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W e study the m agnetoplasm on collective m ode excitations of integer quantum H all system s in
a parabolically con ned quantum well nanostructure in the presence of a tilted m agnetic eld by
using the tin edependent H artreeFock approxin ation. For even integer 1lling, we nd that the
dispersion of a spin density m ode has a m agnetoroton m ininum at nite wavevectors, at a few
tines10° am ! for parallel elds of order 1-10 Tesla, only In the direction perpendicular to the in—
planem agnetic eld, whik the m ode energy increases m onotonously w ith wavevector parallel to the
In-planem agnetic eld.W hen the In-planem agnetic el is strong enough (wellabove 10 Tesla),we
speculate that this roton m Inin um m ay reach zero energy, suggesting a possible second order phase
transition to a state with broken translational and spin symm etries. W e discuss the possibility for
observing such parallel eld-induced quantum phase transitions. W e also derive an expression for
the dielectric function w ithin the tin edependent H artreeFock approxin ation and inclide screening
e ects In ourm agnetoplasm on calculation. W e discuss several exotic sym m etry-broken phases that
may be stable In nite parallel elds, and propose that the transport anisotropy, observed recently
In parallel eld experim ents, m ay be due to the fom ation of a skym ion stripe phase predicted in
our theory. O ur predicted anisotropic nite wavevector suppression, perhaps even a m ode-soffening
leading to the quantum phase transition to the anisotropic phase, in the collective spin excitation
m ode ofthe w ide well system in the direction transverse to the applied parallelm agnetic eld should
be directly experin entally observable via the inelastic light scattering spectroscopy.
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I. NTRODUCTION

O bservations of integral quantum Halle ect (IDHE, 1980) and fractional quantum Halle ect FQHE, 1982)
are in portant landm arks of condensed m atter physics in recent decades 'Q:]. In quantum Hall system s, electrons are
"frozen" (in their orbitalm otion) in discrete Landau kevelsby the extemalm agnetic eld, and have gapped excitations
at Integer or fractional ling factors. There is considerable richness of the phase diagram when addiional (ie. In
addition to the orbitalm otion) degrees of freedom associated w ith goin, layer, or subband index are introduced ﬁ_;'{'@:].
T hese m ulticom ponent quantum H all system s have been extensively studied both theoretically and experim entally in
recent years. In general, since the spin (Zeam an) energy ismuch sn aller than the cyclotron energy due to the sm all
e ective gfactor and the analle ective m ass of electrons iIn GaA s based QH system s, the soin degree of freedom
is not im portant energetically com pared to the orbital m otion. But spin can be crucial when a second quantum
Hall system is coupled coherently (for exam ple, in a double quantum well DQW ] system ) or an additionalm agnetic

eld is applied In the direction parallel to the two-dim ensional (2D ) sam iconductor quantum well plane. In the

rst situation, the nite barrier energy between the two wells opens a gap (sas) between a symm etric and an
antisym m etric subbands, which can be tuned by elctron tunneling, layer ssparation, and/or bias voltage E] W hen

sas is close to the Zeam an splitting energy, interesting physics has been predicted theoretically M and observed
experim entally [5;6 On the other hand, physics of the second situation, where a tilted m agnetic eld is applied
toawidewidth well W W W ) system to couple subbands of a wide wellw ith soin-split Landau lvels, has not yet
been extensively explored. One reason for this is that the strength of the applied tilted m agnetic eld has to be
very large (> 25 Tesla) In order to su ciently enhance the Zeam an energy to be com parabl to the Landau level
separation In GaAs. Such strong and uniform magnetic elds has only been available very recently :_[:7] From a
theoretical point of view , studylng QH e ectsin a W W W w ih tited m agnetic eld isdi cul because the Inplane
m agnetic eld hybridizes the 2D electron subbands arising from the con nem ent potential in the growth direction
(ie. perpendicular to the 2D plane) with the orbital Landau levels so that the electron wavefunction ofa W W W is
a com plicated com bination of electric (\subbands") and m agnetic (\Landau levels") quantization even at the single
particle level. It is som etin es sin plistically believed that, if param eters are chosen properly in an isospin language,
then aW W W system in a tilted eld (at least for) the closest two Landau levels near the degeneracy point could be
approxin ately m apped onto a DQW system . W e em phasize that this m apping is not exact and m isses subtle and
Interesting physics associated with aW W W in a tilted eld. Forexam ple, exper:'menta]]y aWWW inatited eldis
found to display both three-dim ensional (3D ) and two-din ens:onalpropertjes [3] In som e situationsaW W W system
could behave very much lkkea DQW system abeit with strong tunneling) B] M ore strikingly, the recent cbservation
of anisotropic resistance at even lling factorsn a W W W system with an in-plane e]d-_h] show s a possble stripe
phase form ation induced by electron-electron interaction near a degeneracy or a level crossing point.

Tnspired by the observed anisotropic transport properties at integer 1lling factors :_W], we investigate in this paper
the ocollective m ode excitations of integer quantum Hall system s In a wide quantum well with a tilted m agnetic

eld (ie. In the presence of an in-plane m agnetic eld) by using the tin e-dependent H artreeFock approxin ation
(TDHFA).W e extend the work of K allin and H alperin [}O ] for a strictly 2D system , ie. a zero width well ZW W )
toaWWW system and derive a fiill analytical expression for the m ode dispersion energy. To keep our theory
analytically tractable we choose our quantum well con nem ent potential to be parabolic ("parabolic well"). Our
choice of parabolic con nem ent is dictated by the fact that the corresponding single-particlke problem (ie. an electron
m oving In a one-din ensional parabolic potential along the z-direction in the presence of an arbitrary m agnetic eld)
can be exactly analytically solved enabling essentially a com plete analytic solution ofthem any-body TD HF solution of
the collective m ode spectra (essentially on the sam e footing asthe 2D K allin-H alperin work in Ref. [_19']) IntheW W W
system in the presence of a tilted m agnetic eld (ie. both the nplane eld and the perpendicular eld producing the
Landau quantization). The work presented in this paper is therefore a direct (and highly non-trivial) generalization
of the strictly 2D K allin-H alperin work l_lC_;] on the m agnetoplasm ons of a 2D electron gas (in the presence of only
a perpendicular m agnetic eld) to a parabolicW W W system in the presence of a tilted m agnetic eld. W e study
both charge and soin m ode collective excitations in system s of di erent electron densities, m agnetic eld strengths,
and well widths. At even integer factors, we nd that the dispersion of spin density m ode has a m agneto-roton
mihmmum onl ata nite wavevector in the direction perpendicular to the in-plane m agnetic eld, while i increases
m onotonously w ith respect to the wavevector parallel to the inplane m agnetic eld. W hen the inplane m agnetic

eld is su ciently strong, this roton m ninum m ay reach zero energy before the ground state becom es polarized,
suggesting a possble second order phase transition to a state w ith broken translational and soin symm etries. The
possbility ofthis quantum phase transition (to an anisotropic sym m etry-broken state) in the presence ofa tilted eld
isonemain new result of ourwork. W e also derive the full form ula for the dielectric function of the system within
TDHFA by including the lJadder diagram s consistently, so that it can be applied to other system s even when only few
Landau lkevels are occupied. W e include such screening In our collective m ode calculation and discuss tse ect to the



m agneto-roton m Inin um .

Before jim ping into the details of the collective m ode calculation, it is instructive to discuss in the appropriate
context som e earlier work in parabolic wells and in the ground state instability (ie. the softening of collective m odes)
ofsin ilar system s. Am ong them odelsof nitew idth wells, parabolic wells are considered special, because the electron
gas, In screening the parabolic conduction band edge potential, form s a constant density skb, beJng a good approx—
In ation to a 3D ®llum where electrons m ove In a constant positive background charge density [1]1 Furthem ore,
the parabolic con nem ent potential can be exactly diagonalized in a center-ofm ass coordinate and therefore gives
a non-spin— I optical absorption energy exactly the sam e as its noninteracting result in the long wavelength lim it
(the so called generalized K ohn’s theorem ) f_l-g:,:_l-é] A s m entioned abovewe use a parabolic con nem ent potential,
because i allows us to nd sin ple noninteracting eigenstates in the presence of a tilted m agnetic eld, which then
provides a good starting point to considerm any-body e ects. Thee ects of in perfect parabolic con nem ent potential
on the collective excitations have earlier been studied either w ith only a perpendicular m agnetic eld :_[1_24] or w ith
only an inplane m agnetic eld I[153 O nly rather am all quantitative corrections were found (for exam ple, sn all shift
of resonance energy, and slight broadening of the absorption peak) for realistic wells (which necessarily deviate from
idealparabolic con nem ent considered In our work). W e believe, therefore, that our theoretical results should apply
w ith quantitative accuracy to realistic parabolic quantum wells, and qualitatively to rectangular quantum wells [_Ié]

Tt is generally believed that in both three and two dim ensions, when an in niely strong m agnetic eld is applied,
electrons undergoes a phase transition to a W igner crystal state w ith broken translational symm etry at low tem —
peratures. In the Intermm ediate m agnetic eld region, Celli and M em In .[17] proposed a long tine ago a possblk
exchange Induced spin-density-wave (SDW ) Instability in a three-din ensional electron system . M ore recently, GaA s
based sem iconductor w ide parabolic wells have been proposed as good candidates for observing such SDW instabil-
tties since w ide parabolic wells are essentially ideal 3D electron system s t_é,:ié,g-g'] Brey and Halperin f_l-g'] proposed
that the SDW instability and the transport anisotropy should be observed In a w ide parabolic sem iconductor quan—
tum well system when an intem ediate in-plane m agnetic  eld is applied. Sin ilarly, correlation-driven intersubband
SDW iInstability has been predicted by D as Sam a and Tamborenea In DQW system s at low carrier densities {_ZC_i]
Intersubband-induced charge-density-wave (CDW ) instability in a w ide parabolic wellw ith a perpendicularm agnetic

eld was also investigated :_@_'1] To the best of our know ledge, how ever, these theoretically proposed (translational
sym m etry breaking) instabilities have not yet been observed experim entally. The only two experin entally observed
candidates for charge (or spin) densﬂ:y wave instability in a quantum Hall system are the stripe phases (and the
associate liquid crystal phases QZ]) in high halfodd-integer quantum Hallsystems ( = 9=2, 11/2, etc) I23 w ith or
w ithout lnplanem agnetic eld, and the stripe phases observed in an integer quantum Hallsystem in a wide well sub—
ject to a strong tilted m agnetic eld '['.7 A Ihough the ground state ofthe form er system hasbeen extensively studied
f22 and is generally believed to be a "unidirectional coherent charge density wave" 24,25], the transport anisotropy
In the wide wellw ith a tilted m agnetic eld -[7] is not yet understood and not m uch theoretical work has appeared
on this problem exospt fOr our recent short com m unication {26 O ur recent work Qé based on HartreeFock HF)
calculation n aDQW system show s that sopin-charge-texture (skyrm jon) stripe could be the poss:b]e ground state for
aWWW systam , providing a possble explanation for the observed transport anisotropy in Ref. ﬁ] In this paper,
for the 1rst tine we show the com plete analytical and num erical work in calculating the collective m agnetoplasn on
m ode dispersion wihin TDHFA and the ocbserved m ode softening con mn s the existence of a novel phase proposed
in Ref. [26:]

T his paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. :I:E we obtain the sihgle-electron ngenstates in a parabolic con nement
potentialw ith a tilted m agnetic eld. W e rst discuss the noninteracting resul in Sec: ]IA and then the interacting
HF) result in Sec. :]IBI In Sec. pc- we show that at even 1lling factors the system undergoes a rst order phase
transition from an unpolarized ground state ©or in-planem agnetic eld, By < B, ,whereB, isa criticalin-plane eld

strength, to a polarized ground state forBy > B, . Based on the unpolarized J'ntegralquantu.m Hallground state, the

ﬁﬂltheory w ith num erical results for the m agnetop]asm on dispersion (wihin TDHFA) are given In Sec. ']It In Sec.
-IV- we derive the TDHF dynam ical dielectric function for an integer quantum Hall system in a parabolic well w ith
tilted m agnetic eld and use the resul to study the m agnetoplasn on quJeJ:SJon Jn screened TD HFA . In plications of
our results are discussed in Sec. V' and nally we summ arize our work in Sec. -VI

II.SINGLE ELECTRON EIGENSTATES AND GROUND STATE ENERGY
A .N on-interacting System

W e consider a parabolic con nem ent potentialin 2 direction, U, (z) = % m !gzz,wherem is the electron e ective
massand ! isthe con nem ent energy. A coordinate system is chosen such that the perpendicularm agnetic eld B;



is in 2 direction and the parallelm agnetic eld By in R direction, w ith the 2D electron system being in thex vy plane.
W hen the vector potential is chosen In a Landau gauge, & = (0;B, x By z;0), the noninteracting single electron
Ham iltonian can be written as wWe set h = 1 throughout this paper)
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where  isthe Bohrm agneton, and g 0 :@{4 for GaA s. S, is the z-com ponent of the soin operator along the total
m agnetic eld, whose m agnitude is Beor = B?2 + B]f . py is a good quantum number in this gauge and can be

replaced by a constant k (the gquiding center coordinate). T he rem aining term s can be expressed by a 2 2 m atrix
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where !, 5 = eB,,=m ¢, !y = 12+ 12,1, = g gByy, and x*= x+ 2. Hamilkonian of Eq. ) can be
diagonalized by a canonicaltransform ation, kK%zF = G () [xFzdnd peip,F = 0 () JIppl,wih
A cos sin
Uu()= sn  cos ’ 3)
and tan@ ) = 2L l=(1 'Z). The new Ham iltonian describes two decoupled one-din ensional (1D ) sinple
ham onic oscillators iIn new coordinates, x and z:
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Using @®;k;s) as elgenstate quantum num bers, wheren = (n3;n;) is the orbital Landau kevel Index and s= 1=2 is
the eigenvalues of S, , one obtains the noninteracting eigenenergies, E S;s, and eigenfunctions, g;k;s () :
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where L, is tl}‘ée system length in y direction and the function . (& + ¥k;z) has x and z com ponents only.
1=m !, = c€eB, isthe conventional cyclotron radiis. W e keep the spin index in g;s because these notations
w il Jater be generalized to an interacting system , where explicit soin dependence m ay becom e crucial. Tn Eq. U),

the function .~ (x) isde ned to be
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wih 1 1=m !;fori= 1;2,and ] l=m !, = =B , Jstheoonvent:onalcyc]ottonradjus H, x) isHem ie
polynom ial. IthmstructJyeto consider the asym ptotic form of the eigenstate energies, Eq. @5 and C\fraveﬁmctzons,
Eqg. (j,mtheb]]owmgﬁ)urexttanehnﬂ's: () Taking an In nitewellwidth lim i, !, ! O, !'; ! !]f+ !,_f and

!, ! 0from Eq. (8),Eq. @) then shows that the free m oving direction is restored along the z direction, which is

perpendjcularto the totalm agnetic eld,B.t, show Ing a 3D property (i) Takinga zerowidth Iimi (! ! 1 ),we

have ! =2,1;! 1g! 1,!,! !,,andthereore ) (x) !  (z) and 2 (x) ! .2 ), the usualorbital

w avefiinction ofa 1D sin pl ham onic oscillator. T herefore by changing the value of ! 3, one can obtain a quasi2D
system , which has both pure 2D and 3D properties by taking di erent lin is of the con nem ent potential strength.
(i) Sim ilarly, for zero inplanem agnetic ed lim i (!, ! 0),wehave!; ! M ax(!;;!g)and !, ! M in('; ;!¢), 0
that the orbitalm otions in x and z direction are totally decoupled. This is the usual (ie. w ithout an in-plane eld)
quantum Hallsystem in a parabolic well, whose collective m ode dispersion hasbeen studied in the literature f_Z]_J'] (&)
Finally we can take the strong parallel (ihplane) magnetic eld lmit By ! 1 ), which is of Interest In this paper.
In this lim it, we have ! =2, 0 Iy 1 ,and !y ! !ol,=ly ! 0, ie. the nhplanem agnetic eld enhances the
e ective con nement ofa wide well system (com pared to (ii)) and thereforea W W W system with a strong parallel

eld becom es sin ilar to a thin well (strictly 2D ) system w ith sm all Landau level energy separation. W e em phasize,
how ever, that our resuls shown below apply forany nite strength ofBy valid to the lowest order of the ratio of the
interaction strength to the noninteracting level separation. W e w ill consider the strong in-plane m agnetic eld lim it
only when studying the screening e ect In Sec. -rl\/J

Energy levels described by Eqg. (-6) are shown in Fig. -J. as a function of In-plane m agnetic eld for a choice of
param eters sin ilar to the experin ental sam ples in ﬁ] ekectron density ne = 042 102 an ?,m = 0:07mg (no is
the bare electron mass) and ! = 7me&V.The con neam ent energy is such that the size ofthe rst subband electron
wavefiinction in zero eld is 260A . T he perpendicularm agnetic eld, B; , is chosen to be 2.97 Tesla or = 2.

U sing the noninteracting single particle w avefunction in Eq. ¢_7.) , the noninteracting single electron G reen’s function
can be easily obtained:
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where ; isthe mn aghary tin e, and ischem icalpotentialat zero tem perature. T he H eaviside theta function &)= 1
for x 0 and is zero otherw ise.

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

W hen electron-electron interaction is considered, we use selfconsistent H artreeFock approxim ation (SCHFA) to
calculate the single electron wavefunction selfconsistently by including the H artree and Fock potentials in the single
particle H am iftonian. T his approxin ation is the standard lkeading-orderm any-body (self-consistent) expansion i the
(unscreened) Coulomb interaction [27 whose one-loop Feynm an diagram representation is shown in Fig. uZ(a)
SCHFA , the wave equation or the quantum Hall system is t28
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where ;s isthe 1ing factor at the speci c quantum number, and it satis es
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where N, is the total electron number. H is the same as In Eq. @:) by taking p, = k. Note that the positive
charge donor density W hich produces the electron gas and thus provides charge neutrality for the whole system ) is



not explicitly included above because these donors are usually located far away from the well in the experim ent. In

general, this background doping e ect can be e ectjyeJy nclided by J'ntroducjng a screem'ng length, , nto the bare
Coulomb interaction, V (g), by writihhgV (g) = @ =) (mFf+ @ = )?) 2. Wetake = 620A 1in our num erical
calculation below to be com parable to the experim ental setting ﬁ] T his reqularization of C oulomb interaction has

little quantitative or qualitative e ects on the results shown in this paper. The details of the donor screening and
the exact value of do not In any way a ect any of our qualitative conclusions. For the situation we focus In this
paper, electrons are assum ed to be uniform Jy distrbuted in the 2D wellplane (ie. g ;;s s Independent of guiding

center coordinate, p), and therefore Eq. Cl() can be sin pli ed further as shown in AppendeA To solve the SCHF

equation, we rst use the noninteracting wavefunction to calculate the HF m atrix elem ents and then diagonalize it
to get new eigenstates, which are used to calculate the HF m atrix elem ent again iteratively until self-consistency is

achieved. The new singlk electron G reen’s finction in SCHFA is sin ilar to the noninteracting one n Eq. d_d) exoept
that the wavefunctions and energies correspond to the H artree¥ock theory:
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where G). (!) isFourier transform of the noninteracting propagator, G, (t):
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where the H artreeFock selfenergy, HF = E n; Eg; , is obtained from the selfconsistent solution of the H artree—

nj

Fock problem (see Appendix :_&:, In particularEq. {5_2)) .

C .LevelC rossing and TotalEnergy

Forourpurposes, them ost in portant feature ofthe spectra shown in Fig. -}' is the existence of a single particle level
crossing at By = 198 Tesla (for the noninteracting system ), where ! 36mevV,and !, = !, 1 meV.The origin
ofthis crossing can be understood by considering the asym ptotic form ofthe energy levels in Eq. ('_53) for large parallel
magnetic elds: !z ! lol.=!y ! 0, so that at a critical In-plane m agnetic eld value B,) !> becom es sm aller
than the Zeem an energy leading to the level crossing shown in Fig. -'!4' For a non-interacting electron gas this level
crossing leads necessarily to a (rather trivial) rst order phase transition at By = B, wih an abrupt change in spin
polarization for system sateven lling factors. Interesting quantum phase transition that m ay take place around this
level crossing is them ain sub ect ofthis article. In particular, we w ish to investigate w hether quantum Jlevel repulsion
converts this rst order transition to a second order quantum phase transition around this degeneracy point. Our
calculated m ode dispersion can be directly com pared to inelastic light scattering spectroscopy, when such experin ents
are eventually carried out in these W W W system s in tilted elds. O ne can easily use our analytical results to study
the m agnetoplasn on m ode dispersion at odd integer lling factors or for weaker in-planem agnetic eld values W here
intersubband coupling needs to be included). _

By using the selfenergy obtained from Eqg. tLQ') In SCHFA , the totalenergy ofan interacting quantum H all system
can be obtained for a given electron con guration K'»;N'y), where N' is the orbital level index of the highest llked
velofspin . Considering double counting of interaction energy, the totalenergy in HF approxin ation is

HF X X 0 1
E ot N ;N ) = En; + E

EC E°
n; X

iEO 15)

To obtain the ground state energy, E g , one should com pare the total energies of all possible electron con gurations
and determ ine w hich one gives the lowest energy. A s indicated In F ig. -'_]:, a rstorder (noninteracting) phase transition
from an unpolarized ground state (ie. N« = Ny = (0; =2)) to a polarized ground state 'y = N« + (0;2)) is expected
to happen at a critical n-planem agnetic eld, B, . In the third colum n ofTab]e:_I'we show our num erical calculation



results of B, obtained from Eq. I_l-§') In the rst order HF approxin ation for even 1ling factors = 6;8. W hen
the total electron density is xed, B, is larger as the Illing factor, , is lowered by increasing the perpendicular
m agnetic eld. Therefore our HF resuls qualitatively agree w ith the experim ental data presented in Ref. :_['.7] exoept
for a lower estin ate of the criticalm agnetic eld, B, , which m ay be due to the correlation e ects not included In the
HF approxin ation and/or the nonparabolicity of the realistic con nem ent potential of the quantum well sam ple used
in Ref. {1].

IIT.M AGNETOPLASM ON EXCITATION S

In this section we w ill develop the full theory of m agnetoplasn on excitations of an Integer quantum H all system
con ned In a parabolicwelland sub fct to a tilted m agnetic eld within TDHFA .For zero w ddth (pure 2D ) wellsw ith
a perpendicularm agnetic eld only, m agnetoplasn on m odes w ere Investigated In .[1(5] W e note thatm agnetop]asm on
excitations in parabolic wells have been theoretically discussed previously in the literature [12.19.2]1,29{'31- ]in di erent
lim ted conditions. O ur work goes beyond results presented in those papers and we derive the exact dispersion of
collective m odes In the low est order of the ratio ofC oulom b interaction to the noninteracting Landau level ssparation.
InaWWW wih tilted m agnetic eld, there is no translational sym m etry along the grow th direction (z), which is
hybridized w ith the In-plane com ponents x y) so thatam any—body theory developed In m om entum space seem s
not to be particularly usefiil. H owever, i is shown below in Sec. -]ZIIA' that the inplanem om entum ofan electron-hol
dipokein suchW W W wih titedm a_gneth eld is stﬂloonserved show Ing the existence ofa well-de ned electron-hole
bound state (a m agnetic exciton) th and the collective m ode dispersion along the 2D plane can still be obtained
analytically aswe show be]ow The ullm any—body theory and the num erical results for collective m ode dispersion
are shown in Secs. -]I[B' -]I[E' and in Sec. -IIIF' respectively.

A .M om entum C onservation of an E lectron-hole D ipole P air

A s ponnted out in Ref. @Q], a crucial fact that allow s one to explicitly w rite analytical expressions of the energy
dispersion of m agnetoplasn on exciations is the existence of a good quantum num ber in the problem given by the
well de ned inplane m om entum of the electron-hole dipolk pair m agnetic exciton). It is easy to show that their
argum ent can be extended to the case ofa W W W wih an arbitrary con nem ent potential along the z direction
even in the presence of a tilted m agnetic eld. T his is not obvious since the tilted m agnetic eld typically hybridizes
the In-plane m otion w ith the subband dynam ics perpendicular to the plane, destroying the apparent transhtional
sym m etry. C onsider the H am ittonian of a m agnetic exciton or an electron-hol pair in a general quasi?D system ,

h e e i
Hy = — @ EK(fl))2+ o2 + E!’Y(fz))2 VE 3)+U@)+U@); (Le)

w here particle m om enta p;, vector potential A, and particle coordinates r; are all three dim ensional vectors. V ()
and U (z) are electron-electron Coulomb interaction and the quantum well con nem ent potential respectively. The
Zeam an termm isneglected here because it is irrelevant for this discussion. Follow ing t_l-(j] am agnetic exciton m om entum

operator can be de ned to be

Ox = P+ B E(K(m R(fz))+§13tot @ ) @7

where Bt = B, 2+ By R. Usihg the Landau gauge for the vector potential one can easily verify that the in-plane
components Ox ;» = Qx ;x;Qx;y) commute with the Ham iltonian. Existence of djpole excitations w ith wellde ned
mom enta (elgenvalues of Qx ;> ) Inm ediately ©llow s from this commutation. Sim ilar to Ref. [_IQ‘], we can construct
the zero-m om entum m agnetic exciton wavefiinction in a parabolic wellw ith a tilted m agnetic eld:

Z
( x; v;2; z)= d et v=3 a; (+ x=2;Z+ 2z=2) 5, x=2;7 z=2); 18)

7

i
1 ;n

where a hoke isih a staten = n and a particle isin a staten = n + m . For the exciton wavefunction of nite
momentum , & , one jist needsto replace ¥, = ( x; y)by =z, éq? 2, and Introduce a plane w ave prefactor
for the center ofm ass coordinate I_l-(_i] N ote that this wavefinction has additional dynam ics along z direction: center
ofmass (Z) and relative ( z) coordinates of the electron-holk pair. O ther than this additional z dynam ics, the only



di erence between the exciton wavefunctions for the ZW W 2D system -[l(b w ith a perpendicularm agnetic eld (see
Eqg. @L or flO and forthe W W W wih a tited m agnetic eld (our interest in this paper) is that the latter has
one m ore Landau lvel quantum num ber associated w ith the subband dynam ics induced by the con nem ent energy
of the well. In A ppendix 1_3: we show that the m agnetoplasn on energy in our theory can be expressed in tem s of
the m agnetic exciton wavefunction given n Eq. C_l-f_i') . This provides a m ore com prehensive and physical picture for
understanding the collective m ode exciations discussed in this paper (see A ppendix B: In this context).

B . C orrelation Function

In the linear response theory, collective m ode energies are obtained by the poles of a density correlation fiinction,
y,where = ;S andS,, Prthe sihglkt charge densiy m ode and the three triplet spin density m odes respectively.
W e de ne an operator, = 1; 28 ; 2S,, respectively for the soin vertex operator of each oon:espondmg correlation

function. In this notation the m ost general form of these correlation functions n coordinate space is @7]
X X D h iE
et = i [ 1.0 To,0 T V0™ oY %) w0 19
172 1 2 b 2 G
1;2

where Y (x;t) (A (r;t)) are the electron  eld creation (@annihilation) operators of space x and spin  attimet; T [

is tin eorder operator, and h ¢ isithe expectation value of the interacting ground state. h a WW W system,
there is no translational sym m etry along z direction so that one has no correlation function in m om entum space in z
direction. T he usualm om entum space description for the vertex fiinction and the related D yson's equatJon then seem s
not feasible because the inplanem agneUc eld m ixes the z dynam ics w ith in-plane dynam ics '[19 21 3(})] A ctually the
system ismore lke a 2D quantum dot fl3] In x zplne con ned by two independent parabohc potentials along x
and z axesas shown n Eq. Sh) The m ethod we develop in this paper, however, enables one to obtain directly the
appropriate D yson’s equations for the screened interaction and the vertex function w ithout evaluating the correlation
functions of Eqg. C_l-g') . The m agnetoplaan on excitation dispersion and the dielectric fiinction relevant for screening
can be read out directly from our equations given in the next section. Note that the theory developed below is
independent of the exact form of the single electron wavefunction and is com pletely generalw ithin the TDHFA .

C . Screened Interaction and Vertex Function

B efore exploring the m any-body theory forthe collectivem ode, we rstde nethe interaction m atrix elem ent, which
w il be used frequently later. U sing the interacting single particle wavefunction, the unscreened m atrix elem ent of a
bare Coulomb interaction, V (r), can be obtained

Z Z
ki1kyg ko ks
Bllﬂ:;ﬂjﬂ; s 14 237 ary dre, V @ B) ny kg 1y(f1) np ko ; 2y(f2) n3k3; 3 (e2) ngkaiog (1) 14 2 3
_1X i ke @)aBy 1o .
- ks ki; o ks ko © Vn1n4;n2n3 (q) 14 2 37 (20)
g
where isthewellvolume and we de ne an e ective Interaction, ¥1H41n2ﬂ3 ) q)Aninlq( 6;[)Aﬁzrf3 ), where
the fom ﬁctorAnl_nj_ () is obtained from the single particle wavefinctions
iy
Z
Anlinjj @) = dre ™ i Gy =2; iy(f) nyy=2; 5 &)
Z Z
= dx dze &* 1%z ny; & g]é=2;z) ny; o X F qyjé=2;z): 1)

M om entum and spin conservations during the scattering process have been inclided in Eq. l_2-(_5) .
N ote that In the strong parallelm agnetic eld regine, (10 Tesla < By < 25 Tesh), only a 2w Landau levels of the
rst subband (y = 0) are occupied at zero tem perature since !, 12 (seeEq. 6'_6) and Fig. :J:) . Therefore we could
om i the rstorbital (ie. subband) levelindex and neglect all intersubband transitions (ie. excitationsbetween levels
of di erent ny) by assum ing for sim plicity that n; = 0 throughout our analysis and num erical calculations shown
below exospt where noted otherw ise. In other words, the vector representation used in Eq. 6‘5) for orbial Landau



velindex, n = (ni;nz) = (O;ny), issmpli ed to be n and so are all other orbital notations (lkem = (O;m;) =m
and N = (O;N )= N ,etc.) from now on in this paper. It is straightforward to extend all of our analytical and
num erical results to Inclide excitations ofboth orbital quantum num bers. A llanalytical resultswould retain the sam e
form w ith additional level indices (ie. othervalue ofn;) show ing up In the form ula. O ur num erical results w illnot be
a ected at allby this assum ption in the strong inplanem agnetic eld region of our Interest w here hybridization w ith
highern; levels isnegligblly an all. W e also w illnot show the spin ndex explicitly during the derivation except in the

nal J:esgzlgts. W e start from the screened Coulom b interaction,V @ ;% ;4 %), caused by electron-hole polarization
(seeFig.4[0)):

Z Z
VE;int B)=VE ) &G &)+ ds dagvVEe B) @btV e B); @2)
where (@ ;4;m;8) = it i it) is the reducble charge polarizability (see Eg. C_l-gi)). M ultiplying by single
particle wavefuinctions and doing the space ntegration, Eq. C_Z@) can be transform ed to
Z Z
Vigpsz @ &) dey deV @Eirn;t &) 17 @) ¥ @) 36) 46@)
X Z
=Viupsz @ ®&)+ Vi;4; dtsdtsG (1 E)G (6 &)
Z
Tes) ) (itsiveiteirai)V e B) 2V @2) 3 @)
2;4;5;6
= Viups @ &)+ Vie; 7 ppla  B); (23)

w here w e have Introduced a conventionalreducible vertex function, @ ;ts;%6;t;24;% ), In coordinate space to express

the reducible polarizability, ;index ( ) denotesallrelated quantum numbersofthatlevel, m (,;p ()7 ()),ie.
kika; i ~ ~ koks; H . L
®= n p; ®,6 =G, ©,Viuy, = Viinim n = ,and”™ 3= "k T mem. ° ° forsinplcity

fhum per indices represent extemal variables, while G reek indices represent dummy variables In a summ ation) and
i dr; . To avoid confusion, we clarify our notations which are necessarily di erent from the standard m any-body
textbook term nology because of the highly com plicated nature of our single-particle w avefunctions. F irst Vi;4;2;3 and
Vi, naman, @ are di erent finctions according to their de nition n Eq. :_ZZ_‘O); secondly the™ finction in Eq. [_i;%) is
not the sam e as the conventionalde nition of a vertex function due to our inclusion In ~ of additional two electron
G reen’s functions and one interaction temrm Gowever, is the sam e as the conventional reducible vertex function in
coordinate space. See Fig. :2: (©)). This is because, unlke a ZW W (ure 2D ) in Ref. f_l-(_)'] oraW W W wihout any
In-plane m agnetic eld :_[2_1], the z-com ponent of electron wavefunction of our system is not separabl and therefore
cannot be ignored. It ism ore convenient to work in the relevant conserved quantum num ber space rather than in the
conventionalm om entum space.
T he leading order (ofthe ratio ofthe Interaction strength to the noninteracting energy separation, ! ,) ofthe vertex
function, ¥ 2;3 & ), is obtained by using  @itsirsiteimitk) = @B #) & #) & ) G &) hEq.

£3):
23 B)=G @ ®)G (& ®IV 235 (24)
which has the ©llow Ing Fourier transform in tin e:

i2;3 (! ) =D (! )V 2:37 (25)
where (after retrieving the soin index)
m N ) O m ) m N ) ® m )
D ()= - ; (26)
(m m )!; ( ), + il

isnonzero only when the dipole pair, ( ; ), representsone hole in the Iled leveland one electron iIn the em pty level
at zero tem perature. To avoid confusion, here we clarify themeaningof (,,m | ,andN inEq. d_zgi) again:
() Isthe spin quantum numberofstate (),m | = Om  )=m isthe orbitallLandau kvel index of
state ( ),andN = (O;N | )=N | istheorbiallLandau kevelindex ofthehighest Ikd levelofspin (),
as rstde ned n Eq. :_QE). Wewill see Jater that D (! ) is the only dynam ical part of the vacuum electron-hole
bubble. Note that when spin isincluded, V. ; dnplies = and = autom atically because ofthem anifestly

spin-conserving non-spin— jp_r}ature of Coulom b interaction. A s a consequence, 23t &) MhEqg. {_2-§) (out not
it %5tes2;) M EQ. C_Zga)) then becom es identically zero when considering spin— Ip excitations.



D .Dyson’s Equations in TD H FA

Including ladder and bubbl diagram s as shown In Fig. :_Z(c), Dyson’s equation for the full vertex finction,
i2;:3 (tl b)r is

Z
23t B)= 23 B)+ dxdkG (@ E)G G &) G %)
Z Z Z
Yes) @)V e B) oY) 36) dtydtsG 5;7)G B;6)V (&5 1) G5ty ;irsitsiraity)
Z2;4;5;6 7;8
+ ddtG @ €)G (5 &) & %)
Z Z Z
Yes) @)V e B) 2 ) 56) dtydtsG (6;7)G (8;6)V (s %) (&ityirsiteira;te) 5  (7)
2;4;5;6 7;8
which can be further sin pli ed to
Z X
T opplt B)= 23t B+ duG @@ B)G G %) [V, +V , 17 236 B) (28)
w ith the follow ing Fourder transform in time
X
- i2;3 ()= i2;3 (!)+D () [V ; +V ; 1~ ;2;3(! ): @9)
Sin ilarly Fourder transform ofEq. éé) gives
X
Viap3 ()= Vigpst Vig; 7 pp(l): (30)

Eq. {_2-§) and Eq. {_?:Q') are respectively D yson’s equations for the vertex function and the interaction m atrix elem ent
In the quantum num ber, Mm ;p ; ), space.

In oxder to Investigate the m agnetoplasn on dispersion, one has to integrate out the continuous variable, k, In
Eqg. C29 and Eq. Bd) to get a m atrix representation in the level index only. Taking into account the m om entum
conservation shown In Eq. @0), we de ne anew unscreened m atrix elem ent and a new bare vertex fiinction given by
(et & GR + g, ¥ be the Inplanem om entum )

X 1 X

ik ko)ae By kit q=2k1 g =2k, qy=2ks+ qy=2 _ .0
Un1n4;n2n3 ) € Vn1n4,é2n3 Y Y Y - 2 ]éL Vl’l11’l4;l’l21’13 (q? rqz) (31)
k1 X z o
. 1 ik, ko)l Ki+ gy=2;k =25k =27k, + gy =2 _ .
m m ;nons (q? r! ) [Dm m (' )] e ! 2)% D ml mqy ;n’2§3 i 2 % et Gy - Um m ;nyns (GI? )r (32)

k1

where LyL, = 2 JéN ,and N  is the degeneracy of each Landau lkevel. N ote that In Egs. CB-L' and Ciﬁ ) only the in—
plane com ponent ofm om entum , &, , isshown explicitly. T his follow s from the fact that the Jn—p]ane exciton m om entum
is a good quantum num ber even In the presence oftilted m agnetic eld asdiscussed in Sec. -]:IIA E xpressions for the
screened m atrix elem ent, U, and the full vertex function, ~, can be sin ilarly obtained using the k-sum m ation over
V and ~ asin Egs. [_ij) and [_52) . A fter som e tedious analysis, we obtain the follow ing pair ofm atrix equations in
Landau level indices

X
Un1n4;n2n3 ;') = Ul’l11’l4;l’lgl’l3 &)+ Unlnq;m m @Dn o ()nom Mnons &) (33)
m m
X
“m m mons Bi')= nn mons i)+ Won m mm ©&)Dn n !"n n Mmons & it); (34)
m m
where the new Interaction fiinction, W , is
Won m omm ) [,finﬁ,mm (q?)+Urnm;rnm e ): (35)
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The ladder (exciton binding) energy, U9 (% ), and the random -phase-approxin ation ®RPA) eneryy, U (% ), are
respectively (after retrieving the soin index)

ioa, 1X . 0 042
ubndi )=~ e @by g = T cosad gIBWV @A, o (DR, L @)

Up momn @)= Vo m omom (&%) V@GR, o (g;i DB, @id):

2 L,

N ote that the non-spin— Iping interaction, ( = = ) orEqg. C36 and ( = , = ) PrEq. {37),
already incorporated above. A sm entioned in Sec. .]:IIB' instead of calculating the irreducible polarizability dJrectJy
we derive the D yson’s equations of the interaction m au:|x elem ent and a special vertex function In Egs. d33 and
&34 which can be used to obtain the collective m ode energy and dielctric function. Above derivation and results
are independent of the details of sihgle particle wavefinctions or ngenenergJes, and are valid for arbitrary quantum
well con nem ent potential, provided the relevant form finction Ay, () of Eqg. {21 is appropr:ate]y modi ed. In
considering the spin degree of freedom , only non-goin— i m odes are Jnc]uded n Eqg. 133) and Eq. :(34) The sopin—-
m odes do not Inclide the bubbl diagram due to the soin conservation In plied by the interaction shown In Eq. {33),
andWpn n m n (&) ofEqQ. @5) therefore becom es the sam e as the exciton binding energy, Urfmrﬂ m m (& ), or
the sam e reason. For convenience we w ill not distinguish these two m odes here untilwe get to the nalresults in the
follow ing section.

E .Energy D ispersion of M agnetoplasm on E xcitations: analytical expression

Solving Eq. C_S-A_l' one can cbtain the vertex function, “n n m,n, & ;! ), and substitute i in Eg. C33 to get the
full form ula for screened Coulomb Interaction (using m m j;nyns (! 7% )= Un m n,ns (& ) according to Eq. (32

Un1n4;n2n3 (' 7k ) X

1
= Un1n4;n2n3 (q? )+ Un1n4;m m (q? )Dm m (' ) Dm m (' )W m m ;m m ( ? ) m m ;nzns (Gi[? -

m m m m

X
= Un1n4;rn m (q? )

m m

n 1l
m m ;nyns

w here the dielectric function, (! ;& ), isa m atrix function,

X
1
(e )]mlm m,ns  N2m  nzm Yn m mom (!sep) Un Mnons & ); (39)
m m
and the "dispersion m atrix", Y , is
n ] o
Yo m om m (ick) mm mm Dmom () T Whnomomon &) 40)

The TDHF dynam ical dielectric function appearing n Eq. @-9‘) and Eq. Cfl-(_i) Inclides in nite series of both RPA
bubbl diagram s and the excionic ladder diagram s. Theoretically given a nie m atrix size by incliding relevant
Landau kevels (ie. by appropriately cutting o the in nitem atrix equations give above), one can num erically calculate
each elam ent of the dielectric function and obtain the collective m ode djgpers:lons by solving the standard collective

m ode equation, detf (! ;4 )g= 0. However, it is easy to see from Eqg. (39) that soving ! from detf (! ;g )g= 0 is
the sam e as solving ! from detfY (! ;& )g= 0, orm ore conveniently, the sam e as solving the eigenvalie equation of
Y (O;qz ) because Y (! ;e )= Y O;ep )+ 1! I,where I isthe identity m atrix due to the special form ofR , (!) iIn

Eqg. C_ZQ‘) . Therefore focusing on the collective m ode digpersion In this section, we w ill discuss the dispersion m atrix
Y 0;e ) below in m ore detail instead ofthe dielectric fiinction itself, which is studied in the next section. W e note that
this theoretical sin pli cation of the equivalence between the simple static Y function and the dynam ical dielectric
function in obtaining the collective m ode dispersion has not earlier been appreciated in the literature.

A ccording to Eq. éé), the only valid m atrix elem ent ofEq. {4-d) should be forthe pair, (m ;m ), ofone electron in
anempty levelm m ),andonehokeina ledlvelm m ).Tothe lowestorderof €= ¢l)=!,, only Hur kevels,
N;™, NW;#), W +1;"),and N + 1;#) are ncluded (seeFjg.-_Z’.(a)),whereN = =2 1 isthe kvelindex ofthe highest

lled level (notethe rst Landau index hasbeen taken to be zero). A fter separating soin— ip and non-soin— ip m odes,
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(tiep) i (38)



one can opbtain two 2 2 Y m atrices for spin— I ( ) and non-spin— Ip ( ) excitations respectively (@fter retrieving
the spin Index):

" #
#" bind;#" bind;##
Y @)= Exw+1 dUNN,N+1N+1(q°) . UNN+11,)NI\CIi+#(°) .
> bind;"" " ind;" 7
" UN+1N,N+1N ) ENN+1 UNN,N+1N+1(°) n
# bin dj## #
Y )= Egv+1 UNN,N+1N+1(q°)+UNN+1,N+1N(?) ngN+1N+1N(°) .
> nn ind;"" wn 7
NN +1N iy &) Eynsr Bwmewme1 @)t Upyniimen @)
where E ! 2=EJ] . E, + .5, .f istheHF sihgkpartickenergydi erence.Notethattheo -diagonal
tem nY (& ) is om itted In the paper by K allin and H alperin llO foraZW W %Istem becausethely Just considered
the leading order 1 lmat:nmrepresentannon.UsmgUﬁTi;j,NHN &)= Uﬁl;i#l,NNH(v) , we can obtain
the dispersions of three soin collective m odes and one charge collective m ode accordingly by solving the determ inantal
equation or Y . Note that for system s ofeven lling factor, = 2N + 1), the spin Index can be neglected In the
selfenergy, E;F , and Interactions, U and U "4, ifthe ground state is unpolarized and hence spin-symm etric) :
r
. 2
Po)=!2% 351 87 WRmemse1@®) 12+ UPRG Ly, @) =4 3)
r
2
Do )=l2+ yhig R v e N+1N+1(°) tZ+ UI\kI)JEdJrl,NNJrl(q?) =4 44)
Poe)= 12+ i1 &7 Wnheme() 45)
D)= "2+ 351 om0 Wi wems1©@)F Unnsinw @) a6)

E quations {43) {4é) are our m ain analytical results in this paper, which are the form al generahzatJons of the
corresponding results in Ref. [10 toaW W W Inthetited eld, exoept forthe squareroottem in Egs. .(43 ) and .(44)
This show s that the o -diagonaltem ofY (& ) is an exchange-interaction-induced levelrepulsing e ects for the two
soin triplktmodes, ! , and e ectively Increases the Zeam an energy. N ote that the analytical derivation given above
isnot related to any speci ¢ form ofthe single particle w avefinction which enters only through the actualcalculations
of the various m atrix elem ents In Egs. Cfl-g:)—dfl-é) . The only constraint on the wavefunctions is that they must be
obtained in a conserving approxin ations. T here are several approxin ations we can use to obtain the single particle
w avefunctions and eigenenergies. H ere we w ill com pare tw o ofthem : one isthe fully SCHF approxin ation as shown in
Eqg. (;Ld), and the other one isthe rst order H artreeFock approxin ation, whhere electron H artree and Fock potential
are calculated by noninteracting electron wavefinctions, which are not renom alized by a self-consistent equation (see
Fig. -r_j(d)) . It is shown later that such a rst order H artreeFock approxin ation does capture the m ost im portant
contrbution ofthe SCHFA , but is com putationally m uch easier than the num erical results from the SCHF equations.
In fact, asm entioned before, the TD HFA in solving collective m ode dispersion is exact only to the leading order in the
Interaction. T herefore in som e sense the singk particle w avefunctions and eigenenergies calculated in the lull SCHFA
are not guaranteed to give better collective m ode dispersion energies than those calculated in the sinple st oxder
HF approxin ation, although the form erm ay very & we]lbe better In calculating the single electron properties (such as
the electron densiy pro l or absorption spectra .[29 . In fact, we believe that in the spirit ofour TD HFA calculation
for the collective m ode dispersion, it is actually better to use the st order HF wavefunctions and energies in the
collective m ode calculation In view ofthe excitations ofthe theory in the lading order C oulom b interaction. T he use
of such rst order HF wavefunctions and energies in the TDHFA calculation of collective m ode dispersions ensures
that all quantities entering the theory are leading order In the C oulom b interaction t_az_i] T herefore i is nstructive to
show the corresponding form ula ofthe rst order HF approxin ation in our theory here and we w ill com pare the two
sets of num erical results (SCHF and rst order HF') in the next section. De ning the rst order interaction m atrix
elem ent sin ilar to Egs. C_Z(_i) and {_21;) by using the noninteracting w avefunctions in Eq. ('_"2), we have

Z
©0); 1 5 0 Y 0
AL., @= dre D @=2; 1 ®) njq=2; , ®)
Z Z
= dx dze ¥ ®E [ & ql=2;z) ., &+ ql=2;2); @7

whose analytical expression for a parabolic well could be obtained by using the generalized Laguerre polyncm ial
discussed in A ppendix :C' A sa consequence, one can also obtain the analyticalexpression corresoonding to Egs. {44)—
Cflé In the rstorderH artreeFock approxin ation. For convenience, we 1rstde netwo new dim ensionless quantities,
Q1 @) and QO (), as ollow ing:
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Q1 @)=

Q2@) =

o (Gl)*+ (os gl sih glh)® 3
48)
21
si® (gl)’+ 6 gl+ cos gh)? § @9)
2, )

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

X

1
@ = — V (® ,qg) Ayiwm @ ;qg)

Ugn+in+1n @) 2 %L,
1 X
2 BL,(a+ 1) .

3

©) 2

V) exp [ Ol i) lexp [ Oz ;)10 & i) L Q2 ;) 25 50)

where LT (k) is the generalized Laguerre polynom ialand the rst order exciton binding (exchange) energy is

(1) bind 1X

0
UNN;N+1N+1(q?)= oos(qqu

qO
1 X

= - cosad
qO

GBIV @y DAL L, 6@

GILIWV @exp [ 01 @I)lexp [ Q@)L Q2@ NLY,, Q26GY)) 6G1)

Forthe rstorderHF selfenergy, i ism ore convenient and instructive to show the selfenergy di erence between
kvelsN and N + 1 individually for the direct or the Hartree term ( ® ) and the exchange or the Fock term ( F):

)H @) 2 X X ©) h ©) © .
N +1 N = m V@A, @) Agig+1 @) Ay @)
2 q =0
2 X 0 0 0 0 0 0 R 0 0
=3 T Viglexp[ Oi@)lexp[ Q@) Ly, Qo)) Ly Q2@@)) L; Q2@)): 62)
z %@ =0
n #
. . 1X X
wEe s WE -y ) Ao, @F AV @F
Y =0 =0
_ 1% 1 X N 1q, 1 N+1 1 2 N 1 2
=— V@expl 1@)lexp[ Q (q)]N—' Q2@))" U N T 1Qz(el) L3 Q2@)) Ly "Q2@))
Ci "1=0
Tt is easy to prove that
1); 1); 1
W1 o= W ©
W) ); (1) pind
N+b;. N F:UNN;N+1N+1(O) (54)

by using the follow ing tw o identities for the generalized Laguerre polynom ials:
L") = m+m+ DL ®) 0+ DIT, ;)

Xt

=0

LT ®)=L"*"! x): (55)

Eqg. C_gl_i) show s that In the long wavelength lim i, the charge density collective m ode has the sam e energy as its

noninteracting result (@s i must),

Ve ! 0)=EQy, 14 Bown= '2; (56)

which re ects the generalized K ohn’s theorem :_[-l_;?] T his show s that the tin e-dependent H artreeFock approxin ation
we apply In this paper is a current-conserving approxim ation to the leading order single electron wavefunctions and
eigenenergies. From the num erical calculation presented In the next section, such a generalized K ohn'’s theorem,
' & ! 0)= !,, istrue also PrEq. Cflé), w here the electron wavefunction is calculated selfconsistently through
Eqg. @-(_3) . However, one should note that if one includes the larger m atrix size In Eq. {f-lQ') to go beyond the lowest

orer in (€?= o1)=!; (e Fig. 40))

, there is no such exact cancelation, since som e m ore diagram s (higher order in

the Interaction) should be Included in Fig. -_2 In order to obtain the current-conserving theory for collective m odes In

higher order calculations.
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F .Energy D ispersions of M agnetoplasm on E xcitations: num erical results

The two 2 2 m atrices shown in Egs. :@_i) and :@_i) give di erent m agnetoplasn on excitation branches: three
triplet spin-density-excitations (denoted by ! and !,), and one singlet charge-density-excitation (denoted by ! ).
In Fig. :fl we show the calculated dispersion energies of the chargemode, ! (& ), and the lowest energy triplet soin
mode, ! | (& ), Pratypicalparallelm agnetic eld,By = 11 Teslh at Iling factor = 6 and other system param eters
chosen to correspond to the experin ental sam ple i_?z]. The m ost in portant feature in the spectra is that there is an
energy m ininum ("m agneto-roton") at a nite wavevector, g 1 1, i the SoIn m ode dispersion along y direction
(perpendicular to the inplane m agnetic eld which is along the x axis), while no such nite wavevector m Inin um
exists along the x direction. Com paring w ith the zero w idth 2D results (w ithout any in-plane eld) cbtained in f10],
where a roton-m inimnum is found in the soin m ode along both directions, one nds that the nite width reduces the
electron-hole binding energy EJg. C_§§)), which is the origin of the roton-m lnimum in the m agnetic exciton picture,
along the direction ofthe nplanem agnetic eld. N ote that fora ZW W system , the nplanem agnetic eld doesnot
change the electron orbitalwavefunctionsand it sin ply increases the Zeam an energy only, which isproportionalto the
totalm agnetic eld) . From the energetic point of view , therefore, this "soffening" associated w ith the developm ent
ofthe roton m nimum (transverse to the inplane eld direction) in plies that the ground state of such a quantum Hall
system has a tendency to to m ake a transition from a uniform , unpolarized state to a soin densiy wave state w ith
broken translationaland spin symm etries, particularly if this roton-m Inin um reaches zero energy in som e situations.
In our calculation, the m nimum energy of the spin mode (! , ) goes to zero energy at B, = 1235 Tesla. However,
this value is close to, but slightly larger than the critical in-planem agnetic eld, B, = 111 m eV, where the ground
state m akes the st order spin polarization transition from a param agnetic (» = 4) to the soinpolarized state
(= 2) (see Tab]e:_:I) In the HartreeFock approxin ation. T herefore, w thin our HF approxin ation the roton-
m nimum ofthe soin m ode dispersion does not actually go to zero energy before the whole system undergoesa rst
order phase transition to a polarized ground state. Calculating the collective m ode energies for a polarized ground
state after level crossing, we nd that this roton m lninum energy does not vanish, and in fact, m ay even increase
In magniude. Therefore we do not observe a true m ode soffening in the soin density excitation in the present
HartreeFock approxin ation although we see a clear tendency toward such a possbility within our HF theory. It
is certainly possble that a m ore sophisticated approxin ation going beyond the HF approxin ation would produce
such m ode softening (see the discussion in the follow ing 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, !, = 172 mev, n Fig. :_4,
for results calculated in both the 1rst order HF approxim ation and the SCHFA , within a 3% num erical error. As
should be obvious from our results, there is no qualitative di erence whatsoever between the results n these two
approxin ations, which is not unexpected. T herefore, from now on, we will only show results obtained in the 1rst
order HF approxin ation, not only because of its com putational sin plicity (saving considerable tin e In num erical
calculations), but also because, as m entioned in Section :}ZEE_E:, we believe that the leading order HF calculation is
really m ore consistent w ith our TD HFA theory for the collective m odes.

In Figs. "5')' and-'_é we show respectively the charge and spin m ode dispersions for = 2, 4, 6, and 8 system by
changing B, (total electron density is xed) with all other param eters the sam e as In Fig. :_21 The RPA peak is
relatively weaker In stronger perpendicularm agnetic eld (snaller ), while it ism ore pronounced w hen m ore Landau
Jevels are occupied (larger ). On the other hand, the energy di erence between the long wavelength lim i which is
Just the noninteracting energy gap, ! ,, accordingto Eq. {Eé)) and the roton m nim um ofthe chargem ode excitation is
lrger orsmaller  (strongerB- ) system . T his indicates that the m ultiple absorption peaks cbserved in the polarized
nelastic light scattering experin ent [;_3:;}] should be separated m ore w idely for sn aller (stronger B; ). For the spin
m ode excitations shown In F ig. 'd the results ordi erent Iling factors are quite sin ilar, except ortheirdi erent g
(ie. the pos:d:on of the m agnetoroton m Inin a) due to di erent perpendicularm agnetic eld values.

In Figs. -7 and -é we show respectively the charge and spin m ode dispersions for = 6 system but wih di erent
con nem ent energy, !y, as ndicated in the gures. Larger con nem ent energies indicate smaller wellwidths In z
direction. Therefore we have a continuous "transition" from 3D to 2D by increasing !¢ at a xed density. This
transition is observed clearly in F igs. -’2 and 8 where the spectra in x and y directions becom e very sin ilar for higher
valies of ! ¢, reproducing the zero w idth (st:act]y 2D ) resuks llO O n the other hand, the roton m Inimum energy of
the ! | mode decreases for weaker con nem ent potential (larger e ective well w idth), show Ing m ore of a tendency
to have a spin-density-w ave instability in a wider well. Another In portant feature can be seen in the charge m ode
digpersion. W hen the con nem ent potentialisweak (g. !y = 7mé&V), the energy of the roton-m nimum is sm aller
than the m ode energy In the long wavelength lm it (& = 0). But the roton energy becom es larger than the long
wavelength m ode energy when the con nem ent potential is increased to !p = 19 m &V, reproducing the resuls of the
pure 2D system t_l-(_j], w here the roton m Inin um is typically at a higher energy than the long wavelength m ode energy.
T herefore the nie width e ect also enhances the tendency of a charge density wave instability against the ground
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state.

In Fig. :_Si we show a typical singlet charge density m agnetoplasn on m ode (! ) dispersion of = 1 asan example
ofodd 1ling factorsin TDHFA .For = 1,therewillbeno rst order phase transition by Landau Jevel crossing in
any strength of nplanem agnetic eld. W hen B, ismore than 30 Tesla, we nd a charge density wave instability at
a nite wavevector perpendicular to the in-planem agnetic eld. M ore detailed H artreeFock analysis show s ﬂlat:_-[3_:4]
thisCDW isa kind of isosoin skym don stripe, which has a charge density m odulation in the x  y plane as discussed
in Section :y-: . _ _

Asa nalremark, we note that Eq. 13‘9) and Eq. :(4&)) are based on TDHFA which is exact only to the Jowest
order in the ratio of Interaction energy to noninteracting energy gap (€= ol)= . Therefore it is a priorinot clear if
this leading-orderm any-body approxin ation can be used to study the m ode soﬂ:emng phenom ena near kevel crossing,
w here the interaction energy is necessarily com parable to (or stronger than) the noninteracting level separation since
the noninteracting levels becom es degenerate at the critical point. H owever, to the best of our know ledge, no other
system atic reliable technique is available to calculate the collective m ode energy and such a m ode softening behavior
was earlier successfully treated within the TDHFA in the context of the second order phase transition related to
the canted antiferrom agnetic phase of a doubl layer system in the presence of nterlayer tunneling and Zeem an
splitting £4'.]. T herefore we believe our results should be qualitatively valid In the level crossing regin e. W e do not,
how ever, exclude the possbility that correctly including higher order interaction e ects m ay very well reduce the
roton-m Inimum energy zero at a nie wavevector before the system undergoes a rst order phase transition to a
polarized ground state. W e do not know how to go beyond the TDHFA in a system atic current-conserving m anner
but speculate that such a calculation m ay very well give rise to a nite wavevector softening of the m agneto-roton
producing a quantum phase transition to the sym m etry-broken phase. O ur speculation is partly based on our nding
that TDHFA actually predicts such a transition at By = B, which happens to be sightly larger than the critical eld
for the rst order transition.

IV.SCREENING EFFECTS

In the TDHFA shown in the previous sections, electron-electron interaction is the the bare Coulomb interaction
w ithout taking into account screening e ects from the electron-hole uctuations in the Landau levels. In this section,
we w il ncorporate screening e ects In ourm agnetoplasn on calculations. A ctually, in Eq. k_é_&'?) and :@_(})), a com plte
form ula forthe dielectric function n TD HFA hasbeen given, but this form ula is in generaltoo com plicated to be w idely
used In an integer quantum Hall system . In this section we w ill derive som e convenient form ulae for the dielectric
function, (g;!), In di erent reasonabl lin its. Including such screening e ects In the bare Coulomb interaction
one m ay study the m agnetoplaan on exciations beyond the tin e-dependent H artreeFock approxin ation, w here the
Interaction used In the G reen’s function and vertex function is the unscreened one (see F igs. :_2 and :_l-(_)I @),)). For
convenience of discussion, we will rst show the results for a zero w idth well, the system m ost theoretical researchers
consider in the literature, and then the screening results fortheW W W system of interest to us. It is shown below that
fora ZW W ,we can obtain a "scalar" (motm atrix) dielectric function ncliding both RPA and ladder diagram s shown
n Fig. d () In TDHFA, ie. the screeninge ect In a ZW W is Jndependent of the level ndex wihin TDHFA . This
result is vald beyond the pure RPA result proposed before in Ref. BS and should apply even at low density, where
only a few Landau levels are occupied, because of the Inclusion of the ladder diagram s (left out in Ref. [35 Fora
W W W , Instead ofusing the com plte resul shown in Eq. C39) and d40 we w illderive a conventional form ula in the
st:cong para]Jelm agnetic eld region, which in som e sense ise ectively sin ilarto a ZW W system asm entioned in Sec.
-JIA. An analytical expression for the dielectric fiinction can be ocbtained when only the RPA screening is considered
(neglecting ladder diagram s) and is a good approxim ation for high densiy system s. N ote that these general form ula
of screening e ects could be used to study other interaction—induced electronic properties of quantum Hall system s
t_3]_.:,.'_3§'], and are therefore of broad general interest in quantum Hall problem s transcending the speci ¢ applications
we are dealing w ith in this paper.

A . Screening in a Zero W idth W ell

For a strictly 2_D ZW W one can neglect the z degree of freedom com pletely, and therefore the Interaction m atrix
elem ent of Eq. (_2§) and Eq. C_B]_:) can be sin pli ed to the product of Coulom b interaction and the finction 222 (q)

2D

U2 mn, @)= V® @A (9P @)=V @rl,, @A, @; 57)
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where V% (5 ) @ ivn,) 1quzv (& ;%) is the two dim ensional C oulom b interaction and Aﬁ?nj &)= Aﬁ?nj_(q)
is obtained by using the standard Landau level 2D singlk particlke wavefunction in an integral sin ilar to Eq. {_21‘1) .
Tts explicit ormula can be cbtained by taking the zero width linit (1o ! 1 ) ofthe function Ajoh, () in Appendix
:Q:. Note that In such a pure 2D system , electron wavefunctions obtained by SCHFA are exactly the sam e as the
noninteracting w avefunctions, so that the results in the SCHFA and in the rst order HFA are the sam e In this case.
W e use the superscript, "2D ", to denote pure two-din ensional quantities in zero wellw idth lim it, and replace &, by
is absolute value, o nhEq. 7) due to the rotatjonalsymm etry in the x vy plane in the 2D I i.

Applying Eq. §57) to Eq. (38) and Eq. {39), one dbtains in m ediately

0 1
X h i,
Uinumans (7D = Ul nn, i €1 VP (@ A7 . @ Y omom (G AT L @B 68)

m m m m

where the m atrix Y 2P (! ;) isofthe same form asY (!;9) ih Eqg. Cfl-(_)'), but now with two-din ensional interaction
m atrix elem ents. T he dielectric function fora ZW W system istherefore a scalar fuinction and independent ofthe level
ndex:
0 1,
X X h i,
=81 v @ AL @ Y oaon (e AR @R (59)

and the corresponding irreducible polrizability, 0. (!;q) can be easily obtained by using D (g = 1

V2 (@ % (!;9). Note that when the spin degree of freedom is considered in Eq. C59), all electron-hole pair

irr

uctuations involved in 2P (! ;q) should be non-spin— i pairs because Coulomb interaction does not I electron
soin.
Tt is nstructive to study the fom s for the dielectric function In som e soecial lim its. First, In the low frequency

region, where only uctuations lke N ;#) ! ® + 1;4) and ;") ! O + 1;") are relevant, we can use the 2 2
matrix of Y (!;q) n Eq. @2_3) to express the dielectric finction in the lowest order of €= ¢ly)=!,
0 1
2D @ 2D 2b 2% A
(! 0 1 V7V @ Ay xn+1@ erj (tiq

i3

2
2V (@ APy 1 @

= 1 .
##;2D bind;2D .
Exner  Ovnamemer @+ 2005 10,0y @+ 4!
120 (@) + il
=, (60)
120 (@) + 4!
w here we have used the fact that Eﬁ’fﬁ = Ennf]i for system sw ith even 1ling factors In the unpolarized ground

state.

A nother good approxin ation for the dielectric fuinction ofEqg. (:_59‘) can be obtained in the high density lim it, where
i ?s wellknown that the contribution of RPA diagram s dom inates that of ladder dJagram s In the correlation energy
p71. Starting from Eq. {33) and (34) and using iterations w ith Eq. §7) to represent W 2P (@), which is now

m ;m m
thesameasUZ’ . . (), wehave
2D 2D 2D 2D
Un1n4,n2n3 (q;' ) Un1n4,n2n3 @ + Un1n4,n2n3 @ Un'nm mom (q)Dm m *)
m m
2D X 2D 2D X 2D 2D
+Un1n4;n2n3 @ Urn m m m (q)Drn m ) Um m m om (q)Dm m )+
m m m m
2 31
2D X 2D 2D
= U nimans @41 U'm mom @D (15 (61)

A fter retrieving the spin index, we obtain
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X
D=1 U2 mom @DZ2P L (1)

m m
x X ® 2 ; ), I 2 , 2
=1+v?® (g En; Em,z)._lzm_'. L . Lo P ; -
m_On=N +1 En; En; )*+ !%n! 2 >
which isthe sam e asthe result in Ref. B5 ] using the dentity: L " &)= ( 1] mE=E@+m))x" L] (X)),J'fwenegbct

the selfenergy correction in the smg]epartjc]eenergy En, ; (othatE, ; = EO ;= @+ 1=2)! !,). Note

that the RPA result shown in Eq. 662) Includes the dressed single particle G reen’s function via the Fock se]f—energy

correlation (the H artree termm is cancelled), but it sum soverallem pty and ]Jed kvelsand is thereﬁ)re actually beyond

the validity range of TD HFA which neglectsm ultiexciton e ects. Both Eq. .(59 ) and Eqg. .(62 ) above are independent
ofthe parallel (inplane) m agnetic eld in the strict 2D lim it, sihce the parallelm agnetic eld only a ectsthe Zeem an
energy in the strict 2D lim i (and not any aspects ofthe orbialm otion). H owever, the parallel eld does, as expected,

a ect the dielectric function n a nie width wellas shown below .

B .Screening in a W ide Q uantum W ell

ForaW W W (speci cally a parabolic W W W for our calculations), Egs. L-S_;)) and @E)) show that the dielectric
function is a m atrix function strongly dependent on the level index of the interaction m atrix elem ent. In general,
these expressions are not convenient for applications in di erent physical problem s, and therefore we have to look
for a good approxin ation for Eq. I3§ First we could get a good low frequency approxzm ation for the dielectric
function by truncating the m atrix size ofE g. C39 nto2 2andapplying¥ ofEqg. (:42), ie. considering electron-hole

uctuations only between the two nearest levels about the Ferm i level. The resul is sin ilarto Eq. (6(:))

o ) V) + it 63)

NaN+1( 10 I (7)+i',
where | (&) and ! () are given by Eq. C45) and Eq. z46 ) respectively. The di erence between Eqg. 166) fora
ZW W systen and Eq. C63 foraW W W system is that the form er can be used for Interaction between electrons in
any Landau levels, while the Jater is correct only for electrons interacting between N ;" @#)) and N + 1;" #)) levels

In the low energy region of an unpolarized ground state. W hen considering higher energy excitation, say electrons
from N 2 kevelto levelN + 1, a Jargerm atrix representation forthe ¥ m atrix has to be used to get a selfconsistent
result, but it m ay exceed the validity region of TD HFA . It is instructive to check the asym ptotic approxin ation of
Eq. {63) in the static Iong wavelength lin it by using Egs. {45), $6), and 54):

O ! 0) 1 2+ i . UI?iSCiNJrlNJfl(? ! 0)+ 2Uyn+1n+1n @ ! 0)
N,N+1 <2 - . bind
o+ i1 et UWrw+mw+1@&® ! 0)
1
12
= > 1: (64)
H H
PR N +1 N

Note that yn+1(0;0) does not go to uniy because of the nite direct #H artree) selfenergy tem , showing a 3D
property. In a ZW W , however, the H artree selfenergy is a constant independent of the level ndex, and therefore is
canoelledw:th each other in Eq. C64 W hen taking the largemomentum lmi (3 j! 1), na+10;) ! 1 for
! ( > ) (q’) ) ' 0.

Asin the ZW W , a scalar dielectric fiinction sim ilar to Eq. {59) can be obtained ora W W W system sub gct to
a strong in-plane m agnetic eld. The sim ilarity between these two system s is becaus%the strong in-plane m agnetic

eld e ectively enhances the electron con nem ent energy of the well (note that || = !g+ !]f and see Sec. :!-I_-Ai:)
W e start from the follow ing general approxin ation We use number labels eg. 1,2 ) and G reek lhbels g.
) to replace the level .ndicgs, nand m for sin plicity) :
Uiy; @)U 23(R)
1 X 0 0 X
=z Pulai V@A @i A (9 aW @ i%"hsEi%"
z qg qz"
1 X X A ig") A (@id)
== Aula; Ve@idhn@id) A (g; q"Wl@ig"A (@ig") —olE % id

o |A23 (e ;q‘g){A (e ;qz")}

g™
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Ulgpp3 @)U, (&) (65)

where C 2® (& ;&€;q,") has been approxin ated by its zeroth order value

P idfig™ 1+ 0 (h=ly); (66)

according to the explicit expression of A (g) shown In Appendix E-: . Therefore the TDHFA screening sin iarto Eq.
C_5§ foraW W W system could be obtained approxim ately as:

0 1,
X X
") @1 v, (&)l 'u NGRS : (67)

Sin ilarly the high density approxim ation w th RPA diagram s only can also be obtained by using the sam e approxi-
m ation:

m
"roa (k) 1+ v (%(;Qyipz);

) 1
2 212 12
25 m=0n=N +1 En; Bo; )0ip 40 L.

o Gh)*+ (s gl sh plh)? ? sh® @B)?+ (sh gl + cos ph)* 3
2 1 =P 2 2

eXp

n m

sin® (gL)2+ sn gl + cos plb)? 2 Lnom sin® (gLh)%+ n gl + cos plb)? 2
2 2 " 2 2

(68)

C om paring results ofEq. C_é%‘) foraZW W and Eq. C_6-§') forawide (parabolic) well, we nd thatthe nitewidthe ect
enhances the amsottopy of the dielectric function through the coupling of x and z com ponents of w avevectors. N ote
that Egs. C63 C67), and C68) show no screening in the z direction because we have integrated out the z com ponent
In the interaction m atrix elem ent by the single particle wavefunctions in Eq. Qd and have assum ed the level index
dependence of the dielectric function to be unin portant (see Eq. -66)) W e believe that this is a good approxin ation
for strong inplanem agnetic elds (see F ig. -i), so that there is no appreciable static or dynam ical polarization in the
z direction to screen the C oulom b interaction. T his approxin ation certainly ailswhen one wants to study exciations
between levelsoftwo di erent subbands in a weak inplane eld region.

C .Num ericalR esults

In this section, we show som e num erical results of the collective m ode energies including the screenjng e ect. For
convenience, we choose the dielectric function shown in Eq. C68 and consider static screening (! = 0) only. T herefore
the algebraic m atrix equations ofEgs. d38 C40 ) are all of the sam e form exoept the Coulom b interaction is replaced
by the screened one, V ()= rpa (& ;0). However, the interaction of the RPA energy in Eq. {37) and the H artree
selfenergy are not screened In order to avoid double counting of bubbl diagram s (see F igs. ?_] @) and ©)). We
note that such screened TD HFA Isnota strictly current-conserving approxin ation, because som e other diagram s (for
exam ple, see Fig. :_1@ (©)) are not Included, which m ay contrbute to the sam e higher order e ects as the screening
bubbles. Therefore we can only estin ate the screening e ect to the m agnetoplasm on energy qualitatively rather than
quantitatively in our present study Bj]

In the presence of screening, the  rst order phase transition point, B, , m oves higher values (see the fourth colum n
ofTable :i) because the exchange interaction strength is reduced. T his allow s us to investigate the m agnetoplasn on
m ode dispersion at higher values of inplane m agneth eld without changing the ground state con guration (ie.
avoiding the trivial rstorder transition). In Fig. 11 we show the static dielectric function, (! = 0;g) obtained
by Eqg. Lég) In RPA fortwo di erent values of Jn—p]ane magnetic eld at = 6. For a stronger inplane eld, the
screening e ect is also stronger and m ore anisotropic. T he anisotropic dielectric fuinction show s that interaction along
x direction (parallel to the Inplane eld) is screened m ore than the interaction along y direction (perpendicular to
the Jn—p]ane eld).

In Fig. -12. we show calculational results of the charge (! ) and spin (! , ) m ode m agnetoplasm on dispersions
Incliding RPA screening e ects (dashed lines) wih other param eters the same as Fig. -_4. For com parison, the
unscreened results (dotted lines) and the screened results w ith higher in-plane m agnetic eld (solid lines) are shown
together n the same gure. Com paring unscreened and screened results at By = 11 Tesla (dotted and dashed lines
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regpectively), one can nd that the screening e ect does lower m agnetoplasn on energies for both charge and spin
m odes in the large ¥ jregion due to the shrinking ofFock selfenergy. But thise ect is relatively weaker in the long
wavelength lin it (an all ¥ jlin i) due to the cancelation between the Fock selfenergy and the electron-hol binding

energy (the generalized K ohn’s theoram ). In the intermm ediate & jregion, the roton-m Inin um becom es less prom inent

than the unscreened result, and the dispersion becom es at. Therefore, xing allthe other system param eters, the
screening e ect is not very im portant in determ ining the roton-m inin um energy. O n the other hand, as m entioned

above, the screening e ect reduces the electron selfenergy and increases the critical value ofB, for the unpolarized-to—

polarized st orderphase transition. T herefore one can, In the presence of screening, calculate the screened collective
m ode at higher n-plane m agnetic eld based on the sam e unpolarized ground state since the  rst order transition is
now pushed to higher elds. In Fjg.:_l_i we show the result ofm agnetoplasn on dispersion calculated at B, = 12 Tesh

(solid lines). The roton m inImum of the spin collective m ode ( . ) becom es Iower than 0.1 m €V, show iIng an alm ost

m ode softening at nite wavevector along the direction perpendicular to the inplane m agnetic eld. Our results
therefore indicate that Inclusion of screening, e ect, aswellas lowering the con nem ent potential and increasing the
electron density, could help to stabilize a new anisotropic ground state w ith broken translationaland spin sym m etries

associated w ith the softening of the soin collective m ode. Such a sym m etry broken phase m ay very wellbe the cause

fr transport anisotropy cbserved in Ref. {11

V .DISCUSSION

In thissection, webrie y discussthepossblephasesofthisnew ground statebased on our collectivem ode calculation
results shown above. M ore detailed theoretical results on these exotic quantum phases w ill be given elsew here B4
SinilartoaDQW system [26], w here the layer index is treated as an isogoin degree of freedom , the level index ofthe
closest two levels around the Fem i level can be used to construct an isospin (here it is also one-to-one related to a
real soin) space, and create a coherent w avefunction for the possble new ground state in a single Slater determ inant,

Y
L ikQ , 2 Wk kO, B Wk
J11= (e COS_C%; Lut e sn —
2 koQy=2;# 2

% - Lo, =2 ) PL ©9)

w here cyn;k;s creates an electron in state ;s ) with soin s, and i denotes the ground statewith N + 1 ITled
Landau lkvels of soin up and N levels of spin down. W e consider six di erent phases constructed from Eg. :£-6_b),
corresponding to di erent variationalparam eters, wy, and Q. W hen wy is constant, the wavefunction ofEqg. {_ég) can
describe three non-stripe phases: (i) a fully (un)polarized uniform quantum Hallphases forwy = (0) , () a simpl
Inter-level coherent phase or Q0 = 0 and wx & 0; , and (il a spiralphase for nieQ and wyx € 0; . W hen wy
changes periodically w ith k, three di erent kinds of stripe phases arise: (i) sin ple stripe phase forQ = 0, which has
no spiral structure, (i) skymm ion stripe phase for nite(Q, but § ? 7, where 1 is the nom al vector of the stripe
form ation. Such a skym ion stripe phase has both charge and spin m odulation in di erent directions, and therefore
has nite topological charge density oscillation in realspace iR6,34,38); (iif) spiral stripe phase or nited with O kf.
T his soiral stripe phase has charge and spin m odulation In the sam e direction but no topological charge oscillation
In real space. W e should point out that the wavefiinction ofEq. ('_6-_90 isbased on a special choice of Landau gauge,
K= (0;B,x Byz;0), and therefore gives the stripe direction along y, ie. perpendicular to the inplane m agnetic

eld. Choosing another kind of Landau gauge, w here electron m om entum is conserved along x,A = ( B, y; Byz;0),
we can construct a stripe along x direction and the noninteracting H am iltonian can be solved exactly by a canonical
transform ation [_34] Then one can write the trial wavefunctions of these di erent phases and obtain their energies
In HartreeFock approxin ation. T he one of the lowest energy states should be the ground state near the degeneracy
point, By = B, . Details w ill be presented elsew here Ei-é_l']

O n the other hand, the m agnetoplagan on excitation spectra we obtain In previous sections also gives us in portant
Inform ation about the new ground state near the degeneracy point. First, the asymm etry of soin density m ode
In x and y direction and the near m ode softening in y direction (shown in Fig. :ff) strongly indicate that the new
sym m etry-broken ground state, if it exists, should have a soin spiral structure at nite wavevector in y direction.
Thismay be a spiral spin density wave, when only one of the ordering wavevectors  (0;q) is present, or a collinear
spin density wave, when there is ordering at both wavevectors w ith equal am plitudes. T he form er can be visualized
as a spin density wave w here electron soin has a spiral structure around the totalm agnetic eld direction In order to
optim ize the exchange energy. T herefore collinear spin density wave, soiral, skymm ion stripe, and spiral stripe phases
are the possible candidates for the sym m etry-broken phase. A s for the existence of any possible charge density wave
Instability, we could not obtain m uch Inform ation from our collectivem ode calculation in TD HFA .But it is apparently

19



true that interaction e ectsarem ore in portant for stronger in-planem agnetic elds, where the noninteracting energy
separation, !, becom es very an all.

C onsidering the experin entalresuls ij], w here the resistance along the inplanem agnetic eld becom es nite when
the inplanem agnetic eld exceeds a criticalvalue, we nd that the stripe fom ation, if it exists, should be along the
direction perpendicular to the nplanem agnetic eld (ie. its nom alwavevector is in x direction) to produce such a
transport anisotropy. U sing the above result that the spin density m odulation has a w avevector, g, , in y direction, we

nd that only the skym ion stripe phase is consistent w ith all of these constraints and should be the best candidate
forthe new ground state. A lthough ourH artreeFock calculation show sthat the spiralphase has slightly low er energy
than the skym jon stripe phase [_2-§], we believe that thism ay be due to the nonparabolicity ofa realisticW W W or
the correlation e ects not inclided in our HF approxin ation. W e therefore speculate that the anisotropic ground
state observed in Ref. ﬂf] is our proposed novel spin skymm ion stripe phase. Thism ay also be true for the transport
anisotropy earlier observed BQ ] In Sibased 2D system s, but the additional com plications of valley degeneracy in Si
m akes the application of our theory m ode di erent.

VI.SUMMARY

W e study the m agnetoplasm on excitations of a parabolic quantum well system 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 of the dielectric fiinction and hence the m agnetoplasn on m ode dispersion in TD HFA . Focusing
on even lling factors, a roton-m Inin um near zero energy in the spin channelisobserved at nite wavevectoralong the
direction perpendicular to the In-plane m agnetic eld. By changing the con nem ent potential, we have a continuous
transition from a 3D plasn on excitation to the pure 2D results n our calculation. Including the screening e ect,
w hich is another in portant part ofourwork, we nd that the roton-m Inin um energy could be even m ore suppressed.
A Ihough it does not reach zero energy before possbly undergoing a  rst order phase transition from an unpolarized
ground state to a polarized one, is an all excitation energy at nite wavevector suggests a possble spin-densiy-—
Instability to an exotic sym m etry-broken ground state in realistic system s. W e discuss various phases that m ay resultt
and propose that the recent transport anisotropy m easurem ent In experin ents ij] can be explained by a skym ion
stripe phase, where spin and charge density m odulations are In di erent directions. T he theoretical technigque used
In this paper could also be used to study other quantum Hall system s in quasi?2D quantum well nanostructures. In
particular, our screening theory ism ore com plete than the existing theory, and should have w ide applicability. F nally
we point out that our predicted collective m ode dispersion m ay be directly veri ed via the nnelastic light scattering
spoectroscopy.
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APPENDIX A:SELF-CONSISTENT HARTREE-FOCK EQUATIONS

In this se_ctjon w e derive the self-consistent H artreeFock equations for the single particle wavefunctions. Starting
from Eqg. C_l(_)'),we can use a Fourder transform ofV () to cbtain
2 3
1X X ‘ 0. ig # 0 0y i
En; nk; ®)= 4HO+ - V @) m ;p;s dre m;p;sy(f) m;p;s('f )elq 5 nik; ()
g m ;p;s
X . 0. ig # 0 X 0y i
— V (@ dre 4 nk; @) m™;p; I p; Y@ )e jﬁm ; @)

2 9 m P 3

1 X X ) _ 2 . ;
= 4H ot — V (@) m ;p;s qy;Oel(p+ qY—Z)QXloAIsn'Isﬁ (q)elGI 5 nk; )
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1X X i+ gy =2)g B i iq
- v (q) m;p; k p;qye Y Am,;n (q)e ™ ;p; (f); A1)
q m P
w here the form function, Am’;H (), has b@ de IEd n Eqg. :EZ_i) . Assum Ing a uniform ground state, we can separate
a; @) Into a product of a plane wave, elky= Ly, and the function, ,; &+ k]é;z), which satis es the follow ing

eigenvalie equation:
2 3
X X 0 0 .
En; n; ®iz)= 4Ho+ V @) mi B @)% L ®;iz)
2 q m; 0
lX X e =2 gy x+ iq, z 2
- V@) m; € E¥TEA L (@) e & gliz); @2)
q ny
where ,; isthe Iing factorofLandau levelm and spin , satisfying
X
= m; o’ @A 3)

to conserve the total electron density.
Now weexpand 4; (x;z) In term s of noninteracting wavefunctions w ith the sam e spin (hote that V (¢) allowsno
soin— Ip, so that is conserved and no spin hybridization occurs):
X
n; ®jz)=Ixjzp; 1= Ixjziv; oolm; 3; L @4)

Jig

where j  ( regresents a noninteracting eigenstate. W e have

Z Z
A, @G)= dx dze X %z Ii; (% q]é=2;z) a; &+ qy]é=2;z)
X X 0);
= by by doolk; 35 iAllq’;2 @): @5)
L L

Usihg Eq. @;:5) and m ultiplying by the noninteracting wavefunction from the left ofEqg. {_P:_-Z), we have the self-
consistent H artreeFock equation in a m atrix representation:

Es;, om% 3; 1

2 3
0 1 X X X X 0 0: 0. 0:p 00 0 ° 0); 0. .
= A4EQo, nomot 70 V (@) m; 0 ;T Cootk; “d; AT (@A o o G o % ;i
™ Ble o w0 1T ’
X X X X X 0 ©0); ©);
- V@) ™ vy Ja; doobm 5 F; AT @A )T ( dg)oHk; I 1
T n %L
m 0 g ™ 1
2 CE 3
X X X n , , o
\ , \ (1); (1);bind;
= 4En(i 0; no;m°+ m; e ; OjIZL; O:LOOI'f[2; O]ﬁ; Ol U ©;) o ©;) ; © SOhﬁ Or ;L

n0m 0L, 8 0L m ©

w here we have used Eq. ¢_5-(_]') and Eq. ¢_5-]_:) to express the direct and the exchange potential. Eq. @:6) is the m atrix
representation of the Hartree¥Fock Ham iltonian in our system , which should be solved selfconsistently to get the
energy eigenstate via vector elem ents, glm ; 1; i. o
A nother expression for the eigenenergies can be obtained directly from Eq. C_A_Z“), by integrating another eigenket
n; ®;z) from the left. W e obtain

o 1 X X o o 1 X X
En; = Em 0, * 2 JSL \ (qz) n OAmm (qZ)Ann( q) - v (q) o Amﬁ(q)Aﬁm( q);
g m; © q m
X n 0 inds o
=Ego, + m: 0 Upmmm @) U2 ©) ;o ; @7)
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whereUB,H,m = ©2) and U!fi:ﬁdm n 02) arethosede ned n Eq. :(-3‘6 and Eq. 13‘7)

U sing this selfconsistent H artreeFock equation, Eq. {_A Q) it is also easy to Inclide any nonparabolice ectsofthe
realistic con nem ent potential, U (z). A ssum ing the deviation ofthe realistic U (z) from a parabolic one, U, (z), to be
small,ie. J U (2)=U (z) Up@@)J !9, we can calculate itsm atrix elem ent,

Z Z
dx dz jo&xjz) U (2) nox;2)

m% JU@k% i

Z Z " 1 X #
= dx dz no®&;z) — U (@)e®*  ,o&;z)
L, @ )
1 X 1
=L—z U (@)Agoum 005 q)=2— dg U @ )BAaomo@2; qg): A 8)
qz

and incorporate it in Eq. @_-Q) to calculate the selfconsistent H artreeFock eigenenergies and eigenfunctions. In all
our num erical work presented in this paper, however, we have taken U (z) to be parabolic throughout.

APPENDIX B:MAGNETOPLASM ON EXCITATION ENERGY THROUGH THE MAGNETIC
EXCITON WAVEFUNCTION

In this section we show that the m agnetoplasm on excitation energies both In a thin 2D W W ) wellin only a
perpendicular m agnetic eld (siuation discussed In :ﬂﬁ)]) and In a wide parabolic well with a tilted m agnetic eld
(situation discussed In this paper) can be written In a sin ple and instructive form by using exciton wavefunctions
proposed in [lO and is appropriate W W W generalization constructed in our Eq. C18 respectively. For the 1rst
case, we take the static exciton wavefiinction suggested by K allin and Halperin in Eg. (2.9) ofRef. flO] and set the
center ofm ass coordinate and the totalm om entum of excitons to be zero:

Z

o (xiy)  del ¥R O yx) O x=); ®1)

where x and y arethe relative coordinatesbetween thehole in a lled level ([denoted by n = n) and the electron
In an em pty level denotedbyn =n +m); (O) (¢) isthe wavefunction of one-din ensionalsingle ham onic oscillator
asshown In Eq. (8) wih L replaced by . In the lowest order of (°= 3)=!, , there are four distinct contribution to
the m agnetoplasm on ezcc:tatJon energies: noninteracting energy separation, exciton binding energy, RPA energy, and
exchange selfenergy f_lC_i],

L, @=mly 1 )+ ENP @+ ERp. @+ ELL ®2)
w here the Jast three tem s can be reexpressed In tem s of gD;n as ollow s
1 Z
2
Efwa@= 3 Z d 2v®(r e 2 Z,..(=x) ®3)
2v?P () 2
Erea @= —5 5 mimm ( 95i%E) B4)
b
2
17 X
Edin = nim E:Z% d 2 VP (2)4 o0 (22) mo(E)
1N
3
2 X 2
) N (=)0 ; ®5)
1N
where N is the level index of the highest occupied Landau levelw ith spin (). Interpretation of the form ulas

- - ) - -
n @_3) and B _4) is straightforw ard. T he binding energy integrates over relative positions of electron and hol in the
exciton, whereastheRPA tem involveselectron and hole annihilating each otherand is proportionalto the probability
of nding two particles at the sam e position. EZ Y, in Eg. @_3) is the di erence of exchange selfenergies betw een

the two relevant levels, and indicates the relative m any-body lvel shift. The exchange selfenergy of lkeveln,

F
nt
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expressed In Eg. @_73) can be understood as the integral over relative positions of electrons between leveln and the
lower levels, 1, of the sam e spin. Note that !rann @ = 0 =m!, orm = 1 in the chargem ode channel, satisfying
K ohn’s theorem El(_i] forthis ZW W system . T he equivalence betw een above expressions and the resuls in l_l(_i] can be
easily seen by direct substitution.

For a parabolic well, the m agnetoplasn on energy expressed by the m agnetic exciton wavefiinction (see Eq. I_l-g))
can be obtained by using sin ilarnotationsasabove (et n = nandr = n+ m to denote the hole and electron level
indices):

‘mn; @)= E® + Efma @)+ Eff, @)+ Eemx2h+ Egj;ect B6)
where E? =m !';+my,!, 1 ( ) is the noninteracting energy gap between the two levels, and
Z Z
2
Ebmi:d (q?): 2 2 d 2V (= ]fqu? 2) dz B ;R ( x5 ViZ; z) ®7)
3 :
EE;A )= 2 ]fz) d =V ( r)ei(qx *a v dz 5 in q]fZJ;qx]é;Z + z=2;0)
non ( @%ia 352 , z=2;0) ®8)
8 lZ X
Eexch=2]g d xv(=x d4 ., (% viZ; z) 11 (X viZio2)
1
3
X
s e (Xi ¥iZ; 2) 1,1 (% oviZi o 2)3 ®9)
1
. 1 Z X Z
E direct = > ]g d £V ( x; y; 2z) dz 11 0;0;z z=2;0)
1
s m 0;0;2 + z=2;0) s om 0;0;2 + z=2;0) ; B10)

w here the sum m ation over 1m eans the sum m ation over all occupied levels w ith quantum number, (4;L), and sum —
m ation over1 ( , isthe summ ation of alloccupied levelsw ith the sam e spin asthe staten (). T he interpretation of
these equations is sim ilar to the zero w idth situation, except for an extra Integration over z coordinates.

Note that Egs. {T_B:'Z), @:8), @:Q) and i_B-_l-g) can be transform ed to the m om entum space by using the A function
de ned in Eq. (21):

Z Z
Ay n @= dx dze ** * | & gE=2jz) . &+ qB=2;z)
Z
= dze ** | . ( g%iaL;iz;0); ®11)
so that we obtain
m ;8 1X 2
Eping @)= — ws(pyk BRIV EPA, , A » @)
P
m;n 2 X
ERP’A &)= m v (qx;qy;pz)jb*n n (O_lx;qy;pz)jz
Pz 2 3
. 1X X X
Egm =— V4 A, ©F A, ©F°
P T 1
o n 1 X X
Edj_{:ectz m v (pz)An (pz) Ax n (pz) Ay » (pz) I CBlz)
z Pz 1

which are identical to the resuls we have derived before in section :liim:: by notingthatA_ = @ = Anx ( 9.
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APPENDIX C:ANALYTICAL EXPRESSION FOR A;TO)'.N Q)

T he explicit form ula for the finction Aéo); ' () we use in this paper can be evaluated by using the known m ath—
em atical properties of the generalized Laguerre polynom ial. Since i is de ned by the noninteracting w avefunctions,
which are not dependent on the soin index explicitly, we can neglect the spin index totally here and calculate the
orbital integer directly from Eq. {47). Using Eq. (1) and Eq. @), we obtain the ©llow ing results (fr convenience,
ktn = @ ;n°)andn = @ ;n%)):

S 0
.1 n )
) mm i - /m In
A =
R n (q) ;rnax! nO ,'max!
o (Gh)*+ (os gl sh gh)? ? sn® (gL)*+ (sh glb+ cos gh)? 2
exp 4 &p 2
1 2
0
cos (@b)  i(os gl s gh) 1 " sih @b) ish gb+ cos gh) 2
P P—
2 2 5
n of @h)?+ (os gl sh gl)? Z _n° sin® (gL)%+ (sh gl + cos gl)? 2
Ln .. L o 7 C1)
i 2 1 07 min 2 5
where  isthe sign ofn” n" freach bracket and n(;),min(m sy M in® ax)fn(;);n(;)g, andm qu n* 3

1,2 = (]1;2=]0)2 are din ensionless param eters. LT (x) is the generalized Laguerre polynom ial
AsforaZW W ,wecan ket !y ! 1 and obtann

s
n m | ]0 . Jo m
2P, - Lmileg ch gk, Wb . ch ; €2)

m ax - 2

N
N

where g= 3 j and allnotations are the same as In Eq. {_5_1:) above.

24



[L] For review , see or example, R E.Prange and SM .G irvin, The Quantum HallE ect (SpringerVerlag, New York,1990);
T .Chakraborty and P.P jtiainen, The Quantum HallE ects | Fractional and Integral, 2nd ed. (SpringerVerlag B erlin
Heldeberg, New York, 1995); S.D as Sam a and A . P inczuk, P erspectives in Quantum HallE ects (John W iley & Sons,
New York, 1997), and reference there in.

R]1S.He,S.DasSama, and X C.X i, Phys.Rev.B 47, 4394 (1993); S.Das Sam a and E .Dem lr, Solid State Commun.
117,141 (2001); T . Jungw irth and A H .M acD onald, Phys.Rev.B 63, 035305 (2001)

Bl SM .Girvin and A H .M acD onald, in Perspectives in Quantum HallE ects ofRef. {].]

4] L. Zheng, R J.Radtke, and S.D as Sam a, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 2453 (1997); S.D as Sam a, S. Sachdev, and L. Zhang,
Phys.Rev.B 58, 4672 (1998); Phys.Rev. Lett. 79 917 (1997); E.Dem ker and S.D as Sam a, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 3895
(1999).

b1V .Pellegrini, A .P inczuk,B S.Dennis, A S.Plaut, LN .Pfei er,and K W .W est, Science 281 799 (1998); Phys.Rev.Lett.
78,310 (1997).

[b] A .Sawada, Z F .Ezawa, H .Ohno, Y . Horikoshi, Y . O hno, S. K ishin oto, F .M atsukura, M . Yasum oto, and A . U rayam a,
Phys.Rev.Lett. 80, 4534 (1998).

[7/1W .Pan,H L.Stomer,D C.Tsui, LN.Pfeier, KW .Baldwin,and K W .W est, Phys.Rev.B 64, 121305 (2001).

Bl C S.Sergio, G M .Gusev, JR . Leite, E B . O Ishanetskii, A A .Bykov, N .T .M oshegov, A K .Bakarov, A I. Toropov,D K.
M aude, O .Estbals, and JC .Portal, Phys.Rev.B 64, 115314 (2001)

Pl1Y M .Suen, J.Jo,M B.Santos, LW .Engel, SW .Hwang, and M . Shayegan, Phys.Rev.B 44, 5947 (1991).

[10] C.Kalln and B.Halerin, Phys.Rev.B 30, 5655 (1984).Earlier work on 2D m agnetoplasn on excitations can be found
in Y A.Bychkov, SV .Lordanskii, and G M E liashberg, JETP Lett, 33, 143 (1981).

[11]1 B I.Halernn, Jpn.J.ApplPhys.26, Suppl. 263, 1913 (1987); M .Shayegan, T . Sajpto, M . Santos, and C . Silvestre, A ppl
Phy.Lett.53, 791 (1988).

[l12] L.Brey, N F.Johnson, and B .I. Halperin, Phys.Rev.B 40, 10647 (1989).

I31Q P.Li, K.Karrai, SK.YIPp,S.DasSama,and HD .Drew, Phys.Rev.B 43, 5151 (1991); SK .Y ip, Phys.Rev.B, 40,
3882 (1989).

4] L.Brey, J.Dempsey, N F.Johnson, and B .I. Halperin, Phys.Rev.B 42, 1240 (1990).

[L5] P .I. Tam borenea and S.D as Sam a,Phys Rev.B 49, 16593 (1994).

[16] A s discussed In Sections :IIAI and .1V Bl, the inplane m agnetic eld e ectively enhances the con nem ent potential of a
parabolic well. T herefore any an all deviation of the bare con nem ent potential from a perfect parabolic one is relatively
less in portant when a strong In-planem agnetic eld is applied. A Iso if needed, nonparabolic e ects can be included in our
analysis sin ply by calculating the m atrix elem ent In the corresponding noninteracting basis (see A ppendix E,:), which has
to be carried out num erically for nonparabolic con nem ent potentials.

[l7]V.Celiand N D .M em in, Phys.Rev.140, A 839 (1965).

[18] C E.Hembree,B A .M ason, J.T .Kwiatkow ski, and JE .Fumeaux, Phys.Rev.B 50, 15197 (1994); M P.Stopa and S.D as
Sam a, Phys.Rev.B 40, 10048 (1989).

[19] L.Brey and B .I.H alperin, Phys.Rev.B 40, 11634 (1989).

R0O] S.D as Sam a and P I. Tam borenea, Phys.Rev. Lett 73, 1971 (1994); R J.R adtke, P .I. Tam borenea, and S.D as Sam a,
Phys.Rev.B 54, 13832 (1996).

R1]1L.Brey,Phys.Rev.B 44,3772 (1991).

R2] For a review of liquid crystalphysics in quantum Hallsystem s, seeM M .Fogler, cond-m at/0111049 (unpublished).

R31M P.Lilly, K B.Cooper, JP.Eisenstein, LN .Pfei er, and K W .W est, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 394 (1999); RR.Du,D C.
Tsui, H L.Stomer,LN.Pfeier, KW .Baldwin,and K W .W est, Solid State Commun.109, 389 (1999).

R4]1 T .Jungw irth, A H .M acD onald, L. Sm rcka, and SM .G irvin, Phys.Rev.B 60, 15574 (1999).

R5] L.Brey and H .Fertig, Phys.Rev.B 62, 10268 (2000).

R6]E.Demlr,D W .W ang, S.D as Sam a and B I. H alperin, cond-m at/0110126; Solid state Comm un. (n press).

R71 A L.Fetterand JD .W alecka, Quantum Theory of M any-particle System ™M oG raw-H ill, New York, 1971).

8] C .K ittel, Quantum Theory of Solids (John W iley & Sons, New York, 1987).

R9] J.Dempsey and B .Halerin, Phys.Rev.B 45, 1719 (1992); ibid. 47, 4662 (1993); ibid. 47, 4674 (1993).

B0] IX .M am orkos and S.D as Sam a, Phys.Rev.B 48, 1544 (1993).

B1] T D . Stanescu, I.M artin, and P.Phillips, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 1288 (2000).

B2] TM .Rice, Ann.Phys.31, 100 (1965).

B3] A .Pinczuk, JP.Villadares,D .Heiman,A C.Gossard, JH .English, CW .Tu,L.Pfeier, and K .W est, Phys.Rev. Lett.
61,2701 (1988); Surf. Sci. 229, 384 (1990).

B4]1D W .W ang,E.Dem k¥r, S.D as Sam a, and B .I. H alperin, unpublished.

B5] IL.A khherand L .I.G lazm an, Phys.Rev.B 52, 11296 (1995).

25



B6] A . Lopatnikova, SH .Sinon, B I.Halerin,X -6 .W en, Phys.Rev.B 64, 155301 (2001).

B7] There are dual purposes for our developm ent of the screening theory in this work. The rst is sinply to deze_lop an
in proved static theory of screening in the quantum Hall situation which transcends the sin ple theory of Ref. B3], and
Includes ladder diagram s in the polarizability function by going beyond the RPA . This is the prin ary m otivation for
our developing the screening theory including the ladderexchange diagram s in the polarizability. W e believe this to be a
qualitative in provem ent on the ordinary H artree-Fock screening, but it is di cult to precisely quantify the im provem ent.
The second (and equally Im portant) reason for our screening theory is to obtain the collective m ode dispersion in an
"in proved" approxin ation where screened static exchange diagram s have been included in calculation. T he screened static
exchange approxin ation developed by us in this work In the quantum H all regim e is sin ilar to the widely used H ubbard
approxin ation (J.Hubbard, J.Proc.R .Soc.London Ser.A 243, 336 (1957)) in the electron gas problem .

B8] SL.Sondhi, A .Karhede, and SA .K ivelson, and E H .Rezayi, Phys.Rev.B 47, 16419 (1993).

B9]1 U .Zeitler, H W .Schum acher, A G M .Jansen, and R J.Haug, Phys.Rev. Lett. 86, 866 (2001).

[A0] W .Kohn,Phys.Rev.123,1242 (1961).

26



noninteracting interacting interacting

(unscreened) (screened)
6 198 111 122
8 198 104 115

TABLE I. Tabl of the critical values of the parallelm agnetic eld, B, , where a rst order phase transition occurs from an
unpolarized ground state to a polarized one for the param eters of Ref. [7].
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FIG.1l. Calculated landau lkevel energy spectra for noninteracting electrons in a parabolic quantum well with a parallel
(inplane) m agnetic eld, B . The system param eters are chosen to be the sam e as the experin entaldata In ref. [7] or = 6.
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FIG.2. Feynman diagram s of the tim edependent H artreeFock approxin ation. Solid lines are singlke particle G reen’s
function and wavy lines are Coulom b interaction. Single(double) lines are bare(dressed) G reen’s function and/or interaction :
(@) the selfconsistent H artreeFock approxin ation for the single electron G reen’s function; (©) and (c) are respectively the
D yson’s equations for electron-electron interaction, single electron G reen’s function and vertex function in the tin e-dependent
H artreeFock approxin ation. T he second term of (c) isthe Jadder series, w hile the third tem isthebubble series R PA diagram ),
which does not appear when calculating the vertex fiinction for spin— I excitations (since the interaction is spin-conserving)
asm entioned in the text. (d) is the G reen’s function in the rst oxder H artreeFock approxin ation .
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FIG .3. Energy lvelcon guration for electron-hole pair excitations. Solid (dashed) lines are for spin down (up) levels w ith
Jlevel index in the left hand side (the st orbital level index is set to be zero), and the upw ago_l‘ arrow represents an electron-hole
excitation (a m agnetic exciton). (a) is for the two 2 2 m atrix representation of Egs. (1) and {42): electron-hole pairs of
numbersl and 2 are forY , and numbers3 and 4 are forY respectively. (o) show sthe con guration for one spin— ip excitation
(= +1) Including next higher order energy excitations, which are beyond the TD HFA developed in the paper. (N ote that
in (), the excitation from leveln ton + 2 does not couple to pair number 1 due to parity symm etry in a parabolic well.)

2.5F

() 9,=0 = SC—HF]
200 ;o F — Ist HF]
<5k ]
[0 [ N - _ o
£ r R T TP L L L e
w 1.0 ]
L a
0.5F L ]
0.0t ‘ ‘
0 1 3
g, (10%° ecm™)
2.5F ‘ ‘
[ (b) qx:O 1
20F L7 ]
R NN ]
= 1.5F N ]
() [ N
£ b B e
w 1.0 ]
0.5F o, ]
0.0t ‘ ‘
0 1 2 3
6 -1
q, (10° em™)

FIG .4. M agnetoplasn on dispersions for = 6 and B, (along x direction) is 11 Tesla, calculated from Egs. @4_1) and (:Z_lé)
(@) and () are for m om entum along x and y directions respectively. Thick (thin) lines are for wavefiinctions calculated from
self-consistent H artreeFock and from rst order H artreeFock approxin ations respectively.
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FIG.5. Charge mode dispersion, ! (& ), of m agnetoplasm on excitations of the sam e system as used In Fig. :ﬁl but for
di erent 1ling factors, = 2,4, 6 and 8, for com parison.
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FIG.6. SameasFi. :_il,butforspjnmode,! , (& ), dispersion.
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FIG.7. Charge mode dispersion of m agnetoplasn on excitation of the sam e system as used In Fig. :ff but with di erent
con nem ent energy, !¢, at ling factor, = 6. Zero eld well widths are about 260, 200, 175, and 155A , corresponding to
o= 7,11,15,and 19 m eV resgpectively. The parallelm agnetic eld is 11 Tesla for all results.
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FIG.8. Sameastg.:j,buthrspjn m ode dispersion.
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FIG.9. Charge m ode m agnetoplasm on dispersions for = 1,B, =3 Tesla, and !9 = 3 meV, calculated in the TDHFA .

Solid, dotted, and dashed lines are for By = 20, 25, and 30 Tesh respectively, show ing a charge m ode soffening in y direction,
perpendicular to the B direction. (a) and (o) are for wavevectors along x and y directions respectively.

&@m{

(@ (b)

FIG .'1_0'. @) The's'creened exchanged energy and (b) the screened ladder diagram s used in the screened TD HFA developed
in Sec. iV (see Fig. @) . The interaction lines of the direct H artree) energy and the RPA diagram s are not screened to avoid
double counting. (c) A diagram not nclided in the screened TD HFA but ofthe sam e order as a screened Jadder diagram shown
in (). A llnotations are the sam e as those in F ig. ;_i
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FIG.11l. Static dielectric function in mom entum space or = 6 and !p = 7 meV . Solid and dashed lines represent
@i = 0) and (g = 0;q ) respectively. Thick and thin linesare forBy = 11 and 8 T .
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FIG.12. D jsggrsions of m agnetoplasm on excitations for = 6 in both charge ( ) and spin ( + ) m odes Including RPA
screening (Eq. C_6§)) of the Coulomb interaction for By = 11 and 12I Tesla (dashed and solid lines respectively). Results of
unscreened dispersion are also shown (dotted lines, the sam e as F ig. :fl)) for com parison.
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