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M ean-�eld theory predicts that bilayer quantum Hallsystem s at odd integer total�lling factors

can have stripe ground states in which the top Landau levelis occupied alternately by electrons

in one ofthe two layers. W e report on an analysis ofthe properties ofthese states based on a

coupled Luttinger liquid description that is able to account for quantum 
uctuations of charge-

density and position along each stripeedge.Thesoftm odesassociated with thebroken sym m etries

ofthe stripe state lead to an unusualcoupled Luttingerliquid system with strongly enhanced low-

tem peratureheatcapacity and strongly suppressed low-energy tunnelingdensity ofstates.W eassess

theim portanceoftheintralayerand interlayerback-scatteringterm sin them icroscopicHam iltonian,

which are absentin the Luttingerliquid description,by em ploying a perturbative renorm alization

group approach which re-scales tim e and length along but not transverse to the stripes. W ith

interlayerback-scattering interactions presentthe Luttingerliquid statesare unstable eitherto an

incom pressible striped state that has spontaneous interlayer phase coherence and a sizable charge

gap even atrelatively largelayerseparations,ortoW ignercrystalstates.O urquantitativeestim ates

ofthegapsproduced by back-scatteringinteractionsaresum m arized in Fig.11 by a schem aticphase

diagram intended to representpredicted experim ental�ndingsin very high m obility bilayersystem s

at dilution refrigerator tem peraturesas a function oflayerseparation and bilayerdensity balance.

W e predict that the bilayer willform incom pressible isotropic interlayer phase coherent states for

sm alllayer separations,say d � 1:5‘. Atlarger interlayer spacings,however,the bilayer willtend

to form one ofseveraldi�erentanisotropic statesdepending on the layercharge balance,which we

param eterize by thefractional�lling factor� contributed by oneofthetwo layers.Forlarge charge

im balances (� far from 1=2),we predict states in which anisotropic W igner crystals form in each

ofthe layers. For� closer to 1=2,we predictstripe statesthathave spontaneousinter-layerphase

coherenceand a gap forcharged excitations.Thesestatesshould exhibitthequantum Halle�ectfor

current
owing within the layersand also the giant interlayertunneling conductance anom alies at

low biasvoltagesthathavebeen observed in bilayerswhen theN = 0 Landau levelispartially �lled.

W hen the gaps produced by backscattering interactions are su�ciently sm all,the phenom enology

observed attypicaldilution fridgetem peratureswillbethatofasm ecticm etal,anisotropictransport

withouta quantum Halle�ect.Forstripestatesin theN = 2 Landau level,thisbehaviorisexpected

overa range ofbilayercharge im balanceson both sidesof� = 1=2.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The recentdiscovery ofstrongly anisotropictransport

in single layer quantum Hallsystem s near half-odd in-

teger�lling factors1{3 hasattracted m uch experim ental4

and theoretical5 interest. Transport anisotropies have

been observedinsingletwo-dim ensional(2D)electrongas

layersathalf�lling ofLandau levelswith index N � 2,

i.e. at �lling factors � = 9=2;11=2;:::. This e�ect is

com m only ascribed to the form ation ofstriped charge-

density-wave phases,predicted on the basis ofHartree-

Fock calculations by K oulakov etal.6 and by M oessner

and Chalker7 with additionaltheoreticalsupport from

subsequent exact-diagonalization8 and DM RG 9 num er-

icalstudies. The stripe state is a consequence of the

form factors that arise in describing interactions be-

tween electrons in higher kinetic energy Landau level

orbitals and allow density waves to form in cyclotron-

orbit-centercoordinatesthathavea very sm allelectron-

density-wave am plitude and therefore little electrostatic

energy penalty.

The physics ofquantum Hallsystem s is enriched by

the additionaldegreesoffreedom thatappearin bilayer

system s10 in which two 2D electron layershave a sepa-

ration d sm allenough that their interactions have con-

sequences. For total �lling factor �T = 1 and other

odd integer total�lling factors, interlayer interactions

can lead to a state with spontaneousphase coherence11

between the layers and a charge gap that is revealed

experim entally12 by the quantum Halle�ect. Further

spectacularexperim entalm anifestations ofspontaneous

phasecoherencewererevealed very recently in 2D to 2D

tunneling and Halldrag experim ents by Eisenstein and

collaborators.13.In tunnelingstudiesspontaneouscoher-

ence is signaled by a sharp zero biaspeak in the di�er-

entialconductance between the layers.Asthe ratio ofd

to the m agnetic length ‘ is reduced experim entally,the

conductancepeak appearsto develop continuously start-
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ing ata criticalvalue ofd=‘thatisconsistentwith ear-

lierexperim entalanom alies12 attributed to spontaneous

coherence and with m ean-�eld-theory estim ates of the

criticallayerseparation12 atwhich coherenceisexpected

to develop. These experim ents are stillnot understood

quantitatively and raise a num ber ofinteresting issues

in non-equilibrium collective transporttheory thathave

stim ulated a growing body oftheoretical14 work.

Sincebalanced bilayersystem satlargeodd integerto-

tal�llingfactor(�T � 9)arecom posed of2D layersthat,

ifisolated,would show stripe-state behavior,itisnatu-

ralto consider the possible interplay and com petition

between theform ation ofstriped phasesin each 2D layer

and the developm ent of spontaneous interlayer phase-

coherence.Theseissueshavebeen investigated in several

recenttheoreticalpapers15{17 and it has been argued17

thatthey m ay berelevantforunderstanding a recentob-

servation ofresistanceanisotropy atinteger�lling factor

by Pan etal.18. In the presentpaper we extend earlier

work by twoofthepresentauthors19 on sm ecticstatesin

singlelayerstothecaseofbilayersystem s.Theapproach

we take is one that is intended to be valid when quan-

tum 
uctuation correctionsto thestripestatespredicted

by Hartree-Fock theory are weak on m icroscopic length

scales,although aswe discuss atlength they inevitably

alterthe ultim ate physicsatvery low energiesand tem -

peratures and the behavior of correlation functions at

long distances. Since stripe states occur as extrem a of

the Hartree-Fock energy functionalforany orbitalLan-

dau levelindex, not only for N � 2 where the states

are seen experim entally,and are in fact always unsta-

ble to the form ation ofW igner crystalstates in m ean-

�eld-theory,it is evident that we m ust appealin part

to experim entto judge when ourstarting assum ption is

valid.5;6;20

In describing stripe states it is convenient to use a

Landau gauge basiswith single-particle statesextended

in the direction along the stripes, which we choose to

be the x̂ direction, and labeled by a one-dim ensional

wavevectork that is proportionalto the guiding center

along which thewavefunction’sy-coordinateislocalized,

Y = k‘2.Forbalanced bilayers,thestripestatesthatoc-

curin Hartree-Focktheory areoccupation num bereigen-

states in this representation,with the valence Landau-

levelLandau gauge states occupied by top and bottom

layer electrons in alternating stripes. In the Hartree-

Fock approxim ation, the low-energy excitations of the

stripe states consist ofcoupled particle-hole excitations

along each edge oftop and bottom layerstripes. These

degreesoffreedom are conveniently described using the

bosonization techniquesfam iliarfrom the theory ofone-

dim ensionalelectron system s.21O urapproach ispartly in

the spiritofFerm iliquid theory in thatwe assum e that

theHilbertspaceoflow-energy excitationscan beplaced

in one-to-one correspondence with those that occur in

the Hartree-Fock theory. W hen quantum 
uctuations

aretoo strong ourapproach willnotbeuseful;forexam -

ple,itcannotpredicteitherthe factthatlowestLandau

levelisolated layershavecom posite-ferm ion liquid rather

than stripe ground states, or the likelihood ofbubble6

ratherthan stripe statesfaraway from half-�lling. O ur

approach to stripe state physicsissim ilarto thattaken

�rstby Fradkin and K ivelson22.Forthecaseofm onolay-

ers,them icroscopicbasisofthecoupled Luttingerliquid

m odelfor quantum Hallstripe states was carefully ex-

am ined by Lopatnikova etal.23 and other properties of

quantum Hallstripestateshavebeen addressed by Barci

etal.24 and W exlerand Dorsey.25

O ur paper is organized as follows. In Section II we

review the coupled Luttinger liquid m odelfor quantum

Hallstripestatesand discussitsapplicationtothebilayer

case.The m odelrestsfundam entally on the assum ption

thattheexcitation spectrum ofbilayerstripestatesm ay

be placed in one-to-onecorrespondencewith thatofthe

Hartree-Fock picture; for bilayers this assum ption im -

pliesthatthe degreesoffreedom ateach stripe edge are

those ofa one-dim ensionalelectron gas. O ur analysis

ofthe low-energy long-wavelength physicsexam inesthis

subspaceofthe m icroscopicm any-particleHilbertspace

and includes forward scattering term s in the Ham ilto-

nian thatcreate and destroy particle-hole excitationsat

the stripe edges, and back scattering term s that scat-

ter electrons between chiral one-dim ensional electron-

gasbranches. Since the m icroscopic am plitude ofback-

scattering processesisweak,they can often beneglected

at experim entally accessible tem peratures. W hen only

forward scattering term s are included,the Ham iltonian

can besolved exactly using bosonization and isform ally

equivalenttothatofasystem ofcoupled one-dim ensional

electron gases. The quantum sm ectic broken sym m etry

characterofthe electronic state isre
ected,however,in

the coupled Luttingerliquid interaction param etersand

results in enhanced 
uctuations. The properties ofthis

bilayersm ecticstatearediscussed in Section III.Thebe-

havioroftheone-particleG reen’sfunctionsatthesm ectic

�xed point,carefully addressed by Lopatnikova etal.23

forthe single layercase,isdiscussed forthe bilayer.W e

�nd that, as in the single-layer case, the one-particle

G reen’sfunction doesnotexhibitthe powerlaw behav-

ior that is generic for weakly coupled Luttinger liquids

and instead vanishesfasterthan any powerlaw atlarge

distances,im plying strongly suppressed tunneling atlow

energies. The enhanced im portance ofquantum 
uctu-

ationsis a consequence ofthe invariance ofthe m odel’s

Luttingerliquid Ham iltonianunderasim ultaneoustrans-

lation ofallstripes.Back-scattering interactionsaread-

dressed in Section IV,usingaperturbativeRG approach.

As in the single-layercase we �nd that back-scattering

interactions are always relevant. The gapless Hartree-

Fock sm ectic state cannotbe the true ground state in ei-

ther single-layer or bilayer quantum Hallsystem s. In-

stead we conclude that except at relatively large layer

separations,interlayerinteractionsinducea ground state

that has spontaneous interlayer phase coherence. This

state would be signaled experim entally by the sim ulta-

neousoccurrence ofan integerquantum Halle�ectand
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anisotropic�nite-tem peraturetransport,som ething that

has not been seen in single-layer system s. W here in-

tralayerinteractionsare m ore im portant,they drive the

system to a state with an anisotropic W ignercrystalin

each layer.W earguethatboth typesofinteractionslead

to charge gapsand to integerquantum Halle�ects and

estim atethesizeoftheresulting energy gaps.According

to our estim ates, the gap created by inter-layer back-

scattering willbe large enough to be observable out to

surprisingly large layerseparations. The e�ect of�nite

tunneling between thelayersisalso addressed in Section

IV.Finally in Section V we discuss severalinteresting

theoreticalissues that arise from this work. W e com -

m ent explicitly on inconsistencies between the conclu-

sionsthathave been reached by di�erentresearcherson

the question ofsm ectic state stability in the single-layer

case.W ealsoaddressthesuggestion24 thattheenhanced

quantum 
uctuationsthatfollow from thebroken trans-

lationalsym m etryofthestartingHartree-Fockstatem ay

invalidateourperturbativerenorm alization group analy-

sisforback-scattering interactions.

II.T H E M O D EL

A .C oupled Luttinger Liquid M odelEnergy

Functional

In Hartree-Fock theory thesm ecticbilayerstateatto-

tal�lling factor �T = 1 is a single Slater determ inant

where the occupation ofguiding-centerm odesin a Lan-

dau levelofindex N 2 f0;1;2;:::g alternates between

the layers with period a, as depicted schem atically in

Fig.1. Lower index Landau levels are assum ed to be

frozen in �lled statesand higherindex in em pty states,

allowing them to be neglected in the following. Each

stripe has chiralleft-m oving and right-m oving branches

ofquasiparticle edge states,localized in opposite layers,

allowing the low-energy degreesoffreedom ofeach elec-

tron stripe to be m apped to those ofa one-dim ensional

electron gas. W e consider the generalcase ofa biased

double layer system where the width ofthe stripes in

one layerisa� while thatin the otherlayerisa(1� �),

� 2 [0;1].Asindicated in the�gure,for� 6= 0:5 thesys-

tem has two types ofstripe edges,distinguished by the

direction oftheir closest neighbor. In the following we

referto a pairofchiralstripe edgesone abovethe other

in each layerasa rung,and thetwo closestsuch rungsas

a rung pair.

Sm all
uctuations in the positions and shapes ofthe

stripescan be described in term sofparticle-holeexcita-

tions near the stripe edges. The residualinteractions,

ignored in Hartree-Fock theory, which act on energy

states fallinto two classes: forward scattering interac-

tions which conserve the num ber of electrons on each

edge ofevery stripe,and backward scattering processes

which do not.Thequantum sm ectic m odelincludes

1 2

a νa(1−ν)interlayer
backscattering

intralayer
backscattering

bottom layer

top layer

FIG .1. Schem atic illustration ofthe Hartree-Fock bilayer

sm ectic state. The shaded areas are electron stripes whose

edgesare chiralLuttingerliquidsasdenoted by the solid ar-

rows. Each electron (hole) stripe in one layer faces a hole

(electron) stripe in the other. The average �lling factor of

the highestoccupied Landau levelis � while thatin the top

layer is 1 � �, giving a total�lling factor �T = 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.Theright-m oving and left-m oving chiralquasi-

particle branches of each elem ent of a rung pair are local-

ized in opposite layers and denoted by � = 1;2. The m o-

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 with the sm allest possible

m om entum transfer.

forward scattering processes only. Backscattering pro-

cesses involve large m om entum transfer and their bare

m atrixelem entswillbesm allerin m agnitude(seebelow).

W e treat their e�ects perturbatively,using a renorm al-

ization group approach to account for the infrared di-

vergences ubiquitous in quasione-dim ensionalelectron

system s. The sm ectic state is stable only ifthe back-

scattering interactionsareirrelevant.

The classicalquadratic Ham iltonian which describes

the energetics ofsm allstripe edge 
uctuations has the

following generalform 19:

H 0 =
1

2‘2

Z

dx

Z

dx0
1X

j;k= � 1

X

�;�= 1;2

X

�;�= R ;L

h

u
�
j�(x)K

��

��
(x � x

0
;j� k)u

�

k�
(x0)

i

; (1)

where the indicesj and k labelrung pairs,� and � the

two di�erentrungswithin a rung pair,� and � theright

orleft m oving chiraledges within a single rung,and x,

x0 positions along the stripes. In this equation,u�j� is

thetransversedisplacem entofthe edge(j;�;�)from its

classicalground statelocation.

In Eq.(1),the linear charge density associated with
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an edge displacem entis ��j�(x)= �nu�j�(x),where n is

the two-dim ensionalelectron density inside the stripes

n = 1=2�l2 and � = � ;+ ;or L;R;for the left,right,

m oving ferm ionsrespectively. Itfollowsfrom sym m etry

considerationsthattheelastickernelsatis�esthefollow-

ing equalities,

K
��

��
(j)= K

��

��
(j)= K

��

(� �)(� �)
(j)= K

��

��
(� j) ; (2)

which allow the Ham iltonian to be rewritten into sum s

and di�erences of the positions of left and right-going

branch edges:

H 0 =
1

8l4

Z

dx

Z

dx
0

1X

j;k= � 1

X

�;�= 1;2

�

(3)

�
u
�
j;R (x)+ u

�
j;L (x)

�
K

��
p (x � x

0
;j� k)

�
u
�

k;R
(x

0
)+ u

�

k;L
(x

0
)
�
+

�
u
�
j;R (x)� u

�
j;L (x)

�
K

��
c (x � x

0
;j� k)

�
u
�

k;R
(x

0
)� u

�

k;L
(x

0
)
�
�

;

where

K
��
p (x;j)= ‘

2
X

��

K
��

��
(x;j) ; (4)

K
��
c (x;j)= ‘

2
X

��

��K
��

��
(x;j) : (5)

W eregard the�rstterm in thisHam iltonian asthecon-

tribution from 
uctuations in the position ofthe rungs

while the second term is the contribution from 
uctua-

tions oftheir charge densities. (The total�lling factor

varieslocally when leftand rightgoing branch edgesdo

notm ove together.) These two term sare analogousre-

spectively to current and charge term s in the e�ective

Ham iltonian ofa conventionalone-dim ensionalelectron

gas. The calculationswe perform here willrequire only

the long-wavelength lim its ofthe x � x0 dependence of

elastickernelin thisHam iltonian,which weestim ateus-

ing a weak-coupling approxim ation that we discuss be-

low.

B .B osonization

This Ham iltonian is quantized by recognizing that

chargeand position 
uctuationsresultfrom particle-hole

excitationsatthe edgesofchiralquasiparticle branches,

just as in an ordinary one-dim ensionalelectron system .

Therealspin isfrozen dueto thepresenceofstrong per-

pendicular m agnetic �eld and as a result we bosonize

according to spinless bosonization schem e21. It follows

from standard argum entsthat

h

�
�
j;�(x);�

�

k;�
(x0)

i

=
i

2�
��;���;��j;k@x�(x � x

0) : (6)

In term sofFerm ion creation and annihilation operators

�
�
jR (x)= :R

�y

j (x)R
�
j(x):= R

�y

j (x)R
�
j(x)�



R
�y

j (x)R
�
j(x)

�
; (7)

�
�
jL (x)= :L

�y

j (x)L
�
j(x):= L

�y

j (x)L
�
j(x)�



L
�y

j (x)L
�
j(x)

�
; (8)

with � 2 f1;2g denoting therung in rung pairj and R,

L,labeling rightand leftm oversatthe stripe edges.

The low energy Ham iltonian ism ore conveniently de-

scribed in term sofboson �elds.The rightand leftm ov-

ing ferm ionic�eldson the leftstripe edge ofrung pairj

aregiven by

 
1
jR
(x)= e

i[b(j� 1=2)� kF ]xR
1
j(x) ; (9)

while thoseon the rightaregiven by,

 
2
jR
(x)= e

i[b(j� 1=2)+ kF ]xR
2
j(x) : (10)

The above equations hold sim ilarly for the left m overs

with the only change R ! L. Here b = a=l2 is the

width in k spaceofa rung and kF = a�=2l2 istheFerm i

wavevectorfor the bottom layerstripes. The rightand

leftslow �eldscan be expressed in term sofboson �elds

asin conventionalone-dim ensionalelectron system s:

R
�
j(x)=

1
p
2�

e
i�

�

j;R (x) ; L
�
j(x)=

1
p
2�

e
i�

�

j;L (x) ;

(11)

where ��j;R (x)and ��j;L (x) are the chiralcom ponentsof

the bosonic�eld � �
j(x)=

�
��j;R (x)+ ��j;L (x)

�
=2.

In term softhe bosonic �eldsthe chiralcurrentstake

the following form

�
�
j�(x)= �

�

2�
@x�

�
j;�(x) : (12)

Introducingthedual�eld � �
j(x)=

�
��j;R (x)� ��j;L (x)

�
=2,

the position and charge variables U �
j , U

0�

j, ofthe two

edge system can be expressed as U �
j = � l2@x�

�
j and

U 0�

j = � l2@x�
�
j.Thisshowsthatthe�eld � isrelated to

theposition 
uctuationsofthetwo edgesystem whereas

� isrelated with theirchargedensity 
uctuations.

The �eld � and the dual�eld � satisfy the following

com m utation relation

�
� �
j(x);@x0�

�

k

�
x
0)]= � i��j;k��;��(x � x

0) : (13)

(The �elds �=
p
� and � @x�=

p
� are canonicalconju-

gates).In term softhesenew �eldstheHam iltonian takes

the following form

H 0 =
1

2

Z

dxdx0
X

j;k

h

@x�
�
j(x)K

��

�
(x � x

0
;j� k)@x0�

�

k
(x0)+

+ @x�
�
j(x)K

��

�
(x � x

0
;j� k)@x0�

�

k
(x0)

i

; (14)

whereas the Fourier transform ofthe corresponding ac-

tion
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S0 =
i

�

Z

dxd�
X

j

X

�

�
@x�

�
j

�
@��

�
j +

Z

d�H0 (15)

reads

S0 =

Z

q;!

"
X

�

�
i

�
qx�

��(q;!)!� �(q;!)

�

+
1

2

X

�;�

�

q
2
x�

��(q;!)K
��

�
(q)��(q;!)

+ q2x�
��(q;!)K

��

�
(q)� �(q;!)

�#

: (16)

Herewehaveem ployed the shorthand notation,

Z

q;!

=

Z �

� �

dqx

2�

Z �

a

� �

a

dqya

2�

Z 1

� 1

d!

2�
(17)

with �� 1=‘ahigh m om entum cuto�,and haveadopted

the following Fouriertransform conventions:

Fj(x;�)=

Z

q;!

e
i(qx x+ qy aj� !� )F (q;!) ; (18)

F (q;!)=

Z

dxd�
X

j

e
� i(qx x+ qy aj� !� )Fj(x;�) : (19)

The Q FT applies for distances larger than l and as a

resultthe qx integration hasto be cuto� by � 2�=l. In

Eq.(16) the kernelm atrices K � (q) and K � (q) are the

Fouriertransform sof

K
��

�
(x;j)= K

��
p (x;j)= 2‘2

h

K
��

R R
(x;j)+ K

��

R L
(x;j)

i

; (20)

K
��

�
(x;j)= K

��
c (x;j)= 2‘2

h

K
��

R R
(x;j)� K

��

R L
(x;j)

i

: (21)

Integration over the � �elds in (16) yields an e�ective

action in term softhe � �eldsalone

S� =
1

2

Z

q;!

X

�;�

�

� ��(q;!)

�

�
!2

�2

�
K

� 1

�
(q)

���
+ q

2
xK

��

�
(q)

�

� �(q;!)

�

: (22)

The corresponding S� action, obtained by integrating

outthe � �elds,di�ersonly through the interchange of

� and �,and K � ,K � .

C .M icroscopic T heory ofLong-W avelength

Interaction Param eters

The objective ofthis coupled Luttinger liquid m odel

for stripe states in quantum Hallbilayers is to address

theconsequencesofweak quantum 
uctuationswhen the

ground state is sim 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 Hartree-Fock theory quasiparticles. If the true

ground state were a sm ectic,the valuesofthese param -

eters would be renorm alized som ewhat by higher order

scatteringprocesses.W eexpectthatitwillprovedi�cult

to system atically im proveon theestim atesgiven herefor

thequantum Hallbilayercasebecauseoftheabsenceofa

one-body kineticenergy term in therelevantm icroscopic

Ham iltonian thatwould enableasystem aticperturbative

expansion. W e em phasize thata quantitative theory of

the forward scattering am plitudesthathasa sound m i-

croscopic foundation is necessary in order to decide on

therelevanceoftheback-scattering interactionswehave

neglected so far and the character of the true ground

state. As em phasized by the work of Fradkin, K ivel-

son and co-workers27 any conclusion is possible if the

forward scattering interactionsare allowed to vary arbi-

trarily. The perturbative renorm alization group scaling

dim ensions that we evaluate below are dependent only

on the elastic constants atqx = 0,i.e. for straitstripe

edges.The weak-
uctuation Ham iltonian m ay be evalu-

ated in thislim itby calculating the expectation valueof

the m icroscopicHam iltonian in the Hartree-Fock theory

ground state,which in thislim itisa singleSlaterdeter-

m inantwith straightstripeedgesdisplaced from thosein

theHartree-Fock theory stripeground state.By evaluat-

ingtheexpectation valueoftheM icroscopicHam iltonian

in astatewith arbitrarystripeedgelocationswe�nd that

forj6= 0:

Z

dxK � =� (x;j)=

=
1

2�2‘2

0

@
V (ja)� W (ja) W � V (ja� a�)

W � V (ja+ a�) V (ja)� W (ja)

1

A : (23)

In the o� diagonalelem ents the argum ent ofW is the

sam easthatofV ,(ja� a�),respectively.TheV and W

contributionsare proportionalto two-particle intralayer

and interlayer interaction m atrix elem ents respectively,

and aregiven by

V (Y )=

Z
dq

2�
e
� 1

2
q
2
‘
2

V
N
S (q)e� iqY � e

� 1

2
Y

2
=‘

2

�

Z
dq

2�
e
� 1

2
q
2
‘
2

V
N
S

�p
Y 2=‘4 + q2

�

; (24)

W (Y )=

Z
dq

2�
e
� 1

2
q
2
‘
2

V
N
D (q)e� iqY : (25)

Note that the intralayer interaction contributions have

com peting directand exchangecontributionsthatcancel
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for Y = 0 whereas the interlayer interaction has only

a direct contribution. In the following we shallassum e

in�nitely narrow quantum wellsin both layerssothatthe

interaction potentials occurring in the above equations

read

V
N
S=D (q)=

�

LN

�
1

2
q
2
‘
2

��2

V
0
S=D (q) ; (26)

where LN (x)isthe Laguerrepolynom ialform factorfor

electronsin the N -th excited Landau level,and V 0
S=D

is

theFouriertransform oftheCoulom b interaction within

and between the layers, V 0
S (q) = e22�=jqj, V 0

D (q) =

e2(2�=jqj)exp(� jqdj) with d being the layerseparation.

Thelong-ranged natureoftheCoulom b interaction leads

to logarithm ic divergences in V and W which we reg-

ularize by adding a term � (e22�=jqj)exp(� 2jqjdgate) to

V 0
S=D

with dgate � d.Thisregularization can beroughly

thought ofas introducing a m etallic screening plane at

distance dgate leading to im age charges that screen in-

teractions between electrons in the bilayer system . Al-

though V and W divergefordgate ! 1 ,itispossibleto

show28 thatK � and K � rem ain �nite. In the following

wechoosea largebut�nite value fordgate fornum erical

convenience.

The aboveform ofthe sm ectic energy kernelK � =� (j)

appliesforj 6= 0. Forj = 0 the com ponentsK R L(0)=

K L R (0)and ofK
��

R R
(0)= K

��

L L
(0)for� 6= � aregiven by

the sam e expressions.The quantitiesK 11
R R (0)= K 11

L L(0)

[= K 22
R R (0) = K 22

L L(0)] have additional contributions

that originate from the wavevector dependence of the

Hartree-Fock self-energy ata given stripe edge and cap-

ture the key property that the energy of the sm ectic

m ustbe invariantunderrigid translationsofallstripes,

u
�

j�(x)7! u
�

j�(x)+ constant19;29.W e �nd that

K
11
R R (0)= �

�

K
12
R R (qy)+ K

12
R L(qy)+ K

11
R L (qy)

�

qy = 0

�
X

j6= 0

K
11
R R (j) : (27)

Notethatthesepropertiesim ply thatdet[K � (qy = 0)]=

0. W hen these long wavelength approxim ations are

em ployed,the Fourier transform s ofK
��

� =�
in (23) de-

pend only on qy but not on qx. From the relation

K � =� (x;� j) = KT
� =�

(x;j) it follows that K � =� (qy) is

herm itian. Under particle-hole transform ation, � 7!

1 � �, the diagonalelem ents ofthese m atrices rem ain

unchanged while the o�-diagonalelem entstransform as

K
12
� =� (qy)7! e

� iqy aK
21
� =� (qy) ; (28)

K
21
� =� (qy)7! e

+ iqy aK
12
� =� (qy) : (29)

D .T he B alanced B ilayer Lim it

The specialcase ofhalf�lling in each layerhasaddi-

tionalsym m etry thatis m ostconveniently exploited by

takinga slightly di�erentapproach.In thiscasetheelec-

tron stripesin both layershave the sam e width and the

system therefore hase�ective periodicity ofa=2. To be

m ore precise,the problem can be form ulated as a one-

dim ensionallattice ofequidistantdouble edgesplaced a

distance a=2 apart,noting carefully that right and left

goers interchange their layer labels on alternate edges.

To describe this system instead ofusing coupling m a-

tricesK
��

�
(x;j)and K

��

�
(x;j),asin the unbiased case,

one can sim ply use the coupling constants ~K � (x;j)and
~K � (x;j)

~K � =� (x;j)= 2l2 [K R R (x;j)� KR L(x;j)] ; (30)

with the value for K R R (0) re
ecting translation invari-

ance

K R R (0)= �
1

4�2l2

+ 1X

j= � 1

(� 1)j[V (j)� W (j)] : (31)

In m om entum space ~K � and ~K � havethefollowing form

~K � (qy)=
1

2�2

�

V (qy �
2�

a
)� V (

2�

a
)

� W (qy �
2�

a
)+ W (

2�

a
)

�

; (32)

~K � (qy)=
1

2�2

�

V (qy)� V (
2�

a
)+ W (qy)+ W (

2�

a
)

�

: (33)

W ehaveused thissim plerand partially independentfor-

m ulation ofthe � = 1=2 lim it,to testourresultsforthe

generalcase.

III.SM EC T IC STA T E P R O P ER T IES

A peculiar property ofquantum Hallstripe states is

thatthem icroscopicscaleofback-scatteringinteractions

is weak. For this reason observable properties m ay be

those ofsm ectic statesovera wide intervaloftem pera-

ture,even when back-scattering interactionsarerelevant

at the sm ectic �xed point. In this section we discuss

som e characteristic properties ofquantum Hallbilayer

stripestates.

A .C ollective m odes and T herm odynam ic P roperties

The coupled Luttinger liquid m odelforbilayerquan-

tum Hallstripe statesgivesrise to two collective m odes

with dispersions that can be determ ined by evaluating

zerosofthedeterm inantofthe2� 2 m atrix thatde�nes
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FIG .2. Collective m odesofthe bilayerQ H sm ectic phase.

Theseresultsshown herewereevaluated usingK � =� (x;j)val-

ues from Eqs.(23-25) with N = 2,� � 1=2 and a = 5:8l.

Notice that!+ (qx;qy)alwaysdisperses linearly forsm allqx,

whereas!� (qx;qy)dispersessub-linearly (asq
3
x)when qy = 0.

The qy = 0 behaviorofthe lowercollective m ode issensitive

to the qx dependence ofthe interaction coe�cientswhich we

do not evaluate m icroscopically. This illustration was con-

structed by adding a sm allq
4
x contribution to the interaction

coe�cients.

the realtim e quadratic action at each q and !. W rit-

ing this m atrix (with indices suppressed) as K
� 1

�
�

[!2 + �2q2xK � K � ]=�
2,itfollowsthatthe squaresofthe

quadraticboson collectivem ode energiesare

!
2
� (q)= v

2
� (q)q

2
x = �

2
q
2
x

Tr[K � (q)K � (q)]

2
�

�

"

1�

s

1�
4det[K � (q)K � (q)]

Tr
2
[K � (q)K � (q)]

#

: (34)

Both m odes have energies that are proportionalto qx.

The velocity ofthe !� (q) m ode vanishes for qy ! 0.

In fact, when the qx dependence of K � and K � is

dropped,as in m ost ofour calculations !� (qx;qy = 0)

vanishes identically; when the qx dependences are re-

stored !2� (q) � q2x(q
2
y + q4x) at sm all wavectors and

!� (qx;qy = 0)/ q3x.Forgate-screened Coulom b interac-

tions,thex-direction !� m odevelocity isproportionalto

jqyjin thesm allqx and qy lim it.In theindependentlayer

lim it,the two m odesbecom e degenerateand we recover

the isolated layerresultsobtained previously19.

In the caseofbalanced bilayersthe alternateform ula-

tion m entioned aboveism oreconvenient.Thecollective

m odesforthislim itm ay be expressed as

!1;2(q)= �qx

q

~K � (q)~K � (q) ; (35)

where ~K � (q)and ~K � (q)aregiven by Eqs.(32,33).The

twocollectivem odesofthegeneralform ulationapplied to

the� = 1=2casecorrespond to two di�erentwavevectors

ofthisdispersion relation.

The collective m odesofthe bilayerQ H sm ectic phase

are shown in Fig.2. The right panelshows !+ (qx;qy)

which disperseslinearly in sm allqx forarbitrary qy. In

contrast,!� (qx;qy)disperseslinearlyatsm allqx forqy 6=

0,butforqy = 0 itissub-linear:!� (qx;qy = 0)� q3x.

The Therm odynam ic properties ofthe sm ectic phase

ofthe bilayersystem are those ofa non-interacting bo-

son system and arereadily evaluated given thecollective

m ode energies. For exam ple,for � = 1=2 in each layer,

using the sim pler alternative form ulation,we have one

collectivem ode ateach wavevector.The internalenergy

density is

U =

Z
d2q

(2�)2=a

!(q)

e!(q)=T � 1
; (36)

where !(q) is given by Eq.(35). At low tem peratures

onlythelong-wavelengthbehaviorm attersand weobtain

U �

Z
dqxdqy

(2�)2=a

�jqxjjqyj

q
~K �(0)~K

00

�
(0)

e
�jqx jjqy j

p
~K �(0)

~K
00

�
(0)=T

� 1

=
2a

�3
q

~K �(0)~K
00

�
(0)

T
2
�(2)ln

�
T0

T

�

; (37)

where kB T0 =

q
~K �(0)~K

00

�
(0)=al. The speci�c heat of

this system varies as T ln(T0=T) at sm allT,vanishing

lessquickly than thatofa non-interacting Ferm ion sys-

tem becauseofthesoftcollectivem odesthatresultfrom

the translationalinvarianceofthe stripe state.Thislow

tem perature behaviorre
ectsthe form ofthe dispersion

relation atsm allq,!� (q)� qxqy;only the prefactorof

thisenhanced speci�cheatchangesin theunbalanced bi-

layercase.These resultsforthe speci�c heataresim ilar

to theonesobtained in previousworksby Barcietal.24,

and Lopatnikova et al.23 for the case ofa single layer.

Thereisno qualitativedi�erencebetween thetherm ody-

nam icpropertiesofsinglelayerand bilayerstripestates.

Forunbalanced bilayersthe speci�c heatatlow tem per-

atures is dom inated by the softer ofthe two collective

m odes,whoselong wavelength dispersion isgiven by

!� (q)� qxqy

s

Tr[K � (0)K �(0)]

det[K �(0)][det(K � )]
00

(0)
: (38)

Itfollowsthatthe internalenergy isgiven by

U �
a

�3

s

Tr[K � (0)K �(0)]

det(K �(0))[det(K � )]
00

(0)
T
2
�(2)ln

�
T0

T

�

; (39)

and the speci�cheatwillvary again asT ln(T0=T).The

T0 in Eq.(39)and Eq.(37)are given by corresponding

expressions.

B .B oson and Ferm ion correlation functions at the

sm ectic �xed point

In thissection we discussthe static and dynam ic cor-

relation functions ofthe rightand left m oving ferm ions

ofthe stripe edges and the Boson correlation functions

in term sofwhich they areevaluated.The rightand left

m ovingferm ion �eldsareexpressed in term softhe�and

� boson �eldsasfollows:
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R
�
j(x;�)=

1
p
2�

e
i�

�

j;R
(x;� )=

1
p
2�

e
i[� �

j (x;� )+ �
�
j (x;� )]; (40)

L
�
j(x;�)=

1
p
2�

e
i�

�

j;L
(x;� )=

1
p
2�

e
i[� �

j (x;� )� �
�
j (x;� )]; (41)

wherethe� �eld isrelated toposition 
uctuationsofthe

two edgesystem ,whilethe� �eld isrelated to itscharge

density 
uctuations. W e observe in the following that

the chargeand position 
uctuationsofthe edgeshave a

dram atically di�erente�ecton the correlation functions

ofthe rightand leftm overs.The single-particleG reen’s

function forthe rightm oversisgiven by

D

R
�
j

y
(x;�)R�j(0;0)

E

= (42)

=
1

2�
e
� 1

2



[� �

j (x;� )� �
�
j (0;0)]

2
�

e
� 1

2



[� �

j (x;� )� �
�
j (0;0)]

2
�

:

W e�rstevaluatethe� and � �eld correlation functions
~C ��
� and ~C ��

� ,where

~C ��
� (x;0;0)=

D�
��
j(x;�)� ��j(0;�)

�2
E

; (43)

and sim ilarly for ~C ��
� . In Eq.(43)and in the following

the argum entsof ~C ��
� =�

are (x � x0;j� j0;� � �0).From

Eq.(22)we haveforthe ��
j �eld

~C ��
� (x;0;0)= 2

Z
d
2
qd!

(2�)3=a
[1� cos(qxx)]

�
M

� 1

�
(q;!)

���
; (44)

where

M
��

�
(q;!)=

!2

�2

�
K

� 1

�
(qy)

���
+ q

2
x [K � (qy)]

��
: (45)

M � (q;!) can be obtained by interchanging K � , K � .

The integralover ! is readily valued by decom posing

M
� 1

�
asa sum overeigenm ode contributions,writing it

in theform
P

�
C
��

� =
�
!2 + !2� (q)

�
.Itfollowsaftersom e

algebra thatcorrelation function can beexpressed in the

form

~C ��
� (x;0;0)=

Z �

0

dqx
[1� cos(qxx)]

qx

Z �=a

� �=a

dqy

2�=a
�

�

�
det(K � )

K + + K �

�

(K
� 1

�
)�� +

K ��
�

K + K �

��

(46)

� ln(
jxj

l
)

Z
dqy

2�=a

�
det(K � )

K + + K �

�

(K
� 1

�
)�� +

K ��
�

K + K �

��

;

for large x,where K � = v� (q)=�. In the lim it ofbal-

anced �lling fraction for which K � and K � are scalars

the integrand which is averaged over qy above reduces

to

q
~K � =~K � ,the fam iliar result for �-�eld correlation

functionsin a standard one-dim ensionalelectron system .

This result is generalized here by the average over qy
and by the particularway in which them atrix natureof

the K � and K � expressions enter the m atrix elem ents

above. The result for the � �eld correlation functions

di�ersonly by theinterchangeoftheK � and K � m atri-

ces.At�rstsightitappearsthattheposition 
uctuation

factorin the rightm overcorrelation function decaysal-

gebraically along the stripes.However,the powerwhich

characterizes this decay, d� ;x, is given by the integral

over qy of Eq (46), which diverges logarithm ically be-

cause K � / v� vanishes as jqyjas jqyj! 0;the sam e

softposition 
uctuationsthatled above to an enhanced

speci�c heat,lead here to ferm ion correlation functions

that decay faster than any power low but slower than

an exponential.Thisobservation generalizesto bilayers,

a property ofsingle layerstripe states noted by Lopat-

nikova etal23 and Barcietal24.
~C� (x;0;0),which speci�esthe charge
uctuation fac-

torin the ferm ion correlation functions,isgiven by

~C ��
� (x;0;0)� (47)

� ln(
jxj

l
)

Z �

a

� �

a

dqy
2�

a

�
det(K � )

K + + K �

�

(K � 1

�
)�� +

K ��
�

K + K �

��

:

The charge 
uctuation factorin the ferm ion correlation

functions has a conventionalalgebraic decay with �nite

power d� ;x. The faster than algebraic decay of the

ferm ion one-particle G reen’s function im plies that the

singularity in Landau gaugeoccupation num bers,a step

function ofunitm agnitudein Hartree-Fock theory,isex-

ceedingly weak.

Thecorrelation function ofthe� �eld along directions

perpendicularto the stripesisgiven by

~C ��
� (0;y;0)�

Z �

1=L

dqx

qx

Z �=a

� �=a

dqy
2�

a

[1� cos(qyy)]�

�

�
det(K � )

K + + K �

�

(K
� 1

�
)�� +

K ��
�

K + K �

��

� C ln

�
L

l

�

ln

�
jyj

a

�

; (48)

where C is a �nite constant that can be found num er-

ically. It follows that the corresponding factor in the

one-particleG reen’sfunction hasa fasterthan algebraic

decay in thetherm odynam iclim it.Thefactorassociated

with charge
uctuationshasa sim ilardependenceand is

isgiven by

C
��
� (0;y;0)�

Z �

1=L

dqx

qx

Z �=a

� �=a

dqy
2�

a

cos(qyy)�

�

�
det(K � )

K + + K �

�

(K � 1

�
)�� +

K ��
�

K + K �

��

� ln

�
L

l

�

C�

�
a

jyj

�

; (49)
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where C� is a function ofthe ratio (a=jyj)and is �nite

asjyj! + 1 .

C .Tunneling density ofStates

These results for boson correlation functions m ay be

assem bled to evaluatetheim aginary tim edependenceof

the localferm ion M atsubara G reen’s function and, by

Laplace transform ing this,the density ofstatesfortun-

neling into thebilayersystem ,a quantity thatisin prin-

ciplem easurable.Thesingle-particleM atsubara G reen’s

function isgiven by

G (0;0;�)=

D

R
�y

j(x;�)R
�
j(x;0)

E

� exp

n

� (1=2)~C(�)

o

; (50)

where ~C (0;0;�)= ~C� (0;0;�)+ ~C� (0;0;�)and

~C� =� (0;0;�)= 2

Z
d
2
qd!

(2�)3=a
(1� cos!�)

h

M
� 1

� =�
(q;!)

i��
: (51)

W e �rstdiscussthe balanced bilayercase forwhich the

K
��

�
and K

��

�
m atricesbecom e sim ple num bersand the

integral is sim pler to treat analytically. In this case
~K � (qy), ~K � (qy),aregiven by (32-33)and

~C� (0;0;�)= 2

Z
d
2
qd!

(2�)3=a

(1� cos!�)

! 2

�2 ~K � (qy )
+ ~K � (qy)q

2
x

=

Z
d
2
q

4�=a

1

jqxj

s
~K � (qy)

~K � (qy)

�

1� e
� �jqx j

p
~K � (qy )~K � (qy )�

�

: (52)

W ecan understand thecontentofthisintegralby m eans

ofthe following analysis. The integralcan be separated

into thesum oftwo term s,contributionsfrom theregion

where qx and qy are sm alland the exponentialcan be

approxim ated by the�rstfew term softheTaylorexpan-

sion and contributions from largerqx and qy where the

exponentialcan be disregarded. The leading contribu-

tion to the integralcom es form the lower boundary of

the second region where qy � 1=(qx�). W e focuson the

case oflarge � forwhich ourlow energy theory applies.

In this lim it we can approxim ate ~K � (qy)� ~K � (0) and

~K � (qy)� ~K
00

� (0)q
2
y.In thislim itEq.(52)becom es

~C� (0;0;�)=
a

4�

s
~K � (0)

~K
00

�
(0)

� (53)

�

Z
dqxdqy

jqxjjqyj

�

1� e
� �jqx jjqy j�

p
~K � (0)~K

00

�
(0)

�

�
a

2�

s
~K � (0)

~K
00

�
(0)

ln
2

�
�3

al

q
~K � (0)~K

00

�
(0)�

�

:

The M atsubara G reen’s function factor contributed by

� �eld correlationshasa weaker� dependencewhich we

can neglectforthe presentqualitativeanalysis.

Sim ilarstepscan be taken forthe generalcase ofun-

balanced bilayers. After the ! integration,for (51) we

obtain

~C � (0;0;�)=
a

4�

Z
d2q

jqxj

K
11
�

K 2
+
� K 2

�

(54)

( " 

K + �
K

22
�

�
K

� 1

�

�22
1

K +

!

�

 

K � �
K

22
�

�
K

� 1

�

�22
1

K �

! #

�
1

K 2
+ � K 2

�

" 

K + �
K

22
�

�
K

� 1

�

�22
1

K +

!

e
� ! + (qy )�

�

 

K � �
K

22
�

�
K

� 1

�

�22
1

K �

!

e
� ! � (qy )�

#)

:

Sinceatsm allqy,K � � jqyj,them ostim portantcontri-

butionsto theintegralwillcom efrom theterm scontain-

ing1=K � and from theexponentialfactorscontainingthe

argum ent!� (qy).K eeping only theseterm sweobtain

~C� (0;0;�)�
a

4�

K 11
� (0)

K 2
+ (0)K

00

� (0)

K 22
� (0)

�
K

� 1

�

�22
(0)

� (55)

�

Z
dqxdqy

jqxjjqyj

�

1�
1

K 2
+ (0)

e
� �K

00

�
(0)� jqx jjqyj

�

�
a

2�

det(K � )(0)

K 2
+ (0)K

00

� (0)
K

22
� (0)ln

2

�
�3

al
K

00

� (0)�

�

;

dem onstrating that the form ofthe M atsubara G reen’s

function doesnotchangequalitatively atunbalanced �ll-

ing factors.Thetunneling density ofstatesistheinverse

Laplacetransform ofG (0;0;�),

G (0;0;�)� e
� �

2
ln

2
(
 0� )=

Z + 1

0

dE �tun(E )e
� E j� j

; (56)

where � and 
 0 can be identi�ed from Eq.(54)forbal-

anced bilayersand from Eq.(56)in theunbalanced case.

TheinverseLaplacetransform ofsuch a function is

�tun(E )= (57)

=
e� (�=2)ln

2
(
 0=E )

E =
0

1X

k= 0

~�k(1)

k!
(�

p
�

p
2
)k+ 1H k+ 1

�p
�

p
2
ln

E


0

�

;

where ~�k(1)isthe kth derivativeof1=�(r)atr= 1 and

H k aretheHerm itepolynom ials.In theasym ptoticcase

ofsm allE (low energies)wehave

�tun(E )�
e� (�=2)ln

2
(
 0=E )

E =
0

�ln(
 0=E )

�(1+ �ln(
 0=E ))
(58)

� exp

�

�
�

2
ln

2 
0

E
� (�ln


0

E
�
1

2
)lnln


0

E
+ ln


0

E

�

:
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Thisshowsthatthedensityofstatesvanishesattheferm i

energy stronger than any power ofE and that in this

sense the stripe edge physics in bilayer quantum Hall

system sisnotthatofa usualsystem ofweakly coupled

Luttinger liquids. The above result generalizes to the

caseofbilayersystem s,pointsthathavebeen m adeabout

single-layerquantum Hallstripestatesby Lopatnikovaet

al23 and Barcietal24.

IV .STA B ILIT Y O F T H E Q U A N T U M H A LL

SM EC T IC P H A SE

W enow consider\backward"(interchannel)scattering

interactionsthatdonotconservethenum berofelectrons

in each stripe edge. The m ost im portant conclusion of

thefollowinganalysisisthatback-scatteringinteractions

are m uch m ore im portant for bilayer stripe states than

for single-layer stripe states. W e can classify the back-

scattering interactions as either intralayer interactions

thatinvolve electronsonly in one layerorinterlayerin-

teractionsthatinvolveelectronsin both layers.Non-zero

back-scatteringtwo-particlem atrixelem entsconserveto-

talm om entum along the stripes,which m eans that the

two Landau gauge guiding center jum ps m ust sum to

zero. In the case of quantum Hall stripe states, the

m icrocopic m atrix elem entsassociated with these back-

scattering processestend to be sm alland these interac-

tions willbe im portant only ifthey produce strong in-

frared divergencesin perturbation theory. The strength

ofthese divergencesis characterized here by evaluating

lowestorderperturbative renorm alization group scaling

dim ensionsforthese operators.Asin Ref.19 ourrenor-

m alization group (RG )schem einvolvesonly x and � di-

m ensions and and treats the rung labelas an internal

index ofthe �elds � �
j,�

�
j. The philosophy underlying

thisprocedureisdiscussed in the nextsection.

A .Interlayer Tunneling

W e�rstaddressthetunneling ofan electron from one

stripeedgetotheotherin thesam erung.Theactioncon-

tribution from this process has the following bosonized

form :

STunn = � u

Z

dxd�
X

j

X

�

�
exp(i2� �

j)+ h:c:
�

; (59)

where the m icroscopic am plitude u is discussed below.

W e integrate out\fast" boson m odes��,� � in a shell,

with �=b < jqxj< � and !;qy unrestricted,and then

rescaleq0x = bqx and !
0= b! leavingqy unchanged.W ith

an appropriate rescaling of�,this RG transform ation

leaves the harm onic sm ectic action S0 [and the disper-

sion relation (34)forK � =� (23)],invariant. Stability of

thesm ectic�xed pointin thepresenceofback-scattering

can be tested by considering the lowest order RG 
ow

equation,

@u

@t
= (2� �Tunn)u ; (60)

with t = lnb. As can be seen from this equation the

tunneling operator willbecom e relevant when its scal-

ing dim ension is less than two. W hen this term in the

Ham iltonian isstrong,thesystem isdescribed atlow en-

ergiesby a setofquantum sine-G ordon m odelscoupled

by gradientterm s (22). In the dom ain 0 < � Tunn < 2

thecontinuoussym m etry,presentin (22),and broken by

tunneling, is lost in the low-energy �xed point action.

Thism odelhasa discrete sym m etry � �
j ! � �

j + �n for

any integern and theQ FT becom esm assive30.Thegap

due to tunneling willlead to an integer quantum Hall

e�ect at total�lling factor �T = 1. Using Eqs.(22),

and (59),we�nd thefollowing expression forthescaling

dim ension

� Tunn =

Z �=a

� �=a

dqy
2�

a

"

detK �

K + + K �

:

�

 
�
K

� 1

�

�11
+

K 11
�

K + K �

! #

: (61)

The integrand in the integralover qy is sim ilar to that

involved in the � boson correlation �eld and,ignoring

them atrix characterofthecoe�cientsthatappearin the

sm ectic �xed pointHam iltonian,is�
p
K � =K � . Since

K � vanishes for qy ! 0, we can expect this quantity

to be sm all. Indeed we �nd by evaluating this integral

num erically thatinterlayertunneling isalwaysrelevant.

B .C oulom b B ackscattering Interactions

Thetunneling am plitude in bilayerquantum Hallsys-

tem s can be m ade extrem ely sm allby m aking the bar-

rierbetween quantum wellshigherorwiderand isoften

com pletely negligible in practice. Coulom b interactions,

on the otherhand,are alwayspresentand m ustalways

be considered. W e consider interlayer and intralayer

Coulom b back-scattering processes separately. In the

strongestinterlayerback-scatteringprocessan electron is

transferred from ,say,a left-m oving top layerstripeedge

to a right-m ovingedgein thesam erung pairofthesam e

layer,while in the sam e rung pair ofthe bottom layer

an electron is transferred in the opposite direction,as

depicted in Fig.1.Theinterlayerback-scattering opera-

torsforprocessesinvolving neighboring rungshavelarge

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 agnitudewith increasing distancebe-

tween therungsinvolved.Theaction forinterlayerback-

scatteringinteractionsforelectronswithin thesam erung

pairreads

10



Sinter = � u

Z

dxd�
X

j

�
exp(i2(� 1

j + � 2
j))+ h:c:

�
:

(62)

[Theotherkind ofprocessinvolvingtwoneighboringrung

pairsisrelated to theaboveoneby a particle-holetrans-

form ation � 7! 1� �].

Afteranelem entarycalculationweobtain thefollowing

scaling dim ension expression:

� inter =

Z �=a

� �=a

dqy
2�

a

"

2detK �

K + + K �

�

 
�
K

� 1

�

�11
�
�
K

� 1

�

�12
+
K 11

� � K12
�

K + K �

! #

: (63)

This expression is sim ilar to that which would be ob-

tained forinter-wireback-scatteringinteractionsin asys-

tem s of two coupled quantum wires. This integralis

sim ilar to the one that appears in the tunneling oper-

atorscaling dim ension calculation,although itiseasy to

verify that forward scattering interactions between dif-

ferentstripesplay an essentialrole.Aswediscussbelow,

this operator is usually strongly relevant (� inter ! 0),

so that at low tem peratures the phases � 1
j and � 2

j of

neighboring two edge system are strongly anti corre-

lated. The low energy nontopological(chargeless)exci-

tationsin thislim itcan beunderstood by approxim ating

cos[(� 1
j + � 2

j)]� 1� (�1j + � 2
j)
2=2.W hen a term ofthis

form is added to the quadratic Ham iltonian, the low-

energy collective m ode dispersion at long-wavelengths

takestheform ofa spatially anisotropictwo-dim ensional

XY ferrom agnet,!2 � K q2x + uq2y.W ediscussthesignif-

icanceofthisresultatgreaterlength below.

Finally,in an intra-layer back-scattering process two

electrons m ove in opposite directions between pairs of

stripe edgesin the sam e layerwith the sam e separation

(cf. Fig 1). Here we also concentrate on processes in-

volving neighboring rungsonly. Processesinvolving two

rungpairsareagain related tothoseinvolvingthreepairs

by a particle-hole transform ation. Forthe �rstcase the

action reads

Sintra = � u

Z

dxd�
X

j

[exp(i(�2
j � �1j + �1

j+ 1 � �2j+ 1))

� exp(i(� �2j � �1j + � 1
j+ 1 + � 2

j+ 1))+ h:c:]; (64)

which leads to a scaling dim ension � intra = � � + � �

with

� � =

Z �=a

� �=a

dqy
2�

a

"

detK �

K + + K �

(1� cos(qya))

�

�
�
K

� 1

�

�11
+
�
K

� 1

�

�12
+
K 11

� + K 12
�

K + K �

�

; (65)

� � =

Z �=a

� �=a

dqy
2�

a

"

detK �

K + + K �

(1� cos(qya))

�

�
�
K

� 1

�

�11
�
�
K

� 1

�

�12
+
K 11

� � K12
�

K + K �

�

: (66)

Note that the im aginary part of the integrand in

Eqs.(63),(65-66) does not contribute to the integrals.

Backscattering processes other than the ones discussed

above have larger scaling dim ensions and also involve

largerm om entum transfer and have therefore exponen-

tially sm aller bare m atrix elem ents. W e therefore shall

concentrateon the processesdiscussed above.

W e now discuss our num ericalresults for scaling di-

m ensionsofthe operatorsthatare notdescribed by the

quadraticboson theory.Fig.3 showsthe scaling dim en-

sions of the back-scattering interactions in a balanced

system (� = 1=2) in the second excited Landau level

(N = 2)asa function ofthe layerseparation d=‘. The

stripe period chosen for these calculations, a = 5:8‘,

corresponds to the period at which the Hartree-Fock

energy of the stripe state in a isolated layer is m ini-

m ized.31. Interestingly, single-electron tunneling is ir-

relevant (� Tunn > 2) for d=‘ > 1:5, but is strongly

relevant at sm aller layer separations. Interlayer back-

scattering is relevant (� inter < 2) at alllayer separa-

tions,m orestronglysoatsm allerlayerseparations,while

thescalingdim ension oftheintralayerback-scatteringis

sm allerthan 2 only ford=‘>� 2 and approachesa value

of� intra � 1:84 ford=‘� 1. Thisvalue forthe lim itof

weak interactionsbetween thelayersrecoversthesingle-

layer result obtained earlier.19. The contributions � �

and � � to � intra,notshown in the�gure,becom eequal

in thiscase.
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FIG .3. Scaling dim ensions for tunneling and back scat-

tering interactions as a function oflayer separation d=lin a

balanced bilayersystem atbilayertotal�lling factor�T = 9,

i.e.with a N = 2 valence Landau level.
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FIG .4. The left panelshows the N = 2,d=‘ = 5:8, in-

tralayer back-scattering interaction scaling dim ension. The

rightpanelshowsthe scaling dim ension ofthe Tunneling op-

erator.

FIG .5. The leftpanelshow the scaling dim ensionsforin-

terlayerback-scattering acrossnarrow and therightpanelfor

interlayerback-scattering acrosswiderungsin unbalanced bi-

layers.Notethedi�erencein scalebetween leftand rightpan-

els.The m ostrelevantinterlayerback-scattering interactions

are those ofnarrow rungs.

The dependence ofscaling dim ensions on the bilayer

balanceisillustrated in Fig.4and Fig.5.W eseethatin-

tralayerinteractionsbecom em orerelevantwhen theirin-

dividual�lling factorsm oveaway from � = 0:5,asin the

single-layer case,while the tunneling operator becom es

lessrelevant.Interestingly the interlayerback-scattering

interactionsshow di�erentresultsdepending on the dis-

tance between the edgesinvolved in the transition. For

� 6= 0:5 wehaveto distinguish between nearestneighbor

interlayer and intralayer back-scattering processes that

involve,according to the de�nition given in Fig.1,only

the sm allestnum berofneighboring rung pairs(one and

two,respectively) and those processes that involve for-

m ally two and three rung pairs,respectively.These two

kindsofprocessesarerelatedbyparticle-holetransform a-

tion and therefore shown in di�erent panels. G enerally

thescalingdim ension increaseswith thedistancebetween

the edges. The data shows thatone ofthese two back-

scattering processes,related by a particle-hole transfor-

m ation,isalwaysrelevantand thatthem inim um scaling

dim ension decreasing with increasing bias between the

layers. In sum m ary,the m ostrelevant residualinterac-

tions is interlayerback-scattering and they are increas-

ingly im portantasthe bilayerisunbalanced.

W e note that the scaling dim ensions � Tunn of the

single-electron tunneling and � inter of the interlayer

back-scattering approach zero for d=‘ ! 0, i.e. these

processesbecom estrongly relevant.Thisisa naturalre-

sultsincein thislim itwerecoverthem onolayerelectron

spin quantum Hallferrom agnet.Thissystem isperfectly

0
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N=0 a=3.3l

ν=0.5

N=1  a=4.4l

N=2  a=5.8l

N=3  a=6.9l

FIG .6. Thescaling dim ension oftheback-scattering inter-

actions in the various Landau level(N = 0;1;2;3) in a bal-

anced system as a function ofthe layer separation d=‘. The

stripe periods a are obtained from Hartree-Fock m onolayer

resultsgiven in Ref.
31
.

isotropic in pseudospin space, and therefore processes

like tunneling which acts essentially like a (pseudo-

)m agnetic �eld are obviously very relevant. This in-

creased relevance arises form ally in our calculations

through the property that the m atrices K � (qy) vanish

in the lim it d ! 0,so that the integrands in Eq.(61)

and (63) are identically zero. K � vanishes because it

is a m easure ofenergy changes associated with charge

transferbetween layersata particularstripeedge;when

d ! 0 only the totalcharge neareach stripe edge in
u-

encestheenergyfunctional.In Fig.6weshow thedepen-

dence ofthese scaling dim ensionson Landau levelindex

N = 0;1;2;3with thestripeperiodstaken from Ref.31 in

each case. Asthis�gure shows,ourresultsforthe scal-

ing dim ensions ofback-scattering processes around the

assum ed stripestatedepend only weakly on the Landau

levelindex.W e note thatin the lowestand �rstexcited

Landau level(N = 0;1)no conductanceanisotropiesare

found experim entally in single layers,even though there

isa stripe state in each ofthese Landau levelswhich is

a localm inim um ofthe Hartree-Fock energy functional.

The true ground state in these instancesisfarfrom the

stripestate,di�erencingin charactereven atm icroscopic

length scales.Thefactthatourcalculation doesnotob-

tain anom alousresultsin caseswhere we do notbelieve

stripe statesoccur,em phasizesagain thatourapproach

can only addressthepropertiesofsystem sin which 
uc-

tuationsaround Hartree-Fock stripe statesare weak. It

cannotpredictwhen stripe statesoccur. Future experi-

m entalactivity willbe necessary to identify with con�-

dencewhen stripe statesoccurin bilayers.

12



C .Sm ectic interlayer phase coherent and W igner

C rystalstates

1. Sm ectic interlayer phase coherentstate

In thissection we exam ine the e�ectofthe interlayer

back scattering interactions(when they arestrongly rel-

evant)on thelow energy physicsofthesystem and show

that the phase coherence is m arked by a nonvanishing

value of an interlayer phase order param eter. In this

phaseelectronsateach stripeedgearecoherentsuperpo-

sitionsofthe upperand lowerlayerstates.

Them ostrelevantinterlayerback-scatteringoperators

arerelated by particle-holesym m etry and describeback-

scattering acrossan electron stripe in the top layerand

the corresponding hole stripe in the bottom layer or

acrossa hole stripe in the top layerand the correspond-

ing electron stripe in the bottom layer. In term softhe

Luttingerliquid �eldswe havede�ned,the sum ofthese

two interactionstakesthe form :

Ô inter = � uinter;� cos[2(�
1
j + � 2

j)] (67)

� uinter;(1� �)cos[2(�
2
j + � 1

j+ 1)] :

Expressions for the bare values ofthese coupling con-

stants are given below. As shown on Figs.5(a),5(b),

(left,rightpanelrespectively),atsm alllayerseparations

these operators are strongly relevant. At low tem pera-

turesthephases� 1
j and �

2
j,�

2
j and �

1
j+ 1 ofneighboring

two edges tend to be strongly anticorrelated. The low

energy excitationsin thislim itcan beunderstood by ap-

proxim ating cos[(� 1
j + � 2

j)]� 1� (�1j + � 2
j)
2=2. W hen

term s ofthis form are added to the action,ittakesthe

following form :

S� =
1

2

Z

q;!

X

�;�

�

� ��(q;!)M
��

�
� �(q;!) : (68)

The new m atrix M � isgiven by

M � = M � + 2

0

@
ui1 + ui2 ui1 + ui2e

� iqy a

ui1 + ui2e
iqy a ui1 + ui2

1

A ; (69)

where M � is the m atrix of the system at the sm ectic

�xed pointand isgiven by Eq.(22)orby Eq.(45)(inter-

changing K � ,K � )and ui1,ui2,istheshortnotation for

uinter;�,uinter;(1� �),respectively.Thee�ectsoftheinter-

layer back-scattering interactions,included on the new

m atrix ofEq.(69) (which we denote by N � ),shift the

polesoftheboson propagators.Thelow energycollective

m odesnow aregiven by

!
2
� (q)= �

2A

2

"

1�

r

1�
4D

A 2

#

; (70)

where

FIG .7. The collective m odes of the bilayer Q H sm ec-

tic interlayer coherent phase, for the case of K � =� (x;j) of

Eqs.(23-25) and N = 2,� � 1=2 and a = 5:8l,are shown.

!+ (qx;qy), the right panel, is of the form of a spatially

anisotropictwo-dim ensionalferrom agnet,!2
+ (q)� K q

2
x+ uq

2
y.

The !� (qx;qy)collective m ode vanishesonly forqy ! 0 and

qx ! 0 when non-localcontributionsto the interaction coef-

�cientsare accounted for.

A = q
2
xTr(K � K � )+ 2N 11

� K
22
� + 2<

�
K

12
� N

21
�

	
; (71)

D = det(K � )
�
q
4
x det(K � )+ 2N 22

� K
11
� + det(N � ) (72)

� 2q2x<
�
K

12
� N

21
�

		
:

Theselow energy collectivem odesareshown in Fig.7.

Asbefore,the case ofbalanced �lling fraction can be

described in am oretransparentwayusingthescalarcou-

plings ~K � , ~K � ofEq.(32),(33). Forthiscase the low-

energy collectivem odeshavethe form

!
2
� (q)=

= �
2 ~K � (q)

h

q
2
x
~K � (q)+ 2ui1 (1+ cos(qya=2))

i

: (73)

In this form ulation one ofthe gapless m odes is located

atthe edge ofthe Brillouin zone,which isnow doubled,

atqy = 2�=a.In the extended Brillouin zone we use for

balancedbilayersthe!� (q)softm odeappearsforqy ! 0,

whereasthe!+ (q)softm odeappearsasqy ! 2�=a.The

two m odeshavethe following behaviors:

!
2
� (q)� �

2 ~K
00

� (0)q
2
y

h
~K � (0)q

2
x + 4ui1

i

; (74)

!
2
+ (q)� �

2 ~K � (
2�

a
)

"

~K � (
2�

a
)q2x +

ui1a
2

4

�

qy �
2�

a

� 2
#

: (75)

Sim ilarresultscan be obtained using the m atrix form u-

lation forgeneral� and becom e equivalentfor� = 1=2.

There is no qualitative change in the collective m ode

structurewhen � 6= 1=2.

The interlayerphase coherentsm ectic state ischarac-

terized by a �nitevalueofthefollowing orderparam eter,

	(r)=

D

 
y

T
(r) B (r)

E

=
1

2�

D

e
� 2i� (r)

E

�
1

2�
e
� 1

2
h4� 2

(r)i; (76)

where  
y

T
, B are ferm ion creation and annihilation for

the top and bottom layers respectively. W e now show
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that


� 2(r)

�
is �nite. W e discuss only the case ofbal-

anced bilayers,using the alternative form ulation which

ism oretransparent.W e �nd that


� 2
j

�
=

Z
d2q

(2�)2

a=2

d!

2�

~K � (q)

! 2

�2 + ~K � (q)

h

q2x
~K � (q)+ 2ui1

�
1+ cos(

qy a

2
)
�i

�
a

16�

Z 2�=a

� 2�=a

dqy

s
~K � (qy)

~K � (qy)
ln

"

2~K � (qy)(1=l)

ui1(1+ cos(qya=2))

#

: (77)

In (77)wehaveintroduced an uppershortdistancecut-

o� 1=‘forthe qx integration. Interlayerback scattering

interactionshavecut-o� theinfrared divergenceoftheqx
integration,m aking the integral�nite and establishing

particle-hole pair condensation. In this state the U(1)

sym m etry associated with conservation oftotalcharge

di�erence N T � NB between top and bottom layers is

broken.

W econcludeon thebasisofthisanalysisthatinterlayer

back-scattering willdrivetheHartree-Fock bilayersm ec-

tic state to a state which hasboth broken translational

and orientationalsym m etry and spontaneous interlayer

phasecoherencealong theedges.W eexpectthisstateto

exhibitgiantinterlayertunneling conductanceanom alies

atlow-biasvoltages,sim ilarto thosethathavebeen seen

in the N = 0 Landau levelin bilayers. Although these

stateshaveachargegapthatwediscussbelow and should

exhibitthequantum Halle�ect,weexpectthatthey will

exhibitstronglyanisotropicdissipativetransportat�nite

tem peratures. Their two gapless collective m odes arise

becausethey havebroken translationaland orientational

sym m etry and spontaneous interlayer phase coherence.

W ealsonotethatthequantum characterofthesebilayer

sm ectic statesisquite distinctfrom the quantum sm ec-

tics discussed previously for the single-layer case. For

instance the long-wavelength behavior ofthe quantized

collective m ode !� (qx;qy) changes from being propor-

tionalto jqxqyjto being proportionalto jqyjonly when

spontaneousinter-layerphasecoherenceispresent;lock-

ing the phasedi�erence between di�erentlayersqualita-

tively increases the costofindependent position 
uctu-

ations. The long-wavelength behavior ofthe !+ (qx;qy)

collectivem odeisthatofan anisotropicsuper
uid.Asin

the case ofuniform states,spontaneousinterlayerphase

coherence is equivalent to electron-hole pair super
uid-

ity,butthebroken orientationalsym m etry ofthesm ectic

statecausesthissuper
uid tohaveorientation dependent

sti�ness.

Itseem squite possible thatthe orderparam eterthat

characterizesthe broken orientationaland translational

sym m etry ofthesestateswillbedriven to zero when in-

terlayerinteractionsaresu�ciently strong.Indeed thisis

suggested15;16 by m ean-�eld calculations.W eareunable

to estim ate where this transition takes place using the

m ethodsofthispaper.

2. Coherentsm ectic state speci�c heat

Theinternalenergy ofthebilayersm ecticphasecoher-

ent(SPC)statewillbedom inated atlow energiesby the

contribution from the !� (q)m ode. The leading contri-

bution to theintegralfortheinternalenergy com esfrom

theregion ofsm allq.Theqx integralnow hasa natural

infrared cut-o� howeverat

q

ui1=~K � (0).Itfollowsthat

the internalenergy isgiven forsm allu by

U �
2a

�3
q

~K �(0)~K
00

�
(0)

T
2
�(2)ln

 
~K �(0)

4ui1

1

al

!

; (78)

and the speci�c heatwillnow be linearly dependenton

T. The speci�c heat anom aly noted previously for the

bilayersm ectic issuppressed when inter-layercoherence

isestablished,even though broken translationaland ori-

entationalsym m etry arestillpresent.

3. W igner crystalstate

Intralayerback-scattering interactionstakethe form

Ô intra = � u[exp(i(2kF x + �2
j � �1j + �1

j+ 1 � �2j+ 1))

� exp(i(� �2j � �1j + � 1
j+ 1 + � 2

j+ 1))+ h:c:] ; (79)

wheretheoscillatorydependenceon coordinatealongthe

edgewhich wehaveexhibited explicitly followsfrom our

earlier�eld operatorde�nitions. Thisinteraction dom i-

natesonly atquitelargelayerseparations.W hen itdoes

itdrivesthesystem toastatewhich hasperiodicityalong

the stripe edgesaswellasacrossthe stripes. Since,the

wavelength along the stripe is4�l2=a,and since the pe-

riodicity along thedirection perpendicularto thestripes

isa,thisstatewillcontain oneelectron perlayerpertwo

dim ensionalunitcell.W e thereforeidentify thisstateas

a bilayerW ignercrystal(W C)state.

D .G ap Estim ates for B ilayer Stripe States

The m ostim portantconclusion from the abovecalcu-

lationsisthatinterlayerCoulom b back-scattering inter-

actionsare alwaysrelevantin bilayerstripe states. The

gapless bilayer stripe state can never be the true ground

state. Since the bare m atrix elem ents associated with

these interactions are often quite sm all,however,they

willoften beim portantonly atlow tem peratures.Aswe

explain below,webelievethatCoulom b interactionswill

m ostoften drivethesystem eitherto an isotropiccoher-

entstateorto a sm ecticcoherentstate.Both stateswill

haveachargegap and an integerquantum Halle�ect.In

thissection weestim atethesizeofthisgap and hencethe

tem perature above which we expectthe phenom enology
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ofthesestatesto crossoverfrom quantum Hallbehavior

to stripe statebehavior.

O urestim atesarebuilton barem atrix elem entswhose

evaluation we discuss below and on the scaling dim en-

sion calculations discussed above. G iven dim ensionless

inter- and intralayer back-scattering interactions uinter
and uintra,we can estim ate the gap by integrating the

RG 
ow equationsto obtain

E
e=a
g (ue=a)= b

� 1
E
e=a
g (b2� � e=aue=a) ; (80)

where the super-and subscripts e=a are used for inter-

and intralayerinteractionsrespectively.W hen theinter-

actions becom e oforder 1 on the renorm alized energy

scale (b2� � u = 1), the energy gap should be roughly

equalto therenorm alized characteristicCoulom b energy

E c,giving

E g(u)= (U=E c)
1=(2� � )

E c ; (81)

where U = uE c is the m icroscopic high-energy-scale

back-scattering interaction strength. The � dependence

ofthegap entersthrough U ,and through thescaling di-

m ensions. Both e�ects conspire to strongly reduce the

gap m agnitude near half�lling. Taking E c = 0:3e2=l,

approxim ately them axim um correlation energy perelec-

tron in a partially �lled Landau level,the resulting gaps

for N = 2 and dgate = 50l, are shown as a function

of�lling fraction and distance between layers in Fig.8

and Fig.10. W e notice thatthe gap resulting from the

intralayerback-scattering interaction is very sm allnear

half�lling,dropping below the range accessible to dilu-

tion fridgesoverm ostofthe �lling factorshown in this

�gure.O n theotherhand thegap resulting from thein-

terlayerback-scattering interactionsis notassm alland

rem ains reasonably large out to large values ofthe in-

terlayer separation d. Recalling that this interaction is

proportionalto R
y

1L1L
y

2R 2,we see thatwhen thisinter-

action isstrongitfavorsinterlayerphasecoherencealong

each stripe edge and thatwhen itisvery strong itleads

to condensation ofthe�eld � 1
j + � 2

j to a valueindepen-

dentofj. Since � �
j isby de�nition the phase di�erence

between left and right-going ferm ion �elds at the (j;�)

stripe edge,and since the layersindicesofrightand left

going ferm ions is opposite at � = 1 and � = 2 stripe

edges,whatiscondensing when thisinteraction isstrong

isthe phasedi�erencebetween ferm ionsin oppositelay-

ers. In other words,the state thatoccurs in the strong

interedgeback-scatteringlim ithasspontaneousinterlayer

phase coherence. Stateswith interlayerphase coherence

and stripeordercan occuraslocaland even globalm in-

im a ofHartree-Fock energy functionals. Coupled with

the irrelevance ofintralayerback scattering interactions

atsm alllayerseparationsin the bilayercase,ouranaly-

sissuggeststhatthey can betheground statesofbilayer

quantum Hallsystem sin high Landau levels.

FIG . 8. Estim ated charge gap due to interlayer

back-scattering interactions. These interactions are always

relevant and lead,in the absence ofinterlayer tunneling,to

states with spontaneous interlayer phase coherence.The en-

ergy scale in this �gure is � e
2
=�‘ which is � kB 50K for a

typicalhigherLandau levelexperim ent.The energiesshould

be reduced to account for screening from inter-Landau level

transitionsthatwe have notincluded in ourcalculations.
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FIG . 9. Estim ated charge gap due to interlayer

back-scattering interactions,for balanced bilayers (� = 1=2

in each layer),asa function oflayerseparation. Thisdepen-

dence isextracted from Fig.8 and shown here forclarity.

Forintralayerback scattering,thebarebackscattering

interaction m atrix elem enthasboth directand exchange

contributions,while interlayer back-scattering has only

a direct contribution. An elem entary calculation using

Landau gaugebasisstatesleadsto the following explicit

expressionsthatwereused to obtain gap estim ates:

Sam e-LayerDirect

k1l
2 = Y1 + Q l

2
; k2l

2 = Y2 � Q l
2

; (82)

k3l
2 = Y1 ; k4l

2 = Y2 ; (83)
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FIG .10. Estim ated charge gap thatwould resultfrom in-

tralayerbackscatteringinteractionsin thebilayercase.W hen

the scaling dim ension is larger than two,the gap vanishes.

Intralayerinteractionsarem oreim portantthan interlayerin-

teractions only at very large layer separations. The energy

scale in this�gure ise
2
=�‘.

and



Y1 + Q l

2
;Y2 � Q l

2jV jY1;Y2
�
=

1

2�
e
� a

2
�
2
=2l

2

�

�

Z

dqxe
� q

2

x
l
2
=2
e
� iqx aV

n
s (qx;Q ) ; (84)

Sam e-LayerExchange

k2l
2 = Y1 + Q l

2
; k1l

2 = Y2 � Q l
2

; (85)

k3l
2 = Y1 ; k4l

2 = Y2 ; (86)



Y2 � Q l

2
;Y1 + Q l

2jV jY1;Y2
�
=

1

2�
e
� a

2
=2l

2

�

�

Z

dqxe
� q

2

x l
2
=2
e
� iqx a�V

n
s (qx;a=l

2) ; (87)

Di�erent-LayerDirect

k1l
2 = Y1 + Q l

2
; k2l

2 = Y1 ; (88)

k3l
2 = Y1 ; k4l

2 = Y1 + Q l
2

; (89)

hY2;Y1jV jY1;Y2i=
1

2�
e
� a

2
�
2
=2l

2

�

�

Z

dqxe
� q

2

x
l
2
=2
V
n
D (qx;Q ) ; (90)

where the subscripts S and D refer to two-dim ensional

Fouriertransform softhe Coulom b interactionsbetween

electronsin sam e and di�erentlayers. W e see in Fig.8

and Fig.10thattheim portanceofinterlayerinteractions

dim inishes rather slowly with layer separation,leading

to sizable integer quantum Hallgaps out to large layer

separations.
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FIG .11. Apparent phase diagram predicted for exper-

im entalstudies ofhigh m obility bilayer system s at dilution

fridge tem peratures. The various phases in this illustration

havequalitatively di�erenttransportproperties.Thesecalcu-

lationsareforstripestatesin theN = 2 orbitalLandau level

(a = 5:8‘),with weak rem ote-gate screening (dgate = 50‘).

Itispossible to explore the phase diagram experim entally in

a single sam ple,since both the top layer �lling factor � and

the norm alized interlayer separation d=‘, are altered when

the charge im balance and totalelectron density are changed

by using front and back gates in com bination. For inter-

layerspacing d less than approxim ately 1:5‘ and any charge

im balance, we expect the bilayer to be in an isotropic in-

terlayer phase coherent (IIPC) state which has a large gap,

integer quantum Halle�ect and isotropic transport proper-

ties. Anisotropic states are expected only for m ore widely

spaced layers,d > 1:5‘.Forstrongly unbalanced layers(� far

from 1/2)we expectanisotropic W ignercrystal(W C)states

to appear because of intralayer backscattering interactions,

just as they do in the single layer case. These states will

exhibita quantum Halle�ectwith an odd integerquantized

Hallconductivity.Stripe (sm ectic m etal)states(SS)tend to

occur when each layer has a �lling factor close to � = 1=2,

butasin the single layercase these statesare neverthe true

ground states. Sm ectic m etalstates show anisotropic trans-

portbutdo notshow an integer quantum Halle�ect. Inter-

layer backscattering interactions always induce charge gaps

butthesearesom etim estoosm alltobeobservableatatypical

dilution fridge tem peratureswhich we take to be 0:001e
2
=�l.

Regionswith an estim ated charge gap larger than thisvalue

are labeled assm ectic phase coherent(SPC)state regionsin

thephasediagram .Sm ecticphasecoherentstateshavean odd

integerquantum Halle�ect,and are expected to have trans-

portproperties which are m uch m ore anisotropic than those

ofthe anisotropic W igner crystalstates. This state should

also exhibitgiantinterlayertunneling conductanceanom alies

atlow biasvoltages.

O ur results for the energy gaps are sum m arized in

Fig.11 by a schem aticphasediagram intended to repre-

sentpredicted experim ental�ndingsin very high m obil-

ity bilayersystem satdilution refrigeratortem peratures.

Thisphase diagram wasconstructed from a recipespec-
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i�ed below. Di�erent regions ofthe phase diagram as

a function oflayer separation d=land im balance,char-

acterized by �, are identi�ed as exhibiting the behav-

ior ofone ofthe following phases. The bilayer sm ectic

state isa state with no integerquantum Halle�ectand

anisotropictransport.Thecoherentbilayersm ecticstate

willhavean integerquantum Halle�ectbutwillstillhave

anisotropic transportat�nite tem perature. The bilayer

W igner crystalstate willhave an integerquantum Hall

e�ect with an odd integer quantized Hallconductivity.

W e predict bilayersm ectic state behavior when neither

interlayernorintralayerback-scatteringinteractionspro-

duce a gap largerthan 0:001e2=�‘.W e judge thata gap

sm aller than this size would not produce observable ef-

fectsin a typicaldilution fridge experim ents. Interlayer

backscattering interactionsarem uch m oree�ectivethan

intralayer interactions in producing gaps because they

are strongly relevant. W e predict bilayer W igner crys-

talbehavior 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

im balance islarge orthe layerseparation isquite large.

W e predict bilayer coherent sm ectic states when inter-

layerback-scattering producesthe largestgap,provided

again that it exceeds our m inim um value. Because the

intralayer interactions are strongly relevant observable

gaps are expected out to very large layer separations,

an unexpected result of our analysis. The intervalof

chargeim balancewherestripe(sm ecticm etal)statesare

expected expands only m odestly with layer separation,

butissensitiveto theorbitalindex N oftheLandau lev-

els,sincenodesin theorbitalwavefunctionscan causethe

bare backscattering m atrix elem entto vanish atpartic-

ularN -dependentvaluesof�.Thedetailsofboundaries

separating stripestateand stripe-phase-coherentregions

ofthis phase diagram willbe quite di�erent for di�er-

entvaluesofN . As we have em phasized,ourapproach

is reliable only when quantum 
uctuations around the

m ean-�eld stripe state ofHartreeFock theory areweak.

Forsm alllayerseparationsthe charge gapsstartto be-

com e com parable to the underlying m icroscopic energy

scales. In this regim e we expect that the ground state

is actually an isotropic coherent bilayer state, but are

unable to provide a reliable quantitative estim ate ofthe

layerseparation atwhich thistransition occurs.

V .D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper,we have studied double layerquantum

Hallsystem satodd integertotal�lling fractions.M ean

�eld theory predictsthatthesesystem scan form striped

ground states. This observation serves as the starting

pointforourwork.The Hilbertspace in which the low-

energy excited states ofm ean-�eld bilayer stripe states

reside m ay be m apped to those ofan in�nite setofcou-

pled Luttinger liquids,one for each stripe,allowing us

to borrow bosonization techniquesfrom theliteratureon

one-dim ensionalelectron system s.Q uantum 
uctuations

around the m ean-�eld stripe state are conveniently de-

scribed in term sofBose quantum �eldsthatcan be in-

terpreted asrepresentingchargedensity and theposition


uctuationsalongeach stripeedge.Theinteractionsthat

controlquantum 
uctuationsin theelectron ground state

include both forward scattering term s which contribute

to quadratic interactionsin the Boson Ham iltonian and

weak,butm ore com plicated back-scattering term s.The

coupled Luttingerliquid m odelobtained when theback-

scattering interactions are neglected is not ofthe 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 costof
uctuations in which stripes

m ovecollectivelyissm allwhen thestripesarenotpinned.

W e�nd thatthelatterproperty leadsto Ferm ion spatial

correlations whose decay is faster than any power law,

to a speci�c heat that vanishes less quickly than T for

T ! 0,and to a tunneling density ofstatesthatvanishes

fasterthan any powerlaw forE ! 0. These properties

ofbilayer stripe states are sim ilar to properties estab-

lished previously for single layers by Lopatnikova etal.

and Barcietal..Thereisno lim itin which bilayerstripe

quantum Hallstatescan betreated asasystem ofweakly

coupled Luttingerliquids.

W e address the role played by intralayer and inter-

layerback-scatteringinteractionsbyevaluatingtheirper-

turbative renorm alization group scaling dim ensions,fol-

lowing an approach two ofus have taken previously for

thecaseofsingle-layerstripestates.19 In thesingle-layer

case we reached the conclusion that these interactions

are always relevant,and that they likely drive the sys-

tem to a W ignercrystalstate with an energy gap.Esti-

m atesofthesizeofthisgapbased on bareback-scattering

m atrix elem ents and scaling dim ensions gave extrem ely

sm allvalues,however,consistentwith theobservation of

stripe state phenom enology at tem perature scales that

could bereached experim entally.Sinceotherresearchers

have reached di�erentconclusion aboutthe relevance of

back-scattering interactionsin single layersystem s,itis

worthwhile in stating the conclusions we have reached

in the presentwork 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.

O ur identi�cation of a low-energy Hilbert space in

which itispossible to derive a sim pli�ed m any-electron

Ham iltonian is based on the experim entaldiscovery of

stripe states and on evidence from experim entthat the

trueground stateisenergetically very closeto them ean-

�eld theory ground state.In ourview them ostconvinc-

ing evidence in this regard is the ability32 ofHartree-

Fock theory to accurately predictthe dependence ofthe

stripe state orientation on in-plane �eld strength,quan-

tum wellwidth,and other m icroscopic param eters. In

single-layer system s, quantum 
uctuations are im por-

tantonly atlow-energiesand long length scales. W hen
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m ean-�eld theory accurately describes the m icroscopic

length scale physics, we can use the elem entary exci-

tations ofthe Hartree-Fock stripe state to identify the

Hilbertspace oflow-energy excitations,and con�dently

usebareinteraction m atrix elem entsto estim ateforward

and back-scattering interaction param eters.Theissueof

quantum stability ofsm ectic states in single-layer sys-

tem s has received interest partly because it is closely

related to the possible existence33;27;34 offreely sliding

analogsofthe K osterlitz-Thoulessphasein stacked two-

dim ensionalXY m odels.Although itiscertainly clear27

thatinteracting Luttingerliquid �xed-pointactionsexist

forwhich back-scatteringinteractionsareirrelevant,that

is not su�cientto decide on their relevance in the case

ofquantum Hallstripe states. Crudely speaking,irrel-

evance in the case ofrepulsive interactionsrequires19;28

thattheforward scattering interaction strength decay in

a strongly non-m onotonicway with edgeseparation.For

single-layersystem sFertig and collaborators35 haveesti-

m ated forward scattering am plitudesusing an approach

thatgoesbeyond the weak coupling approxim ationswe

em ploy,doing so however in a partially ad hoc m anner

by �tting their m odelto collective m odes evaluated in

a tim e-dependent Hartree-Fock approxim ation. Their

conclusion on the relevance of back-scattering interac-

tions is opposite to ours. The source of the discrep-

ancy m ay be traced to broken particle-hole sym m etry

in the half-�lled Landau levelHartree-Fock approxim a-

tion W ignercrystalstatethatthey usetoextractstrong-

couplinginteraction param eters.Fora singlelayerstripe

state,back-scattering interactions can be irrelevantonly

ifthe true ground state at� = 1=2 breaks particle-hole

sym m etry. This raises an interesting question. Could

there be another class ofas yetundetected phase tran-

sitions thatoccurin the quantum Hallregim e either in

the high N stripe state regim e orforlowerN ? Broken

particle-hole sym m etry at � = 2 would im ply a �nite-

tem perature phase transition in the 2D Ising universal-

ity class,forwhich thedeviation oftheHallconductivity

at� = 1=2 from e2=2h could be taken asthe orderpa-

ram eter.Thereiscertainly no evidenceforsuch a phase

transition in experim ent,although it m ight be washed

outby disorder36 even ifitoccurred.In any event,bro-

ken particle-hole sym m etry in the ground state would

require thata phase transition occurbetween the high-

tem perature stripe state of Hartree-Fock theory that

doesnothavebroken particle-holesym m etry and a low-

tem peraturestripestatein which particle-holesym m etry

isbroken and back-scatteringisirrelevant.In lightofthe

evidencethat
uctuation correctionsto theHartree-Fock

ground state are weak,we stillbelieve thatthe sim pler

conclusion ofour earlier work is m ore likely to be cor-

rect,nam ely that particle-hole sym m etry is not broken

and thatthe sm ectic stateisnotstable.

Aswehaveem phasized severaltim estheapproach we

have taken doesnotlead to standard coupled Luttinger

liquid behavior.In particular,thedecaysofferm ion cor-

relation functionsatlargedistances,and ofthetunneling

density ofstatesatsm allenergies,arefasterthan power

laws. This property occurs in our analysis because of

broken translationalsym m etry in the stripe state which

m akes its energy functionalinvariant under a sim ulta-

neous translation ofallstripes. Barcietal.24,have ar-

gued thatthisunusualproperty m ightsignala failureof

the perturbative renorm alization group transform ation

we have used,which rescales spatialcoordinates along

thestripeedgesbutnotacrossthem .Although weagree

that our conclusions concerning the nature ofthe true

ground state could in principle be altered ifitwere pos-

sible to extend the perturbative RG analysis to higher

order.Indeed thism usthappen when ouranalysisisap-

plied to low index Landau levels in which stripe states

do notoccur. W e do notbelieve,however,thatthe un-

usualcorrelation functionssignala greaterlikelihood of

this eventuality than norm ally applies to lowest order

perturbative RG calculations. In practice, the m icro-

scopicback-scattering am plitudestreated perturbatively

aresu�cientlyweakin high Landau levelsthatourlowest

ordercalculationsseem likely to describe whathappens

down to the lowest tem peratures available experim en-

tally. In our view the approach we have taken should

betrusted when experim entalevidencesuggeststhatthe

physicsat low-energiesis described by the stripe states

ofHartree-Fock theory.

W e �nd here thatthe role ofback-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-layercasein which stripe state physicsoccurs

down to very low tem peraturesfor� � 1=2 isrecovered.

However,already for layer separations � 10‘,we �nd

that interlayer back-scattering interactions which drive

the system toward a state with spontaneous interlayer

phase coherence along the edgesbecom e im portantand

lead toastatewith asubstantialchargegap.O urpredic-

tion ofodd integerquantum Halle�ectswith anisotropic

�nite-tem perature transport coe�cients in surprisingly

widely separated bilayersystem s is an im portantresult

ofthis paper. This conclusion about the properties of

spontaneously coherentstripestatesin theabsenceofin-

terlayertunnelingdi�ersfrom thatreached by Fertigand

collaboratorswho,incorrectly in ourview,ignore inter-

edge coupling in considering the properties ofcoherent

stripes.Interestingly,intra-layerback-scatteringinterac-

tionsthatdrivethesystem toward aW ignercrystalstate

are irrelevant in this regim e. W e conclude that stripe

statesareindeed stablein bilayerquantum Hallsystem s,

unlikethesinglelayercase,butnotsm ecticm etalstates.

Itseem slikelythatforverysm alllayerseparations,back-

scatteringinteractionswilldrivethesystem towardauni-

form charge density state with interlayercoherence,al-

though ourperturbativeapproach isnotabletoo�erany

substantialguidancein deciding thisquestion.

The study ofstripe state physicsin single-layerquan-

tum Hallsystem srequiressam plesofexceptionalquality,

beyond that required for studies offractionalquantum

Hallphysicswith lowerindex partially �lled Landau lev-
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elswhich can be studied athigherm agnetic �elds. Itis

stillnotpossibleto createbilayerquantum Hallsystem s

with disorderthatisasweak asthatin singlelayerquan-

tum Hallsystem s.Neverthelessrecentsam plesappearto

be ofa quality thatopensthe physicsofstripe statesin

bilayersystem sup to experim entalstudy.W e expecton

the basisofthiswork,and ofprevioustheoreticalwork,

that the physics willbe rich, with m uch potentialfor

surprisesbeyond the propertiesanticipated here.
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