� �

(1);H

N
= � 2U

(1)

N N + 1;N + 1N
(~0)

�
(1);F

N + 1
� �

(1);F

N
= U

(1);bind

N N ;N + 1N + 1
(~0) (54)

by using the following two identitiesforthe generalized Laguerrepolynom ials:

xL
m + 1
n (x)= (n + m + 1)Lm

n (x)� (n + 1)Lmn+ 1(x)

nX

l= 0

L
m
l (x)= L

m + 1
n (x): (55)

Eq. (54) shows that in the long wavelength lim it,the charge density collective m ode has the sam e energy as its

noninteracting result(asitm ust),

!
(1)
� (~q? ! 0)= E

0
0;N + 1;# � E

0
0;N ;" = !2; (56)

which re
ectsthegeneralized K ohn’stheorem [12].Thisshowsthatthetim e-dependentHartree-Fock approxim ation

we apply in thispaperisa current-conserving approxim ation to the leading ordersingle electron wavefunctionsand

eigenenergies. From the num ericalcalculation presented in the next section,such a generalized K ohn’s theorem ,

!�(~q? ! 0)= !2,istrue also forEq. (46),where the electron wavefunction is calculated self-consistently through

Eq. (10). However,one should note thatifone includesthe largerm atrix size in Eq. (40)to go beyond the lowest

orderin (e2=�0l0)=!2 (see Fig. 3(b)),there isno such exactcancelation,since som e m ore diagram s(higherorderin

the interaction)should be included in Fig.2 in orderto obtain the current-conserving theory forcollectivem odesin

higherordercalculations.
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F.Energy D ispersions ofM agnetoplasm on Excitations: num ericalresults

The two 2 � 2 m atrices shown in Eqs. (41) and (42) give di�erent m agnetoplasm on excitation branches: three

tripletspin-density-excitations(denoted by !�� and !z),and one singletcharge-density-excitation (denoted by !�).

In Fig. 4 we show the calculated dispersion energiesofthe charge m ode,!�(~q? ),and the lowestenergy tripletspin

m ode,!�+ (~q? ),foratypicalparallelm agnetic�eld,Bk = 11Teslaat�lling factor� = 6 and othersystem param eters

chosen to correspond to the experim entalsam ple [7]. The m ostim portantfeature in the spectra isthatthere isan

energy m inim um ("m agneto-roton")ata �nite wavevector,q�y � l
� 1
2 ,in the spin m ode dispersion along y direction

(perpendicular to the in-plane m agnetic �eld which is along the x axis),while no such �nite wavevectorm inim um

existsalong thex direction.Com paring with the zero width 2D results(withoutany in-plane �eld)obtained in [10],

where a roton-m inim um isfound in the spin m ode along both directions,one �ndsthatthe �nite width reducesthe

electron-hole binding energy (Eq. (36)),which isthe origin ofthe roton-m inim um in the m agnetic exciton picture,

along thedirection ofthein-planem agnetic�eld.(Notethatfora ZW W system ,thein-planem agnetic�eld doesnot

changetheelectron orbitalwavefunctionsand itsim ply increasestheZeem an energy only,which isproportionaltothe

totalm agnetic �eld).From the energetic pointofview,therefore,this"softening" associated with the developm ent

oftheroton m inim um (transverseto thein-plane�eld direction)im pliesthattheground stateofsuch a quantum Hall

system hasa tendency to to m ake a transition from a uniform ,unpolarized state to a spin density wave state with

broken translationaland spin sym m etries,particularly ifthisroton-m inim um reacheszero energy in som esituations.

In ourcalculation,the m inim um energy ofthe spin m ode (!�+ ) goesto zero energy atB k = 12:5 Tesla. However,

thisvalue isclose to,butslightly largerthan the criticalin-plane m agnetic �eld,B�
k
= 11:1 m eV,where the ground

state m akes the �rst order spin polarization transition from a param agnetic (�" = �#) to the spin-polarized state

(�# = �" � 2)(see Table I)in the Hartree-Fock approxim ation. Therefore,within ourHF approxim ation the roton-

m inim um ofthe spin m ode dispersion doesnotactually go to zero energy before the whole system undergoesa �rst

orderphase transition to a polarized ground state. Calculating the collective m ode energiesfor a polarized ground

state after levelcrossing,we �nd that this roton m inim um energy does not vanish,and in fact,m ay even increase

in m agnitude. Therefore we do not observe a true m ode softening in the spin density excitation in the present

Hartree-Fock approxim ation although we see a clear tendency toward such a possibility within our HF theory. It

is certainly possible that a m ore sophisticated approxim ation going beyond the HF approxim ation would produce

such m ode softening (see the discussion in the following sections). Note that the charge collective m ode energy in

the long wavelength lim it is exactly the sam e as the noninteracting energy separation,!2 = 1:72 m eV,in Fig. 4,

for results calculated in both the �rst order HF approxim ation and the SCHFA,within a 3% num ericalerror. As

should be obvious from our results,there is no qualitative di�erence whatsoever between the results in these two

approxim ations,which is not unexpected. Therefore,from now on,we willonly show results obtained in the �rst

order HF approxim ation,not only because ofits com putationalsim plicity (saving considerable tim e in num erical

calculations),but also because,as m entioned in Section IIIE,we believe that the leading order HF calculation is

really m oreconsistentwith ourTDHFA theory forthe collectivem odes.

In Figs. 5 and 6 we show respectively the charge and spin m ode dispersions for � = 2,4,6,and 8 system by

changing B ? (totalelectron density is �xed) with allother param eters the sam e as in Fig. 4. The RPA peak is

relatively weakerin strongerperpendicularm agnetic�eld (sm aller�),whileitism orepronounced when m oreLandau

levelsareoccupied (larger�).O n the otherhand,the energy di�erence between the long wavelength lim it(which is

justthenoninteractingenergygap,!2,accordingtoEq.(54))and theroton m inim um ofthechargem odeexcitation is

largerforsm aller� (strongerB? )system .Thisindicatesthatthem ultipleabsorption peaksobserved in thepolarized

inelastic lightscattering experim ent[33]should be separated m ore widely forsm aller� (strongerB? ). Forthe spin

m odeexcitationsshown in Fig.6,theresultsfordi�erent�lling factorsarequitesim ilar,exceptfortheirdi�erentq�y
(i.e.the position ofthe m agneto-roton m inim a)dueto di�erentperpendicularm agnetic�eld values.

In Figs. 7 and 8 we show respectively the charge and spin m ode dispersionsfor� = 6 system butwith di�erent

con�nem ent energy,!0,as indicated in the �gures. Larger con�nem ent energies indicate sm aller wellwidths in z

direction. Therefore we have a continuous "transition" from 3D to 2D by increasing !0 at a �xed density. This

transition isobserved clearly in Figs.7 and 8 wherethe spectra in x and y directionsbecom every sim ilarforhigher

valuesof!0,reproducing the zero width (strictly 2D)results[10].O n the otherhand,the roton m inim um energy of

the !�+ m ode decreasesforweakercon�nem entpotential(largere�ective wellwidth),showing m ore ofa tendency

to have a spin-density-wave instability in a widerwell. Anotherim portantfeature can be seen in the charge m ode

dispersion.W hen the con�nem entpotentialisweak (e.g.!0 = 7 m eV),the energy ofthe roton-m inim um issm aller

than the m ode energy in the long wavelength lim it (~q? = 0). But the roton energy becom es larger than the long

wavelength m ode energy when thecon�nem entpotentialisincreased to !0 = 19 m eV,reproducing theresultsofthe

pure2D system [10],wheretheroton m inim um istypically ata higherenergy than thelong wavelength m odeenergy.

Therefore the �nite width e�ectalso enhancesthe tendency ofa charge density wave instability againstthe ground
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state.

In Fig. 9 we show a typicalsingletcharge density m agnetoplasm on m ode (!�)dispersion of� = 1 asan exam ple

ofodd �lling factorsin TDHFA.For� = 1,there willbe no �rstorderphase transition by Landau levelcrossing in

any strength ofin-planem agnetic�eld.W hen Bk ism orethan 30 Tesla,we�nd a chargedensity waveinstability at

a �nitewavevectorperpendicularto thein-planem agnetic�eld.M oredetailed Hartree-Fock analysisshowsthat[34]

thisCDW isa kind ofisospin skyrm ion stripe,which hasa chargedensity m odulation in thex� y planeasdiscussed

in Section V.

As a �nalrem ark,we note thatEq. (39)and Eq. (40)are based on TDHFA,which is exactonly to the lowest

orderin theratio ofinteraction energy to noninteractingenergy gap ((e2=�0l0)=!2).Thereforeitisa priorinotclearif

thisleading-orderm any-body approxim ation can beused to study them odesoftening phenom ena nearlevelcrossing,

wheretheinteraction energy isnecessarily com parableto (orstrongerthan)thenoninteracting levelseparation since

the noninteracting levelsbecom esdegenerate atthe criticalpoint. However,to the bestofourknowledge,no other

system aticreliabletechniqueisavailableto calculatethe collectivem odeenergy and such a m odesoftening behavior

was earlier successfully treated within the TDHFA in the context ofthe second order phase transition related to

the canted antiferrom agnetic phase ofa double layer system in the presence ofinterlayer tunneling and Zeem an

splitting [4]. Therefore we believe ourresultsshould be qualitatively valid in the levelcrossing regim e. W e do not,

however,exclude the possibility that correctly including higher order interaction e�ects m ay very wellreduce the

roton-m inim um energy zero at a �nite wavevector before the system undergoes a �rst order phase transition to a

polarized ground state. W e do notknow how to go beyond the TDHFA in a system atic current-conserving m anner

but speculate thatsuch a calculation m ay very wellgive rise to a �nite wavevectorsoftening ofthe m agneto-roton

producing a quantum phasetransition to thesym m etry-broken phase.O urspeculation ispartly based on our�nding

thatTDHFA actually predictssuch a transition atB k = B �
k
which happensto besightly largerthan thecritical�eld

forthe �rstordertransition.

IV .SC R EEN IN G EFFEC T S

In the TDHFA shown in the previous sections,electron-electron interaction is the the bare Coulom b interaction

withouttaking into accountscreening e�ectsfrom theelectron-hole
uctuationsin theLandau levels.In thissection,

wewillincorporatescreening e�ectsin ourm agnetoplasm on calculations.Actually,in Eq.(39)and (40),a com plete

form ulaforthedielectricfunction in TDHFA hasbeen given,butthisform ulaisin generaltoocom plicated tobewidely

used in an integer quantum Hallsystem . In this section we willderive som e convenientform ulae for the dielectric

function, �(~q;!),in di�erent reasonable lim its. Including such screening e�ects in the bare Coulom b interaction

one m ay study the m agnetoplasm on excitationsbeyond the tim e-dependentHartree-Fock approxim ation,where the

interaction used in the G reen’sfunction and vertex function isthe unscreened one (see Figs. 2 and 10(a),(b)). For

convenienceofdiscussion,wewill�rstshow theresultsfora zero width well,thesystem m osttheoreticalresearchers

considerin theliterature,and then thescreeningresultsfortheW W W system ofinteresttous.Itisshown below that

fora ZW W ,wecan obtain a "scalar"(notm atrix)dielectricfunction including both RPA and ladderdiagram sshown

in Fig. 2(c)in TDHFA,i.e. the screening e�ect in a ZW W is independentofthe levelindex within TDHFA.This

resultisvalid beyond the pure RPA resultproposed before in Ref.[35]and should apply even atlow density,where

only a few Landau levelsare occupied,because ofthe inclusion ofthe ladderdiagram s(leftoutin Ref.[35]). Fora

W W W ,instead ofusing thecom pleteresultshown in Eq.(39)and (40),wewillderivea conventionalform ula in the

strong parallelm agnetic�eld region,which in som esenseise�ectively sim ilarto a ZW W system asm entioned in Sec.

IIA.An analyticalexpression forthe dielectricfunction can be obtained when only theRPA screening isconsidered

(neglecting ladderdiagram s)and isa good approxim ation forhigh density system s.Note thatthese generalform ula

ofscreening e�ects could be used to study otherinteraction-induced electronic propertiesofquantum Hallsystem s

[31,36],and are therefore ofbroad generalinterestin quantum Hallproblem stranscending the speci�c applications

wearedealing with in thispaper.

A .Screening in a Zero W idth W ell

Fora strictly 2D ZW W one can neglectthe z degree offreedom com pletely,and therefore the interaction m atrix

elem entofEq.(20)and Eq.(31)can be sim pli�ed to the productofCoulom b interaction and the function A2Dnm (q):

U
2D
n1n4;n2n3

(~q? )= V
2D (~q? )A

2D
n1n4

(� ~q? )A
2D
n2n3

(~q? )= V
2D (q)A 2D

n1n4
(q)A 2D

n2n3
(q); (57)
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where V 2D (~q? )� (2�l20Lz)
� 1

R
dqz V (~q? ;qz)isthe two dim ensionalCoulom b interaction and A 2D

ninj
(~q? )= A 2D

ninj
(q)

is obtained by using the standard Landau level2D single particle wavefunction in an integralsim ilar to Eq. (21).

Itsexplicitform ula can be obtained by taking the zero width lim it(!0 ! 1 )ofthe function A
(0)
ninj

(~q)in Appendix

C. Note that in such a pure 2D system ,electron wavefunctions obtained by SCHFA are exactly the sam e as the

noninteracting wavefunctions,so thatthe resultsin the SCHFA and in the �rstorderHFA arethesam ein thiscase.

W e use the superscript,"2D",to denote pure two-dim ensionalquantitiesin zero wellwidth lim it,and replace~q? by

itsabsolutevalue,q,in Eq.(57)due to the rotationalsym m etry in the x � y planein the 2D lim it.

Applying Eq.(57)to Eq.(38)and Eq.(39),one obtainsim m ediately

~U 2D
n1n4;n2n3

(!;q)= U
2D
n1n4;n2n3

(!;q)

0

@ 1� V
2D (q)

X

m � m �

A
2D
m � m �

(q)
X

m � m �

h
Y
2D
m � m � ;m � m �

(!;q)

i� 1
A
2D
m � m �

(q)

1

A ; (58)

where the m atrix Y 2D (!;q) is ofthe sam e form as Y (!;q) in Eq. (40),but now with two-dim ensionalinteraction

m atrix elem ents.Thedielectricfunction fora ZW W system isthereforea scalarfunction and independentofthelevel

index:

�
2D (!;q)=

0

@ 1� V
2D (q)

X

m � m �

A
2D
m � m �

(q)
X

m � m �

h
Y
2D
m � m � ;m � m �

(!;q)

i� 1
A
2D
m � m �

(q)

1

A

� 1

; (59)

and the corresponding irreducible polarizability, � 2D
irr(!;q) can be easily obtained by using �2D (!;q) = 1 �

V 2D (q)� 2D
irr(!;q). Note that when the spin degree of freedom is considered in Eq. (59), allelectron-hole pair


uctuations involved in �2D (!;q) should be non-spin-
ip pairs because Coulom b interaction does not 
ip electron

spin.

It is instructive to study the form s for the dielectric function in som e speciallim its. First,in the low frequency

region,where only 
uctuationslike (N ;#)! (N + 1;#)and (N ;")! (N + 1;")are relevant,we can use the 2� 2

m atrix ofY�(!;q)in Eq.(42)to expressthe dielectricfunction in the lowestorderof(e
2=�0l0)=!2:

�
2D (! ! 0;q)�

0

@ 1� V
2D (q)

�
�A 2D

N ;N + 1(q)
�
�2
X

i;j

�
Y
2D
i;j (!;q)

�� 1

1

A

� 1

=

 

1�
2V 2D (q)

�
�A 2D

N ;N + 1
(q)

�
�2

�E
##;2D

N N + 1
� U

bind;2D

N N ;N + 1N + 1
(q)+ 2U 2D

N N + 1;N + 1N
(q)+ i!

! � 1

=
!2D� (q)+ i!

!2D�z (q)+ i!
; (60)

wherewehaveused thefactthat�E
##;2D

nn+ 1 = �E
"";2D

nn+ 1 forsystem swith even �lling factorsin theunpolarized ground

state.

Anothergood approxim ation forthedielectricfunction ofEq.(59)can beobtained in thehigh density lim it,where

itiswell-known thatthe contribution ofRPA diagram sdom inatesthatofladderdiagram sin the correlation energy

[27].Starting from Eq.(33)and (34)and using iterationswith Eq.(57)to representW 2D
m � m � ;m � m �

(q),which isnow

the sam easU 2D
m � m � ;m � m �

(q),wehave

~U 2D
n1n4;n2n3

(q;!)� U
2D
n1n4;n2n3

(q)+ U
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n1n4;n2n3

(q)
X
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U
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(q)D 2D
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+ U 2D
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(q)
X
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U
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m � m � ;m � m �

(q)D 2D
m � m �

(!)�
X

m � m �

U
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(q)D 2D
m � m �

(!)+ � � �

= U
2D
n1n4;n2n3

(q)

2

41�
X

m � m �

U
2D
m � m � ;m � m �

(q)D 2D
m � m �

(!)

3

5

� 1

: (61)

Afterretrieving the spin index,weobtain
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�
2D
R P A (!;q)= 1�

X
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U
2D
m � m � ;m � m �

(q)D 2D
m � m �

(!)

= 1+ V
2D (q)

X
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N �X
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2
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=2

�

L
n� m
m

�
q2l20

2

��2

; (62)

which isthesam eastheresultin Ref.[35](usingtheidentity:L
� m
n+ m (x)= (� 1)m (n!=(n+ m )!)xm Lm

n (x)),ifweneglect

the self-energy correction in the single particle energy,E n� ;� (so thatE n� ;� = E 0
n� ;�

= (n� + 1=2)!? � �!z). Note

thatthe RPA resultshown in Eq.(62)includesthe dressed single particle G reen’sfunction via the Fock self-energy

correlation (theHartreeterm iscancelled),butitsum soverallem pty and �lled levelsand isthereforeactually beyond

thevalidity rangeofTDHFA which neglectsm ulti-exciton e�ects.Both Eq.(59)and Eq.(62)aboveareindependent

oftheparallel(in-plane)m agnetic�eld in thestrict2D lim it,sincetheparallelm agnetic�eld only a�ectstheZeem an

energy in thestrict2D lim it(and notany aspectsoftheorbitalm otion).However,theparallel�eld does,asexpected,

a�ectthe dielectricfunction in a �nite width wellasshown below.

B .Screening in a W ide Q uantum W ell

For a W W W (speci�cally a parabolic W W W for our calculations),Eqs. (39) and (40) show that the dielectric

function is a m atrix function strongly dependent on the levelindex ofthe interaction m atrix elem ent. In general,

these expressions are not convenient for applications in di�erent physicalproblem s,and therefore we have to look

for a good approxim ation for Eq. (39). First we could get a good low frequency approxim ation for the dielectric

function by truncatingthem atrix sizeofEq.(39)into2� 2and applyingY� ofEq.(42),i.e.consideringelectron-hole


uctuationsonly between the two nearestlevelsaboutthe Ferm ilevel.The resultissim ilarto Eq.(60):

�N ;N + 1(! ! 0;~q? )�
!�(~q? )+ i!

!�z(~q? )+ i!
; (63)

where !�z(~q? )and !�(~q? )are given by Eq. (45)and Eq. (46)respectively. The di�erence between Eq. (60)fora

ZW W system and Eq. (63)fora W W W system isthatthe form ercan be used forinteraction between electronsin

any Landau levels,whilethelateriscorrectonly forelectronsinteracting between (N ;" (#))and (N + 1;"(#))levels

in the low energy region ofan unpolarized ground state. W hen considering higher energy excitation,say electrons

from N � 2 levelto levelN + 1,a largerm atrix representation fortheY� m atrix hasto beused to geta self-consistent

result,butitm ay exceed the validity region ofTDHFA.Itis instructive to check the asym ptotic approxim ation of

Eq.(63)in the static long wavelength lim itby using Eqs.(45),(46),and (54):

�N ;N + 1(0;~q? ! 0)!
!2 + �H F

N + 1
� �H F

N � UbindN N ;N + 1N + 1
(~q? ! 0)+ 2UN N + 1;N + 1N (~q? ! 0)

!2 + �H F
N + 1

� �H F
N

� Ubind
N N ;N + 1N + 1

(~q? ! 0)

=
!2

!2 + �H
N + 1

� �H
N

> 1: (64)

Note that �N ;N + 1(0;~0) does not go to unity because ofthe �nite direct (Hartree) self-energy term ,showing a 3D

property.In a ZW W ,however,the Hartree self-energy isa constantindependentofthe levelindex,and therefore is

cancelled with each otherin Eq. (64). W hen taking the large m om entum lim it(j~q? j! 1 ),�N ;N + 1(0;~q? )! 1 for

!�(~q? )� !�z(~q? )! 0.

As in the ZW W ,a scalardielectric function sim ilar to Eq. (59)can be obtained for a W W W system subjectto

a strong in-plane m agnetic �eld. The sim ilarity between these two system sisbecause the strong in-plane m agnetic

�eld e�ectively enhancesthe electron con�nem entenergy ofthe well(note that!b =
q
!20 + !2

k
and see Sec. IIA).

W e startfrom the following generalapproxim ation (we use num berlabels(e.g. 1,2 � � � )and G reek labels(e.g. �,�

� � � )to replacethe levelindices,n1;2� � �and m �;�� � �forsim plicity):
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� U14;23(~q? )U��;��(~q? ); (65)

whereC 23
��
(~q? ;q

0
z;qz")hasbeen approxim ated by itszeroth ordervalue

C
23
��(~q? ;q

0
z;qz")� 1+ O (!? =!b); (66)

according to the explicitexpression ofA ��(~q)shown in Appendix C.Thereforethe TDHFA screening sim ilarto Eq.

(59)fora W W W system could be obtained approxim ately as:

"(!;~q? )�

0

@ 1�
X

��

X

��

[Y��;��(!;~q? )]
� 1

U��;��(~q? )

1

A

� 1

: (67)

Sim ilarly the high density approxim ation with RPA diagram sonly can also be obtained by using the sam e approxi-

m ation:
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: (68)

Com paringresultsofEq.(62)fora ZW W and Eq.(68)fora wide(parabolic)well,we�nd thatthe�nitewidth e�ect

enhancesthe anisotropy ofthe dielectric function through the coupling ofx and z com ponentsofwavevectors.Note

thatEqs.(63),(67),and (68)show no screening in the z direction because we haveintegrated outthe z com ponent

in the interaction m atrix elem entby the single particle wavefunctionsin Eq.(20)and have assum ed the levelindex

dependence ofthe dielectricfunction to be unim portant(seeEq.66)).W ebelieve thatthisisa good approxim ation

forstrong in-planem agnetic�elds(seeFig.1),so thatthereisno appreciablestaticordynam icalpolarization in the

z direction to screen theCoulom b interaction.Thisapproxim ation certainly failswhen onewantsto study excitations

between levelsoftwo di�erentsubbandsin a weak in-plane �eld region.

C .N um ericalR esults

In thissection,we show som e num ericalresultsofthe collective m ode energiesincluding the screening e�ect. For

convenience,wechoosethedielectricfunction shown in Eq.(68)and considerstaticscreening(! = 0)only.Therefore

the algebraicm atrix equationsofEqs.(38)-(40)areallofthe sam eform exceptthe Coulom b interaction isreplaced

by the screened one,V (~q)=�R P A (~q? ;0). However,the interaction ofthe RPA energy in Eq. (37)and the Hartree

self-energy are not screened in order to avoid double counting ofbubble diagram s (see Figs. 10(a) and (b)). W e

notethatsuch screened TDHFA isnota strictly current-conservingapproxim ation,becausesom eotherdiagram s(for

exam ple,see Fig. 10(c)) are not included,which m ay contribute to the sam e higher order e�ects as the screening

bubbles.Thereforewecan only estim atethescreening e�ectto them agnetoplasm on energy qualitatively ratherthan

quantitatively in ourpresentstudy [37].

In thepresenceofscreening,the�rstorderphasetransition point,B�
k
,m oveshighervalues(seethefourth colum n

ofTable I)because the exchange interaction strength isreduced. Thisallowsusto investigate the m agnetoplasm on

m ode dispersion at higher values ofin-plane m agnetic �eld without changing the ground state con�guration (i.e.

avoiding the trivial�rst-ordertransition). In Fig. 11 we show the static dielectric function,�(! = 0;~q? )obtained

by Eq. (68)in RPA for two di�erent values ofin-plane m agnetic �eld at� = 6. For a strongerin-plane �eld,the

screening e�ectisalso strongerand m oreanisotropic.Theanisotropicdielectricfunction showsthatinteraction along

x direction (parallelto the in-plane �eld)isscreened m ore than the interaction along y direction (perpendicularto

the in-plane�eld).

In Fig. 12 we show calculationalresults ofthe charge (!�) and spin (!�+ ) m ode m agnetoplasm on dispersions

including RPA screening e�ects (dashed lines) with other param eters the sam e as Fig. 4. For com parison,the

unscreened results(dotted lines)and the screened resultswith higherin-plane m agnetic �eld (solid lines)are shown

togetherin the sam e �gure. Com paring unscreened and screened resultsatBk = 11 Tesla (dotted and dashed lines
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respectively),one can �nd that the screening e�ect does lower m agnetoplasm on energies for both charge and spin

m odesin thelargej~q? jregion dueto theshrinking ofFock self-energy.Butthise�ectisrelatively weakerin thelong

wavelength lim it(sm allj~q? jlim it)dueto thecancelation between theFock self-energy and the electron-holebinding

energy (thegeneralized K ohn’stheorem ).In theinterm ediatej~q? jregion,theroton-m inim um becom eslessprom inent

than the unscreened result,and the dispersion becom es
at. Therefore,�xing allthe othersystem param eters,the

screening e�ectisnotvery im portantin determ ining the roton-m inim um energy. O n the otherhand,asm entioned

above,thescreeninge�ectreducestheelectron self-energyand increasesthecriticalvalueofBk fortheunpolarized-to-

polarized �rstorderphasetransition.Thereforeonecan,in thepresenceofscreening,calculatethescreened collective

m ode athigherin-planem agnetic�eld based on the sam eunpolarized ground statesince the �rstordertransition is

now pushed to higher�elds.In Fig.12 weshow theresultofm agnetoplasm on dispersion calculated atBk = 12 Tesla

(solid lines). The roton m inim um ofthe spin collective m ode (�+ )becom eslowerthan 0.1 m eV,showing an alm ost

m ode softening at �nite wavevector along the direction perpendicular to the in-plane m agnetic �eld. O ur results

thereforeindicate thatinclusion ofscreening,e�ect,aswellaslowering the con�nem entpotentialand increasing the

electron density,could help to stabilizea new anisotropicground statewith broken translationaland spin sym m etries

associated with thesoftening ofthespin collectivem ode.Such a sym m etry broken phasem ay very wellbethecause

fortransportanisotropy observed in Ref.[7].

V .D ISC U SSIO N

In thissection,webrie
ydiscussthepossiblephasesofthisnew groundstatebasedonourcollectivem odecalculation

resultsshown above. M ore detailed theoreticalresultson these exotic quantum phaseswillbe given elsewhere [34].

Sim ilarto a DQ W system [26],wherethelayerindex istreated asan isospin degreeoffreedom ,thelevelindex ofthe

closesttwo levelsaround the Ferm ilevelcan be used to constructan isospin (here itisalso one-to-one related to a

realspin)space,and createa coherentwavefunction forthepossiblenew ground statein a singleSlaterdeterm inant,

j	 1i=
Y

k

(eikQ x l
2

0 cos
wk

2
c
y

N ;k� Q y =2;#
+ e

� ikQ x l
2

0 sin
wk

2
c
y

N + 1;k+ Q y =2;"
)j0i; (69)

where c
y

n;k;s
creates an electron in state �n;k;s(~r) with spin s,and j0i denotes the ground state with N + 1 �lled

Landau levels ofspin up and N levels ofspin down. W e consider six di�erent phases constructed from Eq. (69),

corresponding to di�erentvariationalparam eters,wk and ~Q .W hen wk isconstant,thewavefunction ofEq.(69)can

describe three non-stripe phases:(i)a fully (un)polarized uniform quantum Hallphasesforwk = (0)�,(ii)a sim ple

inter-levelcoherentphase for ~Q = 0 and wk 6= 0;�,and (iii) a spiralphase for �nite ~Q and wk 6= 0;�. W hen wk

changesperiodically with k,three di�erentkindsofstripe phasesarise:(i)sim ple stripe phase for~Q = 0,which has

no spiralstructure,(ii) skyrm ion stripe phase for �nite ~Q ,but ~Q ? n̂,where n̂ is the norm alvector ofthe stripe

form ation. Such a skyrm ion stripe phase hasboth charge and spin m odulation in di�erentdirections,and therefore

has�nitetopologicalchargedensity oscillation in realspace[26,34,38];(iii)spiralstripephasefor�nite~Q with ~Q kn̂.

Thisspiralstripe phase hascharge and spin m odulation in the sam e direction butno topologicalcharge oscillation

in realspace. W e should pointoutthatthe wavefunction ofEq. (69)isbased on a specialchoice ofLandau gauge,
~A = (0;B ? x � Bkz;0),and therefore givesthe stripe direction along y,i.e. perpendicularto the in-plane m agnetic

�eld.Choosinganotherkind ofLandau gauge,whereelectron m om entum isconserved alongx,~A = (� B? y;� Bkz;0),

wecan constructa stripe along x direction and the noninteracting Ham iltonian can be solved exactly by a canonical

transform ation [34]. Then one can write the trialwavefunctionsofthese di�erentphases and obtain their energies

in Hartree-Fock approxim ation.The one ofthe lowestenergy statesshould be the ground state nearthe degeneracy

point,B k = B �
k
.Detailswillbe presented elsewhere[34].

O n the otherhand,the m agnetoplasm on excitation spectra we obtain in previoussectionsalso givesusim portant

inform ation about the new ground state near the degeneracy point. First,the asym m etry ofspin density m ode

in x and y direction and the near m ode softening in y direction (shown in Fig. 4) strongly indicate that the new

sym m etry-broken ground state,ifit exists,should have a spin spiralstructure at �nite wavevectorin y direction.

Thism ay be a spiralspin density wave,when only one ofthe ordering wavevectors� (0;q�y)ispresent,ora collinear

spin density wave,when there isordering atboth wavevectorswith equalam plitudes. The form ercan be visualized

asa spin density wavewhereelectron spin hasa spiralstructurearound thetotalm agnetic�eld direction in orderto

optim izetheexchangeenergy.Thereforecollinearspin density wave,spiral,skyrm ion stripe,and spiralstripephases

arethe possiblecandidatesforthe sym m etry-broken phase.Asforthe existenceofany possiblechargedensity wave

instability,wecould notobtain m uch inform ation from ourcollectivem odecalculation in TDHFA.Butitisapparently
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truethatinteraction e�ectsarem oreim portantforstrongerin-planem agnetic�elds,wherethenoninteractingenergy

separation,!2,becom esvery sm all.

Consideringtheexperim entalresults[7],wheretheresistancealongthein-planem agnetic�eld becom es�nitewhen

thein-planem agnetic�eld exceedsa criticalvalue,we�nd thatthestripeform ation,ifitexists,should bealong the

direction perpendicularto thein-planem agnetic�eld (i.e.itsnorm alwavevectorisin x direction)to producesuch a

transportanisotropy.Using theaboveresultthatthespin density m odulation hasa wavevector,q�y,in y direction,we

�nd thatonly the skyrm ion stripe phase isconsistentwith allofthese constraintsand should be the bestcandidate

forthenew ground state.Although ourHartree-Fock calculation showsthatthespiralphasehasslightly lowerenergy

than the skyrm ion stripe phase [26],we believe thatthism ay be due to the nonparabolicity ofa realistic W W W or

the correlation e�ects not included in our HF approxim ation. W e therefore speculate that the anisotropic ground

state observed in Ref.[7]isourproposed novelspin skyrm ion stripe phase.Thism ay also be true forthe transport

anisotropy earlierobserved [39]in Sibased 2D system s,butthe additionalcom plicationsofvalley degeneracy in Si

m akesthe application ofourtheory m odedi�erent.

V I.SU M M A R Y

W e study the m agnetoplasm on excitationsofa parabolicquantum wellsystem in a tilted m agnetic �eld.Starting

from the m any-body theory in coordinate space,we integrate out the continuous variable and obtain an algebraic

m atrix representation ofthedielectricfunction and hencethem agnetoplasm on m odedispersion in TDHFA.Focusing

on even �llingfactors,aroton-m inim um nearzeroenergy in thespin channelisobserved at�nitewavevectoralongthe

direction perpendicularto the in-plane m agnetic�eld.By changing the con�nem entpotential,wehavea continuous

transition from a 3D plasm on excitation to the pure 2D results in our calculation. Including the screening e�ect,

which isanotherim portantpartofourwork,we�nd thattheroton-m inim um energy could beeven m oresuppressed.

Although itdoesnotreach zero energy beforepossibly undergoing a �rstorderphasetransition from an unpolarized

ground state to a polarized one,its sm allexcitation energy at �nite wavevector suggests a possible spin-density-

instability to an exoticsym m etry-broken ground statein realisticsystem s.W ediscussvariousphasesthatm ay result

and propose that the recenttransportanisotropy m easurem entin experim ents [7]can be explained by a skyrm ion

stripe phase,where spin and charge density m odulationsare in di�erentdirections. The theoreticaltechnique used

in thispapercould also be used to study otherquantum Hallsystem sin quasi-2D quantum wellnanostructures.In

particular,ourscreeningtheory ism orecom pletethan theexisting theory,and should havewideapplicability.Finally

we pointoutthatourpredicted collective m ode dispersion m ay be directly veri�ed via the inelastic lightscattering

spectroscopy.
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A P P EN D IX A :SELF-C O N SIST EN T H A R T R EE-FO C K EQ U A T IO N S

In thissection we derive the self-consistentHartree-Fock equationsforthe single particle wavefunctions. Starting

from Eq.(10),wecan use a Fouriertransform ofV (~r)to obtain
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where the form function,A
�;�

~m ;~n
(~q),hasbeen de�ned in Eq.(21).Assum ing a uniform ground state,we can separate

�~n;k;�(~r)into a productofa plane wave,e
iky=

p
Ly,and the function,�~n;�(x + kl20;z),which satis�esthe following

eigenvalueequation:
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where�~m ;� isthe �lling factorofLandau level~m and spin �,satisfying

� =
X

~m ;�

�~m ;�; (A3)

to conservethe totalelectron density.

Now weexpand �~n;�(x;z)in term sofnoninteracting wavefunctionswith the sam espin (note thatV (~r)allowsno

spin-
ip,so that� isconserved and no spin hybridization occurs):

�~n;�(x;z)= hx;zj~n;�i=
X

~m

hx;zj~m ;�i0 0h~m ;�j~n;�i; (A4)

wherej� � � i0 representsa noninteracting eigenstate.W e have
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Using Eq. (A5) and m ultiplying by the noninteracting wavefunction from the left ofEq. (A2),we have the self-

consistentHartree-Fock equation in a m atrix representation:
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(A6)

where we haveused Eq.(50)and Eq.(51)to expressthe directand the exchangepotential.Eq.(A6)isthe m atrix

representation ofthe Hartree-Fock Ham iltonian in our system ,which should be solved self-consistently to get the

energy eigenstatevia vectorelem ents,0h~m ;�j~n;�i.

Anotherexpression forthe eigenenergiescan be obtained directly from Eq. (A2),by integrating anothereigenket

�~n;�(x;z)from the left.W e obtain
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whereU ��
0

~n;~n;~m ;~m
(~0? )and U

bind;��

~n;~m ;~m ;~n
(~0? )arethosede�ned in Eq.(36)and Eq.(37).

Using thisself-consistentHartree-Fock equation,Eq.(A6),itisalso easy to includeany nonparabolice�ectsofthe

realisticcon�nem entpotential,U (z).Assum ing thedeviation oftherealisticU (z)from a parabolicone,Up(z),to be

sm all,i.e.j�U (z)= U (z)� Up(z)j� !0,wecan calculateitsm atrix elem ent,

h~n 0
;�j�U (z)j~m 0

;�i=
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dqz�U (qz)A ~n 0~m 0(~0? ;� qz): (A8)

and incorporate itin Eq. (A6)to calculate the self-consistentHartree-Fock eigenenergiesand eigenfunctions. In all

ournum ericalwork presented in thispaper,however,wehavetaken U (z)to be parabolicthroughout.

A P P EN D IX B :M A G N ET O P LA SM O N EX C ITA T IO N EN ER G Y T H R O U G H T H E M A G N ET IC

EX C IT O N W AV EFU N C T IO N

In this section we show that the m agnetoplasm on excitation energies both in a thin 2D (ZW W ) wellin only a

perpendicular m agnetic �eld (situation discussed in [10]) and in a wide parabolic wellwith a tilted m agnetic �eld

(situation discussed in this paper) can be written in a sim ple and instructive form by using exciton wavefunctions

proposed in [10]and its appropriate W W W generalization constructed in our Eq. (18),respectively. For the �rst

case,we take the static exciton wavefunction suggested by K allin and Halperin in Eq. (2.9)ofRef.[10]and setthe

centerofm asscoordinateand the totalm om entum ofexcitonsto be zero:

	 2D
n� ;n�

(�x;�y)�

Z

d� e
� i�� y=l

2

0 
(0)
n�
(� + �x=2) (0)n�

(� � �x=2); (B1)

where�x and �y aretherelativecoordinatesbetween theholein a �lled level(denoted by n� = n)and theelectron

in an em pty level(denoted by n� = n� + m ); 
(0)
n (x)isthewavefunction ofone-dim ensionalsingleharm onicoscillator

asshown in Eq.(8)with li replaced by l0.In the lowestorderof(e
2=�l0)=!? ,there arefourdistinctcontribution to

the m agnetoplasm on excitation energies:noninteracting energy separation,exciton binding energy,RPA energy,and

exchangeself-energy [10],
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wherethe lastthree term scan be re-expressed in term sof	 2D
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where N �� (� ) isthe levelindex ofthe highestoccupied Landau levelwith spin ��(�). Interpretation ofthe form ulas

in (B3)and (B4)isstraightforward.Thebinding energy integratesoverrelativepositionsofelectron and holein the

exciton,whereastheRPA term involveselectron and holeannihilatingeach otherand isproportionaltotheprobability

of�nding two particlesatthe sam e position.�Em n
exch in Eq.(B5)isthe di�erence ofexchangeself-energiesbetween

the two relevant levels,and indicates the relative m any-body levelshift. The exchange self-energy ofleveln,�F
n ,
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expressed in Eq. (B5)can be understood asthe integraloverrelative positionsofelectronsbetween leveln and the

lowerlevels,l,ofthe sam e spin. Note that!2Dm n(~q? = 0)= m !? form = 1 in the charge m ode channel,satisfying

K ohn’stheorem [40]forthisZW W system .Theequivalencebetween aboveexpressionsand theresultsin [10]can be

easily seen by directsubstitution.

Fora parabolic well,the m agnetoplasm on energy expressed by the m agnetic exciton wavefunction (see Eq. (18))

can beobtained by using sim ilarnotationsasabove(let~n� = ~n and ~n� = ~n+ ~m to denotetheholeand electron level

indices):
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where�E 0
�� = m 1!1 + m 2!2 � !z(�� � ��)isthe noninteracting energy gap between the two levels,and
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where the sum m ation over~lm eansthe sum m ation overalloccupied levelswith quantum num ber,(l1;l2),and sum -

m ation over~l�(�) isthesum m ation ofalloccupied levelswith thesam espin asthestaten�(�).Theinterpretation of

these equationsissim ilarto the zero width situation,exceptforan extra integration overz coordinates.

Note thatEqs. (B7),(B8),(B9)and (B10)can be transform ed to the m om entum space by using the A function

de�ned in Eq.(21):
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so thatweobtain
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which areidenticalto the resultswehavederived before in section IIIE by noting thatA �
~n ~m

(~q)= A ~m ~n (� ~q).
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A P P EN D IX C :A N A LY T IC A L EX P R ESSIO N FO R A
(0);��
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The explicitform ula forthe function A
(0);��

0

~n� ~n�
(~q)we use in thispapercan be evaluated by using the known m ath-

em aticalpropertiesofthe generalized Laguerre polynom ial.Since itisde�ned by the noninteracting wavefunctions,

which are not dependent on the spin index explicitly,we can neglect the spin index totally here and calculate the

orbitalintegerdirectly from Eq. (47). Using Eq. (7)and Eq. (8),we obtain the following results(forconvenience,
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Asfora ZW W ,wecan let!0 ! 1 and obtain
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whereq= j~q? j,and allnotationsarethe sam easin Eq.(C1)above.
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� noninteracting interacting interacting

(unscreened) (screened)

6 19.8 11.1 12.2

8 19.8 10.4 11.5

TABLE I. Table ofthe criticalvaluesofthe parallelm agnetic �eld,B �

k
,where a �rstorderphase transition occursfrom an

unpolarized ground state to a polarized one forthe param etersofRef.[7].
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FIG .1. Calculated landau levelenergy spectra for noninteracting electrons in a parabolic quantum wellwith a parallel

(in-plane)m agnetic �eld,B k.The system param etersare chosen to be thesam e asthe experim entaldata in ref.[7]for� = 6.
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V :
~

G :
(1)

G :

(b)

(a)

(c)

(d)

FIG .2. Feynm an diagram s ofthe tim e-dependent Hartree-Fock approxim ation. Solid lines are single particle G reen’s

function and wavy lines are Coulom b interaction. Single(double)lines are bare(dressed) G reen’sfunction and/orinteraction:

(a) the self-consistent Hartree-Fock approxim ation for the single electron G reen’s function;(b) and (c) are respectively the

D yson’sequationsforelectron-electron interaction,single electron G reen’sfunction and vertex function in the tim e-dependent

Hartree-Fockapproxim ation.Thesecond term of(c)istheladderseries,whilethethird term isthebubbleseries(RPA diagram ),

which does notappearwhen calculating the vertex function for spin-
ip excitations (since the interaction is spin-conserving)

asm entioned in the text.(d)isthe G reen’sfunction in the �rstorderHartree-Fock approxim ation.
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FIG .3. Energy levelcon�guration forelectron-hole pairexcitations. Solid(dashed)linesare forspin down(up)levelswith

levelindex in thelefthand side(the�rstorbitallevelindex issetto bezero),and theupward arrow representsan electron-hole

excitation (a m agnetic exciton). (a) is for the two 2� 2 m atrix representation ofEqs. (41) and (42): electron-hole pairs of

num bers1 and 2 areforY�,and num bers3 and 4 areforY� respectively.(b)showsthecon�guration foronespin-
ip excitation

(�� = + 1)including nexthigherorderenergy excitations,which are beyond the TD HFA developed in the paper. (Note that

in (b),the excitation from leveln to n + 2 doesnotcouple to pairnum ber1 due to parity sym m etry in a parabolic well.)

FIG .4. M agnetoplasm on dispersionsfor� = 6 and Bk (along x direction)is11 Tesla,calculated from Eqs.(44)and (46).

(a)and (b)are for m om entum along x and y directions respectively. Thick(thin)lines are for wavefunctions calculated from

self-consistentHartree-Fock and from �rstorderHartree-Fock approxim ationsrespectively.
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FIG .5. Charge m ode dispersion,!�(~q? ),ofm agnetoplasm on excitations ofthe sam e system as used in Fig. 4 but for

di�erent�lling factors,� = 2,4,6 and 8,forcom parison.

FIG .6. Sam e asFig.5,butforspin m ode,!�+ (~q? ),dispersion.
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FIG .7. Charge m ode dispersion ofm agnetoplasm on excitation ofthe sam e system as used in Fig. 4 but with di�erent

con�nem ent energy,!0,at �lling factor,� = 6. Zero �eld wellwidths are about 260,200,175,and 155�A,corresponding to

!0 = 7,11,15,and 19 m eV respectively.The parallelm agnetic �eld is11 Tesla forallresults.

FIG .8. Sam e asFig.7,butforspin m ode dispersion.
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FIG .9. Charge m ode m agnetoplasm on dispersions for � = 1,B? = 3 Tesla,and !0 = 3 m eV,calculated in the TD HFA.

Solid,dotted,and dashed linesare forB k = 20,25,and 30 Tesla respectively,showing a charge m ode softening in y direction,

perpendicularto the B k direction.(a)and (b)are forwavevectorsalong x and y directionsrespectively.

(c)

(b)(a)

FIG .10. (a)The screened exchanged energy and (b)the screened ladderdiagram sused in thescreened TD HFA developed

in Sec. IV (see Fig. 2). The interaction linesofthe direct(Hartree)energy and the RPA diagram s are notscreened to avoid

doublecounting.(c)A diagram notincluded in thescreened TD HFA butofthesam eorderasa screened ladderdiagram shown

in (b).Allnotationsare the sam e asthose in Fig.2.
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FIG .11. Static dielectric function in m om entum space for � = 6 and !0 = 7 m eV.Solid and dashed lines represent

�(qx;qy = 0)and �(qx = 0;qy)respectively.Thick and thin linesare forB k = 11 and 8 T.

FIG .12. D ispersions ofm agnetoplasm on excitations for � = 6 in both charge (�) and spin (�+ ) m odes including RPA

screening (Eq. (68)) ofthe Coulom b interaction for B k = 11 and 12 Tesla (dashed and solid lines respectively). Results of

unscreened dispersion are also shown (dotted lines,the sam e asFig.4))forcom parison.
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