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M ean- eld theory predicts that bilayer quantum Hall system s at odd integer total 1lling factors
can have stripe ground states in which the top Landau lkvel is occupied altemately by electrons
In one of the two layers. W e report on an analysis of the properties of these states based on a
coupled Luttinger liquid description that is able to account for quantum uctuations of charge—
density and position along each stripe edge. T he soft m odes associated w ith the broken sym m etries
of the stripe state lead to an unusual coupled Luttinger liquid system w ith strongly enhanced low —
tem perature heat capacity and strongly suppressed low -energy tunneling density of states. W e assess
the in portance ofthe intralayer and interlayerback-scattering tem s in them icroscopic H am iltonian,
which are absent in the Luttinger liquid description, by em ploying a perturbative renom alization
group approach which rescales tin e and length along but not transverse to the stripes. W ith
interlayer back-scattering interactions present the Luttinger liquid states are unstable either to an
ncom pressble striped state that has spontaneous interlayer phase coherence and a sizable charge
gap even at relatively large layer separations, orto W igner crystalstates. O ur guantitative estin ates
ofthe gaps produced by back-scattering interactions are sum m arized in F ig.|11 by a schem atic phase
diagram intended to represent predicted experin ental ndings in very high m obility bilayer system s
at dilution refrigerator tem peratures as a fiinction of layer separation and bilayer density balance.
W e predict that the bilayer w ill form incom pressble isotropic interlayer phase coherent states for
gn all Jayer separations, say d  1:5'. At Jarger interlayer spacings, however, the bilayer w ill tend
to form one of several di erent anisotropic states depending on the layer charge balance, which we
param eterize by the fractional 1ling factor contributed by one of the two layers. For large charge
Inbalances ( far from 1=2), we predict states in which anisotropic W igner crystals form in each
of the layers. For closer to 1=2, we predict stripe states that have spontaneous inter-layer phase
coherence and a gap for charged excitations. T hese states should exhibit the quantum Halle ect for
current ow ing within the layers and also the giant Interlayer tunneling conductance anom alies at
low biasvoltages that have been observed in bilayerswhen theN = 0 Landau lkevelispartially Illed.
W hen the gaps produced by backscattering interactions are su ciently am all, the phenom enology

observed at typicaldilution fridge tem peraturesw illbe that ofa sm ecticm etal, anisotropic transport

w ithout a quantum Halle ect. For stripe states in theN = 2 Landau level, thisbehavior is expected
over a range ofbilayer charge in balances on both sides of = 1=2.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he recent discovery of strongly anisotropic transport
In single layer quqn‘qnm Hall system s near halfodd iny
teger lling facters {® has attracted m uch experin enta?
and theoretica® interest. Transport anisotropies have
been cbserved In single tw o-din ensional (2D ) electron gas
layers at half 1ling of Landau levels w th index N 2,
ie. at 1ling factors = 9=2;11=2;:::. Thise ect is
comm only ascribbed to the fom ation of striped charge—
density-w ave phases, predicted on the basis of H artree—
Fock calcu]atjons by K oulakov et alf and by M oessner
and Chaken with additional theoret:cal suppert from
subsequent exact—djagonahzatjon- and DM RG'S' num er—
ical studies. The stripe state is a consequence of the
form factors that arise in describing interactions be-
tween elctrons in higher kinetic energy Landau level
orbials and allow densiy waves to form in cyclotron—
orbit-center coordinates that have a very sm all electron—

density-w ave am plitude and therefore little electrostatic
energy penalty.

T he physics of quantum H all system s is enriched by
the add;tional degrees of freedom that appear in bilayer
system £4 1 which two 2D electron layers have a sepa—
ration d an all enough that their interactions have con-
sequences. For total 1ling factor ¢ = 1 and other
odd integer total 1ling factors, interlayer interactions
can lead to a state with spontaneous phase coherencet
between the layers and a charge gap that is revealed
experin entally’% by the quantum Hall e ect. Further
spectacular experim ental m anifestations of spontaneous
phase coherence w ere revealed very recently in 2D to 2D
tunneling and H all drag experin ents by E isenstein and
collaborators??. T tunneling studies soontaneous coher—
ence is signaled by a sharp zero bias peak in the di er—
ential conductance between the layers. A s the ratio ofd
to the m agnetic length ‘ is reduced experin entally, the
conductance peak appears to develop continuously start—
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Ing at a critical value of d=,'-that is consistent w ith ear-
lier experin ental anom alied? attrbuted to Soontaneous
coherence and w ith m ean— eld-theory estin ates of the
critical Jayer separatjonu at which coherence is expected
to develop. These experin ents are still not understood
quantitatively and raise a num ber of interesting issues
In non-equilbrium collective transport theory that have
stin ulated a grow ing body of theoretical4 work.

Since balanced bilayer system s at Jarge odd integer to—
tal ling factor ( t 9) are com posed 0f2D layersthat,
if isolated, would show stripe-state behavior, it is natu—
ral to consider the possible interplay and com petition
betw een the form ation of striped phases in each 2D layer
and the developm ent of spontaneous interlayer phase-
coherence. T hese issues havebeen nvestigated In several
recent theoretical paper£t3{L7 and i has been arguedt’
that they m ay be relevant for understanding a recent ob—
servation of resistance anisotropy at nteger 1ling factor
by Pan et all®. m the present paper we extend earlier
work by two ofthe present authord on am ectic states in
single layersto the case ofbilayer system s. T he approach
we take is one that is intended to be valid when quan-
tum uctuation correctionsto the stripe states predicted
by H artreeFock theory are weak on m icroscopic length
scales, although as we discuss at length they neviably
alter the ultin ate physics at very low energies and tem —
peratures and the behavior of correlation functions at
long distances. Since stripe states occur as extrem a of
the H artreeFock energy functional for any orbial Lan—
dau level index, not only for N 2 where the states
are seen experim entally, and are in fact always unsta—
ble to the form ation of W igner crystal states in m ean—

eld-theory, it is evident that we must appeal in part
to expepin ent to jidge when our starting assum ption is
valid 2829

In describing stripe states i is convenient to use a
Landau gauge basis w ith single-particle states extended
In the direction along the stripes, which we choose to
be the R direction, and labeled by a onedim ensional
w avevector k that is proportional to the quiding center
along which the wavefunction’s y-coordinate is localized,
Y = k¥. Forbalanced bilayers, the stripe states that oc—
cur in H artreeFock theory are occupation num ber eigen—
states In this representation, w ith the valence Landau-—
Jevel Landau gauge states occupied by top and bottom
layer electrons in altemating stripes. In the Hartree—
Fock approxin ation, the low-energy excitations of the
stripe states consist of coupled particle-hole exciations
along each edge of top and bottom layer stripes. T hese
degrees of freedom are conveniently described using the
bosonization techniques fam iliar from the theory of one-
din ensionalekctron system s2%0 ur approach ispartly in
the spirit of Fem 1 liquid theory in that we assum e that
the H ibert space of low -energy exciations can be placed
In oneto-one correspondence w ith those that occur in
the HartreeFock theory. W hen quantum uctuations
are too strong our approach w illnot be usefii]; for exam -
ple, i cannot predict either the fact that lowest Landau

levelisolated layers have com posite-ferm Jon liquid rather
than stripe ground states, or the lkelhood of bulbk?
rather than stripe states far away from half- lling. Our
approach to stripe state physics is sim ilar to that taken

rst by Fradkin and K velson?4 . For the case ofm onolay—
ers, the m icroscopic basis of the coupled Luttinger liquid
m odel for quantum Hall stripe states was carefully ex—
am ined by Lopatnikova et al?? and other properties of
quanfum H all stripe states have been addressed by B arci
et a124 and W exler and D orsey 2}

O ur paper is organized as ollows. In Section IT we
review the coupled Luttinger liquid m odel for quantum
H all stripe states and discuss its application to the bilayer
case. The m odel rests fiindam entally on the assum ption
that the excitation spectrum ofbilayer stripe statesm ay
be placed in one-to-one correspondence w ith that of the
HartreeFock picture; for bilayers this assum ption in —
plies that the degrees of freedom at each stripe edge are
those of a one-din ensional electron gas. O ur analysis
of the low -energy long-w avelength physics exam ines this
subspace of the m icroscopic m any-particle H ibert space
and nclides forward scattering tem s in the Ham ilto-
nian that create and destroy particle-hole excitations at
the stripe edges, and back scattering tem s that scat-
ter electrons between chiral one-dim ensional electron—
gas branches. Since the m icroscopic am plitude of back—
scattering processes is w eak, they can often be neglected
at experin entally accessible tem peratures. W hen only
forw ard scattering tem s are included, the Ham iltonian
can be solved exactly using bosonization and is form ally
equivalent to that ofa system ofcoupled one-din ensional
electron gases. T he quantum sm ectic broken sym m etry
character of the electronic state is re ected, however, In
the coupled Luttinger liquid interaction param eters and
results iIn enhanced uctuations. T he properties of this
bilayer am ectic state are discussed in Section ITI. T he be—
haviorofthe oneparticle G reen’s functions at the sm ectic

xed point, carefilly addressed by Lopatnikova et aL@1
for the single layer case, is discussed for the bilayer. W e

nd that, as in the sihgle-layer case, the oneparticle
G reen’s function does not exhibit the power law behav—
jor that is generic for weakly coupled Luttinger liquids
and instead vanishes faster than any power law at large
distances, in plying strongly suppressed tunneling at low
energies. The enhanced in portance of quantum uctu-—
ations is a consequence of the nvariance of the m odel’s
Luttinger liquid H am iltonian undera sim ultaneoustrans—
lation of all stripes. B ack-scattering Interactions are ad—
dressed in Section IV, usihg a perturbative RG approach.
A's In the single-ayer case we nd that back-scattering
Interactions are always relevant. The gaplss H artree—
Fock am ectic state cannot be the true ground state in ei-
ther singk-lyer or bilayer quantum Hall system s. In-—
stead we conclide that except at relatively large layer
separations, interlayer Interactions induce a ground state
that has spontaneous interlayer phase coherence. This
state would be signaled experim entally by the sin ula-
neous occurrence of an Integer quantum Halle ect and



anisotropic nite-tem perature transport, som ething that
has not been seen in sihgl-layer system s. W here in-
tralayer interactions are m ore in portant, they drive the
system to a state w ith an anisotropic W igner crystal in
each layer. W e argue that both types of interactions lead
to charge gaps and to Integer quantum Halle ects and
estin ate the size ofthe resuling energy gaps. A cocording
to our estim ates, the gap created by inter-layer back—
scattering w ill be large enough to be cbservable out to
surprisingly large layer separations. The e ect of nie
tunneling betw een the layers is also addressed In Section
IV . Finally in Section V we discuss several interesting
theoretical issues that arise from this work. W e com —
ment explictly on inconsistencies between the concli-
sions that have been reached by di erent researchers on
the question of sm ectic state stability In the single-layer
case. W e also address the suggestion®? that the enhanced
quantum uctuations that ©ollow from the broken trans—
lationalsym m etry ofthe starting H artreeFock statem ay
nvalidate our perturbative renomm alization group analy—
sis for back-scattering interactions.

II.THE M ODEL

A .Coupled Luttinger Liguid M odelEnergy
Functional

In H artreeFock theory the an ectic bilayer state at to—
tal ling factor ¢ = 1 is a single Slater detem inant
w here the occupation of guiding-center m odes in a Lan—
dau kvelof ndex N 2 £0;1;2;::3g altemates between
the layers with period a, as depicted schem atically in
Fig. :}' Lower Index Landau levels are assum ed to be
frozen In  lled states and higher index In em pty states,
allow ng them to be neglected In the follow ng. Each
stripe has chiral left-m oving and right-m oving branches
of quasiparticlk edge states, localized In opposie layers,
allow Ing the low -energy degrees of freedom ofeach elec—
tron stripe to be m apped to those of a one-din ensional
electron gas. W e consider the general case of a biased
double layer system where the width of the stripes in
one layer isa while that in the other layer isa (1 )r

2 [0;1]. As indicated in the gure, or & 035 the sys—
tem has two types of stripe edges, distinguished by the
direction of their closest neighbor. In the follow Ing we
refer to a pair of chiral stripe edges one above the other
In each layer asa rung, and the two closest such rungsas
a rung pair.

Sm all uctuations In the positions and shapes of the
stripes can be described in tem s of particle-hole excia—
tions near the stripe edges. The residual interactions,
ignored In HartreeFock theory, which act on energy
states 21l nto two classes: forward scattering interac—
tions which conserve the number of electrons on each
edge of every stripe, and backward scattering processes
which do not. The quantum am ectic m odel includes

S intralayer / ‘top layer
S * backscattefthg =~

bottom layer

interlayer
backscattering
FIG .1l. Schem atic illustration of the H artreeFock bilayer
an ectic state. The shaded areas are electron stripes whose
edges are chiral Luttinger liquids as denoted by the solid ar-
rows. Each electron (hol) stripe in one layer faces a hole
(electron) stripe in the other. The average 1lling factor of
the highest occupied Landau levelis while that in the top
layer is 1 , giving a total lling factor = 1. In the
convention used here, a rung pair consists of the edges of
an electron stripe in the top layer and an hole stripe in the
bottom layer. T he right-m oving and left-m oving chiral quasi-
particle branches of each elem ent of a rung pair are local-
ized in opposite layers and denoted by = 1;2. Themo—
m entum -conserving back-scattering interactions not present
in the Luttinger liquid m odel, discussed in this section, in—
clude both interlayer and intralayer processes which have
di erent behavior. The gure illustrates interlayer and in-
tralayer back-scattering processes w ith the sm allest possible
m om entum transfer.

forward scattering processes only. Backscattering pro—
cesses Involve lJarge m om entum transfer and their bare
m atrix elem entsw illbe am aller in m agnitude (seebelow ).
W e treat their e ects perturbatively, using a renom al-
ization group approach to account for the infrared di-
vergences ubigquitous in quasi one-din ensional electron
system s. The an ectic state is stable only if the badk—
scattering interactions are irrelevant.

The clssical quadratic Ham iltonian which descrbes
the energetics of am a]lstripe edge uctuations has the
©llow ing general form L9:

Zz 7z
! #® X X

0
Ho S dx dx
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(=

uy x)K (x ><?;j

Ku &9 (o)
where the indices j and k label rung pairs, and the
two di erent rungsw thin a rung pair, and the right
or kft m oving chiral edges w thin a single rung, and x,
%Y positions along the stripes. In this equation, uy is
the transverse displacem ent ofthe edge (3; ; ) from is
classicalground state location.

In Eqg. {1), the linear charge density associated w ith



an edge displacem ent is 3 x) = nuy xX), wheren is
the two-din ensional electron density inside the stripes
n=1=2 P and = ;+;orL;R; Por the kft, right,
m oving ferm lons respectively. It follow s from sym m etry
considerations that the elastic kemel satis es the follow —
ng equalities,

K (=K @G=K A=K (3 ;i @
which allow the Ham ilftonian to be rew ritten into sum s

and di erences of the positions of left and right-going
branch edges:

R % X
HO = 8? dX dX (3)
Jik= 1 =1;2
Uje @)+ g ®) Ky & x5%3 k) U, &)+, &) +
Uje ®) Ugp ®) Ko & %53 k) U &) u, &)
w here
X
K, i)=Y K & ; @)
X
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W e regard the rsttem in this Ham iltonian as the con-—
trbbution from uctuations in the position of the rungs
while the second temm is the contrdution from uctua-
tions of their charge densities. (The total Iling factor
varies locally when left and right going branch edges do
not m ove together.) These two tem s are analogous re—
spectively to current and charge term s in the e ective
Ham ittonian of a conventional one-dim ensional electron
gas. The calculations we perform here w ill require only
the long-wavelength lin its of the x = ¥ dependence of
elastic kemel In this H am iltonian, which we estim ate us—
Ing a weak-coupling approxin ation that we discuss be-
low .

B . B osonization

This Ham iltonian is quantized by recognizing that
charge and position uctuations result from particle-hole
excitations at the edges of chiral quasiparticle branches,
Just as n an ordinary one-dim ensional electron system .
T he real spin is frozen due to the presence of strong per-
pendicular m agnetic eld and as a resul; we bosonize
according to spinless bosonization schem 24, Tt Hlows
from standard argum ents that

®x B : ©

; 2 i i dik @x

In term s of Ferm ion creation and annihilation operators

g ®) =R,y ®R; &) = Ry ®R; &) R ®R;& ; (1)
&)=L ®L; ®) = L)Y ®L;&® L ®L;& ;
wih 2 f1;2g denoting the rung In rung pair j and R,

L, labeling right and left m overs at the stripe edges.

The low energy Ham iltonian is m ore conveniently de—
scribed in term s ofboson elds. The right and left m ov—
Ing ferm ionic elds on the left stripe edge of rung pair j
are given by

— oib( 1=2) kplxp 1 .
IR ®) = e®V ij x) 7 9)
w hile those on the right are given by,
2 _ _ib( 1=2)+ky xp 2
o &) =e"Y R x) (10)

The above equations hold sim iflarly for the left m overs
with the only change R ! L. Here b = a=F is the
width In k space ofa mung and kr = a =2F isthe Fem i
w avevector for the bottom Jlayer stripes. T he right and
kft slow elds can be expressed in term s ofboson elds
as In conventional one-din ensional electron system s:

1 . 1 .
Rj (><) = P—Z_el 3R ) ; . L5

11)

w here iR (x) and L (%) are the chiral com ponents of
thebosonic eld ;&)= gz &)+ 5 &) =2.

In temm s of the bosonic elds the chiral currents take
the follow ng form
12)

3 x) = 2_@x 3 x)

Introducing thedual eld &)= SR (%) L x) =2,

the position and charge varibles U;, U Oj , of the two

edge system can be expressed as U, = te, 3

U% = 1@ ;.Thisshowsthatthe eld isrelatedto

the position uctuations ofthe two edge system whereas
is related w ith their charge density uctuations.

The eld and thedual eld satisfy the follow ing
com m utation relation

and

;&)@ o x0]= 15k, &R 3)

p— p— . .
(The eds = and & = are canonical conji—
gates). In term softhesenew eldstheH am iltonian takes
the follow ng form
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w hereas the Fourier transform of the corresponding ac—
tion

®)
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Here we have em ployed the shorthand notation,

Z Z 4 Z _ g Z 4 ql
a a .

= A% aga - 17)
2 2 2

q;! T 1
w ih 1="ahighm om entum cuto , and have adopted
the follow ng Fourier transform conventions:
Z

Fj (X; ) — ei(quJr gyaj

Fo@;!) ; 18)

dxd e t@xtaaj ! )Fj x; ) : @9
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The QFT applies for distances larger than 1 and as a

result the g, integration hastobecuto by 2 =1 In

Eqg. C_l-e_i) the kemelm atrices K () and K (g) are the

Fourier transfom s of

h i
K &) =K, ®3=2YKzs &3+ Kyy &3 ; (0)
h i

K &) =K., &3=2YKpy ®;3) Kpp &)

Integration over the elds in (1_-6_; yields an e ective

action in tem s of the elds alone
Z
1 X
S = = @;!)
2 q;! ;
!2
— K '@ +<K @ @) :e2

The corresponding S action, obtained by integrating
out the elds, di ers only through the interchange of
and ,and K , K

C .M icroscopic Theory of Long-W avelength
Interaction P aram eters

T he ob fctive of this coupled Luttinger liquid m odel
for stripe states in quantum Hall bilayers is to address

@1)

the consequences ofweak quantum uctuationswhen the
ground state is sin ilar to the m ean- eld-theory stripe
state. In this spirit, we use weak-coupling expressions
for the interaction param eters of the m odel, replacing
scattering am plitudes by the bare values for scattering
of the HartreeFock theory quasiparticles. If the true
ground state were a sn ectic, the values of these param —
eters would be renom alized som ew hat by higher order
scattering processes. W e expect that tw illprovedi cult

to system atically In prove on the estin ates given here for
the quantum Hallbilayer case because ofthe absence ofa
one-body kinetic energy term in the relevant m icroscopic
H am iltonian that would enable a system atic perturbative
expansion. W e em phasize that a quantitative theory of
the orward scattering am plitudes that has a sound m i~
croscopic foundation is necessary In order to decide on
the relevance of the back-scattering interactions we have
neglkcted so far and the character of the true ground
state. As emphasized by the work of Fradkin, K ivel-
son and co-worker£' any conclusion is possble if the
forw ard scattering interactions are allowed to vary aroi-
trarily. The perturbative renomm alization group scaling
din ensions that we evaluate below are dependent only
on the elastic constants at g, = 0, ie. for strait stripe
edges. T he weak— uctuation H am ittonian m ay be evalu—
ated in this lin i by calculating the expectation valie of
the m icroscopic H am ittonian in the H artree¥Fock theory
ground state, which in this lin it is a single Slater deter—
m nant w ith straight stripe edges displaced from those In
the H artreeFock theory stripe ground state. By evaluat—
Ing the expectation value ofthe M icroscopicH am ittonian
In a statew ith arbitrary stripe edge Iocationswe nd that

ori6 0:
7
dxK x;3J) =
1
1 V@ga) W@a) W VQ@Ea a)
= A : 23)
2 2% °

W V@dat+ta) V(@Ea W (Ja)

In the o diagonal elem ents the argum ent of W is the
sam easthatofV, (Ja a ), respectively. TheV and W

contrbutions are proportional to two-particle intralayer
and interlayer interaction m atrix elem ents respectively,
and are given by

Z
V()= ;i—qe LYY e W e 7YY
2 d p
ety YIS e
2 d
2 2 .
W)= e TV @e @s)

Note that the intralayer interaction contributions have
com peting direct and exchange contributions that cancel



for Y = 0 whereas the interlayer interaction has only
a direct contrbution. In the follow ing we shall assum e
In niely narrow quantum wells In both layers so that the
Interaction potentials occurring In the above equations
read

2

1 0
Viop @

—C{Z‘Z

> (@6)

Vo, @= Ly

where Ly x) is the Laguerre polynom ial form factor for
electrons in the N -th excited Landau kvel, and VJ | is

the Fourier transform ofthe Coulomb interaction w ithin
and between the layers, VJ (@ = &2 =353 VP @ =
€2 =f)exp( FdI) with d behg the layer separation.
T he long-ranged nature of the C oulom b interaction leads
to logarithm ic divergences in V. and W which we reg—
ulrize by adding a tem = (€2 =f)exp( 2%Hate) to
VY with dgate  d. This reqularization can be roughly
thought of as Introducing a m etallic screening plane at
distance dgate leading to in age charges that screen in—
teractions between electrons in the bilayer system . A -
though V and W diverge fordgate ! 1 , it ispossble to
chow?d that K and K remai nie. In the Dlow ing
we choose a Jarge but nite value for dgate or num erdcal
convenience.

The above form of the an ectic energy kemelK _ (j)
applies or j6 0. For j= 0 the componentsKg (0) =
Krr 0) andofK ., 0) =K, 0) or € aregivenby
the sam e expressions. T he quantitiesK 11 (0) = K }1 (0)
E K22 (0) = K?2 (0)] have additional contributions
that originate from the wavevector dependence of the
H artreeFock selfenergy at a given stripe edge and cap—
ture the key property that the energy of the sm ectic
m ust be Invardant under rigjd stranslations of all stripes,

Uy ®) 7T uy &)+ constantt924. W e nd that

Kap 0= Kz @)+ Kii @)+ Kay @)
a=0
Kag () @7)
36 0

N ote that these properties mply thatdetK (g, = 0)]=
0. W hen these long wavelength approxim ations are
em ployed, the Fourder transforms of K _ in {_2-;%') de-
pend only on g, but not on ¢ . From the relation
K - & ) = K'_ ;9 & Plowsthat K - (g) is
hem iian. Under partick-hole transfom ation, 7
1 , the diagonal elem ents of these m atrices rem ain
unchanged w hile the o -diagonalelem ents transform as
K 12

2 @) 7 e WKL (@qg) ; ©8)

K2l ()7 &%k () @9)

D .The Balanced B ilayer Lim it

The special case of half 1ling in each layer has addi-
tional sym m etry that is m ost conveniently exploited by
taking a slightly di erent approach. In this case the elec—
tron stripes in both layers have the sam e w idth and the
system therefore has e ective periodicity of a=2. To be
m ore precise, the problem can be formulated as a one-
din ensional lattice of equidistant double edges placed a
distance a=2 apart, noting carefully that right and left
goers interchange their layer labels on altemate edges.
To descrbe this system instead of using coupling m a-—

trices K (x;J) and K (x;7), as In the unbiased case,
one can sin ply use the coupling constants K (x;j) and
K ;3

K _ &;3) = 2F Kgr &;3) Ko ;9] (30)

w ith the value for Kgr (0) re ecting transhtion nvari-
ance

Xl

4 272
= 1

Kggr 0) = (YVEH W@l 31)

Inmomentum spaceK and K have the follow ing form

1 2 2
K (qy)=p V (& z) V(z)
W 2—)+W (2—) ; (32)
£ a a !
1 2 2
K (qy)=FV(qy) V(;)+W(qy)+W(z) : (33)

W e have used this sin pler and partially ndependent for-
mulation ofthe = 1=2 lim it, to test our results for the
general case.

ITII.SM ECTIC STATE PROPERTIES

A peculiar property of quantum H all stripe states is
that the m icroscopic scale ofback-scattering interactions
is weak. For this reason observable properties m ay be
those of am ectic states over a w ide interval of tem pera—
ture, even when back-scattering interactions are relevant
at the anectic xed point. In this section we discuss
som e characteristic properties of quantum Hall bilayer
stripe states.

A .Collective m odes and T herm odynam ic P roperties

T he coupled Luttinger liquid m odel for bilayer quan—
tum H all stripe states gives rise to two collective m odes
w ith dispersions that can be detem ined by evaliating
zeros of the detemm lnant ofthe 2 2 m atrix that de nes
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FIG .2. Collective m odes of the bilayer Q H an ectic phase.
T hese results show n_lr_}ere were evaluated usingK - (x;]) val-
ues from Egs. 2_21_;—25) with N = 2, 1=2 and a = 58L
Notice that !+ (& ;g ) always disperses Inearly for small ¢,
whereas ! (g ;g ) disperses sub-linearly (aso;:’) when g, = O.
The gy = 0 behavior of the lower collective m ode is sensitive
to the gx dependence of the interaction coe cients which we
do not evaluate m icroscopically. This illustration was con-
structed by adding a am aqui contribution to the interaction
coe cients.

the real tin e quadratic action at each g and ! . W rit—
Ing this matrix Wih indices suppressed) as K !
2+ 2K K F ?, i Plows that the squares of the
quadratic boson collective m ode energies are

T K
2@ = @f = 2gtE (2) @)

nw S #
4det K @K @]

Y K @K @]

(34)

Both m odes have energies that are proportional to g .
The velocity of the ! (g) mode vanishes for g, ! 0.
In fact, when the g, dependence of K and K is
dropped, as in m ost of our calculations ! (g ;g = 0)
vanishes identically; when the g, dependences are re—
stored !? (q) ¢ + ¢) at small wavectors and
! (&kig = 0) / g .Forgatescreened Coulomb interac-
tions, the xdirection ! m ode velocity isproportionalto
¥y Jin the sam allg; and g, lin it. In the independent layer
lim it, the two m odes becom e degenerate and, we recover
the isolated layer results obtained previousitd.

In the case ofbalanced bilayers the altemate form ula—
tion m entioned above ism ore convenient. T he collective
m odes for this lin it m ay be expressed as

hp@= & K @K @ i (35)
where K (g) and K (g) are given by Egs. éé;_?;j) . The
tw o collectivem odes ofthe general form ulation applied to
the = 1=2 case correspond to two di erent wavevectors
of this dispersion relation.

T he collective m odes of the bilayer Q H an ectic phase
are shown in Fig. :_2 The right panel shows !, (G ;q,)
which disperses Inearly in smallg, for arbitrary q,. In
contrast, ! (% ;q,) disperses linearly at smallg; forg, €
0,but orq, = 0 i is sub-linear: ! (;q = 0) ¢.

The Them odynam ic properties of the sm ectic phase
of the bilayer system are those of a non-interacting bo-
son system and are readily evaluated given the collective

m ode energies. For exam ple, or = 1=2 In each lyer,
using the sin pler altemative form ulation, we have one
collective m ode at each wavevector. T he internal energy
density is

dq @)

VT g pmewT 1 )

where ! () is given by Eq. ¢_3-§') . At low tem peratures
only the long-w avelength behaviorm atters and we obtain

g -
dgdg, ~ FIRI K OKT0)
e
e Px TRy J 0) 0)= 1
2a 2 TO
= g————T° 2)In T ; 37)
3K (0)K”0)
q

K* (0)K'" (0)=al. The speci c heat of
this system varies as T In (To=T ) at snall T, vanishing
Jess quickly than that of a non-interacting Ferm ion sys—
tem because ofthe soft collective m odes that result from

the translational invariance of the stripe state. T his low

tem perature behavior re ects the form of the dispersion

relation at anallg, ! () @9, ; only the prefactor of
this enhanced speci c heat changes in the unbalanced bi-
layer case. These resuls for the speci c heat are sin ilar
to the ones obtained in, previous worksby Barciet a154a',
and Lopatnikova et a1%? for the case of a single layer.
T here is no qualitative di erence betw een the them ody—
nam ic properties of single layer and bilayer stripe states.
For unbalanced bilayers the speci c heat at low tem per-
atures is dom nated by the softer of the two collective
m odes, whose long wavelength dispersion is given by

S

where kg Tg =

Tr K
det K

0K (0]
O)1det® HI° )

@ aw (38)

Tt follow s that the Intemal energy is given by
s

a Tr
g 2 K
3 detK

OR Ol 12 gm 2 @)
0)det® )T ©) T

and the speci cheat willvary again as T In (To=T). The
To n Eq. C_SS_S) and Eq. C_Sj) are given by corresponding
expressions.

B .Boson and Fem ion correlation functions at the
sm ectic xed point

In this section we discuss the static and dynam ic cor-
relation functions of the right and lft m oving ferm ions
of the stripe edges and the Boson correlation functions
In term s of which they are evaluated. T he right and ft
moving form ion  elds are expressed in tem softhe and

boson elds as ollow s:
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wherethe el isrelated to position uctuationsofthe

two edge system ,while the eld isrelated to its charge

density uctuations. W e observe in the follow Ing that
the charge and position uctuations of the edges have a
dram atically di erent e ect on the correlation functions
of the right and left m overs. T he singleparticle G reen’s
function for the right m overs is given by

D E
y

R,™ &; )Ry ©0;0) = 42)
:ieé[](x;) j(o;O)]zei[j(x;) ;00T
2
W e rstevaliate the and eld correlation functions
C and C ,where
D 2E
¢ &;0;0)= 5 &i ) 505 ) i 43)
and sin flarly orC . Tn Eq. {43) and in the fllow ing
the argum ents of ¢ _  are & ;3 9; 9. From
Eqg. C_Z-Z_i) we have for the 3 eld
d*d! )
¢ &0;0)=2 ———[01 ocos@x)IM “@j!) ;
2 )=a
w here
!2
M @!)=—5 K ‘@) +LK @)l 45)
M (g;!) can be obtained by interchanging K , K

The integral over ! is readily valued by decom posing
M !asa slgm over eigenm ode contrbutions, w riting it
in the form C =12+12(q) .ktbllowsaftersome
algebra that correlation function can be expressed in the
form

=a

Z
C  ®;0;0)= d%m day
0 03 =a2 =a
det® )

Ky +K ® l) +K+K “e)

]n(j(_j)z dg, det® ) L4 K
1 2 =a K, +K K.K !
for hrge x, where K = v (g)= . In the lim it of bal-

anced 1ing fraction for which K and K are scalars
theantegrand which is averaged over g, above reduces

to K =K , the fam iliar result or - eld correlation
functions in a standard one-din ensionalelectron system .

This result is generalized here by the average over g,
and by the particularway in which the m atrix nature of
the K and K expressions enter the m atrix elem ents
above. The result for the eld correlation functions
di ers only by the interchange ofthe K and K m atri-
ces. At rst sight it appears that the position uctuation
factor in the right m over correlation fiinction decays al-
gebraically along the stripes. H owever, the pow er w hich
characterizes this decay, d x, is given by the integral
over g, of Eq (46), which diverges logarithm ically be-
cause K / v vanishesas fjjas 3 Jj! 0; the same
soft position uctuations that led above to an enhanced
speci ¢ heat, lead here to ferm ion correlation functions
that decay faster than any power low but slower than
an exponential. T his ocbservation generalizes to bilayers,
a property of single layer stripe states noted by Lopat—
nikova et af? and Barciet a4.

C (¢;0;0), which speci es the charge uctuation fac—
tor in the ferm ion correlation functions, is given by

C  %;0;0) @)
w3 2w d det® ) K
J ° A%y € 1
I = = - +
(}%) _ 2? K, +K ) K.K

The charge uctuation factor in the ferm ion correlation
functions has a conventional algebraic decay wih nie
power d . The faster than algebraic decay of the
ferm ion oneparticlke G reen’s function inplies that the
sihgularity in Landau gauge occupation num bers, a step
(“fhhction of unit m agnitude in H artreeFock theory, is ex—
ceedingly weak.
T he correlation function ofthe  eld along directions
perpendicular to the stripes is given by

2B oy
%
C ©Oiyi0) a4 Fn cos@y)]
1=L SN =a 3
det® ) K
— — K YH +
K; + K K+ K
. N
cm =~ m ¥ @8)
a

where C is a nie constant that can be found num er-
ically. Tt follow s that the corresponding factor in the
one-particle G reen’s function has a faster than algebraic
decay in the therm odynam ic lin it. T he factor associated
w ith charge uctuationshasa sin ilar dependence and is
is given by

N R
K
C 0iyi0) a4 ¥ cosiqy)
1=1. %k =a
det® ) K
=2 kY o+
K; + K K+ K
L a
nh — C — ; 49)
1 ¥3



where C is a function of the ratio (a=7
as yj! +1 .

¥) and is nie

C . Tunneling density of States

T hese results for boson correlation functions m ay be
assam bled to evaluate the In aghhary tim e dependence of
the local ferm ion M atsubara G reen’s finction and, by
Laplace transform ing this, the density of states for tun—
neling into the bilayer system , a quantity that is In prin—
ciplemeasurable. T he sihgleparticlke M atsubara G reen’s
function is given by

D v E n o
G 0;0; )= R 5&; )Ry x;0) exp  (1=2°( ) ;
where C (0;0; )=C (0;0; )+C (0;0; ) and
Z .
dzqd! h ) i
c . (©0;0; y=2 ——— (@ cos! )M _ (@;!) : (51)
2 )=a

W e st discuss the balanced bilayer case or which the
K and K m atrices becom e sin ple num bers and the
Integral is sinpler to treat ana]ytha]Jy In this case
K (), K (g),aregiven by {33-83) and

Z

d?d! @ cos! )
¢ 00 =2 @ P=a _+K @)F
2K (qy)
s
_ dzqi K @) 1 e jzxjpfc @)K (@)
4 =aix] K ()

W e can understand the content of this integralby m eans
of the follow ing analysis. T he integral can be sgparated
Into the sum oftwo tem s, contrbutions from the region
where ¢ and g, are snall and the exponential can be
approxin ated by the st few temm s ofthe Taylor expan—
sion and contrbutions from larger g, and g, where the
exponential can be disregarded. The lading contrbu-
tion to the integral com es form the lower boundary of
the second region where g, 1=@@ ). W e Pcuson the
case of arge forwhich our Iow energy theory applies.
In this lin it we can approximate K (g,) K (0) and

K (@) KOO(O)qf,.mthjsJinthq. (52) becom es
s
a K ()
c ©0;0; )=— = (53)
4 K )
P
dgdy i3 K Ok®0
3 T J
s
a K () 2 34 00
2 — & OK"0)
2 K () al

The M atsubara G reen’s function factor contributed by
eld correlationshasa weaker dependence which we
can neglct for the present qualitative analysis.

: (52)

Sin ilar steps can be taken for the general case of un—
balanced bilayers. A frer the ! integration, for 1) we
obtain

Z

a a2 K 11
c o)== — S~ (54)
4 5 JK K
(" ! ! #
« K 22 1 « K 22 1
+ x ! 22k, x ! 22 g
" |
1 K2 1 |
K 2 K2 K+ 122 e 't
+ K
! #)
K % 1 \
(50) K - ZK_ e (ay )
K

Sinceatanallg,, K 3 J them ost in portant contri-
butions to the integralw illcom e from the tem s contain—
ng 1=K and from theexponential factorscontaining the

argument ! (g,). Kegping only these term s we cbtain
a KM K %2 (0)
c ©;0; ) —— © 72 (65)
4 K{OK ) g ! ©)
dgdg L o "0 #m)
IR K70
det 0 )
2 K IO g —x 0
2 Kz 0K () al

dem onstrating that the form of the M atsubara G reen’s
function does not change qualitatively at unbalanced 11—
Ing factors. T he tunneling density of states is the inverse
Laplace transform ofG (0;0; ),

Z+1

G(0;0; ) e7™ (o=
0

dE wn®)e I3 ; (56)

where and ( can be identi ed from Eqg. (541 for balk
anced bilayers and from Eq. ¢56 ) In the unbalanced case.
T he iInverse Laplace transform of such a function is
tun CE ) - (57)
_ = p— p—
e (=27 (o=E) X~ ) E
= 0 =) H: P

E= o k=0 k! 2 2 0

where 7y (1) is the kth derivative of 1= (r) at r= 1 and
Hy are the Hem ite polynom ials. In the asym ptotic case
ofanallE (low energies) we have

e (=2)1®( o=E) n( o=E)
®) (58)
can E= 1+ In( o=E))
1
exp —In’—> (h— S)hh—+mn-"2
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T his show sthat the density of states vanishesat the ferm i
energy stronger than any power of E and that In this
sense the stripe edge physics In bilayer quantum Hall
system s is not that of a usual system of weakly coupled
Luttinger liquids. The above result generalizes to the
case ofbilayer system s, pointsthat have been m ade about
sjn.?]e—]ayerquantum-H all stripe statesby Lopatnikova et
a?i and Barciet a?d.

IV .STABILITY OF THE QUANTUM HALL
SM ECTIC PHASE

W e now consider \backward" (nterchannel) scattering
Interactions that do not conserve the num ber ofelectrons
In each stripe edge. The m ost In portant conclision of
the follow Ing analysis is that back-scattering interactions
are much m ore In portant for bilayer stripe states than
for single-layer stripe states. W e can classify the back—
scattering interactions as either intralayer interactions
that involve electrons only in one layer or interlayer in—
teractions that nvolve electrons in both layers. N on-zero
back-scattering tw o-particlem atrix elem ents conserve to—
talm om entum along the stripes, which m eans that the
two Landau gauge guiding center jum ps must sum to
zero. In the case of quantum Hall stripe states, the
m icrocopic m atrix elem ents associated w ith these back-
scattering processes tend to be an all and these interac-
tions w ill be In portant only if they produce strong in—
frared divergences in perturbation theory. T he strength
of these divergences is characterized here by evaluating
Jlow est order perturbative renom alization group scaling
din ensions for these operators. As in Ref. :_lg‘ our renor-
m alization group RG) schem e nvolwesonly x and di-
m ensions and and treats the rung label as an intemal
Index of the elds TEEE T he philbsophy underlying
this procedure is discussed in the next section.

A . Interlayer Tunneling

W e rst address the tunneling of an electron from one
stripe edge to the other in the sam e rung. T he action con—
tribution from this process has the follow ng bosonized
fom :

X

exp(i2 )+ hxe: ; (59)

STunn =
j

where the m icroscopic am plitude u is discussed below .
W e Integrate out \fast" boson m odes , n a shell,
wih =b< Hyj< and ! ;gy unrestricted, and then
rescaled = bg, and ! °= b! leavingq, unchanged. W ith
an appropriate rescaling of , this RG transform ation
Jeaves the ham onic an ectic action Sy [nd the disper—
sion relation {34) HrK - £3)], Ivarint. Stability of
the an ectic xed point In the presence ofback-scattering

10

can be tested by considering the lowest order RG ow
equation,

Qu

E = @2 Tunn)U  ; (60)

wih t = Inb. As can be ssen from this equation the
tunneling operator w ill becom e relevant when is scal-
ing dim ension is less than two. W hen this tem in the
Ham iltonian is strong, the system is described at low en—
ergies by a set of quantum sihe-G ordon m odels coupled
by gradient tem's €3). In the domain 0 <  rynn < 2
the continuous sym m etry, present in C_Zz_i), and broken by
tunneling, is lost in the low-energy xed point action.
Thismodelhas a discrete symmetry ! | ,;+ n for
any Integern and the QF T becom esm assiveé®?. The gap
due to tunneling will lead to an Integer quantum Hall
e ect at total Iling factor 1 1. Using Egs. {_22),
and C_5-§i), we nd the follow ing expression for the scaling
din ension

Z

T dg, detK
T = - —
unn . 2 K. + K
!
11 K
K ' "+ (61)
K+ K

The integrand in the integral over g, is sin ilar to that
hvolved in the boson correlation eld and, ignoring
them atrix character ofthe coe cients tlg,at appear in the
an ectic xed point H am iltonian, is K =K . Since
K wvanishes for g, ! 0, we can expect this quantity
to be an all. Indeed we nd by evaliating this integral
num erically that interlayer tunneling is always relevant.

B .Coulom b B ackscattering Interactions

T he tunneling am plitude in bilayer quantum Hall sys—
tem s can be m ade extrem ely an all by m aking the bar-
rier between quantum wells higher or w ider and is often
com pltely negligble In practice. Coulom b Interactions,
on the other hand, are always present and m ust always
be considered. W e consider interlayer and intralayer
Coulomb back-scattering processes separately. In the
strongest interlayerback-scattering process an electron is
transferred from , say, a left-m oving top layer stripe edge
to a right-m oving edge in the sam e rung pair ofthe sam e
layer, while in the sam e rung pair of the bottom layer
an electron is transferred in the opposite direction, as
depicted in Fig. . T he interlayer back-scattering opera—
tors for processes nvolving neighboring rungs have large
scaling dim ensions and tend to be irrelevant. In addi-
tion, the bare m atrix elem ents for such a process will
fallo rapidly in m agniude w ith Increasing distance be—
tween the rungs Involved. T he action for interlayerback—
scattering interactions for electronsw ithin the sam e rung
pair reads



X

dxd exp(2( J+ %)+ hx:

Sinter =

(62)

[T he otherkind ofprocess involving tw o neighboring rung
pairs is related to the above one by a particlke-hole trans-
formation 7 1 1.

A fter an elem entary calculation we obtain the ollow ing
scaling dim ension expression:

zZ =a
dg, 2detK
nter = v
nter =a2_ K++K
V #
11 12 K K12
K ! K * 1 (63)
KK

This expression is sim ilar to that which would be ob—
tained for interw ire back-scattering interactions in a sys—
tem s of two ocoupled quantum wires. This Integral is
sim ilar to the one that appears in the tunneling oper—
ator scaling din ension calculation, although it is easy to
verify that forward scattering interactions between dif-
ferent stripesplay an essentialrole. A swe discussbelow ,
this operator is usually strongly relevant ( iter ! 0),
so that at Jow tem peratures the phases } and % of
neighboring two edge system are strongly anti corre—
lated. The low energy nontopological (chargeless) exci-
tations in this lim i can be understood by approxin ating
cosl( 3+ 21 1 (}+ %)7?=2.W hen atem ofthis
form is added to the quadratic Ham iltonian, the low -
energy collective m ode digpersion at long-wavelengths
takes the form ofa spatially anisotropic two-din ensional
XY ferromagnet, !> K ¢+ uq . W e discuss the signif-
icance of this result at greater length below .

Finally, In an intra-layer back-scattering process two
electrons m ove In opposie directions between pairs of
stripe edges in the sam e layer w ith the sam e separation
(ct. Fig :_]:) . Here we also concentrate on processes in—
volving neighboring rungs only. P rocesses nvolring two
rung pairs are again related to those nvolving three pairs
by a particle-hole transformm ation. For the st case the
action reads

X
Sintra = u dxd exp (1( % ]j+ %4‘1 ?4.1))
j
exp@( 5 3+ L+ LN+ hxi; (64)
which leads to a scaling dinension  intrs = +
w ith
7 - nw
dg, detK
= - 77— 1 oosga))
- 5 K+ +K
K114+ k12
k 'y rk TP 12 69

K+K

11

Z2  _
@ dg, detK
= - 1 cos@a))
2L K,+K
;11 1 12 K K2
K K (66)
K+K

Note that the imagihary part of the integrand in
Egs. (63), (65166) does not contrbute to the integrals.
B ackscattering processes other than the ones discussed
above have larger scaling din ensions and also involve
larger m om entum transfer and have therefore exponen-—
tially an aller bare m atrix elem ents. W e therefore shall
concentrate on the processes discussed above.

W e now discuss our num erical resuls for scaling di-
m ensions of the operators that are not described by the
quadratic boson theory. F J'g.:;% show s the scaling din en—
sions of the back-scattering interactions in a balanced
system ( = 1=2) in the second excited Landau level
) 2) as a function of the layer separation d=*. The
stripe period chosen for these calculations, a = 58V,
corresponds to the period at which the HartreeFock
energy, of the stripe state n a isolated layer is m ni-
m ized %%, nterestingly, shgk-ekctron tunneling is ir-
relevant ( tuynn > 2) for d= > 135, but is strongly
relevant at an aller layer separations. Interlayer back—
scattering is relevant ( uprer < 2) at all layer separa—
tions, m ore strongly so at an aller layer separations, while
the scaling din ension ofthe intra layerback-scattering is
an aller than 2 only ord='~ 2 and approaches a value
of  intra 184 ford=" 1. This value for the lim it of
weak interactions between the-layers recovers the single—
layer result obtained earlier®d. The contributions
and tO  intras DOt shown in the gure, becom e equal
In this case.
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FIG . 3. Scaling din ensions for tunneling and back scat-
tering interactions as a function of layer separation d=1in a
balanced bilayer system at bilayer total 1ling factor r = 9,
ie.wih aN = 2 valence Landau lvel.
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FIG.4. The kft panel shows the N = 2, d='= 58, In—
tralayer back-scattering interaction scaling dim ension. The
right panel show s the scaling dim ension of the Tunneling op—
erator.
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FIG .5. The kft panel show the scaling din ensions for in-—
terlayer back-scattering across narrow and the right panel for
interlayer back-scattering across w ide rungs in unbalanced bi-
Jayers. N ote the di erence in scale between left and right pan—
els. The m ost relevant interlayer back-scattering interactions
are those of narrow rungs.

T he dependence of scaling din ensions on the bilayer
balance is illustrated In Fjg.-'_4 and FJgE W e see that n—
tralayer interactionsbecom em ore relevant w hen their in—
dividual lling factorsmove away from = 0:5, asin the
single-layer case, whilk the tunneling operator becom es
Jess relevant. Interestingly the interlayer back-scattering
Interactions show di erent results depending on the dis-
tance between the edges involved in the transition. For

€ 0:5 we have to distinguish between nearest neighbor
Interlayer and intralayer back-scattering processes that
nvolve, according to the de nition given in F ig. -r;', only
the an allest num ber of neighboring rung pairs (one and
two, respectively) and those processes that involve for-
m ally two and three rung pairs, respectively. These two
kindsofprocessesare related by particle-hole transform a—
tion and therefore shown in di erent panels. G enerally
the scaling dim ension increasesw ith the distancebetween
the edges. The data show s that one of these two back—
scattering processes, related by a particle-hole transfor-
m ation, is alw ays relevant and that them Inim um scaling
din ension decreasing w ith increasing bias between the
layers. In summ ary, the m ost relevant residual nterac-
tions is interlayer back-scattering and they are increas—
Ingly in portant as the bilayer is unbalanced.

W e note that the scaling dinensions tynn of the
sihgleelectron tunneling and  ipter Of the Interlayer
back-scattering approach zero for d=" ! 0, ie. these
processes becom e strongly relevant. T his is a naturalre—
sult since in this lim it we recover the m onolayer electron
soin quantum H all ferrom agnet. T his system is perfectly
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FIG .6. The scaling din ension ofthe back-scattering inter—
actions in the various Landau level W = 0;1;2;3) In a bal-
anced system as a function of the layer separation d=*. The
stripe periods a arg obtained from H artreeFock m onolayer
resuls given in Refffl: .

isotropic in pseudospin space, and therefore processes
like tunneling which acts essentially lke a (psesudo—
)m agnetic eld are obviously very relevant. This in—
creased relevance arises form ally n our calculations
through the property that the matrices K (g,) vanish
in the linit d ! 0, so that the integrands in Eq. {61)
and C_ég;) are identically zero. K vanishes because it
is a m easure of energy changes associated with charge
transfer between layers at a particular stripe edge; w hen
d ! 0 only the total charge near each stripe edge In u-—
encesthe energy fiinctional. In F J'g.-'_é we show the depen—
dence of these scaling din ensions on Landau level index
N = 0;1;2;3w ith the stripe periods taken from Ref8l in
each case. Asthis gure shows, our results for the scal-
Ing dim ensions of back-scattering processes around the
assum ed stripe state depend only weakly on the Landau
¥vel index. W e note that in the lowest and rst excited
Landau kevel N = 0;1) no conductance anisotropies are
found experim entally in single layers, even though there
is a stripe state n each of these Landau lvels which is
a localm inimum of the H artreeFock energy flinctional.
T he true ground state in these instances is far from the
stripe state, di erencing in character even atm icroscopic
length scales. T he fact that our calculation does not ob—
tain anom alous results in cases where we do not believe
stripe states occur, em phasizes again that our approach
can only address the properties of system s n which uc—
tuations around H artreeFock stripe states are weak. It
cannot predict when stripe states occur. Future experi-
m ental activity w ill be necessary to identify with con —
dence when stripe states occur in bilayers.



C . Sm ectic interlayer phase coherent and W igner
C rystal states

1. Sm ectic interlayer phase coherent state

In this section we exam Ine the e ect of the Interlayer
back scattering interactions (when they are strongly relk-
evant) on the low energy physics of the system and show
that the phase ocoherence is m arked by a nonvanishing
value of an interlyer phase order param eter. In this
phase electrons at each stripe edge are coherent superpo—
sitions of the upper and low er layer states.

T hem ost relevant interlayer back-scattering operators
are related by particle-hole sym m etry and describe back—
scattering across an elctron stripe in the top layer and
the corresponding hole stripe in the bottom layer or
across a hole stripe in the top layer and the correspond-—
Ing electron stripe In the bottom layer. In temm s of the
Luttinger liquid elds we have de ned, the sum of these
tw o interactions takes the form :

1

ujnter; COSIZ( j+

S inter = 67)

Ol

Unter;a )OSR ( 5+ 5]

E xpressions for the bare values of these coupling con—
stants are given below . As shown on Figs. 5@), 5b),
(left, right panel respectively), at am all layer separations
these operators are strongly relevant. At low tem pera—
turesthephases {and %, %and 1, , ofneighboring
two edges tend to be strongly anti correlated. The low
energy excitations in this lim it can be understood by ap—
proxinating cos[( y+ )1 1 (}+ 3)’=2.W hen
termm s of this form are added to the action, it takes the

follow ing form :
1% x
S =< @; ! M @i!) (68)
2 qit
The new m atrix M is given by
0 .
uy + up uy + upe ¥?
M =M +2€ A (69)
up + upe®s uy + up
where M is the m atrix of the system at the smectic

xed point and is given by Eq. (22) orby Eq. @3) (nter—
changing K ,K ) and un, Ui, is the short notation for
Uinter; r Uinter;a s YeSpectively. The e ects of the inter-
layer back-scattering interactions, included on the new
matrix of Eq. {69) which we denote by N ), shift the
polesofthe boson propagators. T he Iow energy collective
m odes now are given by

" r 7#

i (70)

w here
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FIG.7. The collective m odes of the bilayer QH smec—
tic jnt_eg]gy_er coherent phase, for the case of K - (x;]) of
Egs. @323) and N 2, 1=2 and a = 58], are shown.
'+ (ki ), the right panel, is of the form of a spatially
anisotropic tw o-din ensional ferrom agnet, 12 @) K cﬁ + ucﬁ .
The ! (x;g ) collective m ode vanishesonly forg, ! 0 and
o ! 0 when non-local contributions to the interaction coef-

clents are accounted for.

A=cTrK K )+ 2N 1K 224+ 2< k12N 2 (71)

D =detK ) ¢det® )+ 2N%K'™+ det®@ ) (72)

24< K 2N 2!

These lIow energy collective m odes are shown in Fjg.-'_'z.

A s before, the case ofbalanced 1ling fraction can be
described In am ore transparent w ay using the scalar cou-
plingsK* ,K ofEq. {34), 3). For this case the low -
energy collective m odes have the form

2@

i

h
K @) €K @) + 2us (L+ coslga=2)) (73)
In this form ulation one of the gapless m odes is located
at the edge of the B rillouin zone, which is now doubled,
at g, = 2 =a. In the extended B rillouin zone we use for

balanced bilayersthe ! (q) soffm odeappearsforqg, ! O,
whereasthe !, () soffm ode appearsasq, ! 2 =a.The
tw o m odes have the follow Ing behaviors:
. h i
2@ K O K O)f+ dun
" 2#
2 2 uya?
@ K () K (g —

Sin ilar resuls can be ocbtained using the m atrix formm u—
lation for general and becom e equivalent for 1=2.
There is no qualitative change in the collective m ode

structurewhen € 1=2.
T he Interlayer phase coherent an ectic state is charac—
terized by a nite value ofthe follow Ing order param eter,
D E 1 D E

W= J@©s =— e ®

2

ie ihe ? (r)i;
2

where %, p are ferm jon creation and annihilation for

the top and bottom layers respectively. W e now show

(74)



that 2 (@) is nie. W e discuss only the case of bal
anced bilayers, using the altemative form ulation which
ism ore transparent. W e nd that

2
J

d’q dt K @ 1

(2:; 2 L+K @ EK @) + 2up 1+ cosE2)
7 ~ S 1] #

a ot C e e, X @)a=D

16 2 =a ¥ K () uy 1+ cos(ga=2))

In I_7-j') we have Introduced an upper short distance cut—
o 1=" for the gy integration. Interlayer back scattering
Interactionshave cut-o the infrared divergence ofthe gy
Integration, m aking the integral nite and establishing
particle-hole pair condensation. In this state the U (1)
symm etry associated with conservation of total charge
di erence N ¢ N between top and bottom layers is
broken.

W e conclude on thebasisofthisanalysisthat interlayer
back-scattering w ill drive the H artreeFock bilayer sm ec—
tic state to a state which has both broken translational
and ordentational sym m etry and spontaneous interlayer
phase coherence along the edges. W e expect this state to
exhibit giant interlayer tunneling conductance anom alies
at low biasvolages, sin ilar to those that have been seen
In the N 0 Landau lkevel in bilayers. A though these
stateshave a charge gap that we discussbelow and should
exhibit the quantum Halle ect, we expect that they will
exhibit strongly anisotropic dissipative transport at nite
tem peratures. Their two gapless collective m odes arise
because they have broken translationaland orientational
symm etry and spontaneous interlayer phase coherence.
W e also note that the quantum character ofthese bilayer
an ectic states is quite distinct from the quantum smec—
tics discussed previously for the single-layer case. For
Instance the long-wavelength behavior of the quantized
collective mode ! (g ;q,) changes from being propor-
tional to $k g, Jjto being proportional to I, jonly when
spontaneous Inter-layer phase coherence is present; lock—
Ing the phase di erence between di erent layers qualita—
tively increases the cost of lndependent position uctu—
ations. The long-wavelength behavior of the !, (& ;q,)
collective m ode is that ofan anisotropic super uid. A sin
the case of uniform states, spontaneous interlayer phase
coherence is equivalent to electron-hole pair super uid—
iy, but the broken orientational sym m etry ofthe sn ectic
state causes this super uid to have orientation dependent
sti ness.

Tt seam s quite possible that the order param eter that
characterizes the broken orientational and translational
sym m etry of these states w illbe driven to zero when in—
terlayer Ijteractionsare su ciently strong. Indeed this is
suggestedi®9 by m ean- eld caloulations. W e are unable
to estin ate where this transition takes place using the
m ethods of this paper.

(77)
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2. Coherent am ectic state speci ¢ heat

T he Intemalenergy ofthe bilayer sn ectic phase coher—
ent (SPC) state willbe dom inated at low energiesby the
contrbution from the ! (g) mode. The leading contri-
bution to the Integral for the intemalenergy com es from
the region of an allg. The % Integralnow has a natural

0). & follow s that
the Intemal energy is given for sm allu by

Infrared cut-o howeverat up=K

!
K 01

41.1j1

2a
T2

U @) In i (78)

o
~

3k K" 0)

and the speci ¢ heat willnow be linearly dependent on
T . The speci ¢ heat anom aly noted previously for the
bilayer am ectic is suppressed when inter-ayer coherence
is established, even though broken translationaland ori-
entational sym m etry are still present.

3. W igner crystal state

Intralayer back-scattering interactions take the form

ukxp ARk x+ 3

. 2 1 1
exp@( 3 3+ 4

1 2
o5 5+1))

)+ hxd (79

O/\intra =
+ +
w here the oscillatory dependence on coordinate along the
edge which we have exhibited explicitly ollow s from our
earlier eld operator de nitions. This interaction dom i-
natesonly at quite large layer separations. W hen it does
it drivesthe system to a state which hasperiodicity along
the stripe edges as well as across the stripes. Since, the
wavelength along the stripe is 4 P=a, and sice the pe-
riodicity along the direction perpendicular to the stripes
is a, this state w ill contain one electron per layer pertwo
din ensionalunit cell. W e therefore identify this state as
a bilayer W igner crystal W C) state.

D .G ap E stim ates for B ilayer Stripe States

T he m ost in portant conclusion from the above calcu—
lations is that Interlayer C oulom b back-scattering inter—
actions are always relevant In bilayer stripe states. The
gapkss bilyer stripe state can never ke the true ground
state. Since the bare m atrix elem ents associated w ith
these interactions are often quite sm all, however, they
w ill often be in portant only at low tem peratures. Aswe
explain below , we believe that C oulom b Interactionsw ill
m ost often drive the system either to an isotropic coher—
ent state or to a am ectic coherent state. B oth states w ill
have a charge gap and an Integer quantum Halle ect. In
this section we estim ate the size ofthis gap and hence the
tem perature above which we expect the phenom enology



ofthese states to cross over from quantum Hallbehavior
to stripe state behavior.

O urestim ates are built on barem atrix elem entswhose
evaluation we discuss below and on the scaling dim en—
sion calculations discussed above. G ven dim ensionless
Inter- and Intralayer back-scattering interactions Uiter
and Uintra, We can estin ate the gap by integrating the
RG ow equations to obtain

E &=2 (ue:a) _

S ©0)

b 1E §=a (b2 e=a ue:a) ;
w here the super- and subscripts e=a are used for inter—
and intralayer interactions respectively. W hen the inter-
actions becom e of order 1 on the renomm alized energy
scale @ u = 1), the energy gap should be roughly
equalto the renom alized characteristic C oulom b energy
E¢, giving

'E c 7

E,)= U=E/)"% 81)

where U = uE. is the m icroscopic high-energy-scale
back-scattering interaction strength. The dependence
of the gap enters through U , and through the scaling di-
m ensions. Both e ects conspire to strongly reduce the
gap m agniude near half lling. Taking E . 0:3e?=1,
approxin ately them axim um correlation energy per elec—
tron in a partially lled Landau level, the resulting gaps
for N 2 and dgate = 501, are shown as a function
of Uing fraction and distance between layers in Fig. 3_3
and F i. :_lC_i W e notice that the gap resulting from the
Intralayer back-scattering interaction is very sm all near
half 1ling, dropping below the range accessble to dilu—
tion fridges overm ost of the 1ling factor shown in this

gure. O n the other hand the gap resulting from the in—
terlayer back-scattering interactions is not as am all and
rem ains reasonably large out to large values of the In-
terlayer sgparation d. Recalling that this interaction is
proportionalto RIL LR, we see that when this inter—
action is strong it favors interlayer phase coherence along
each stripe edge and that when it is very strong it leads
to condensation ofthe eld % + § to a value Indepen-—
dent of j. Since 3 is by de nition the phase di erence
between left and right-going ferm ion elds at the (j; )
stripe edge, and since the layers indices of right and ft
going ferm ions is opposite at 1 and 2 stripe
edges, w hat is condensing w hen this Interaction is strong
is the phase di erence between ferm ions in opposie lay—
ers. In other words, the state that occurs in the strong
interedge ack—scattering lim it has spontaneous interhyer
phase coherence. States w ith interlayer phase coherence
and stripe order can occur as localand even globalm in—
Ina of HartreeFock energy functionals. Coupled wih
the irrelevance of intralayer back scattering interactions
at sm all layer separations in the bilayer case, our analy—
sis suggests that they can be the ground states ofbilayer
quantum Hall system s In high Landau levels.
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FIG. 8. Estinated charge gap due to interlayer
back-scattering interactions. These interactions are always
relevant and lad, in the absence of interlayer tunneling, to
states w ith gpontaneous interlayer phase coherence.T he en—
ergy scale In this gure is e’= *which is kg 50K for a
typicalhigher Landau level experin ent. T he energies should
be reduced to account for screening from interLandau level
transitions that we have not included in our calculations.
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FIG. 9. Estinated charge gap due to interlayer

back-scattering interactions, for balanced bilayers ( 1=2
in each layer), as a function of layer separation. T his depen—

dence is extracted from Fjg.:g and shown here for clarity.

For intralayer back scattering, the bare backscattering
Interaction m atrix elem ent has both direct and exchange
contrbutions, whilke interlayer back-scattering has only
a direct contrbution. An elem entary calculation using
Landau gauge basis states leads to the follow Ing explicit
expressions that were used to obtain gap estin ates:
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FIG .10. E stin ated charge gap that would result from in-
tralayerback scattering interactions in the bilayercase. W hen
the scaling din ension is larger than two, the gap vanishes.
Intralayer Interactions are m ore In portant than interlayer in—
teractions only at very large layer separations. The energy
scale in this gure is e?=

and
2 a? =27
Y1+ Q¥ Qi —e
Z
dge ¥ e B3V (g ;0) ©4)
Sam e-Layer E xchange
kP=Y+0F ; kP=Y, 0t ; @85)
2 _ 2 _
k:I'=Y, ; kieI'=Y, ; (86)
2 1 a?=21%
Y, OL;Yi+ QFPy ;Y = 2—6
Z
dge TF e B2 v (g a=P) ; ®7)
D i erent-Layer D irect
k]_lz = Y]_ + le 7 k212 = Y]_ 7 (88)
ksP =Y, ; keP=Y,+QF ; 89)
. 1 a2 2.7
oYy 3 y;Yo1i= 5 €
Z
22 _
dge 17V (GiQ) (90)

where the subscripts S and D refer to two-din ensional
Fourier transfom s of the C oulom b interactions between
electrons In sam e and di erent layers. W e see in Fjg.:g:
and F Jg:_iQ' that the in portance of interlayer interactions
din inishes rather slow Iy w ih layer separation, leading
to sizable Integer quantum Hall gaps out to large layer
separations.
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FIG.11l. Apparent phase diagram predicted for exper-

in ental studies of high m obility bilayer system s at dilution
fridge tem peratures. T he various phases in this illustration
have qualitatively di erent transport properties. T hese calcu-
Jations are for stripe states in the N = 2 orbital Landau level
(a 58"), wih weak rem otegate screening (dgate = 50%).
It is possble to explore the phase diagram experim entally in
a single sam ple, since both the top layer 1lling factor and
the nom alized interlayer separation d=", are altered when
the charge in balance and total electron density are changed
by using front and back gates in combination. For inter—
Jayer spacing d less than approxin ately 1:5" and any charge
inbalance, we expect the bilayer to be in an isotropic in-
terlayer phase coherent (IIPC) state which has a large gap,
integer quantum Hall e ect and isotropic transport proper—
ties. A nisotropic states are expected only for m ore w idely
spaced layers, d > 1:5°. For strongly unbalanced layers ( far
from 1/2) we expect anisotropic W igner crystal W C) states
to appear because of intralayer backscattering interactions,
Jast as they do in the single layer case. These states will
exhbit a quantum Halle ect with an odd integer quantized
H all conductivity. Stripe (sn ectic m etal) states (SS) tend to
occur when each layer has a 1ling factor close to 1=2,
but as In the single layer case these states are never the true
ground states. Sm ectic m etal states show anisotropic trans-
port but do not show an integer quantum Halle ect. Inter—
Jayer backscattering interactions always induce charge gaps
but these are som etin estoo an allto be cbservabl at a typical
dilution fridge tem peratures which we take to be 0 001e’= 1L
Regions w ith an estin ated charge gap larger than this value
are labeled as am ectic phase coherent (SPC) state regions in
the phase diagram . Sm ectic phase coherent stateshave an odd
Integer quantum Halle ect, and are expected to have trans-
port properties which are m uch m ore anisotropic than those
of the anisotropic W igner crystal states. This state should
also exhbit giant interlayer tunneling conductance anom alies
at low bias voltages.

Our results or the energy gaps are summ arized in
FJg:;L]_: by a schem atic phase diagram intended to repre—
sent predicted experim ental ndings in very high m obil-
ity bilayer system s at dilution refrigerator tem peratures.
T his phase diagram was constructed from a recipe spec—



ied below. Dierent regions of the phase diagram as
a function of layer separation d=1 and inbalance, char-
acterized by , are denti ed as exhibiting the behav—
jor of one of the llow ing phases. The bilayer an ectic
state is a state w ith no integer quantum Halle ect and
anisotropic transport. T he coherent bilayer an ectic state
w illhave an Integerquantum Halle ectbutw illstillhave
anisotropic transport at nite tem perature. T he bilayer
W igner crystal state w ill have an integer quantum Hall
e ect wih an odd integer quantized Hall conductivity.
W e predict bilayer am ectic state behavior when neither
Interlayer nor intralayer back-scattering interactions pro-
duce a gap larger than 0:001e?= ‘. W e Jadge that a gap
an aller than this size would not produce cbservable ef-
fects In a typical dilution fridge experin ents. Interlayer
backscattering interactions are m uch m ore e ective than
Intralayer interactions in producing gaps because they
are strongly relevant. W e predict bilayer W igner crys-
tal behavior when the intralayer back-scattering yields
the largest gap and a gap that exceeds our m inim um

value. These states are expected only when the charge
Inbalance is lJarge or the layer separation is quie large.
W e predict bilayer coherent sm ectic states when inter—
layer back-scattering produces the largest gap, provided
again that it exoceeds our m ininum value. Because the
Intralayer interactions are strongly relevant observable
gaps are expected out to very large layer separations,
an unexpected resul of our analysis. The interval of
charge iIn balance w here stripe (an ecticm etal) states are
expected expands only m odestly w ith layer separation,
but is sensitive to the orbital index N ofthe Landau kv—
els, sihce nodes In the orbitalw aveflinctions can cause the
bare backscattering m atrix elem ent to vanish at partic—
ular N -dependent valies of . T he details ofboundaries
separating stripe state and stripe-phase-coherent regions
of this phase diagram will be quite di erent for di er-
ent values of N . A s we have em phasized, our approach
is reliable only when quantum uctuations around the
m ean— eld stripe state of H artree Fock theory are weak.
For an all Jayer separations the charge gaps start to be—
com e com parable to the underlying m icroscopic energy
scales. In this regin e we expect that the ground state
is actually an isotropic coherent bilayer state, but are
unable to provide a reliable quantitative estin ate of the
layer separation at which this transition occurs.

V .DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have studied doubl layer quantum

Hall system s at odd integer total 1ling fractions. M ean

eld theory predicts that these system s can form striped
ground states. This observation serves as the starting
point for our work. T he H ibert space in which the low—
energy excited states of m ean— eld bilayer stripe states
reside m ay be m apped to those ofan in nite set of cou—
pld Luttinger liquids, one for each stripe, allow ing us
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to borrow bosonization techniques from the literature on
one-dim ensionalelectron system s. Q uantum uctuations
around the m ean— eld stripe state are conveniently de—
scribed In term s of Bose quantum  elds that can be In—
terpreted as representing charge density and the position

uctuationsalong each stripe edge. T he interactionsthat
controlquantum uctuations in the electron ground state
Include both forward scattering termm s which contribute
to quadratic interactions in the Boson Ham iltonian and
weak, but m ore com plicated back-scattering tem s. T he
coupled Luttinger liquid m odel cbtained when the back-
scattering Interactions are neglected is not of the stan-
dard form because both charge and position term s in
the e ective Ham iltonian have a m atrix character and
because the energy cost of uctuations in which stripes
m ove collectively is am allw hen the stripesarenot pinned.
W e nd that the Jatter property lads to Fem ion spatial
correlations whose decay is faster than any power law,
to a speci ¢ heat that vanishes less quickly than T for
T ! 0, and to a tunneling density of states that vanishes
faster than any power law forE ! 0. These properties
of bilayer stripe states are sin ilar to properties estab-
lished previously for single layers by Lopatnikova et al
and Barciet al.. There isno lim it In which bilayer stripe
quantum H all states can be treated asa system ofweakly
coupled Luttinger liquids.

W e address the role played by intralayer and inter—
layerback-scattering interactionsby evaluating their per—
turbative renom alization group scaling dim ensions, ol
low ing an approach two of us have,taken previously for
the case of single-layer stripe states®? In the sihgle-Jlayer
case we reached the conclusion that these interactions
are always relevant, and that they lkely drive the sys-
tem to a W igner crystalstate w ith an energy gap. E sti-
m atesofthe size ofthis gap based on bare back-scattering
m atrix elem ents and scaling din ensions gave extrem ely
am all values, how ever, consistent w ith the observation of
stripe state phenom enology at tem perature scales that
could be reached experim entally. Since other researchers
have reached di erent conclusion about the relevance of
back-scattering interactions in single layer system s, it is
worthwhile in stating the conclusions we have reached
In the present work to em phasize once again the philos-
ophy that underpins our calculations and explain why
we have considerable con dence in the conclusions we
reached previously.

Our identi cation of a low-energy H ibert space in
which it is possble to derive a sin pli ed m any-electron
Ham iltonian is based on the experim ental discovery of
stripe states and on evidence from experin ent that the
true ground state is energetically very close to the m ean—

eld theory ground state. In our view them ost convinc—
ing evidence in this regard is the abiliy®4 of H artree—
Fock theory to accurately predict the dependence of the
stripe state ordentation on inplane eld strength, quan—
tum well width, and other m icroscopic param eters. In
single-layer system s, quantum uctuations are in por-
tant only at low-energies and long length scales. W hen



m ean- eld theory accurately describes the m icroscopic
length scale physics, we can use the elam entary exci-
tations of the HartreeFock stripe state to identify the
H ibert space of low -energy excitations, and con dently
use bare interaction m atrix elem ents to estin ate forward
and back-scattering interaction param eters. T he issue of
quantum stability of an ectic states In single-ayer sys—
tem s has received interest partle foegcause it is closely
related to the possbk existence®32784 of freely sliding
analogs of the K osterlitz-T houless phase in stacked two-
din ensionalX Y m odels. A Tthough it is certainly clear?’
that interacting Luttinger liquid xed-point actionsexist
forw hich back-scattering interactions are irrelevant, that
is not su cient to decide on their relevance in the case
of quantum Hall stripe states. Crudely speaking, jmek
evance n the case of repulsive interactions requjreSﬁ@S:
that the forw ard scattering interaction strength decay in
a strongly non-m onotonic way w ith edge separation. For
sihgle-layer system s Fertig and collaborator have esti-
m ated forward scattering am plitudes using an approach
that goes beyond the weak coupling approxin ations we
em ploy, doing so however In a partially ad hoc m anner
by tting their m odel to collective m odes evaluated in
a tin edependent H artreeFock approxin ation. Their
conclusion on the relevance of back-scattering interac-
tions is opposite to ours. The source of the discrep—
ancy may be traced to broken particle-hole symm etry
In the half- Iled Landau level H artreeFock approxin a—
tion W igner crystalstate that they use to extract strong—
coupling Interaction param eters. For a singke layer stripe
state, ack-scattering interactions can ke irrelevant only
if the true ground state at 1=2 breaks partick-hok
symmetry. This raises an interesting question. Could
there be another class of as yet undetected phase tran—
sitions that occur In the quantum Hall regin e either in
the high N stripe state regin e or or lower N ? B roken
particle-hole symm etry at 2 would nply a nie-
tem perature phase transition in the 2D Ising universal-
ity class, forwhich the deviation ofthe H all conductiviy
at 1=2 from &=2h could be taken as the order pa—
ram eter. T here is certainly no evidence for such a phase
transition in experin ent, although i m ight be washed
out by disorder? even if it occurred. In any event, bro—
ken particle-hole symm etry in the ground state would
require that a phase transition occur between the high-
tem perature stripe state of HartreeFock theory that
does not have broken particle-hole sym m etry and a low —
tem perature stripe state n which particle-hole sym m etry
isbroken and back-scattering is irrelevant. In light ofthe
evidence that uctuation correctionsto the H artreeFock
ground state are weak, we still believe that the sim pler
conclusion of our earlier work is m ore lkely to be cor-
rect, nam ely that particle-hole symm etry is not broken
and that the sm ectic state is not stable.

A swe have em phasized severaltin es the approach we
have taken does not lad to standard coupled Luttinger
licquid behavior. In particular, the decays of ferm ion cor—
relation finctions at lJarge distances, and ofthe tunneling
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density of states at sm all energies, are faster than power
laws. This property occurs in our analysis because of
broken translhtional sym m etry In the stripe state which
m akes its energy functional invariant under-a sim ula-
neous transhtion of all stripes. Barciet alE‘l:, have ar-
gued that this unusualproperty m ight signala failire of
the perturbative renom alization group transform ation
we have used, which rescales spatial coordinates along
the stripe edges but not across them . A though we agree
that our conclusions conceming the nature of the true
ground state could in principle be altered if it were pos—
sble to extend the perturbative RG analysis to higher
order. Indeed thism ust happen when our analysis is ap—
plied to low index Landau levels in which stripe states
do not occur. W e do not believe, how ever, that the un-
usual correlation functions signal a greater likelhood of
this eventuality than nom ally applies to lowest order
perturbative RG calculations. In practice, the m icro—
soopic back-scattering am plitudes treated perturbatively
aresu ciently weak in high Landau lkevelsthat our lowest

order calculations seem lkely to describe what happens
down to the lowest tem peratures available experin en—
tally. In our view the approach we have taken should
be trusted when experim entalevidence suggests that the
physics at low -energies is described by the stripe states
of H artreeFock theory.

W e nd here that the rol of back-scattering interac—
tions is quite di erent in the bilayer case com pared to
the single layer case. At very large layer separations,
the single-layer case In which stripe state physics occurs
down to very low tem peratures for 1=2 is recovered.
However, already for layer separations 10Y, we nd
that interlayer back-scattering interactions which drive
the system toward a state with spontaneous interlayer
phase coherence along the edges becom e im portant and
Jead to a state w ith a substantialchargegap. O urpredic—
tion ofodd integer quantum Halle ectsw ith anisotropic

nitetem perature transport coe cients in surprisingly

w idely separated bilayer system s is an im portant result
of this paper. This conclusion about the properties of
spontaneously coherent stripe states In the absence of in—
terlayer tunneling di ers from that reached by Fertig and
collaborators who, incorrectly in our view , ignore inter—
edge coupling in considering the properties of coherent
stripes. Interestingly, intra-layer back-scattering interac—
tions that drive the system toward aW igner crystalstate
are irrelevant in this regin e. W e conclude that stripe
states are indeed stable In bilayer quantum Hall system s,
unlike the single layer case, but not sn ecticm etal states.
Tt seem s lkely that forvery sn all layer separations, badck—
scattering Interactionsw illdrive the system toward a uni-
form charge density state w ith interlayer coherence, al-
though our perturbative approach isnot ablke to o erany
substantial guidance in deciding this question.

T he study of stripe state physics in single-layer quan—
tum H all system s requires sam ples ofexceptionalquality,
beyond that required for studies of fractional quantum
Hallphysics w ith lower index partially lled Landau lev—



els which can be studied at higher m agnetic elds. It is
still not possible to create bilayer quantum Hall system s
w ith disorder that is asweak asthat In sihglk layer quan—
tum H all system s. N evertheless recent sam ples appear to
be of a quality that opens the physics of stripe states in
bilayer system s up to experin ental study. W e expect on
the basis of this work, and of previous theoretical w ork,
that the physics will be rich, with much potential for
surprises beyond the properties anticipated here.
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