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Electrom agnetic characteristics ofbilayer quantum H allsystem s

in the presence ofinterlayer coherence and tunneling

K .Shizuya

Yukawa Institute for TheoreticalPhysics

K yoto University,K yoto 606-8502,Japan

The electrom agnetic characteristics of bilayer quantum

Hallsystem sin thepresence ofinterlayercoherence and tun-

neling are studied by m eansofa pseudospin-texturee�ective

theory and an algebraicfram ework ofthesingle-m odeapprox-

im ation,with em phasis on clarifying the nature ofthe low-

lying neutralcollective m ode responsible for interlayer tun-

neling phenom ena. A long-wavelength e�ective theory,con-

sisting ofthe collective m ode aswellasthe cyclotron m odes,

isconstructed. Itisseen explicitly from the electrom agnetic

response that gauge invariance is kept exact,this im plying,

in particular, the absence of the M eissner e�ect in bilayer

system s. Special em phasis is placed on exploring the ad-

vantage oflooking into quantum Hallsystem s through their

response; in particular, subtleties inherent to the standard

Chern-Sim onstheoriesare critically exam ined.

73.43.Lp,73.21.Ac

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

TheChern-Sim ons(CS)theories,both bosonic1{3 and

ferm ionic,4{6 realizethecom posite-boson and com posite-

ferm ion descriptions7 ofthe fractionalquantum Hallef-

fect8;9 (FQ HE) and have been successfulin describing

variousfeaturesoftheFQ HE.They,however,havesom e

subtle lim itationsaswell.10 In particular,when applied

to bilayersystem s,they di�ersigni�cantly in collective-

excitation spectrum from the m agneto-roton theory of

G irvin,M acDonald and Platzm an,11 based on thesingle-

m ode approxim ation (SM A).

The quantum Halle�ectexhibits a variety ofphysics

for bilayer (and m ultilayer)system s.12{22 In a previous

paper23 we studied within the SM A theory the electro-

m agneticcharacteristicsofbilayersystem sin theabsence

of interlayer coherence and derived a long-wavelength

e�ective theory that properly em bodies the SM A spec-

trum ofcollective excitations. The e�ective theory was

constructed from the electrom agnetic response of the

system s through functionalbosonization,24 without re-

ferring to the com posite bosons or com posite ferm ions.

Thereby the relation between the SM A theory and the

CS theorieswasexam ined.

Thepurposeofthepresentpaperisto extend thepro-

gram oflookingintoquantum Hallsystem sthrough their

response to situationsofparticularinterest,bilayersys-

tem s in the presence ofinterlayer coherence as wellas

tunneling,wherephenom ena such asacrossoverbetween

thetunneling and coherenceregim es14;22 and Josephson-

likee�ects15;16;25;26 attractattention.W estudy theelec-

trom agnetic characteristicsofbilayersystem sby m eans

of(i) a pseudospin-texture e�ective theory and (ii) an

algebraic fram ework ofthe single-m ode approxim ation,

with essentially the sam e results. O ur analysis shows

thatproperaccountofLandau-levelprojection isindis-

pensable for deriving a low-energy e�ective theory of

gauge-invariantform . The presence ofinterlayercoher-

ence m odi�eseven the leading long-wavelength features

ofthe bilayersystem sand we critically exam ine the CS

approach to clarify itsvalidity and lim itations.

In Sec.IIweconsidertheprojection ofabilayersystem

into the Landau levels. W e study the electrom agnetic

characteristicsofthe bilayersystem in Secs.IIIand IV.

In Sec.V we com m enton the CS approach. Section VI

isdevoted to a sum m ary and discussion.

II.B ILA Y ER SY ST EM S

Consider a bilayer system with average electron den-

sities �
(�)
av = (�

(1)
av ;�

(2)
av )in the upper (� = 1)and lower

(� = 2) layers. The two layers,each extending in the

x = (x1;x2)plane,are taken to be situated atposition

z(1) = zc +
1

2
d and z(2) = zc �

1

2
d with separation d in

thevertical(z)direction.Thesystem isplaced in a com -

m on strong perpendicular m agnetic �eld B z = B > 0.

W e suppose that the electron �elds  (�) in each layer

are fully spin polarized and assem ble them into a pseu-

dospin20 doublet spinor 	 = ( (1); (2))tr. O ur task in

thispaperisto study how the system respondsto weak

electrom agneticpotentialsA �(x;z)and A z(x;z)in three

space.[W esuppose� runsover(0;1;2)or(t;x1;x2)and

denote A k = (A 1;A 2)= A and x = (t;x)forshort.]W e

thuswrite the one-body Lagrangian in the form

L1 =

Z

d
2
x	 y(i@t� H )	; (2.1)

H =
1

2M
(p+ A B + A + + A

�
�3)

2 + A
+
0 + A

�
0�3; (2.2)

where A �
� (x)=

1

2
fA �(x;z

(1))� A�(x;z
(2))g in term sof

the potentialsacting on each layer,orexplicitly,

A
+
� (x)= A �(x;zc)+ � � � ;

A
�
� (x)= (d=2)@zcA �(x;zc)+ � � � ; (2.3)

A B = eB (� x2;0) supplies a uniform m agnetic �eld

B ; the electric charge e > 0 has been suppressed by

1
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rescaling eA � ! A �; [For conciseness, we shall write

 (�)(x) =  (�)(x;z(�);t), etc., and suppress reference

to thez coordinateorzc unlessnecessary.]Letusdenote

the num berdensity and pseudospin densitiesas

�
�(x);Sa(x)

	
= 	 y(x)

�
1;1

2
�a
	
	(x) (2.4)

with thePaulim atrices�a (a = 1;2;3).TheA +
0 coupled

to � = �(1)+ �(2) probesin-phasedensity uctuationsof

the two layerswhile A
�
0 coupled to S3 = 1

2
(�(1) � �(2))

probesthe out-of-phasedensity uctuations.

The electrons in the two layers are coupled through

the intralayerand interlayerCoulom b potentialsV 11
p =

V 22
p and V 12

p = V 21
p ,respectively;V 11

p = e2=(2� jpj)and

V 12
p = e� djpjV 11

p with � being the dielectric constantof

thesubstrate.Thepseudospin structureoftheCoulom b

interaction ism ade m anifestby rewriting itas

H
C =

1

2

X

p

�

V
+
p �� p �p + 4V �

p S
3
� p S

3
p

�

; (2.5)

V
�
p =

1

2
(1� e

� djpj)V 11
p ; (2.6)

where�p and S
a
p stand fortheFouriertransform sof�(x)

and Sa(x)with obvioustim e dependence suppressed.

Note here thatthe electrom agneticgaugetransform a-

tions in three space induce two sets ofintralayergauge

transform ations A �(x;z
(�)) ! A �(x;z

(�))+ @� �
(�)(x)

and  (�)(x) ! e� i�
(� )

(x) (�)(x) with �(�)(x) �

�(x;z(�)),which can be regarded astotally independent

(ford 6= 0)since �(x;z)m ay have arbitrary dependence

on z. The transform ation lawsread �A�� (x)= @��
� (x)

in term sof�� = 1

2
f�(1)� �(2)g.Thus,forbilayersystem s

electrom agneticgaugeinvarianceturnsinto two separate

U(1)gauge sym m etries,U(1)em � U(1)+ � U(1)� . [W e

refer to this U(1)� as \interlayer" gauge invariance be-

low.Note thatitdisappearsin the d ! 0 lim it.]

The tunneling phenom ena m ust respect electrom ag-

netic gaugeinvariance.A naivechoice ofinterlayercou-

pling S1 + iS2 =  (1)y (2) should be prom oted to a

gauge-invariantform 27

H
tun = � 4SA S

Z

d
2
x
1

2

n

 
(1)y

e
� i�z  

(2)+ h:c:

o

; (2.7)

with the line integral

�z(x)=

Z z
(1)

z(2)

dzA z(x;z)= dA z(x;zc)+ � � � ; (2.8)

connecting the two layers for each x. Here �z has the

transform ation law ��z = 2�� (x).Thecouplingstrength

4 SA S characterizestheenergy gap between thesym m et-

ricand antisym m etricstates.

Itispossible to gauge away �z by setting �0z = �z +

2�� = 0 so thatthe transform ed �elds

 
0(1)(x)= e

i1
2
�z  

(1)(x);

 
0(2)(x)= e

� i1
2
�z  

(2)(x);

A
0�
� (x)= A

�
� (x)�

1

2
@��z

= (d=2)(@zA � � @�A z)+ � � � ; (2.9)

and A 0+

� (x)= A +
� (x)areinertunderU(1)

� gaugetrans-

form ations. The  0(�)(x) stand for the electron �elds

\projected" to the com m on plane z = zc and undergo

only theU(1)+ gaugetransform ations.NotethatA 0�
� (x)

is gauge invariant and actually denotes a verticalelec-

tric �eld A
0�
0 � (d=2)Ez and in-plane m agnetic �elds

(A 0�
1 ;A

0�
2 )� (d=2)(B2;� B1).

In view ofthisstructure itisadvantageousto restart

with the Lagrangian written in term softhese  0(�) and

A 0�
� ,and recoverthe e�ect of�z at the very end. The

interlayer gauge invariance is thereby kept exact. Ac-

cordingly we shallfrom now on regard  (�) and A �
� as

denoting the transform ed �elds 0(�) and A 0�
� .

In addition,itisrathernaturaland convenienttocom -

bine the one-body Lagrangian L1 and H tun into a for-

m ally U(1)� SU(2)gaugesym m etric form by setting

A
�
� �3 ! A

a
�

1

2
�a (2.10)

in H ofEq.(2.2)and by identifying theSU(2)gauge�eld

A a
� � (A1�;A

2
�;A

3
�)with

A
1
� = � 4SA S ��0; A

2
� = 0;A 3

� = 2A 0�

� : (2.11)

ThisSU(2)gaugesym m etry,ofcourse,isonlysuper�cial.

The system hasa globalpseudospin SU(2)sym m etry in

the ideallim it4 SA S ! 0 and V �
p ! 0 with A 0�

� = 0;it

getsbroken to U(1)eitherfor4 SA S = 0 orforV �
p = 0.

The\interlayer"gaugeinvariancehastodowith inter-

layerout-of-phase U(1)rotationsinduced by the z vari-

ation of�(x;z),i.e.,�� / @z�(x;z). They are thusdis-

tinctfrom globalU(1)rotations(with constant�� )about

the S3 axis,which have to do with charge conservation.

Asa result,the tunneling interaction H tun / S01(x)de-

�ned in term sof 0(a) isgauge-invariantbuttransform s

covariantly (i.e.,breaks invariance)under globalU(1)�

rotations. (This in turn im plies that there is no lossof

generality in choosing H tun / S01.)

Let us now project our system onto the Landau lev-

els. Let jN i = jn;y0i denote the Landau levels of a

freely orbiting electron of energy !c(n + 1

2
) with n =

0;1;2;� � � , and y0 = ‘2 px, where !c � eB =M and

‘ � 1=
p
eB ; we frequently set ‘ ! 1 below. W e �rst

pass into N = (n;y0) space via a unitary transform a-

tion 	(x;t)=
P

N
hxjN i�n(y0;t)and,by a subsequent

unitary transform ation �n(y0;t)! 	 m (y0;t),m ake the

one-body Ham iltonian diagonalin levelindices;therele-

vanttransform ation isconstructed in powersofA +
� and

A a
�. The resulting projected Ham iltonian is an oper-

ator in r � (r1;r2) = (i‘2@=@y0;y0) with uncertainty

[r1;r2]= i‘2.Such a system aticprocedureofprojection,

developed earlier,23;28 is readily adapted to the present

2



SU(2) case. As a m atter offact,for 4 SA S � !c the

resultisessentially the sam easin the single-layercase.

Let us focus on the lowest Landau leveln = 0 in a

strong m agnetic �eld.The projected one-body Ham ilto-

nian to O (A 2)reads �H cyc + �H em + �H tun with

�H cyc =

2X

�= 1

X

p

n
!c

2
�p;0 + U(�)

p

o

��
(�)

� p;

�H em =
X

p

n

�
+
p ��� p + 2��p

�S3� p

o

;

�H tun = � 4SA S �S1p= 0; (2.12)

with ��p = (A
�
0 )p + (1=2M )(A

�
12)p and A

�
12 = @1A

�
2 �

@2A
�
1 ;(A

�
� )p standsfortheFouriertransform ofA �

� (x).

Heretheprojectedcharges��p = ��
(1)
p + ��

(2)
p ,�S3p =

1

2
(��

(1)
p �

��
(2)
p ),etc.,arede�ned by

��p �

Z

dy0 	
y

0(y0;t)e
� 1

4
p
2

e
� ip� r	 0(y0;t); (2.13)

�Sap �

Z

dy0 	
y

0(y0;t)e
� 1

4
p
2

e
� ip� r�a

2
	 0(y0;t); (2.14)

where the two-spinor 	 0,de�ning the true lowest Lan-

dau level, obeys the canonical com m utation relation

f	 0(y0;t);	 0
y
(y00;t)g = �(y0 � y00). The U

(�)
p denote

the contributions quadratic in A
(�)
� ,and are given (for

p = 0)by U
(�)

p= 0 =
R
d2xU(�)(x)with

U(�) =
1

2
A
(�)
� D �

���
@�A

(�)
� �

1

2!c
A
(�)

k0
D A

(�)

k0
+ � � � ; (2.15)

whereD = !2c=(!
2
c + @2t);A �� = @�A � � @�A �,and �

���

is a totally-antisym m etric tensor with �012 = 1. Here

we have retained term sto O (r 2=!c);see Ref.23 foran

expression exactto allpowersof@k.

The charges(��p;�S
a
p)obey an SU(2)� W1 algebra20

[��p;��k]= � 2is(p;k)��p+ k; [��p;�S
a
k]= � 2is(p;k)�Sap+ k;

[�Sap;
�Sbk]= c(p;k)i�abc �Scp+ k � �

ab i

2
s(p;k)��p+ k; (2.16)

where

s(p;k)= sin

�
p� k

2

�

e
1

2
p� k; (2.17)

c(p;k) is given by s(p;k) with sin ! cos. It is im por-

tantto note here thatthe projected chargesthem selves,

(�
(�)

00 )p = ��
(�)
p + 4 ��

(�)
p ,di�erslightly23 from ��

(�)
p byA

(�)
� -

dependentcorrections4 ��
(�)
p ,which derivefrom the�eld-

dependentprojection em ployed.(SeetheAppendix.) As

a result,the projected Coulom b interaction

�H C =
1

2

X

p

�

V
+
p ��� p ��p + 4V �

p
�S3� p

�S3p

�

+ 4 �H C (2.18)

acquiresa�eld-dependentpiece4 �H C ,which playsacru-

cialrole,asweshallsee.

The dynam ics within the lowest Landau levelis now

governed by the Ham iltonian �H = �H C + �H cyc + �H em +
�H tun. Suppose now that an incom pressible m any-body

statejG iofuniform density (�
(1)
av ;�

(2)
av )isform ed.Then,

setting hG j��
(�)

� pjG i= �
(�)
av (2�)2�2(p)in �H em oneobtains

the e�ectiveaction to O (A 2):

S
cycl= �

Z

dtd
2
x
X

�

�
(�)
av U(�)(x); (2.19)

which sum m arizes the response due to electrom agnetic

inter-Landau-level m ixing, i.e., due to the cyclotron

m odes(one foreach layer).

The electrom agnetic interaction in �H also gives rise

to intra-Landau-leveltransitions. For single-layer sys-

tem s the intra-Landau-levelexcitationsare only dipole-

inactive11 (i.e.,the response vanishesfasterthan k2 for

k ! 0) as a result of K ohn’s theorem 29, and the in-

com pressible quantum Hallstates show universalO (k)

and O (k2)long-wavelength electrom agnetic characteris-

ticsdeterm ined by the cyclotron m ode alone.23

The situation changesdrastically for bilayersystem s,

where both in-phase and out-of-phase collective excita-

tionsarise.In-phaseexcitationsgenerally rem ain dipole-

inactive,as a consequence ofinvariance under transla-

tionsofboth layers.O ut-of-phasecollective excitations,

in contrast, becom e dipole active10;17 (in the absence

ofinterlayercoherence)and m odify the electrom agnetic

characteristicsofthe bilayersystem ssubstantially.23 In-

com pressible quantum Hallstateswelldescribed by the

Halperin (m ;m ;n) wave functions,12 in particular,be-

long to thisclassofstates.Thepresenceofinterlayerco-

herence isexpected to cause furthersubstantialchanges

in the system s,which we study in the nextsection.

III.IN T ER LA Y ER C O H ER EN C E A N D

ELEC T R O M A G N ET IC R ESP O N SE

In this section we study how the presence of inter-

layercoherence a�ectsthe electrom agnetic propertiesof

bilayersystem s. The particularsetofstatesofourcon-

cern are the ground states at �lling � = 1=m for odd

integersm ,believed to havetotalpseudospin S = N e=2,

with their orbitalwave functions wellapproxim ated by

theLaughlin wavefunctions9 orHalperin (m ;m ;m )wave

functions.12 Forde�nitenesswe shallconcentrate on the

� = 1 ground state,butouranalysiswillapply to other

casesaswell.

Suppose �rstthatthe SU(2)breaking Coulom b inter-

action V �
p = (e2=4�)d + O (d2) is negligibly weak (i.e.,

d ! 0 and 4 SA S 6= 0). Then the � = 1 ground state is

given by the total-pseudospin S = N e=2 eigenstatejG 0i,

fully polarized in the S1 direction via the tunneling in-

teraction so thathG 0j�S
1
p= 0jG 0i=

1

2
N e,or

3



hG 0j�S
a
pjG 0i= �

a1 1

2
�0 �p;0; hG 0j��pjG 0i= �0 �p;0; (3.1)

where �0 = �
(1)
av + �

(2)
av and �p;0 � (2�)2�2(p). W e sup-

posethatthisS1p= 0 = N e=2 eigenstatejG 0icontinuesto

be a good approxim ation to the � = 1 ground state as

V �
p ,keptweak,isturned on. Ithasbeen argued20 and

supported experim entally22 thatsuch jG 0iwellapprox-

im ates the ground state for 4 SA S ! 0 with V �
p 6= 0,

where interlayer coherence hS1i 6= 0 is realized sponta-

neously with hS3i = 0 m aintained so as to reduce the

interlayercharging energy.

Furthercharacterization ofthisS1p= 0 = N e=2 state is

given by the static structurefactors

hG 0j�S
a
0

p
�Sb

0

k jG 0i= �p+ k;0 (�
a
0
b
0

+ i�
a
0
b
0
1)
1

4
�0 e

� 1

2
p
2

;

hG 0j��p ��kjG 0i= �
2
0 �p;0 �k;0 � Rp;k;

hG 0j��p �S
a
kjG 0i= 2hG 0j�S

1
p
�SakjG 0i= �

a1 1

2
R p;k; (3.2)

where b0 runsover(2;3).These relationsarereadily de-

rived by rewriting ��p and �Sap in term softheeigenspinors

( S; A )ofS
1,and by noting thatjG 0iinvolvesno  A

com ponent(ofS1 = � 1

2
).Forthepartially-�lled  S Lan-

dau levelof� = 1=3;1=5;� � � one hasto retain in Rp;k a

term 11 �0 �p+ k;0 �s
+ (p)with �s+ (p)� O (p4),which van-

ishesin the present� = 1 case.

The correlations characteristic of interlayer order
�S1p= 0 = N e=2 areinvolved in the structurefactor

�s� (p)=
2

N e

hG 0j�S
3
� p

�S3pjG 0i=
1

2
e
� 1

2
p
2

; (3.3)

which isnonvanishing forp ! 0,in contrastto the case

ofthe Halperin (m ;m ;n)stateswhere17;10 �s� (p)� p2.

Let us now study low-energy excitations over this

ground state. W ith polarization hG 0j�S
1
p= 0jG 0i= N e=2,

the Coulom b interaction �H C oul has an (approxim ate)

U(1)sym m etry aboutthe �S1 axis,yielding two Nam bu-

G oldstone(NG )m odesf
2
p(t);


3
p(t)g.TheseNG m odes

constitutethelow-energycollectiveexcitationsin thesys-

tem ,and onecan em ploy thetechnique20 ofnonlinearre-

alizationsofthe pseudospin sym m etry fortheirdescrip-

tion. To thisend let	 cl
0 (y0;t)denote a classicalcon�g-

uration orthe ground-state con�guration,characterized

by the expectation values in Eqs.(3.1) and (3.2). Let

usset
[r;t]�
P

a
(�a=2)

P

p

a
p(t)e

ip� r(with a = 2;3)

and write the electron �eld 	 0 in the form ofa sm all

rotation in pseudospin from 	 cl
0 ,

	 0(y0;t)= e
� i
[r;t] 	 cl

0 (y0;t): (3.4)

HeretheNG m odesserveaspseudospin texturesin which

the localpseudospin alignm ent varies slowly with posi-

tion. Rewriting the Lagrangian in favorof	 cl
0 and 
a

p,

and replacing the productsof(	 cl
0 )

y and 	 cl
0 by the ex-

pectation values(3.1)and (3.2)then yieldsa low-energy

e�ective Lagrangian forthe NG m odes(
 2;
3).

To facilitate such transcription itisconvenientto ex-

press(3.4)in operatorform

	 0(y0;t)= P 	 cl
0 (y0;t)P

� 1
;

P = e
i
��S

cl

; 
� �Scl�
X

p

e
1

4
p
2


a
p(
�Scl� p)

a
: (3.5)

Here (�Sclp )
a stand for �Sap with 	 0 replaced by 	 cl

0 ,and

obey thesam ealgebra (2.16)as �Sap.Repeated useofthe

algebra then enables one to express �Sa = P (�Scl)a P � 1

and ��a = P (��cl)P � 1 in powers of ��cl and (�Scl)a. [Re-

m em ber that the characterization (3.1) and (3.2) from

now on appliesto (�Sclp )
a and ��clp .]In particular,fortheir

expectation valuesone obtainsto O (
2):

h��pi= �0

h

�p;0 +
1

2
p

X

k

sin

�
p� k

2

�

�
1a

0
b
0


a
0

k 
b
0

p� k

i

;

h�S1pi=
�0

2

h

�p;0 �
1

2
p

X

k

cos

�
p� k

2

�


a
0

k 
a
0

p� k

i

;

h�S2pi=
�0

2
p 


3
p; h�S3pi= �

�0

2
p 


2
p; (3.6)

where h� � � i = hG0j� � � jG0i for short and p = e�
1

4
p
2

;

a0 and b0 run over (2,3). These expressions suggest

us to renam e, following M oon et al.20, (m 2)p = 
3
p

and (m 3)p = � 
2p so thattheir x-space representatives

m a(x)= (m 1(x);m 2(x);m 3(x))stand forthepseudospin

density [with norm alization
P 3

a= 1
(m a)

2 � 1 classically].

ActuallyitispossibletogeneralizeEq.(3.6)toallpowers

ofm a,ifoneignorestheirderivatives@km a:

h�S1(x)i�
�0

2
cosjm j;h�S2(x)i�

�0

2

m 2

jm j
sinjm j; (3.7)

wherem = (m 2(x);m 3(x));h��(x)i� �0,etc.,

M oon etal.
20 earlierm ade such a pseudospin-texture

calculation and showed that the Coulom b interaction

leads to the following low-energy e�ective Ham iltonian

to O (
2)and O (p2):

h�H C i=
X

p

n

�[p]j(m 3)pj
2 +

1

2
�
E
s p

2 j(m 2)pj
2
o

; (3.8)

with

�s =
1

8
�0

X

p

V
11
p p

2
e
� 1

2
p
2

=
e2

4��‘

�

16
p
2�

;

�
E
s = �s

n

1�
p
8=� d̂+ (3=2)d̂2 + � � �

o

;

�[p]= �s

n

(c0=‘
2)+ (c1=‘)jpj+

1

2
(1+ c2)p

2
o

;

c0 � d̂
2
; c1 � �

p
2=� d̂2;c2 � �

p
8=� d̂(1� d̂

2
=3); (3.9)

wherewehaveused thepseudospin sti�ness�s asa com -

m on factor and recorded som e corrections in powers of

d̂ � d=‘;�Es isgiven by the sam e expression as�s with

V 11
p ! V 12

p .
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Substituting 	 0 = e� i
[r;t] 	 cl
0 into the electronic ki-

neticterm h	
y

0 i@t	 0iyieldsBerry’sphase,
30 which turns

into the kinetic term ofthe NG m odes

L
kin = �

1

4
�0

X

k

�
ab1
a

� k@t

b
k (3.10)

to O (
2). This shows that 
2 = � m3 is canonically

conjugateto 
3 = m 2.

Substitution ofEqs.(3.6)and (3.7)into �H em + �H tun

yields the coupling ofthe NG m odes to external�elds,

hG 0j�H
em + �H tunjG 0i=

R
d2xH A with

H A = �0

n

A
+
0 +

1

2
�
+
�
ij
@im 2@jm 3

+ �� m 3 �
1

2
4 SA S cosjm j

o

; (3.11)

to O (m 2) and O (@2),where m = (m 2;m 3), = e
1

4
r

2

and �� = A
�
0 + (1=2M )A

�
12.

Sim ilarly, the �eld-dependent Coulom b interaction

4 �H C leadsto the e�ective interaction

h4 �H C i= 2�Es

Z

d
2
x

n

m 2 @jA
�
j + (A �

j )
2 + � � �

o

; (3.12)

seethe Appendix fordetails.

Collecting term s so far obtained yields the e�ective

action Scoll
e�

=
R
dtd2xLcoll with

Lcoll=
�0

2
m 3

�

_m 2 � 2A
�
0

�

� m3

�

�[p]+
1

4
�04 SA S

�

m 3

�
1

2
�
E
s (@jm 2 � 2A�

j
)2 +

1

2
�04 SA S cosm 2

� �0 A
+
0

�

1+
1

2
�
ij
@im 2@jm 3

�

; (3.13)

where p ! � ir in �[p]. Here we have sim pli�ed the

result slightly by retaining only term s that contribute

to the O (r 2) electrom agnetic response eventually. The

Lcoll is essentially the Lagrangian ofa nonlinear sigm a

m odelthatsupportsclassicaltopologicalexcitations,31;32

Skyrm ions,which constitute the low-lying charged ex-

citations of the system ; see Eq.(5.3) in Sec.V.Note

thatEq.(3.13)correctly involvesthe topologicalcharge

density32 (�0=2)�
ij@im 2@jm 3, which im plies that the

Skyrm ionscarry electricchargeofa m ultiple of�e.

Letushere focuson the neutralcollective excitations

described by the �eld m 2 or m 3. Elim inating m 3 from

Lcoll yieldsthe Lagrangian ofthe neutral�eld m 2

Lcoll
m 2

=
1

2
�
E
s

h
1

v2
(@tm 2 � 2A0

�

0 )
2 � (@jm 2 � 2A0

�

j )
2
i

+
1

2
�04 SA S cosm 2; (3.14)

with

v
2 = 2(�Es =�

2
0)(4�[0]+ �04 SA S);

2A 0�

� = 2A �
� � @��� d(@zA � � @�A z): (3.15)

Here we have indicated explicitly that A �
� so far used

actually standsforA 0�

� ;we have also isolated the �0A
+
0

term which detectsthe chargeofthe ground statejG 0i.

This collective m ode m 2 gives rise to an electrom ag-

netic responseofthe form

Lcoll
em = 2�Es

�

A
�
j0D A

�
j0 � v

2
A
�
12D A

�
12

�

+ �0 4 SA S

�

A
0�

0 D A
0�

0 � v
2
A
0�

j D A
0�

j

�

(3.16)

in com pactnotation,whereD = 1=f!2p � (i@t)
2g and

!
2
p =

n

4 SA S +
4

�0
�[p]

on

4 SA S +
2�Es

�0
p
2
o

(3.17)

with p ! � ir . Here we have recovered �[p]to ob-

tain thedispersion m oreaccurately.In term softhe�eld

strengthsin threespaceonecan write Lcoll
em as

Lcoll
em �

1

2
�
E
s d

2
�

@zE kD @zE k � v
2
@zB ? D @zB ?

�

+
�0

4
4 SA S d

2
�

E ? D E ? � v
2
B kD B k

�

(3.18)

in obviousnotation.

Theresponsedueto thecyclotron m odesin Eq.(2.19)

isgenerally suppressed by powersof1=!c com pared with

thecollective-m odecontribution,exceptfortheHall-drift

orChern-Sim onsterm

L
cyc

A � = �
�0

2
A
�
�

!2c

!2c� !2
�
���

@�A
�
� + � � � ; (3.19)

which thus com bines with Lcoll
em to form the principal

out-of-phaseresponseofthesystem atlong wavelengths.

Note here thatthe collective m ode givesrise to no such

Hall-driftterm ,unlikeforthe(m ;m ;n)states.23 Thisim -

pliesthatno appreciableinterlayerHalldrag isexpected

forthe present� = 1 state,in contrastto the case33 of

the (gapful)(m ;m ;n)states.

Som e com m ents are in order here. First, the e�ec-

tiveLagrangian (3.14)essentially agreeswith theonede-

rived earlier20;27 ifone setsm 2 = m̂ 2 � �z,where m̂ 2 is

taken to undergo the gauge transform ation �m̂2 = 2�� .

The earlier derivations focused on the spectrum ofthe

low-lying m ode and its coupling to weak externalelec-

trom agnetism wasonly guessed on the ground ofgauge

invariance. A direct derivation ofsuch electrom agnetic

coupling,as shown in our approach,is quite nontrivial

since it requiresproper accountofLandau-levelprojec-

tion,especially the�eld-dependentCoulom b interaction.

Second, in our approach electrom agnetic gauge in-

variance is kept exact at each step of discussion by

use ofthe gauge-covariant�elds  0(a)(x) and A 0�
� (x) in

Eq.(2.9). Recallthat the pseudospin densities �S0
a
are

gauge-invariantwhileS1 and S2,de�ned in term sof (a),

aregauge-variantsothat �S1+ i�S2 = ei�z (�S0
1
+ i�S0

2
).O ur

characterization ofinterlayercoherencehG 0j�S
0
1

p= 0jG 0i=

5



1

2
N e therefore is a sensible gauge-invariant statem ent

and,asa result,the related orderparam eters

h�S1p= 0i=
1

2
N e cos�z; h�S2p= 0i=

1

2
N e sin�z; (3.20)

rotatein thepseudospin 1-2planeunderelectrom agnetic

gauge transform ations�z ! �z + 2�� ,orunderthe ac-

tion ofin-plane m agnetic �elds @j�z. In other words,

a naive choice h�Sap= 0i/ �a1 isnotphysically acceptable

unlesslayerspacingd ! 0.Thisistherealreasonwhywe

haverestarted with  0(a)(x)and A 0�
� (x)afterEq.(2.9).

W e have handled two NG m odes (m 2;m 3) associ-

ated with SU(2) ! U(1) breaking. They,being gauge-

invariant,areneutralphysical�elds.They,however,hap-

pen to form a pairofcanonicalconjugatesand thusac-

tually describe only one physicalm ode m 2. Note here

that,since m 2 � 
3 ,a shiftm 2 ! m 2 + const:induces

a rotation aboutthe S3 axisso that

i[�S3p= 0;m 2]= 1 6= 0: (3.21)

This shows that m 2 can also be interpreted as a NG

m ode associated with the spontaneous breaking ofthe

globalU(1) sym m etry about the S3 axis.15;16 Because

this globalU(1)� is only approxim ate,m 2 is a pseudo

NG m ode and acquiresa �nite energy gap / 4 SA S. In

the absence oftunneling (4 SA S = 0 but V �
p 6= 0),the

U(1)� becom esexactbutspontaneously broken;the en-

ergy gap closesand m 2 disperseslinearly.

Unlike the globalU(1)� ,the gauged U(1)� orU(1)em

iskeptexact,asseen clearly from thegauge-invariantre-

sponse(3.16).Thisim plies,in particular,thatthereisno

Anderson-Higgsm echanism or no M eissner e�ect work-

ing in thepresentbilayersystem .Hereweseea peculiar

instance ofspontaneous breaking ofa globalsym m etry

with therelated gaugesym m etry keptexact;thisderives

from the specialcharacterofthe \interlayer" gauge in-

variancerem arked in Sec.II.

Finally, one can use the e�ective theory to discuss

the tunneling phenom ena. The equation ofm otion of

m 2 im plies the conservation law for the three-current

� @Lcollm 2
=@A �

� = j
(1)
� � j

(2)
� ,from which one can read o�

the tunneling currentjtunz � � @t�
(1) as

j
tun
z =

1

2
e�04 SA S sin m 2: (3.22)

Adding a sourceterm az j
tun
z to Lcoll

m 2
and calculating the

responseyieldsthe tunneling current

j
tun
z =

1

2
e�04 SA S

1

!2 � !2p
@tVz; (3.23)

in response to an alternating interlayer voltage Vz =

� 2A00 � � dE? .

IV .R ELA T IO N T O T H E SIN G LE-M O D E

A P P R O X IM A T IO N

In this section we presenta derivation ofthe electro-

m agnetic response (3.16) by an alternative m eans,the

single-m ode approxim ation (SM A).Letus�rstsuppose

thatV �
p = 0,in which case the ground state is exactly

given by the �S0
1

p= 0 = N e=2 eigenstatejG 0iin Eq.(3.1).

W e consider the phonon-roton m ode coupled to A
�
0

and representitasj�
�

k
i� �S3kjG 0i.Thebasicquantity in

theSM A isthestatic structurefactor�s� (k)� h��
k
j��

k
i,

which,in view ofEq.(3.3),isgiven by

�s� (k)= (1=2)e�
1

2
k
2

: (4.1)

To determ inethecollective-excitation spectrum in the

SM A oneconsidersthe(projected)oscillatorstrength

�f� (k)= (2=N e)hG 0j�S
3
� k [

�H ;�S3k]jG 0i; (4.2)

which iscalculable10;17 byuseofthealgebra(2.16).W ith

�H tun = � 4SA S �S0
1

p= 0 included,itisgiven to O (k
2)by

�f� (k)=
1

2
e
� 1

2
k
2
h

4 SA S + 2(�Es =�0)k
2 + � � �

i

: (4.3)

Herethecoe�cientofthe k 2 term derivesfrom the gen-

eralexpression

1

2

X

p

p
2
V
12
p f�s� (p)� �s+ (p)g (4.4)

upon substitution of�s� (p)above;�s+ (p)= 0 for� = 1.

Saturating �f� (k)with the single m ode j�
�

k
ithen yields

the SM A excitation spectrum �
�

k
= �f� (k)=�s� (k)or

�
�

k
= 4 SA S + 2(�Es =�0)k

2 + � � � : (4.5)

Thisagreeswith thespectrum derivedbythepseudospin-

texturecalculation in Eq.(3.17)with V �
p ! 0.

To calculatetheelectrom agneticresponseonem ay re-

sortto the previousSM A analysis,23 which,though de-

veloped originally forthecaseofa dipole-activeresponse

�s� (k)= (c� =2)k2 + � � � ,is adapted to the presentcase

aswell:O nem ay sim ply replace2�s� (k)�
�

k
in Eq.(3.20)

ofRef.23 by 2�f� (k)= 4 SA S e
� 1

2
k
2

+ 2(�Es =�0)k
2 and

c� �
�
0 in Eq.(3.28) ofRef.23 by Eq.(4.4) or 2�Es =�0.

Then ourresult(3.16)iscorrectlyreproduced,apartfrom

the v2A �
12 � � � A

�
12 and v2A 0�

j � � � A0�

j term s,which,being

O (v2) � O ([�H C ]2) higher in the Coulom b interaction,

werenotcovered in the previousSM A treatm ent.

It is possible to include the e�ect of V �
p and m ake

theagreem entcom pleteifoneappealsto thelow-energy

e�ective theory in Eq.(3.13). W ith the identi�cation
�S3p = (�0=2)p (m 3)p,as im plied by Eq.(3.6),one can

calculate �s� (k) from the vacuum expectation value /

(k)
2h0j(m 3)� k (m 3)kj0i. The task is thus reduced to
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determ ining the uncertainty h0j(m 3)
2j0ifora collection

ofharm onicoscillatorsdescribed by the Ham iltonian

H
coll�

X

k

1

4

h

g
(12)j(m 2)kj

2 + g
(11)j(m 3)kj

2
i

; (4.6)

where g(12) � �04 SA S + 2�Es k
2 and g(11) � �04 SA S +

4�[k]. Via rescaling (m 3)
2(�0=2)

p
g(11)=g(12) isseen to

attain the m inim um uncertainty (�h=2)
R
d2x,yielding

�s� (k)=
1

2
e
� 1

2
k
2

q

g(12)=g(11): (4.7)

The �f� (k) in Eq.(4.3),being already exactto O (V �
p ),

rem ains unm odi�ed. The excitation spectrum and the

response thereby agree with those in Eq.(3.16). The

�s� (k)aboveneatly sum m arizesthe e�ectofsqueezing34

in pseudospin ofthe ground state due to two com peting

sourcesofSU(2)breaking,V �
p and 4 SA S.Itisseen from

h(m 3)
2i=h(m 2)

2i = g(12)=g(11) / (�s� (k))2 that h(m 3)
2i

getsrapidlysqueezed with decreasing4 SA S,i.e.,in pass-

ing from the tunneling regim e to the correlation regim e

(where �s� (k) / jkjfor 4 SA S = 0). It is an advantage

ofthe pseudospin-texture theory that it accom m odates

di�erenttypesofcorrelationsin a singlefram ework.

V .C O M PA R ISO N W IT H T H E C H ER N -SIM O N S

A P P R O A C H

In this section we exam ine the bilayer system within

the Chern-Sim onstheory. For the � = 1 quantum Hall

state,asnaively described by the (1;1;1)state,one in-

troducesa singleCS �eld16 to converttheelectron �elds

 0(�) [ofEq.(2.9)]into the com posite-boson �elds 
(�)

cb
.

Letusset 
(�)

cb
(x)=

p
�(�)(x)ei�

(� )
(x),rewritetheLa-

grangian in favorof�� = �(1)� �(2) and �� = �(1)� �(2),

and expand itaround the m ean-�eld �+ (x)� �0. Then

the (�+ ;�+ )sector,coupled to A +
� ,is seen to be essen-

tially the sam e asin the single-layercase. The (�� ;�� )

sector,on theotherhand,issensitivetotheSU(2)break-

ing interactions / V �
p or 4 SA S. Integration over ��

leadsto a low-energy Lagrangian,thattakesessentially

thesam eform asLcoll
m 2

in Eq.(3.14)with m 2 ! �� ,apart

from som edi�erencesin scale.

The di�erenceissubtle forthe (@0m 2 � 2A00)
2 term :

v
2
=�

E
s $ 4V �

p= 0 + 24 SA S=�0: (5.1)

ThesecoincideifV
�
p= 0 readsV

�
p= 0� (1=�0)

P

p
V �
p e�

1

2
p
2

;

thisshowstheim portanceofLandau-levelprojection,of

which no explicit accountis taken in the CS approach.

Forthe (@jm 2 � 2A0j)
2 term the discrepancy is

�
E
s $ (�0=4M )= !c=(8�): (5.2)

Here we see that the CS approach attributes the pseu-

dospin sti�ness im properly to inter-Landau-level pro-

cesses.Anotherdi�culty isthatan im portantHall-drift

response(3.19)ism issing from the CS theory.

Allthese subtleties derive from the fact that the CS

approach, because of the lack of Landau-level projec-

tion, fails to distinguish between the cyclotron m odes

and thecollectivem odes.Theux attachm entin theCS

approach properly introduces som e crucialcorrelations

am ong electrons,butunfortunately notallofthem .

Finally,itwillbe instructive to referto the fulle�ec-

tiveLagrangian to m akeitclearwhatism issing.Letus

em ploy the decom position31  
(�)

cb
(x) =

p
�(x)Z�(x) in

term sofa C P 1 �eld Z = (Z 1;Z 2)tr with Z yZ = 1,par-

ticularly suited forstudying the dynam icsofSkyrm ions

and vortices. M aking use of the dual transform ation

ofLee and Zhang2 then enables one to rewrite the La-

grangian in term sofZ � and a vector�eld b� (represent-

ing the cyclotron m ode coupled to A +
� ):

LC S = � (AB� + A
+
� � iZ

y
D �Z)(�0�0� + �

���
@�b�)

+
�

�

�

b��
���

@�b� +
1

!c
(bk0)

2

�

�
1

2
K

n

jD kZ
�j2 + (Z y

D kZ)
2
o

+
1

2
�0 4 SA S Z

y
�1Z + � � � ; (5.3)

where only the principalterm s are shown;D � = @� +

iA �
� �3 and bk0 = @kb0� @0bk.Thelasttwoterm s,consti-

tuting a C P 1 nonlinearsigm a m odelwith a breaking in-

teraction,essentially coincidewith ourLcollin Eq.(3.13)

ifonereplacesthe sti�nessK = �0=M in thisCS theory

by K = 4�s [in accordancewith Eq.(5.2)]and includes

som eSU(2)breakingterm scom ingfrom V �
p .Thefullef-

fectiveLagrangian isobtained by supplying to thism od-

i�ed L C S the m issing cyclotron-m ode contribution with

anothervector�eld b�� :

L� = � A
�
� �

���
@�b

�
�

+
�

�

�

b
�
� �

���
@�b

�
� +

1

!c
(b
�

k0
)2
�

+ � � � : (5.4)

V I.SU M M A R Y A N D D ISC U SSIO N

In thispaperwehavestudied theelectrom agneticchar-

acteristicsofbilayerquantum Hallsystem s in the pres-

enceofinterlayercoherenceand tunneling by m eansofa

pseudospin-texture e�ective theory and the single-m ode

approxim ation (SM A).It willbe clear from the analy-

sis that a proper choice ofthe �elds to start with, as

wellasproperaccountofLandau-levelm ixing,iscrucial

forderiving a long-wavelength e�ective theory in gauge-

invariant form . W e have seen from the response that

electrom agnetic gauge invariance is kept exact,this,in

7



particular,im plying the absence ofthe Anderson-Higgs

m echanism ortheM eissnere�ectin bilayersystem s.The

response also showsthatno appreciableHalldrag isex-

pected for the � = 1 state,in contrast to the case of

the gapful(m ;m ;n) states. W e have further seen that

theidenti�cation ofthelow-lyingneutralcollectivem ode

with a(pseudo)Nam bu-G oldstonem odeo�ersapeculiar

instanceofa spontaneously-broken (approxim ate)global

sym m etry with the related gaugesym m etry keptintact.

O urapproach o�ersacriticallook intotheChern-Sim ons

theories,and we haveobserved thatthe lack ofLandau-

levelprojection istheprincipalsourceofsubtletiesinher-

entto them .

The idea underlying our approach is to explore the

quantum Hallsystem sviatheirelectrom agneticresponse,

which in som e cases is calculable without the details

of the m icroscopic dynam ics. An im m ediate exam ple

is the case ofsingle-layer system s where it is generally

known thatintra-Landau-levelcollective excitationsare

dipole-inactive;the leading long-wavelength response of

the single-layer system s to O (k2) therefore is governed

by the cyclotron m ode alone.The second exam ple isof-

fered by bilayersystem s (withoutinterlayercoherence),

forwhich one can constructfrom the response an e�ec-

tivegaugetheoryproperlyrealizingtheSM A spectrum of

collective excitations. The third exam ple isthe analysis

ofthee�ectsofinterlayercoherenceand tunneling given

in the present paper. These would com bine to enforce

again the fact that incom pressibility is the key charac-

terofthe quantum Hallstatesand prove thatstudying

the responseo�ersnotonly a fresh look atthequantum

Hallsystem sbutalso a practicalm eansforconstructing

e�ective theories without referring to com posite bosons

and ferm ions.
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A P P EN D IX A :FIELD -D EP EN D EN T C O U LO M B

IN T ER A C T IO N

In this appendix we display som e expressionsrelated

to the �eld-dependent Coulom b interaction 4 �H C . The

chargedensities�
(�)
p projected tothelowestLandau level

read ��
(�)
p + 4 ��

(�)
p with

4 ��(�)p =
X

k

u
(�)

p;k
��
(�)

p� k
+
X

q;k

w
(�)

p;q;k
��
(�)

p� q� k
+ � � � ;

u
(�)

p;k
= i�

0jk
pj(A

(�)

k
)k + � � � ;

w
(�)

p;q;k
= �

1

4
p
2
X

q;k

(A
(�)

i )q (A
(�)

i )k + � � � ; (A1)

where we have retained only term s with no derivatives

acting on A
(�)
� ,the portion relevant to our discussion.

They give rise to the �eld-dependentpiece 4 �H C in the

Coulom b interaction.SeeRef.23 fortheexplicitform of

theO (A)contribution,which involvesoperatorproducts

ofthe form

�I
+

p;k
= f��� p;��p� kg; �I

�

p;k
= 2f��� p;�S

3
p� kg; (A2)

and thosewith �� $ 2�S3 in the above.

In Sec.IIIweevaluatetheexpectation valueh4 �H C i=

hG 0j4 �H C jG 0itoderivean e�ectiveelectrom agneticcou-

pling following from 4 �H C .A directcalculation to O (
)

showsthath�I�
p;k

i= � h�I�
k� p;k

i/ 
3
� k

whileh�I+
p;k

i/ �k;0

and h�S3� p
�S3
p� k

i/ �k;0 failto contribute.Asa result,the

O (A)coupling iswritten as

�0

X

p;k

u
�

p;k
V
12
p p k� p sin

�
p� k

2

�


3
� k: (A3)

The calculation ofthe O (A 2)term issom ewhattedious,

though straightforward,eventually leading to Eq.(3.12).
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