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W e study the correlation energy,the e�ective anisotropy param eter, and quantum uctuations

ofthe pseudospin m agnetization in bilayer quantum Hallsystem s at total�lling factor � = 1 by

m eans ofexact diagonalizations ofthe Ham iltonian in the sphericalgeom etry. W e com pare exact

diagonalization results for the ground state energy with �nite-size Hartree-Fock values. In the

ordered ground state phase at sm alllayer separations the Hartree-Fock data com pare reasonably

with the exactresults. Above the criticallayerseparation,however,the Hartree-Fock �ndingsstill

predictan increase in theground state energy,whiletheexactground state energy isin thisregim e

independentofthe layerseparation indicating the decoupling oflayersand the lossofspontaneous

phasecoherencebetween them .W ealso �nd accuratevaluesforthepseudospin anisotropy constant

whose dependence of the layer separation provides another very clear indication for the strong

interlayercorrelationsin the ordered phase and showsan inection pointatthe phase boundary.

Finally we discussthe possibility ofinterlayercorrelations in biased system seven above the phase

boundary forthebalanced case.Certain featuresofourdata forthepseudospin anisotropy constant

as wellas for quantum uctuations ofthe pseudospin m agnetization are not inconsistentwith the

occurrence ofthis e�ect. However,it appears to be rather weak at least in the lim it ofvanishing

tunneling am plitude.

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

Q uantum Hallferrom agnets are a rich and fascinat-

ing � eld ofsolid state physics1{3. They can be realized

in term s ofthe spins ofelectrons con� ned to layers in

a strong perpendicular m agnetic � eld,or in term s ofa

pseudospin given by som e additionaldiscrete degree of

freedom such asthelayerspin in bilayersystem s4{11.Bi-

layerquantum Hallsystem sattotal� lling factor� = 1

have attracted particular interest recently due to spec-

tacularresultsby Spielm an etal.12;13 who studied tun-

neling transport across the layers in sam ples with very

sm allsingle-particle tunneling gap. These experim ents

have stim ulated a largenum beroftheoreticale� ortsto-

ward theirexplanation,and also m oregeneralstudiesof

such bilayerquantum Hallsystem s14{33.

The m ain � nding ofRefs.12 is a pronounced peak in

the di� erentialtunneling conductance which evolves if

the layer separation d in units ofthe m agnetic length

‘ is decreased below a criticalvalue. This criticalratio

d=‘ agreesclosely with the boundary between a ground

state phase supporting quantized Halltransport and a

disordered phase as established in earlier experim ents

by M urphy etal.11 using double wellsam plesofsim ilar

geom etry. Therefore these two observations can be as-

sum ed tobem anifestationsofoneand thesam equantum

phasetransition.M oreover,recentexact-diagonalization

studies17 on bilayersat� = 1 have revealed a quantum

phasetransition,verylikelytobeof� rstorder,between a

phasewith strong interlayercorrelationsto a phasewith

weak interlayer correlations. The position ofthis tran-

sition agreesquantitatively with the criticalvalue found

by Spielm an etal.

In theordered phaseatsm alld=‘thestrong interlayer

correlationsaredom inated by thespontaneousinterlayer

phase coherence between the layers. This key word de-

scribesthefactthatin theground stateofsuch a system

electrons predom inantly occupy single-particle states in

thelowestLandau levelwhich aresym m etriclinearcom -

bination ofstates in both layers. This type ofsingle-

particlestatesispreferred ifa � nitetunneling am plitude

ispresent.However,by alargebody ofexperim entaland

theoreticalwork4{33,thisphenom enon isassum ed to be

a spontaneous sym m etry breaking,i.e. it rem ains even

in thelim itofvanishing tunneling am plitude.Thelatter

e� ectisclearly a m any-body phenom enon.

In the present work we report on further exact-

diagonalization results in quantum Hallbilayers at to-

tal� lling factor� = 1. O urstudiesinclude the e� ective

pseudospin anisotropy param eter,quantum  uctuations

ofthe pseudospin m agnetization,and the ground state

energy. Especially the last quantity shows very clearly

the occurrence ofthe quantum phase transition and the

decoupling ofthe layersabovethe criticald=‘wherethe

spontaneous interlayer phase coherence is lost. M ore-

over,we study the e� ects ofa biaspotentialapplied to

the layers.In particularwe addressthe question ofpos-

sibleinterlayercorrelationsin biased system seven above

thephaseboundary ofthebalanced case,an e� ectwhich

waspredicted recently by Hanna20 and by Joglekarand

M acDonald23 based on tim e-dependentHartree-Fockcal-

culations.Som efeaturesofourdata arenotinconsistent

with thisprediction. However,thise� ectappearsto be

rather weak atleast in the lim it ofvanishing tunneling

am plitude and nottoo largebiasing,consistentwith the

predictionsofRefs.20;23.
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O ur num erics are perform ed within the spherical

geom etry34. Thisgeom etry enablesto obtain closed ex-

pressionsforthe Hartree-Fock ground state energy even

in � nite system s. This quantity can be com pared with

exact-diagonalization resultsto inferthe correlation en-

ergy. M oreover,since the sphere is free ofboundaries,

thisgeom etry allowsto take into accounta neutralizing

background in � nite system swithoutany am biguity.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II we

describe our � nite-size Hartree-Fock calculations ofthe

ground stateenergy in thesphericalgeom etry.In section

IIIwepresentourexact-diagonalization results,com pare

them with Hartree-Fock theory,and perform a detailed

analysisofbiaspotentiale� ects. W e close with conclu-

sionsin section IV.

II.FIN IT E-SIZE H A R T R EE-FO C K T H EO R Y IN

T H E SP H ER IC A L G EO M ET R Y

In this section we present details of our � nite-size

Hartree-Fock calculations in the sphericalgeom etry34.

Sim ilar results for the case of bilayers at � lling factor

�= 2 werealready brie y discussed in Ref.35.Thenota-

tion followsthediscussion ofthe�= 2 system in Ref.36.

The technicaladvantage ofthe sphericalgeom etry used

here lies in the fact that it allows to obtain closed re-

sultsforelectron pairdistribution function even in � nite

system s.

W econsideragasofCoulom b-interactingelectronsin a

quantum Hallbilayersystem attotal� lling factor�= 1.

W e assum ea vanishing am plitude forelectron tunneling

between thelayers,consistentwith theexperim entalsit-

uation in Ref.12.Thelayerdegreeoffreedom isdescribed

in the usualpseudospin language1 wherethe pseudospin

operator ofeach electron is given by ~�=2 with ~� being

thevectorofPaulim atrices.Thez-com ponent�z=2m ea-

suresthedi� erencein occupation between thetwolayers,

while�x=2 describestunneling between them .The total

pseudospin ofallelectronsisdenoted by ~T.

Di� erentlyfrom thepseudospin,thetrueelectron spins

are assum ed to be fully aligned along the m agnetic � eld

perpendicularto the layers;thereforean inessentialZee-

m an term in theHam iltonian is,along with theconstant

cyclotron energy, neglected. In Refs.17 a � nite width

of the quantum wells form ing the bilayer system was

taken into account in order to m ake quantitative con-

tactto theexperim entsofRefs.12.However,a � nitewell

width m ainly changes the position ofthe phase transi-

tion but does not alter any qualitative feature. In the

present work we therefore concentrate for sim plicity on

the case ofzero wellwidth. For this case the critical

layerseparation in the lim itofvanishing tunneling am -

plitudewasfound byexact-diagonalizationcalculations17

to be d = 1:3‘. Thisvalue holdsin the therm odynam ic

lim it,butisrem arkably rapidly approached in � nite-size

system s17. For instance,the phase boundary in a sys-

tem ofjust12electronsdeviatesfrom thein� nite-volum e

valueby justa few percent.

In the gauge com m only used in the spherical

geom etry34 thesingle-particlewavefunctionsin thelow-

estLandau levelhavethe form
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where #, ’ are the usual angular coordinates of the

location ~r on the sphere with radius j~rj = ‘
p
N �=2.
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glabelsthedi� erentangular

m om entum states,and N � isthe num berof ux quanta

penetrating the sphere. The Hartree-Fock ansatz for a

spatially hom ogeneousstate ofN = N � + 1 electronsis
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where j0i is the ferm ionic vacuum . c+m �, � 2 fT;B g,

creates an electron in the top/bottom layer in angular

m om entum statem ,and z� arethecom ponentsofanor-

m alized two-spinor describing the layer degree of free-

dom . From this state we obtain the pair distribution

functions
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Herethe indicesi;j referto electronsand the Paulim a-

trices�z acton thelayerspins.Theexpression j~r1� ~r2jis

the chord distance on the sphere.Note thatin the lim it

oflargenum bersof ux quanta N� oneobtainsfrom (3)

the well-known expression forthe in� nite system in pla-

nargeom etry,

lim
N � ! 1

g(r)=

�
1

2�‘2

� 2 �

1� e
� r

2

2‘2

�

(5)

To calculate the energy ofthe Coulom b interaction itis

convenienttoconsiderthelinearcom bination V� = (VS �

2



VD )=2oftheinteractionsVS and VD between electronsin

thesam elayerand di� erentlayers,respectively36.Using

the abovepairdistribution functionsoneobtainsforthe

energy perparticle

"
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H F
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1

2
B

=
1

2

�

� F+ + (hzj�zjzi)
2
(H � F� )

�

(6)

Here "H F
el

is the Hartree-Fock energy ofthe interaction

between electrons.The quantity
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arisesfrom the direct(Hartree) contribution ofV+ and

cancelsagainsta neutralizing hom ogeneousbackground

ofhalfthe totalelectron chargewhich ispresentin each

layerand ensureschargeneutrality.In thiswork wehave

alwayssubtracted thisterm from the ground stateener-

giesconsidered here.The quantity

H =
e2

�‘
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2
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stem sfrom the directterm ofV� ,and

F� =
e2
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represent the exchange (Fock) contributions from V�
with

I(�)=

Z �

0

dx
xN �

p
1� x

; �=
1

1+ 1

N �

d2

2‘2

(10)

In the above equations,e2=(�‘) is the Coulom b energy

scalewith (� e)beingtheelectron chargeand �thedielec-

tric constant ofthe sem iconductor m aterial. Note that

allthe above contributions to "H F depend on the layer

separation d=‘ as wellas on the num ber of ux quanta

N �,i.e.on the system size.

In the Hartree-Fock ground state ofan unbiased sys-

tem allspinsliein thexy-planeofthepseudospin space,

i.e.hzj�zjzi= 0,and weend up with

"H F
0

= �
1

2
F+ (11)

III.R ESU LT S

In this section we report on our results from exact

num ericaldiagonalizations ofthe m any-body Coulom b

Ham iltonian in the spherical geom etry34. In such a

system the ground state has vanishing total angular

m om entum 34 and,forunbiasedbilayers,thesm allestpos-

sible value ofthe z-com ponent ofthe totalpseudospin
~T, i.e. T z = 0 for an even num ber of electrons and

jT zj= 1=2 otherwise.

A .G round state and correlation energy in the

unbiased system

Figure1 showstheexactand theHartree-Fock ground

state energy (both in unitsofthe Coulom b energy scale

e2=(�‘))asa function ofd=‘forseveralnum bersofelec-

trons N . In both cases the contribution from the neu-

tralizingbackground (7)issubtracted.Atzerolayersep-

aration we recover the case of a quantum Hallm ono-

layer with the layer spin playing the role of the elec-

tron spin.Herethe ground stateisthe well-known spin-

polarized � = 1 m onolayer ground state described ex-

actly by Hartree-Fock theory.In the sphericalgeom etry

the � nite-size ground state energy per particle is given

by

"H F = �
e2

�‘

22N �

p
N �=2

�
2N � + 2

N � + 1

�

N � ! 1

�! �
e2

"‘

r
�

8
(12)

with N � = N � 1 being the num berof ux quanta.

At � nite layer separation the Hartree-Fock ground

state becom es unexact but provides still a reasonable

approxim ation to the exact ground state energy ifd=‘

is sm aller than the critical value of d=‘ = 1:3. In

other words, the correlation energy given by the dif-

ference between the exact ground state energy and the

Hartree-Fock value issm all.Forlargerlayerseparations

d=‘>� 1:3 Hartree-Fock theory stillpredicts an increase

ofthe ground state energy with increasing layersepara-

tion while the exactground state energy becom esinde-

pendentofd=‘. The latterresultisagain a particularly

clearsignatureofthedecouplingofthetwolayersand the

lossofspontaneousphasecoherencebetween them above

the criticallayer separation. The discrepancy between

the exactground state energy and the Hartree-Fock re-

sult in the disordered phase,i.e. the large correlation

energy,shows that this quantum phase transition is a

correlation phenom enon thatcannotbedescribed within

sim ple Hartree-Fock theory. In the Hartree-Fock ansatz

used here allelectronsare in the sam e pseudospin state

im plem enting phase coherence between the layers. This

coherence is lostabove the criticald=‘,and the system

behaves,atleastin term sofitsground stateenergy,like

two decoupled m onolayers with � lling factor � = 1=2.
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Therefore,the failure ofHartree-Fock theory m ightap-

pear as a consequence ofthe arti� cialphase coherence.

However,asitiswell-known,theHartree-Fock approach

isgenerally inadequate to describe quantum Hallm ono-

layersat�= 1=2,which havea very peculiarand highly

correlated ground state.

B .T he pseudospin anisotropy param eter and bias

potentiale�ects

The di� erence in the Coulom b interaction for elec-

trons in the sam e layer and in di� erent layers pro-

vides a strong m echanism balancing the charges be-

tween the layers. In the pseudospin language this can

be expressed approxim ately by an e� ective easy-plane

anisotropy contribution9 to the energy perparticle,

"a = 8�‘2�
hT zi2

N 2
(13)

introducingan anisotropyparam eter�,and hT zidenotes

the expectation value of the z-com ponent of the total

pseudospin37.Forvanishingtunnelingbetween thelayers

asconsidered herethisoperatorrepresentsa good quan-

tum num ber,and eigenstatescan be labeled theirvalue

ofT z.In thiscasethe aboveenergy contribution can be

viewed justasachargingenergy ofacapacitorform ed by

thetwo isolated layers.In theabsenceofquantum corre-

lations,and fora largesystem ,theanisotropy param eter

takesthe value

8�‘2�cl=
e2

�‘

d

‘
(14)

corresponding to the classicaltotalcharging energy of

E c = N "a = Q 2=(2C )with Q = � eT z being the charge

ofthe capacitor,C = �A=(4�d) its capacity,and A =

2�‘2N itsarea.In the presenceofquantum correlations

the e� ectiveanisotropy param eterwilldeviatefrom this

valuefortwo di� erentreasons:

(i)Interlayercorrelationscan m odify thevalueof�,and

(ii)even in theabsenceofcorrelationsbetween thelayers,

intralayer correlations can have an im pact on � ifthe

ground states of the two m utually uncorrelated layers

changenon-trivially ifelectronsaretransferred from one

layerto theother,i.e.ifT z ischanged.Thelattere� ect

isindependentofthe layerseparation.Therefore,in the

absence ofinterlayer correlations and for a given value

ofT z,thecontribution to theground stateenergy which

dependson thelayerseparation isjustgiven by a sim ple

classicalelectrostatic expression38 which can be derived

sim ilarly asEq.7,

"cla = 8�‘2�cl
hT zi2

N 2
(15)

with

8�‘2�cl=
e2

�‘

N � + 1
p
N �=2

�

 

1+
1

2
p
N �=2

d

‘
�

�

1+
1

N �

d2

2‘2

� 1

2

!

(16)

which convergestotheexpression (14)forN = N � + 1 !

1 . Thus,ifno interlayer correlations are present,the

contribution to thee� ectiveanisotropy param eterwith a

nontrivialdependenceon thelayerseparation isgiven by

theaboveclassicalexpression,with a possibleadditional

contribution independent ofthe layer separation which

arisesfrom intralayerquantum e� ects.

Letusnow analyzetheanisotropy param eterin term s

ofexact-diagonalization results. The loweststates with

a given valueofT z havevanishing totalangularm om en-

tum on thesphere34,i.e.theyarespatiallyhom ogeneous.

Figure 2 shows the energy ofthese lowest state in the

sector of a given value of T z as a function of T z for

N = 14 electrons and severallayer separations. At all

layerseparations,in the ordered aswellasin the disor-

dered phase,the dependence ofthe energy on T z is,for

not too large T z,parabolic,validating the phenom eno-

logicalansatz(13).

Figure 3 shows values for 8�‘2� obtained from

parabolic� tsof"a(T
z)using T z 2 f0;1;2;3gforN = 12

and N = 14 electronsasa function ofd=‘.Ifhigherval-

uesofT z areincluded thequality ofthe� tsconsiderably

decreases.W e therefore concentrate on the system sizes

N = 12 and N = 14 wherea su� cientnum berofm oder-

atevaluesforT z (ascom pared to itsm axim um N =2)are

available.W ehavealso plotted in � gure3 thetheclassi-

calelectrostaticexpression (16)forboth system ssizes.

The anisotropy param eter � is in the bulk lim it an

intensive quantity. Both data sets for 8�‘2� shown in

� gure 3 are nearly identicalestablishing that � is only

very weakly dependent on the system size for already

quite sm allsystem swhich are accessible via exactdiag-

onalization techniques. As to be expected � increases

with increasing layer separation. M oreover it shows an

in ection point near the criticalvalue d=‘ = 1:3 which

weinterpretasa furthersignatureofthequantum phase

transition.Abovethein ection pointtheanisotropy pa-

ram eter � as obtained from exact-diagonalization data

hasthesam ecurvatureas�cl.Below thein ection point

at d=‘ � 1:3 both data sets di� er clearly,in particular

in curvature,which indicates the presence ofstrong in-

terlayercorrelationsin thisregim e.However,we should

stress that the concrete form of these deviations from

the classicalbehavior,nam ely the occurrence ofan in-

 ection pointand a change in curvature,isthe resultof

the presentnum ericalstudy and hasnotbeen predicted

on othertheoreticalgrounds.

The results of subsection IIIA have established the

absence ofinterlayercorrelationsin an unbiased system

above the criticald=‘. Ifinterlayer correlations vanish

also in a biased system (with � nite Tz) the anisotropy

param eter � found by exact num ericaldiagonalizations
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should bethesam eas�cl up to a rigid shift(being inde-

pendent ofthe layer separation)arising from intralayer

e� ects. As seen in � gure 3 this is for d>� 1:3‘ to a

quite good degree ofapproxim ation,but not perfectly,

thecase.In particular,�cl increaseswith increasing sys-

tem size,while the exact-diagonalization values appear

to decrease. The sm alldiscrepancy between � and �cl

(after subtracting a rigid shift) m ight therefore be seen

asan indication forthepresenceofinterlayercorrelations

in biased system seven abovethecriticallayerseparation

ofthe balanced system ,as predicted recently in Ref.23.

However,ifso,thise� ectappearsto be rathersm all,at

leastin thelim itofvanishingtunneling and nottoolarge

biasing,consistentwith the predictionsofRefs.20;23.

The value for � at d=‘ = 1 is by a factor ofabout

two largerthan thee� ectiveanisotropy param eterfound

recently from exact diagonalization studies of a verti-

calpair ofparabolically con� ned quantum dots in the

quantum Hallregim e25. In the latter case thise� ective

anisotropy param eter agrees quite reasonably with re-

sults from num ericalHartree-Fock calculations. O n the

otherhand,thevaluesfor� shown in � gure3 agreevery

reasonably within a discrepancy oflessthan ten percent

with data reported in Ref.9 foran in� nitesystem .Those

valueswereobtained from an approxim atee� ective� eld

theoryneglectingcorrelatione� ectsbeyond Hartree-Fock

exchange.Thereforethe data ofRef.9 doesnotshow an

in ection pointsignalingaground statephasetransition.

C .Q uantum uctuations ofthe pseudospin

m agnetization

In Ref.17 the quantum phase transition between a

pseudospin-polarized phase-coherent state and a disor-

dered ground state was analyzed by studying the pseu-

dospin m agnetization hT xi along with their  uctuation

(� T x)2 = h(T x)2i� hT xi2 asa function ofthetunneling

gap.Herewereporton resultsfor� T x atzerotunneling

as a function ofd=‘ in the ground state within various

sectorsofT z.Thesestatesaretheabsoluteground state

ofthesystem atan appropriatebiasvoltagebetween the

layers.

The ordered phase atsm alllayerseparationsis char-

acterized by large  uctuations ofthe pseudospin m ag-

netization and therefore by a large susceptibility ofthis

quantity with respectto interlayertunneling17. Atzero

tunneling T z is a good quantum num ber while hT xi =

hT yi= 0,and forthe  uctuationsitholds� Tx = � T y

with � T z = 0.Figure4shows(� T x)2 within theground

state of severalsectors of T z as a function of d=‘ for

N = 14 electrons.Atzero layerseparation one has

(� T x)2 =
1

2

�
N

2

�
N

2
+ 1

�

� (T z)
2

�

(17)

and for � nite layer separation (� Tx)2 decreases for all

values ofT z with increasing d=‘ to rathersm allvalues.

This decay m ainly occurs in the vicinity ofthe critical

valued � 1:3‘.In theupperrightpanel(T z = 1)yetan-

othertransition occursatlargerlayerseparationswhich

appearsto bea peculiarity ofthissystem size.Notethat

the quantity � T x is on the other hand bounded from

below by the standard uncertainty relation � T x� T y =

(� T x)2 � T z=2.

Asseen in � gure4 thephasetransition seem sto occur

rather at the sam e region of d=‘ in allsectors of T z,

with apparently a slighttendency to m oveto largerlayer

separations with increasing T z. Therefore,in the case

ofvanishing tunneling gap,the criticallayerseparation

dependsonly very weakly on a biasvoltagebetween the

layers. Thus,ifthere is an increase ofthe criticallayer

separation in biased system s as predicted in Refs.20;23,

this e� ect is rather sm all. This is consistent with the

resultsofthe previoussubsection,and with Refs.20;23.

Recently,Nom ura and Yoshioka30 have introduced a

param eter S de� ned by h~T 2i = S(S + 1) to describe

the \e� ectivelength" ofthepseudospin in a given state.

Figure 5 showsS divided by the num berofparticlesfor

N = 14 electronsand T z = 0 (corresponding to the up-

perleftpanelof� gure4).Thisplotcan becom pared di-

rectly with data ofRef.30 obtained in thetoroidalgeom -

etry,establishing a very good agreem entbetween exact-

diagonalization resultson the sphereand on the torus.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveinvestigated ground statepropertiesofbilayer

quantum Hallsystem s at total� lling factor � = 1 and

vanishingsingle-particletunneling gap by m eansofexact

num ericaldiagonalizationsin � nitesystem s.Speci� cally,

the ground state energy,the pseudospin anisotropy pa-

ram eter,and thequantum  uctuationsofthepseudospin

m agnetization arestudied asfunctionsofthelayersepa-

ration in unitsofthe m agneticlength.

Theexactground stateenergiesarecom pared with re-

sultsof� nite-sizeHartree-Fock calculationsdescribed in

section II.The availability ofclosed expressionsforpair

distribution functionsand Hartree-Fock energieseven in

� nite system sisa speci� c property ofthe sphericalsys-

tem geom etryused here.Theexactground stateenergies

(with a contribution from a neutralizing background be-

ing subtracted)is independent ofd=‘ above the critical

layer separation. This dem onstrates the decoupling of

layers and the loss ofspontaneous phase coherence be-

tween them in the disordered phase.

W e have also perform ed a very detailed analysis of

the e� ective pseudospin anisotropy param eter.W e have

found accurate num ericalvalues for this quantity as a

function ofthe layer separation,and com pared it with

a classicalelectrostatic expression valid in the absence

ofinterlayer correlations. This com parison establishes

thestrong interlayercorrelationsin theordered phaseat

sm alllayer separations,and the quantum phase transi-
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tion is signaled by an in ection point ofthe anisotropy

param eteratthephaseboundary.M oreover,wehavean-

alyzed the possibility ofinterlayercorrelationsin biased

system seven abovethe phase boundary ofthe unbiased

case. Certain features ofour data are not inconsistent

with the occurrence ofthis e� ect,which,however,ap-

pearsto be quite sm allatleastin the lim itofvanishing

tunneling am plitude.

In sum m ary ourresultsshow thatthe quantum phase

transition in quantum Hallbilayersattotal� lling factor

� = 1 showsitssignaturesin variousphysicalquantities

and representsa subtle correlation e� ect.
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