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W e study the correlation energy, the e ective anisotropy param eter, and quantum uctuations
of the pseudospin m agnetization in bilayer quantum Hall system s at total ling factor = 1 by
m eans of exact diagonalizations of the H am iltonian in the spherical geom etry. W e com pare exact
diagonalization resuls for the ground state energy with nite-size HartreeFock values. In the
ordered ground state phase at sm all layer separations the H artreeFock data com pare reasonably
w ith the exact results. A bove the critical layer separation, how ever, the H artreeFock ndings still
predict an increase In the ground state energy, while the exact ground state energy is in this regin e
Independent of the layer separation indicating the decoupling of layers and the loss of spontaneous
phase coherence between them . W e also nd accurate values for the pseudospin anisotropy constant
whose dependence of the layer separation provides another very clar indication for the strong
interlayer correlations in the ordered phase and show s an in ection point at the phase boundary.
Finally we discuss the possbility of interlayer correlations in biased system s even above the phase
boundary for the balanced case. Certain features of our data for the pseudospin anisotropy constant
aswell as for quantum uctuations of the pseudospin m agnetization are not inconsistent w ith the
occurrence of this e ect. However, i appears to be rather weak at least in the lim it of vanishing

tunneling am plitude.

I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum Hall ferrom agnets gre a rich and fascinat-
ng el of solid state physic®{?. They can be realized
In tem s of the spins of electrons con ned to layers in
a strong perpendicular m agnetic eld, or in tem s of a
pseudospin given by som e additional discrete degree of
freedom such asthe layer spin in bilayer system #1231 B+
layer quantum Hall system s at total lling factor =1
have attracted particular interest;, recently due to spec—
tacular results by Spieln an et a123%3 who studied tun—
neling transport across the layers in sam ples w ith very
an all sihgleparticle tunneling gap. These experim ents
have stin ulated a large num ber of theoreticale orts to—
ward their explanation, and also m,arg general studies of
sach bilyer quantum Hall system £4163.

Themain nding of Ref? is a pronounced peak in
the di erential tunneling conductance which evolves if
the layer separation d in units of the m agnetic length
‘ is decreased below a critical valie. This critical ratio
d=" agrees closely with the boundary between a ground
state phase supporting quantized Hall transport and a
disordered phase, as established in earlier experim ents
by M umphy et all% usihg double well sam ples of sin ilar
geom etry. Therefore these two observations can be as—
sum ed to bem anifestationsofone and the sam e quantum
phase fransition . M oreover, recent exact-diagonalization
studied? on bilayersat = 1 have reveakd a quantum
phase transition, very likely tobeof rstorder,between a
phase w ith strong Interlayer correlations to a phase w ith
weak interlayer correlations. T he position of this tran—
sition agrees quantitatively w ith the critical value found
by Spien an et al

In the ordered phase at am alld=" the strong Interlayer
correlations are dom nated by the spontaneous interlayer
phase ocoherence between the layers. This key word de—
scribes the fact that in the ground state of such a system
electrons predom inantly occupy single-particle states in
the lowest Landau levelw hich are sym m etric linear com —
bination of states in both layers. This type of sihgle-
particle states ispreferred ifa nite tunneling am plitude
ispresent. Howeyer, by a largebody ofexperin entaland
theoreticalw orkf_"{ﬁj. , this phenom enon is assum ed to be
a spontaneous symm etry breaking, ie. it rem ains even
In the lim i ofvanishing tunneling am plitude. T he latter
e ect is clearly a m any-body phenom enon.

In the present work we report on further exact-
diagonalization results in quantum Hall bilayers at to—
tal 1ling factor = 1. Our studies include the e ective
pseudospin anisotropy param eter, quantum  uctuations
of the pseudospin m agnetization, and the ground state
energy. E specially the last quantity show s very clearly
the occurrence of the quantum phase transition and the
decoupling of the layers above the critical d=" where the
spontaneous interlayer phase coherence is lost. M ore—
over, we study the e ects of a bias potential applied to
the layers. In particular we address the question of pos—
sble interlayer correlations in biased system s even above
the phase boundary ofthe balanged case, an e ect which
was predicted recently by H anna?? and by Joglkkar and
M acD onald?? based on tin edependent H artreeFock cal-
culations. Som e features of our data are not Inconsistent
w ith this prediction. However, this e ect appears to be
rather weak at least In the lim it of vanishing tunneling
am plitude and not top-large biasing, consistent w ith the
predictions of R efs 2021,
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Our num erics are performed wihin the spherical
geom etry24. This geom etry enables to cbtain closed ex—
pressions for the HartreeFock ground state energy even
In nie systam s. This quantity can be com pared with
exact-diagonalization results to infer the correlation en—
ergy. M oreover, since the sphere is free of boundaries,
this geom etry allow s to take into account a neutralizing
background in nite system s w ithout any am biguity.

T his paper is organized as ollows. In section :_ﬁ we
describe our nitesize HartreeFock calculations of the
ground state energy In the sphericalgeom etry. In section
:!1[1: w e present our exact-diagonalization resuls, com pare
them with HartreeFock theory, and perform a detailed
analysis of bias potentiale ects. W e close w ith conclu-
sions in section :_1\[: .

II.FINITE-SIZE HARTREE-FOCK THEORY IN
THE SPHERICAL GEOM ETRY

In this section we present details of our nitegize
HartreeFock calculations in the spherical geom etry%.
Sin ilar resuls for the case of bilayers at, - 1lling factor

= 2 were already brie v discussed .n Reff3. T he nota—
tion Hllow s the discussion ofthe = 2 system in Reff9.
T he technical advantage of the spherical geom etry used
here lies in the fact that i allows to obtain closed re—
sults for electron pair distrdbution function even In  nite
system s.

W e considera gasofC oulom b-interacting electronsin a
quantum Hallbilayer system at total 1ling factor = 1.
W e assum e a vanishing am plitude for electron tunneling
betw een the Jp. ers, consistent w ith the experim ental sit—
uation in Reff4. T he layer degreg,of freedom is described
in the usualpseudospin language? where the pseudospin
operator of each electron is given by ~=2 wih ~ being
the vector of P aulim atrices. T he z-com ponent *=2m ea—
suresthedi erence in occupation between the two layers,
while *=2 describes tunneling between them . T he total

pseudospin of all electrons is denoted by T .

Di erently from thepseudospin, the true electron soins
are assum ed to be fully aligned along the m agnetic eld
perpendicular to the layers; therefore an inessential Zee—
m an tem in the H am iltonian is, along with the constant
cycbtron energy, neglkcted. In Refs®] a nite width
of the quantum wells form ing the bilayer system was
taken into account in order tao m ake quantitative con—
tact to the experin ents of Refs%4. However,a nitewell
width m ainly changes the position of the phase transi-
tion but does not alter any qualitative feature. In the
present work we therefore concentrate for sim plicity on
the case of zero well width. For this case the critical
layer separation in the lm it of vanishing tunneling am =
plitude w as found by exact-diagonalization calculation’
to bed= 13". This value holds in the them odynam ic
Iim it, byt is rem arkably rapidly approached In  nite-size
sy stem &%, For instance, the phase boundary in a sys—

tem of just 12 electronsdeviates from the in nite<solum e
valie by jist a few percent.

In the. gauge commonly used in the spherical
geom et.ty‘.3‘§ the singleparticle wave fiinctions in the low —
est Landau levelhave the form
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momentum states, and N is the number of ux quanta
penetrating the sphere. The HartreeFock ansatz for a

spatially hom ogeneous state of N = N+ 1 electrons is
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where Pi is the ferm donic vacuum . ¢, , 2 fT;Bg,
creates an electron in the top/bottom layer in angular
mom entum statem ,and z arethe com ponentsofa nor-
m alized two-spinor describing the layer degree of free—

dom . From this state we obtain the pair distribution
functions
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H ere the indices i; j refer to electrons and the Paulim a—
trices * acton the layer spins. The expression ¥; %, Jis
the chord distance on the sphere. N ote that in the lim it
of large num bers of ux quanta N one obtains from ;j)
the wellknown expression for the in nite system in pla—
nar geom etry,
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To calculate the energy of the Coulom b interaction i is
convenient to considerthe Inearcom bination V. = (Vg



Vp )=2 ofthe InteractionsVg and Vp between electrons in
the sam e layer and di erent layers, respective’2?. U sing
the above pair distribbution fiinctions one obtains for the
energy per particle
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Here ".," is the HartreeFock energy of the interaction
betw een electrons. T he quantity
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arises from the direct #H artree) contribution of V., and
cancels against a neutralizing hom ogeneous background
ofhalf the totalelectron charge which is present in each
layer and ensures charge neutrality. In this work we have
always subtracted this term from the ground state ener-
gies considered here. T he quantity
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represent the exchange (Fock) contrbutions from V
w ith
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In the above equations, e’=( ") is the Coulomb energy
scalew ih ( e) being the electron chargeand thedielec—
tric constant of the sam iconductor m aterial. Note that
all the above contributions to " ¥ depend on the layer
separation d=" aswell as on the number of ux quanta
N , ie. on the system size.

In the HartreeFock ground state of an unbiased sys—
tem all spins lie in the xy-plane of the pseudospin space,
ie.hzj*%i= 0,and we end up with

1
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III.RESULTS

In this section we report on our results from exact
num erical diagonalizations of the m anyshody Coulomb
Ham itonian in the spherical geometry®%. T such a
system theg ground state has vanishing total angular
m om entum 24 and, Hrunbiased bilayers, the sm allest pos—
sble value of the z-com ponent of the total pseudospin
T, ie. T? = 0 for an even number of electrons and
T?j= 1=2 otherw ise.

A .G round state and correlation energy in the
unbiased system

F jgure-'_],I show s the exact and the H artreeFock ground
state energy (pboth in units of the Coulom b energy scale
e?=( ")) as a function of d=" for several num bers of elec—
trons N . In both cases the contribution from the neu-
tralizing background (1) is subtracted. At zero layer sep—
aration we recover the case of a quantum Hall m ono—
layer with the layer soin playing the role of the elec—
tron spin. Here the ground state is the welkknown spin-—
polarized = 1 monolayer ground state describbed ex-
actly by H artreeFock theory. In the spherical geom etry
the nitesize ground state energy per particle is given
by
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withN =N 1 being the number of ux quanta.

At nite layer separation the HartreeFock ground
state becom es unexact but provides still a reasonable
approxin ation to the exact ground state energy if d="*
is an aller than the critical value of d&=" = 13. In
other words, the correlation energy given by the dif-
ference between the exact ground state energy and the
H artreeFock value is am all. For larger layer separations
d="> 13 HartreeFock theory still predicts an increase
of the ground state energy w ith increasing layer separa-—
tion while the exact ground state energy becom es inde-
pendent of d=". The latter resul is again a particularly
clear signature ofthe decoupling ofthe tw o Jayersand the
Joss of spontaneous phase coherence betw een them above
the critical layer separation. The discrepancy between
the exact ground state energy and the H artreeFock re—
sult in the disordered phase, ie. the large correlation
energy, show s that this quantum phase transition is a
correlation phenom enon that cannot be described w ithin
sin ple H artreeFock theory. In the HartreeFock ansatz
used here all electrons are In the sam e pseudospin state
In plem enting phase coherence between the layers. This
coherence is lost above the critical d=*, and the system
behaves, at least In tem s of its ground state energy, lke
two decoupled monolayers wih 1ling factor = 1=2.



T herefore, the failure of H artreetock theory m ight ap—
pear as a consequence of the arti cial phase coherence.
However, as i is wellknown, the H artreeFock approach

is generally inadequate to describe quantum Hallm ono—
layersat = 1=2, which have a very peculiar and highly

correlated ground state.

B .The pseudospin anisotropy param eter and bias
potentiale ects

The di erence in the Coulomb interaction for elec—
trons In the same layer and In di erent layers pro—
vides a strong mechanism balancing the charges be-
tween the layers. In the pseudospin language this can
be expressed approxin ately by an e ective easy-plane
anisotropy contributione to the energy per particl,
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Introducing an anisotropy param eter , and hT “idenotes
the expectation value of the z-com ponent of the total
pseudospjnﬂ . Forvanishing tunneling betw een the layers
as considered here this operator represents a good quan—
tum num ber, and eigenstates can be labeled their value
of T?. In this case the above energy contrbution can be
viewed jist as a charging energy ofa capacitor form ed by
the two isolated layers. In the absence of quantum corre—
lations, and for a large system , the anisotropy param eter
takes the value

14)

corresponding to the classical total charging energy of
Ec.=N",=0%=@C)withQ = eT? being the charge
of the capacitor, C = A=(4 d) is capaciyy, and A =
2 2N its area. In the presence of quantum correlations
the e ective anisotropy param eter w ill deviate from this
value ortwo di erent reasons:

(1) Interlayer correlations can m odify the value of , and
(i) even in the absence of correlationshetween the layers,
intralayer correlations can have an mpact on  if the
ground states of the two mutually uncorrelated layers
change non-trivially if electrons are transferred from one
layer to the other, ie. if T? is changed. The lattere ect
is independent of the layer separation. T herefore, In the
absence of interlayer correlations and for a given value
of T #, the contribution to the ground state energy which
depends on the layer separation ,is just given by a sin ple
classical electrostatic expression‘éq which can be derived
sim flarly asEq. -rj,
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w hich converges to the expression C_l-l_i) forN =N +1!

1 . Thus, if no Interlayer correlations are present, the
contrbution to thee ective anisotropy param eterw ith a
nontrivialdependence on the layer separation is given by
the above classical expression, w ith a possble additional
contrbution independent of the layer separation which
arises from intralayer quantum e ects.

Let usnow analyze the anisotropy param eter in tem s
of exact-diagonalization resuls. The lowest states w ith
a given value of T _have vanishing totalangularm om en—
tum on the spheréﬂ, ie. they are spatially hom ogeneous.
Figure :2: show s the energy of these lowest state In the
sector of a given value of T? as a function of T* for
N = 14 electrons and several layer separations. At all
layer separations, In the ordered aswell as in the disor-
dered phase, the dependence of the energy on T? is, for
not too large T ?, parabolic, validating the phenom eno—
bgicalansatz {13).

Figure d shows valies for 8 ‘? obtained from
parabolic tsof% (T?)usihgT? 2 £0;1;2;3g forN = 12
and N = 14 electrons as a function of d=". If higher val-
ues of T * are included the quality ofthe tsconsiderably
decreases. W e therefore concentrate on the system sizes
N = 12andN = l4dwherea su cintnumberofm oder-
ate values for T? (as com pared to itsm axinum N =2) are
available. W e have also plotted In  gure 8 the the classi-
cal electrostatic expression @é) for both system s sizes.

The anisotropy param eter is In the buk lim it an
intensive quantity. Both data sets for 8 ‘2 shown i

gure:_é are nearly identical establishing that is only
very weakly dependent on the system size for already
quite an all system s which are accessble via exact diag—
onalization techniques. As to be expected Increases
w ith increasing layer separation. M oreover it show s an
In ection point near the critical value d=" = 13 which
we Interpret as a further signature of the quantum phase
transition. Above the iIn ection point the anisotropy pa—
ram eter as obtained from exact-diagonalization data
hasthe sam e curvature as 1. Below the in ection point
at a=" 13 both data sets di er clkarly, n particular
In curvature, which indicates the presence of strong in—
terlayer correlations in this regin e. H owever, we should
stress that the concrete form of these deviations from
the classical behavior, nam ely the occurrence of an in—

ection point and a change In curvature, is the resul of
the present num erical study and has not been predicted
on other theoreticalgrounds._ _ _ _

The results of subsection 'TIIA! have established the
absence of interlayer correlations in an unbiased system
above the critical d=". If interlayer correlations vanish
also n a biased system With nite T¢) the anisotropy
param eter found by exact num erical diagonalizations



should be the sam e as 1 up to a rigid shift peing inde—
pendent of the layer separation) arisihg from intralayer
e ects. As seen in  gure,3 this is or & 13" to a
quite good degree of approxim ation, but not perfectly,
the case. In particular, ) Increasesw ith Increasing sys—
tem size, while the exact-diagonalization values appear
to decrease. The am all discrepancy between and o
(after subtracting a rigid shift) m ight therefore be seen
asan indication forthe presence of interlayer correlations
In biased system s even above the critical layer separatjon
of the balanced system , as predicted recently in Ref23.
However, if so, this e ect appears to be rather am all, at
Jeast in the lim it of vanishing tunneling and not jtop-large
biasing, consistent w ith the predictions of R efs2423.
The value or at d="= 1 is by a factor of about
two larger than the e ective anisotropy param eter found
recently from exact diagonalization studies of a verti-
cal pair of parabolically con ned quantum dots in the
quantum Hall regin 3. In the latter case thise ective
anisotropy param eter agrees quite reasonably with re—
sults from num erical H artreeFock calculations. On the
other hand, the values for shown in gure:_3 agree very
reasonably w thin a discrepancy of less than ten percent
w ith data reported in Ref? foran in nite system . Those
valies were obtained from an approxin ate e ective eld
theory neglecting correlation e ectsheyond H artreeFock
exchange. T herefore the data of Reff does not show an
In ection point signaling a ground state phase transition.

C .Quantum uctuations of the pseudospin

m agnetization

Inh Ref?] 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*1i along w ith their uctuation
( T*)? = n(@T*)?1 Hr*i® asa fanction ofthe tunneling
gap. Herewe report on results for T* at zero tunneling
as a function of d=' In the ground state w ihin various
sectors of T ? . T hese states are the absolute ground state
ofthe system at an appropriate bias volage between the
layers.

T he ordered phase at an all Jayer separations is char—
acterized by large uctuations of the pseudospin m ag—
netization and therefore by a large suscgptiility of this
quantity w ith respect to interlayer tunneling®’. At zero
tunneling T? is a good quantum number while HT *1 =
hrYi= 0, and orthe uctuationsitholds T = TY
with T?= 0.Figured shows ( T*)? within the ground

state of several sectors of T# as a function of d=" for
N = 14 electrons. At zero layer separation one has
(=2 BNy ey a7
2 2

and r nite layer separation ( T¥)? decreases or all
values of T? with increasing d=" to rather an all values.

This decay m ainly occurs In the vicinity of the critical
valuied 1:3".In the upper right panel (T? = 1) yet an—
other transition occurs at larger layer separations which
appears to be a peculiarity ofthis system size. N ote that
the quantity T* is on the other hand bounded from

below by the standard uncertainty relation T* TY =

( T*)?2 TZ2=2.

A sseen in gurer_:4 the phase transition seem s to occur
rather at the same region of d=' in all sectors of T?,
w ith apparently a slight tendency to m ove to larger layer
separations w ith increasing T?. Therefore, In the case
of vanishing tunneling gap, the critical layer separation
depends only very weakly on a bias voltage between the
layers. Thus, if there is an increase of the critical Jlayer
separation in biased system s as predicted in Refs2023,
this e ect is rather sm all. This is consistent w ith-the
results of the previous subsection, and w ith Refs2423,

Recently, Nom ura and Yoshiockat have introduced a
parameter S de ned by H?i = S (S + 1) to describe
the \e ective length" of the pseudospin In a given state.
Figure E show s S divided by the num ber of particles for
N = 14 electrons and T ? = 0 (corresponding to the up-
per keft panelof gure,A.) Thisplot can be com pared di-
rectly w ith data ofR ef®? cbtaied in the toroidalgeom —
etry, establishing a very good agream ent betw een exact—
diagonalization results on the sphere and on the torus.

IV.CONCLUSION S

W e have Investigated ground state properties ofbilayer
quantum Hall system s at total ling factor = 1 and
vanishing single-particle tunneling gap by m eans ofexact
num ericaldiagonalizationsin nite system s. Speci cally,
the ground state energy, the pseudosoin anisotropy pa—
ram eter, and the quantum  uctuations ofthe pseudospin
m agnetization are studied as functions of the layer sepa-
ration In units of the m agnetic length.

T he exact ground state energies are com pared w ith re—
suls of nite-size H artreeFock calculations describbed in
section -]Z[ T he availability of closed expressions for pair
distrbbution functions and H artreeFock energies even in

nite system s is a speci c property of the spherical sys—
tem geom etry used here. T he exact ground state energies
(w ith a contrbution from a neutralizing background be—
Ing subtracted) is independent of d=" above the critical
layer separation. This dem onstrates the decoupling of
layers and the loss of spontaneous 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 erical values for this quantity as a
function of the layer separation, and com pared it w ith
a classical electrostatic expression valid in the absence
of Interlayer correlations. This com parison establishes
the strong interlayer correlations in the ordered phase at
an all layer separations, and the quantum phase transi-



tion is signaled by an In ection point of the anisotropy
param eter at the phase boundary. M oreover, we have an—
alyzed the possbility of interlayer correlations in biased

system s even above the phase boundary of the unbiased

case. Certain features of our data are not inconsistent

w ith the occurrence of this e ect, which, however, ap—
pears to be quite am all at least in the lin it of vanishing

tunneling am plitude.

In summ ary our results show that the quantum phase
transition in quantum Hallbilayers at total 1ling factor
= 1 show s its signatures in various physical quantities

and represents a subtle correlation e ect.
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The de nition of the anisotropy param efer in the ansatz
(Z_L3 ) llow s a convention used in Refsa®d,

T he classical expression {:_LQ ) for the anisotropy param eter
is indeed the H artree contrbution (or m ore general, the
purely elkelctrostatic term ) in a state were all electrons are
either in one or the other layer, as it is the case for a clas—
sical capacior w ithout any quantum correlations between
its layers. T herefore there is no Fock contrbution to the
anisotropy. This is di erent from the H artreeFock ansatz
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discussed in section :_I-I which in plem ents phase coherence
between the layers and does therefore not correspond to
the fully classical situation.
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FIG .1. The ground state energy as a function of the layer
separation In units of the m agnetic length for di erent num —
bers N of electrons. The exact diagonalization data is com —
pared w ith nite-size H artreeFock resuls. In both cases the
contribution from the neutralizing background has been sub-
tracted. In the ordered phase below the critical value of
d=" the results agree reasonably and coincide for vanishing
layer separation. Above the critical layer separation the ex—
act ground state energy is independent of d=" corresponding
to uncoupled = 1=2 m onolayers, whilk H artreeFock theory
still predicts an arti cial increase in ground state energy.
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FIG .2. Theenergy ofthe lowest state having a given quan-
tum numberT * asa function ofthis quantity for various layer
separation in a system of N = 14 electrons. T? = 0 corre—
soonds to the ground state of the balanced system at a given
layer separation, and each curve is for not too large T well
described by a parabola.
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FIG . 3. The anisotropy param eter 8 ¥ obtaied from ex—
act-diagonalization data as a fiinction of the layer separation
forN = 12 and N = 14 electrons. Both data sets for this (in
thebulk lim it) intensive quantity agree very welland show an
In ection point near the phase transition at d=' 13. The
corresponding valies for 8 ¥ 1 (cf Eqg. {1-6I)) are also shown
which describe (up to a constant) the exi)-ected behavior in
the absence of interlayer correlations.
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FIG .4. The pseudospin uctuation ( T *)° as a function
of the Jayer separation for di erent sectors of T * in a system
ofN = 14 electrons.
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FIG .5. The e ective pseudospin length S per particlke as a
function ofd=". This data cbtained in the sphericalgeom etry
agrees very wellw ith recent results for a toroidal system 4,



