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E lectrom agnetic characteristics of bilayer quantum H all system s
in the presence of interlayer coherence and tunneling

K . Shizuya
Yukawa Institute for T heoretical P hysics
K yoto University, K yoto 6068502, Japan

The electrom agnetic characteristics of bilayer quantum

H all system s in the presence of interlayer coherence and tun-—
neling are studied by m eans of a pseudospin-texture e ective
theory and an algebraic fram ew ork ofthe single-m ode approx—
in ation, w ith em phasis on clarifying the nature of the low—
Iying neutral collective m ode responsible for interlayer tun-
neling phenom ena. A long-wavelngth e ective theory, con-—
sisting of the collective m ode as well as the cyclotron m odes,
is constructed. It is seen explicitly from the electrom agnetic
response that gauge nvariance is kept exact, this in 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 of looking into quantum H all system s through their
response; In particular, subtleties inherent to the standard
Chem-Sim ons theories are critically exam ined.
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I. NTRODUCTION

|| 1

The Chgrp-Sin ons (CS) theories, both bosonjc‘l'{:2 and
form jonic € realize the com posite-boson and com posite—
ferm,ion descriptiond! of the fractional quantum Hall ef-
fectP® FQHE) and have been successfiil in descrbing
various features ofthe FQ EE .They, however, have som e
subtle lin ttations as welltd Tn particular, when applied
to bilayer system s, they di er signi cantly in collective—
excitation spectrum from the m agheto-roton theory of
G frvin, M acD onald and P Jatzm an t% based on the single-
m ode approxim ation (SM A).

The quantum Hall e ect exhbits a-variety of physics
for bijlayer (@nd mulilayer) system siifed m o previous
paper?? we studied within the SM A theory the electro-
m agnetic characteristics ofbilayer system s in the absence
of interlayer coherence and derived a long-wavelength
e ective theory that properly embodies the SM A spec—
trum of collective excitations. The e ective theory was
constructed from the electrom agnetic regpponse of the
system s through fiinctional bosonization ,@‘! w ithout re—
ferring to the com posite bosons or com posite ferm ions.
T hereby the relation between the SM A theory and the
C S theories was exam Ined.

T he purpose of the present paper is to extend the pro—
gram of looking into quantum H all system sthrough their
response to situations of particular interest, bilayer sys—
tem s In the presence of interlayer coherence as well as
tunneling, w here phenom ena such as a crossoverbetw een

the tunneling and.coherence regin e&‘f%g and Jossphson—
ke e ectsti®424%4 attract attention. W e study the elec—
trom agnetic characteristics of bilayer system s by m eans
of (i) a pseudospin-texture e ective theory and (i) an
algebraic fram ework of the single-m ode approxin ation,
with essentially the sam e results. Our analysis shows
that proper acocount of Landau-level pro gction is indis—
pensablk for deriving a low-energy e ective theory of
gauge-invariant form . T he presence of interlayer coher-
ence m odi es even the leading long-wavelength features
of the bilayer system s and we critically exam ine the CS
approach to clarify its validiy and lim itations.

In Sec. ITwe considerthe pro ction ofa bilayer system
Into the Landau levels. W e study the electrom agnetic
characteristics of the bilayer system in Secs. IIT and IV .
In Sec.V we comm ent on the CS approach. Section VI
is devoted to a summ ary and discussion.

II.BILAYER SYSTEM S

Consider a bilayer system with average electron den-
sities & = (&5 2)) i the upper ( = 1) and ower
( = 2) layers. The two layers, each extending in the
X = (x1;X2) plane, are taken to be situated at position
z® =z +1dandz® = zz Idwith separation d in
the vertical (z) direction. T he system isplaced In a com —
mon strong perpendicular m agnetic ed B, = B > 0.
W e suppose that the electron elds () i each layer
are fully spin polarized and assemble them into a pseu—
dospin?? doubkt spinor = ( ©; @), Ourtask in
this paper is to study how the system responds to weak
electrom agnetic potentialsA  (x;z) and A, X;z) In three
space. W e suppose runsover (0;1;2) or (t;x1;x,) and
denote Ay = @A1;A2)= A and x = (;x) for short.] W e
thus w rite the onebody Lagrangian in the form

;= d&°x 1)

1
H=—@E+AB+A"+A

2
o 32+ AL+ A 35

@22)
whereA ()= ZfA ;z%) A &;z?)gi temsof
the potentials acting on each layer, or explicitly,

AT ®)=A (xjz)+ ;

A X)= @=2)@, A K;z)+ ;

A® = eB ( x%;0) supplies a uniform m agnetic eld
B ; the electric charge e > 0 has been suppressed by
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rescaling eA ! A ; [For conciseness, we shall write

O ) = ;20 ;1), ete., and suppress reference
to the z coordinate or z. unless necessary.] Let us denote
the num ber density and pseudosoin densities as

®) ;8% x) = Y&) 1;f . &) 24)
with thePaulim atrices , (@= 1;2;3). TheA | couplkd
to = @+ @ probesin-phase density uctuations of
the two layerswhile A, couplkd to 57 = £ (@ @)
probes the out-ofphase density uctuations.

T he electrons in the two layers are coupled through
the intralayer and interlayer C oulomb potentials V' =
V7% and V2 = V2!, respectively; V' = €=2 P and
Vg? = e PN with being the dielectric constant of
the substrate. T he pseudospin structure ofthe Coulomb
Interaction ism ade m anifest by rew riting it as

1X
HC = > VS o pt4v, SP.8] ; 2.5)
P
v —}(1 P dyy 1L, 2 6)
p = > e p 7 of

where ; and SJ stand forthe Fourier transform sof  (x)
and S? (x) with obvious tin e dependence suppressed.

N ote here that the electrom agnetic gauge transform a-
tions in three space induce two sets of intralayer gauge
transom ations A (x;z'’) ! A &;z()+ @ () (x)
and O () ! ei()"‘)"(x) with O &)

;2 1), which can be regarded as totally independent
(ord & 0) shce (x;z) may have arbitrary dependence
on z. The transom ation lawsread A (X) = @ (%)
htemsof = 1f @ @g. Thus, brbilayersystem s
electrom agnetic gauge Invariance tums into tw o segparate
U (1) gauge symm etrdes, U (1) u@ay U@ .We
refer to this U (1) as \interlayer" gauge nvariance be-
low . N ote that it disappears in thed ! 0 lm it.]

T he tunneling phenom ena m ust regpect electrom ag—
netic gauge invariance. A naive choice of interlayer cou—

plng st + is? = &Y @ ghould be promoted to a
gauge-invariant om 2}
Z 1D ‘ o
H™ = dgas deE W¥e t= @4 he:; @)
w ith the line integral
Z ,
2 &) = dzA, (x;z) = dA, Kjz) + i @.8)

2(2)

connecting the two layers for each x. Here , has the
transform ation law  , = 2  (xX). T he coupling strength
4 5a s characterizes the energy gap betw een the sym m et—
ric and antisym m etric states.
Tt is possble to gauge away
2 = 0 so that the transform ed elds

. by setting 0 =

z Z+

W)= e7 = Vi)
)= e B @)
A ®m)=A &) i@ .
= ©@=2) @A @A)+ ;

andA% x)= A" x) are nert underU (1) gauge trans—
form ations. The %) (x) stand for the electron elds
\progcted" to the common plane z = z. and undergo
only the U (1)* gauge transfom ations. Note that A° (x)
is gauge Invariant and actually denotes a vertical elec—
tric eld Ag (d=2)E, and in-plane m agnetic elds
@Y ;A% ) ©=2) B2; B1).

In view of this structure i is advantageous to restart
w ith the Lagrangian w ritten in tem s of these %) and
A% , and recover the e ect of , at the very end. The
Interlayer gauge invariance is thereby kept exact. Ac—
cordingly we shall from now on regard () and A as
denoting the transformed eds %) and A°

In addition, it is rather naturaland convenient to com —
bine the onebody Lagrangian L, and H ™" into a for-
mally U (1) SU () gauge symm etric form by setting

A 3! A%L (2.10)
and by identifying the SU (2) gauge eld

NnH ofEq. £2)
;A3) wih

A (Al;A2
Al = 0;iA?=10;a°=2n°

dsas 2a11)

ThisSU (2) gauge sym m etry, ofcourse, isonly super cial
The system has a globalpseudospin SU () symm etry In
the deallinit 4 sas ! Oand Vv, ! OwithAa® =0;1
getsbroken to U (1) either for 4 sas = 0 orb]:Vp = 0.

T he \interlayer" gauge invariance has to do w ith inter—
layer out-ofphase U (1) rotations induced by the z vari-
ation of (x;z), ie., / @, (x;z). They are thus dis—
tinct from globalU (1) rotations (w ith constant ) about
the S3 axis, which have to do w ith charge conservation .
As a result, the tunneling interaction H ®" / S% (x) de—

ned 1 tem s of %®) is gauge-hvariant but transfom s
covariantly (ie., breaks invariance) under global U (1)
rotations. (This in tum in plies that there is no loss of
generality in choosing H " / 5@ )

Let us now progct our system onto the Landau lev—
els. Let Ni= T;yol denote the Landau lvels of a
freely orbiting electron of energy !ctn + 1) with n =
0;1;2;p , apd=y “py, where !, eB=M and
. l=§;weﬁ:equent]yset‘! 1 below. We rst
pass Into N =p n;vo) space via a unitary transform a—
tion x;t) = y XN 1 4 (o;t) and, by a subsequent
unitary transform ation , (yo;t) ! n o;t), m ake the
onebody Ham ittonian diagonaln level indices; the rele—
vant transform ation is constructed in powers of A* and
A?. The resulting profgcted Ham iltonian is an oper—
ator in r B;m) = (i‘2@=@yo;yo) w ith uncertainty
I ;m]= 1%, Sudh-gsystem atic procedure of pro fction,
developed earlier2329 is readily adapted to the present

(2.9)



SU (2) case. As a matter of fact, or 4 55 I, the
result is essentially the sam e as in the single-layer case.

Let us focus on the Iowest Landau leveln = 0 in a
strong m agnetic eld. T he profcted onebody H am ilto—
nian to 0 A?) readsH ¥¢+ H ® + H ™" with

X2 X n, o O
_ -c () .
H %= Ep;0+Up p’
=1 p
X n o
em _ + 3 .
H - p pt 2 P S p 7’
P
H™" = 4sas Spooi 212)
w ith o = Ayl + 1=2M )@ ,)p and A, = @A,

@A, ; A )p stands for the Fourder transform ofA (x).
H ere the pro gcted charges ,, = ;“+ ;)2),5; = % (;(31)
éZ)),etc., are de ned by
Z
P dyo Yeithe TPTe B T o (yit); @13
Z
Sp dyo Yoibe TP e T IR @it (14)

2
w here the two-spinor (, de ning the true lowest Lan—
dau ZJvel, obeys the canonical comm utation relation

f oloi)i o'Wlig = @ ¥ ©) denote

The Uy
the contrbutions quadratic n A ‘'’ , and are given (for
p=0byU, ;=

FxU ") x) wih

1 1
u'=-ap eanl’ ——a

> 20, o DA + ;

whereD = !2=(12+ @2);A =@ A @A ,and

is a totally-antisymm etric tensor with 2 = 1. Here
=

we have retained tem s to O (r °=!.); seeRef.-_Zg for an

expression exact to allpowers of @y .

-
The charges ( ,;S7) obey an SU (2) W, a]gelora@d

[pi k1= 2is;k) prxi [piSpl=  2is@ik)Sg, s

i
BaiSPl= clik) 128, abascp;k) prxi  (216)

w here

P ke%pk;

ik) = si
s(p)s:m.2

(2.17)

cl;k) is given by s;k) with sin ! ocos. It is inpor—
tant to note here that the projcted, charges them selves,
(0 )p= o' +4 &', dierslighty®d from |’ bya'!’-

dependent corrections 4 r(> ) , which derive from the eld-

dependent pro fction em ployed. (See the Appendix.) As
a resul, the profcted Coulom b interaction

1X

CcC _ + 3 3 C
BE =2 VS o p+4v, s’ S] +4H

P

(2.18)

acquiresa eld-dependentpiece4 H ©,which playsa cru—
cialrole, aswe shall see.

T he dynam ics w ithin the lowest Landau level is now
govemed by the Ham iltonian H = H® + H ¢+ H " +
H ™7, Suppose now that an incom pressible m any-body

state 5 i ofuniform densiy ( a(“l,); ;f,)) is form ed. T hen,

setting IG J (;j?:i= & @ 2 2() nH™ oneobtains
the e ective action to O @ 2):
Z

svel= dtd® x

Do) &); 219)

which summ arizes the response due to electrom agnetic
InterLandau-level m ixing, ie. due to the cyclotron
m odes (one for each layer).

T he electrom agnetic interaction in H also gives rise
to intra-L.andau-level transitions. For single-layer sys—
tem s the-Intra-T.andau—level excitations are only dipole—
nactivell (ie., the response vanishes fagter than k2 for
k ! 0) as a result of Kohn'’s theorem@g-, and the in-
com pressible quantum Hall states show universal O (k)
and O (k?) long-wavelength electrom agnetic ¢haracteris—
tics detem ined by the cyclbtron m ode alone 23

T he situation changes drastically for bilayer system s,
w here both in-phase and out-ofphase collective excita—
tions arise. In-phase excitations generally rem ain dipole—
nactive, as a consequence of invariance under transh-
tions ofboth layers. O ut-ofphase collective excitations,
in contrast, becom e dipok active!¥™? (in the absence
of interlayer coherence) and m odify the electrom agnetic
characteristics of the bilayer system s substantially 23 m-

(2 1&m pressble quantum H all states well described by the

Halperin (m ;m ;n) wave functions®? in particular, be-
Iong to this class of states. T he presence of interlayer co—
herence is expected to cause further substantial changes
In the system s, which we study in the next section.

III. NTERLAYER COHERENCE AND
ELECTROMAGNETIC RESPON SE

In this section we study how the presence of inter—
layer coherence a ects the electrom agnetic properties of
bilayer system s. T he particular set of states of our con—
cem are the ground states at lling = 1=m for odd
Integersm , believed to have totalpseudospin S = N =2,
w ith their orbital wave fungtions well approxin ated by
the Laughlin wave fiinctions orH alperin M ;m ;m ) wave
finctions?3 For de niteness we shall concentrate on the

= 1 ground state, but our analysis w ill apply to other
cases aswell.

Suppose rst that the SU (2) breaking Coulom b inter—
action V, = (=4 )d+ O (@) is neglighly weak (ie.,
d! Oand 4 sa5s 6 0). Then the = 1 ground state is
given by the totalpseudospin S = N =2 eigenstate {51,
fi1lly polarized in the S! direction via the tunneling in—
teraction so that lG o B, FHoi= N, or



0 p;0; MWolpBoi= o pjo; GBI)

1
GoPgHol= alE

1 2
where o= &+ Pand .0 @ F2().We sup-

pose that this S]_ ; = N =2 eigenstate $ o1 continues to
be a good approxin ation to the = 1 ground sfate as
V, , kept weak, is tumed, on. It has been argued?d and
supported experin enta 23 that such 15 o1 well approx—
In ates the ground state for 4 sas ! 0 wih Vo € 0,
where interlayer coherence hS'i 6 0 is realized sponta—
neously wih hS3i = 0 maintained so as to reduce the
Interlayer charging energy.

Further characterization of this S_ =
given by the static structure factors

N =2 state is

0 0 0,0 l 1 2
b . B, . a%ll 1
l'GofS Sy Fol= prxjp (*°+ 1° )Z oe P ;
Gojp kxFol= Rp k7

. . , 1
MG o3 pSEHoi= 2MGo P, St FHol= alERp;k;

2
0 pi0 k;0

32)

where I’ runs over (2;3). T hese relations are readily de—
rived by rew riting  and Sg in tem s ofthe eigenspinors
( s; a)ofs?!, and by noting that 5 o1 involves no »

com ponent (0fS? = %). Forthepartially— Iled s Lan-—

dau }evel of = 1=3;1=5; one has to retain,ipn B
tem®  ,.x0S () withs ) O '), whih van-
ishes in the present = 1 case.

The ocorrelations characteristic of interlayer order

Sp_o = N =2 are involved in the structure factor

2

e 7% 33)

NI

N

2 3 a3 ;
s @)= —IGoH’, S Boi=
N
which isnonvanishing forp ! 0, in cqntrast to the case
ofthe Halperin (m jm ;n) stateswherdt™% s @) .
Let us now study low-energy excitations over this
ground state. W ith polarization 1G o B._ (B oi= Ne=2,
the Coulomb interaction H ©°“! has an (approxin ate)
U (1) symm etry about the S! axis, yielding two N am bu—
G oldstone NG ) m odes £ g ©); S (t)g. TheseNG m odes
constitute the low -energy collective excjtations in the sys—
tem , and one can em ploy the technjque@q ofnonlinear re—
alizations of the psesudospin symm etry for their descrip—
tion. To thisend ket §'(yo;t) denote a classical con g-
uration or the ground-state con guration, characterized
by the expectaiﬁ'on va]uesP]'n Egs. {_3:;11') and (:::%:2) Let
us set  [r;t] L (%=2) ; te® "wih a= 2;3)
and write the electron eld (¢ In the form ofa small

rotation in pseudospin from &,

P

0 oi) = e * FH (34)

HeretheNG m odes serve aspseudospin textures in which
the local pseudospin alignm ent varies slow Iy w ith posi-
tion. Rew riting the Lagrangian in favor of §'and o
and replacing the products of ( §)Y and &' by the ex—
pectation values C_i_j:) and 52) then yields a low -energy
e ective Lagrangian orthe NG modes ( 2; 3).

gl(Yo;t):

To facilitate such transcription it is convenient to ex—
press 3.4) i operator form

0o;t) =P gl(ywt)PX ';
p =g ; sct (3.5)
P

Here (SgH)? stand for S? with o replaced by §, and
obey the sam e algebra @:1_6) as S;‘ . Repeated use ofthe
algebra then enables one to express $2 = P (S°h)2p !
and 2 =P (°HP ! in powersof “tand S*. Re-
m em ber that the characterization C_S-’j:) and C_§;Z) from
now on applies to (S;l)a and gl.] In particular, for their
expectation valies one cbtainsto O ( ?):

h

. 1 X . P k 1a%° 0 0
hpi= o pp+ 5P sm > : X p k7
k
h X i
1._ 0 1 p k a® a’ .
hS i= S5 e Sop cos 2 k p k 7
k
msi= — , 3 msli= = o % 36
pl™ p p/ pl™ P p/ .6)
2 2
where h i5jt6 ifrshortand , = e P

a® and ¥’ run over (2,3).
us to rename, Hllowing M oon et al?l, mj), = 2
and fm3), = 2 so that their x-space representatives
ma &)= @1 &)m;&)ms ) stand Orthe pseudospin
density W ith nomm alization ; , fm a)2_ _ 1 classically].
Actually it ispossible to generalize Eq. 3.4) to allpow ers
ofm ., if one ignores their derivatives @ym 4 :

These expressions suggest
3

8l )i 2 cosgn 2 )i 222 sindn 3 B
2 2 nj
wherem = (2 x);m3&®));h ®)i o,etc.,

M oon et al29 earlier m ade such a pseudospin-texture
calculation and showed that the Coulomb interaction
Jeads to the follow ing low -energy e ective Ham ilttonian
to 0 ( ?) and O ?):

X n o

1
M Ci= Plims)F+ 5 Sp°ima)F i G8)
p
w ih
1 1.2 ip? &
= — A4 e 2P = —p—;
s 8 0 ] P P 4 ‘16 >
n p o
E= o1 8= d+ =&+ ;
n o
RV W 1 2
Pl= s ©@=Y)+ @="Pi+ > L+ x)p”
- o R
o &Eia 2= &; o 8= da &=3); 3.9
w here we have used the pseudospoin sti ness s asa com —

m on factor and recorded som e corrections in powers of

d o=y 2 is given by the sam e expression as g wih

11 12
Vp ! Vp .



Substituting kit
netictem h i@, ,iyieldsBerry’sphased
nto the kinetic tetrm ofthe NG m odes

5" into the electronic ki-
w hich tums

0= €

. 1 X
Lkm= Z 0 abl ak@t ﬁ (3.10)
K
to O ( ?). This shows that 2 = mj is canonically
conjigateto 3 =m,.

Substinution of Egs. $8.§) and 8.7) into H =™ + H ©n
yields the coupling of the NG m odes to extemal elds,

GoH™ + H™50i= d?xH, wih
n 1 3
Ha = o Aé+§ * lj@j_mz@jm3
1 o
+ m3 §4SAS cosm J ; (311)
2 2) _ . _ ir
toOm*) and O @, wherem = (m,;m3), = e

and =A, + (1=2M )A,,.
Sin flarly, the eld-dependent Coulomb interaction
4 HC leadsto the e ective interaction

Z n o

MHECI=2 ! dx m,@A;+ @)+ (312)

see the A ppendix for details.
Collecting tgm s so far obtained yields the e ective
action S&°t= dtd’x L% with

con_ O
L™ = —m3 m, 23 m3 04 sas m3

1+ 2
2 b 4

2n. )% +

;5 04 sas Cosm

N
w M
—
)
-y
3
N
NI

1+ % Yeim,em 5 ; 313)
where p ! ir In [p]. Here we have sinpli ed the
result slightly by retaining only tem s that contribute
to the O (r ?) electrom agnetic response eventually. The
L% is essentially the Lagrangian of a nonlinear sigma
m odelthat supports classical topologicalexcitationsSi4
Skym ions, which constitute the lowlying charged ex—
citations of the system ; see Eq. 6.3) in Sec. V. Note
that EqQ. {_3.13) oon:ectjy Involves the topological charge
density®d ( ¢=2) ¥@m ,@sm 3, which implies that the
Skym ions carry electric charge ofa multiple of e.

Let us here focus on the neutral collective excitations
described by the eld m , orm 3. Elim nating m 3 from
L% yields the Lagrangian ofthe neutral edm ,

1. i

1n 0 2 0 2
Lrio2 = > g 7 @m, 2Ay) @mz 2A3)
1
+E 04 sag COSm ,; (3.14)
w ith

V=2(5=2)@4 DI+ o04sas);
2a°% = 2a @ d @A @QA,): (315)

Here we have Indicated explicitly that A so far used

actually stands rA° ; we have also isolated the (A
term which detects the charge of the ground state 5 1.

This collective m ode m , gives rise to an electrom ag—
netic response of the form

Let=2% »

s jODA ‘?A12DA12

30

+ 04sas AR DAY VA% DAY (316)

(i@)*g and

n on E (¢]
2 4 2 s 2
'5= 4sast — Pl 4sas+ p 317
0 0

in com pact notation, whereD = 1=f!§

wih p ! ir . Here we have recovered [o] to ob—
tain the dispersion m ore accurately. In termm s ofthe eld
strengths in three space one can w rite Lg;;ﬂ as

V¥ @,B,D@,B-

VByDBy (3418)
n obvious notation.

T he response due to the cyclotron m odes nhEqg. (_2-.1-9)
is generally suppressed by powers of 1=! . com pared w ith
the collective-m ode contribution, except forthe H allkdrift
or Chem-Sim ons term

cyc _ 0 ‘c
LA - 2A 12 12

@A + ;

which thus combines with LE" to form the principal
out-ofphase response of the system at long wavelengths.
N ote here that the collective m ode gives rise to no such
H all-drift term , unlke forthe m ;m ;n) states?3 Thisin -
plies that no appreciable interlayer H all drag is expected
fr the present = 1 state, in contrast to the cas®3 of
the (gapfi1l) (m ;m ;n) states.

Som e comm ents are in order here. First, the e ec-
tive Lagrangian. {3-1-4 ) essentially agreesw ith the one de—
rived earlie?%2? ifone setsm , = M5 ., wherent, is
taken to undergo the gauge transform ation n, = 2
T he earlier derivations focused on the spectrum of the
low -lying m ode and is coupling to weak extemal elec—
trom agnetian was only guessed on the ground of gauge
Invariance. A direct derivation of such electrom agnetic
coupling, as shown In our approach, is quite nontrivial
sihce it requires proper account of Landau—level pro gc—
tion, especially the eld-dependent Coulomb interaction.

Second, In our approach electrom agnetic gauge n-—
variance is kept exact at each step of discussion by
use of the gaugecovariant elds °® ) and A° &) i
Eqg. C_Z-;9I) . Recall that the pseudospin densities s* are
gauge-invariantwhile S and S?, de ned in tem sof ©,
are gaugevariant so that S+ i5? = & - 6% +is?). our

characterization of interlayer coherence 1G ( 5 °;= oBol=

(3.19)



%Ne therefore is a sensble gauge-invariant statem ent
and, as a resul, the related order param eters

BSy_oi= %Ne s ,; bSZ_,i= SNesin .; (20)
rotate in the pseudospin 12 plane under electrom agnetic
gauge transfom ations , ! .+ 2 ,orunder the ac-
tion of in-plane m agnetic elds @5 .. In other wordls,
a naive choice 1S7_ i/ 2l is not physically acceptable
unless layerspacingd ! 0. Thisistherealreasonwhy we
have restarted with °® (x) and A (x) afterEq. £.39).

W e have handled two NG modes (m,;m3) associ
ated wih SU 2) ! U (1) breaking. They, being gauge-
nvariant, areneutralphysical elds. T hey, however, hap—
pen to form a pair of canonical conjugates and thus ac—
tually describe only one physicalm ode m ;. Note here
that, sihcem 5 3 ,achiftm, ! m,+ const: nduces
a rotation about the S3 axis so that

iB._oimz]l= 16 O: (321)
This shows that m,; can also be interpreted as a NG
m ode associated w ith the spontaneous breaking of the
globalU (1) symm etry about the S3 axis92¢ Because
this global U (1) is only approxin ate, m , is a pseudo
NG mode and acquiresa nite energy gap / 4 sas . In
the absence of tunneling 4 sas = 0butVv, € 0), the
U (1) becom es exact but spontaneously broken; the en—
ergy gap closes and m , disperses linearly.

Unlke the globalU (1) ,thegauged U (1) orU ()"
iskept exact, as seen clearly from the gauge-invariant re—
sponse (3.14). This in plies, in particular, that there isno
A nderson-H iggs m echanism or no M eissner e ect work—
Ing in the present bilayer system . Here we see a peculiar
Instance of spontaneous breaking of a global sym m etry
w ith the related gauge sym m etry kept exact; this derives
from the gpecial character of the \interlayer" gauge in—
variance rem arked in Sec. IT.

Finally, one can use the e ective theory to discuss
the tunneling phenom ena. The equation of m otion of
m, inplies the conservation law for the threecurrent

@Iﬁou:@A = j(l) '(2) , from which one can read o
the tunneling current jt‘“‘ e Y as
«tun 1 J
Iz = Ee 04 sas SINmoy: (322)

Adding a source tem a, 3" to L;OZH and calculating the
response yields the tunneling current

1 1
3= >€ 04 sas 7 @V

P

(323)

In response to an altemating interlayer voltage V, =
289 dE .

IV.RELATION TO THE SINGLE-M ODE
APPROXIM ATION

In this section we present a derivation of the electro—
m agnetic response {_3;1_6) by an altemative m eans, the
sihgle-m ode approxim ation (SM A ).Let us rst suppose

that V, = 0, in which case the ground state is exactly
given by the S01 = N =2 elgenstate G¢oiin Eqg. C_?;j:)

W e consider the phonon-roton m ode coupled to A
and represent tasj, i  S; 35 oi. Thebasic quantity in

the SM A jsﬂlestatjcst:_r_ucmreﬁctors k) h,j,. i
which, In view ofEq. {3.3), is given by
s k)= (=2)e ¥ : @1)

To detem ine the collective-excitation spectrum in the
SM A one considers the foro gcted) oscillator strength

£ k)= RN)MGIS®, H ;S 1Hods @2)
which :sca]cu]able'lq A7 by useofthe algebra 2.16). W ith
H®™? = 44,480 pzo inclided, it is given to O (k?) by

h i

4 sas+ 2( 0) k% + : @3)
Here the coe cient ofthe k ? tem derives from the gen—
eral expression

1 X

= p? Vp12 fs )

5 s g 4.4)

P

upon substitution of s () above; s* )= 0 or = 1.
Saturating £ (k) with the singlemode j, ithen yields
the SM A excitation spectrum | = £ ()=s (k) or

T hisagreesw ith the spectrum derived by the pseudospin-—
texture caloulation in Eq. @11 with v, ! 0.

To calculate the electrom agnetic ,response onem ay re—
sort to the previous SM A analysis23 which, though de—
veloped originally forthe case ofa dipoleactive response

s k)= ( =2)k?+ , is adapted to the present case
aswell: Onemay sinply replace 2s k) , mEqg. 320)
ofRef.23 by 2f () = 4sns e R 2(2=0)k? and

c , in Eq. 328) of Ref. 23 by Eq. C44) or2 E=
Then ourresul {:3:1:6) is correctly reproduced, apart ftom
the v?A |, 1, @nd v*A Y, %, #em s, which, being
0 ) O (@ € F) higher in the Coulomb interaction,
were not covered In the previous SM A treatm ent.

It is possble to include the e ect of V, and make
the agreem ent com plete if one appeals to the low -energy
e ective theory n Eq. 813). W ih the identi cation
Sg = (0=2) p Mm3)p, as mplied by Eq. @.4), one can
calculate s (k) from the vacuum expectation value /
(«)?M0jm 3) x m3)x Pi. The task is thus reduced to



determ ning the uncertainty h0jm 3)? Pi for a collection
of ham onic oscillators described by the H am ittonian
X 1 h i
2 g o+ g dman f
k

H coll

(4.6)

where g2 04 sas + 2 £ k? and gV 04 sas +
4 kl. Via rescaling fns)®( 0=2) g®%i=g@?) is seen to
attain them minum uncertanty h=2) d’x, yielding

q

1.2
sk

1

S (k)=2

e @4.7)

12) = (11) .
g2)=g1),

The f () in Eq. 3), being already exact to O (V,, ),
rem ains unm odi ed. The excitation spectrum and the
response thereby agree with those in Eq. B.16). The
s (k) above neatly sum m arizes the e ect of squeezjngﬁ‘l:
In pseudospin of the ground state due to two com peting
sources of SU (2) bJ:eakjng,Vp and 4 sas . It is seen from

hf 3)?i=hm;)*i = gt?=g™" / (s ())* that hfm3)*i
gets rapidly squeezed w ith decreasing 4 sa s, ie., In pass—
Ing from the tunneling regin e to the correlation regin e
wWheres () / kjfordsas = 0). It is an advantage
of the pseudospoin-texture theory that i accom m odates
di erent types of correlations in a sihgle fram ework.

V.COMPARISON W ITH THE CHERN -SIM ON S
APPROACH

In this section we exam Ine the bilayer system within
the Chem-Sin ons theory. Forthe = 1 quantum Hall
state, as naively described by the (1;1;1) state, one in—

troduces a single CS eldé to convert the electron  elds

00 pfEq. £.9)] into the com positeboson eds ) .

Letusset ' &)= O )et ' ®), row rite the La-
grangian in favorof = & @ and = M @,
and expand it around the mean- eld * (x) 0. Then
the (*; ) sector, coupled to A", is seen to be essen—
tially the sam e as in the singleJdayercase. The ( ; )
sector, on the otherhand, is sensitive to the SU (2) break—
ng interactions / V, or 4 sas. Integration over
leads to a low-energy Lagrangian, that takes essentially

the same om asL ! i Eq. 3.14) withm , ! , apart
from som e di erences in scale.
The di erence is subtle orthe @ym , 223)% tem :
V=5 $ 4V _o+ 24 sa5= ot G1)

T hese colncide ijp: 0 readsz: o @@= O)P o Vp € zp’ ;
this show s the In portance of Landau-level pro fction, of
which no explicit acoount is taken in the CS approach.
Forthe @;m, 2A9)° tem the discrepancy is

S (o=4M )= !.=06 ): 62)

Here we see that the CS approach attributes the psesu—
dospin sti ness Improperly to interl.andau-level pro—
cesses. Another di culty is that an im portant H alldrift
response (3.19) ism issing from the CS theory.

A 11 these subtleties derive from the fact that the CS
approach, because of the lack of Landau-level proc-
tion, fails to distinguish between the cyclotron m odes
and the collective m odes. The ux attachm ent In theCS
approach properly introduces som e crucial correlations
am ong elkctrons, but unfortunately not allof them .

Finally, it willbe Instructive to refer to the fiillle ec-
tive Lagrangian to m ake i clear what ism issing. Let us
em ploy the decomposition®d ) &) = ®)2zZ &) in
temsofaCP! edz = @%;22)" with 2YZ = 1, par
ticularly suied for studying the dynam ics of Skym ions
and vortices. M aking use of the dual transform ation
of Lee and Zhang% then enables one to rew rite the La—

grangian in tetm sofZ and a vector eldb (represent—
ing the cyclotron m ode coupled to A ™ ):
L°°= @ +A" 42D Z)(¢0 + €@ b)
1 2
+— b € b+ = (o)
1 n - o
oK P2 f+ @YDy2)?
1
+5 04sas2¥ 17 + i

where only the principal tem s are shown; D = @ +

A  s3andbo = @ly @b .Thelasttwo tem s, consti-
tuting a C P ! nonlinear sigm a m odelw ith a breaking in-
teraction, essentially coincide w ith our LY ;n Eq. 3.13)
ifone replaces the sti nessK = (=M in thisCS theory
by K = 4 5 [in accordance with Eq. 62) ]and includes
som e SU (2) breaking tem s com ing from V,, . The ullef-
fective Lagrangian is obtained by supplying to thism od—
ied LC® the m issing cyclotron-m ode contribution w ith
another vector eld b

L = A @b

1 2
+— b @b+!—c(q<0) +

VI.SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In thispaperw e have studied the electrom agnetic char-
acteristics of bilayer quantum H all system s In the pres—
ence of Interlayer coherence and tunneling by m eans ofa
pseudospin-texture e ective theory and the single-m ode
approxin ation (SM A ). It will be clear from the analy-
sis that a proper choice of the elds to start wih, as
well as proper account of Landau—levelm ixing, is crucial
for deriving 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



particular, in plying the absence of the A nderson-H iggs

m echanisn ortheM eissnere ect in bilayer system s. The

response also show s that no appreciable H all drag is ex—
pected for the = 1 state, In contrast to the case of
the gapful M ;m ;n) states. W e have further seen that

the identi cation ofthe low -lying neutralcollective m ode

w ith a (eseudo) N am bu-G oldstonem ode 0 ersa peculiar

Instance of a spontaneously-broken (approxin ate) global
sym m etry w ith the related gauge sym m etry kept Intact.

Ourapproach o ersa critical look into the C hem-Sin ons

theordes, and we have observed that the lack of Landau-—
Jevelproction is the principal source of subtlketies nher—
ent to them .

The idea underlying our approach is to explore the
quantum H allsystem svia theirelectrom agnetic response,
which In some cases is calculable without the details
of the m icroscopic dynam ics. An Inm ediate exam ple
is the case of single-ayer system s where it is generally
known that intra-T.andau—level collective exciations are
dipole-hactive; the kading long-w avelength response of
the single-layer system s to O (k?) therefore is govemed
by the cyclotron m ode alone. T he second exam ple is of-
fered by bilayer system s (W ithout interlayer coherence),
for which one can construct from the response an e ec—
tive gauge theory properly realizing the SM A spectrum of
collective excitations. T he third exam ple is the analysis
ofthe e ects of interlayer coherence and tunneling given
In the present paper. These would combine to enforce
again the fact that incom pressibility is the key charac—
ter of the quantum H all states and prove that studying
the response 0 ersnot only a fresh look at the quantum
Hall system sbut also a practicalm eans for constructing
e ective theories w ithout referring to com posie bosons
and ferm ions.
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APPENDIX A:FIELD DEPENDENT COULOM B
INTERACTION

In this appendix we display som e expressions related
to the eld-dependent Coulomb interaction 4 H . The

charge densities é ) pro gcted to the lowest Landau level

() ()

read ' +4 p wih
) X () ) X ) )
4 5 = Uk p x T Woak p g kT
k aik
() _ .03k ) .
up;k_l pj(Ak )k+ ’

ey e’

qk

o 1,

YWpiak = Zp D i

where we have retained only term s w ith no derivatives
acting on At , the portion relevant to our discussion.
They give rise to the eld-dependent piece 4 H® in the
Coulomb interaction. See Ref. :_Z-Zj for the explicit form of
the O @A) contrdbution, which involves operator products
of the fom

+

%;k=f

and thosewih $ 25° i the above.

In Sec. IIIwe evaluate the expectation valuehd H € i=
NG o# HC 5 gito derive an e ective electrom agnetic cou—
pling ©llow ing from 4 H ¢ . A direct calculation to O ()
showsthathl , i= ®  _,1i/ °, whileh], i/ x;
anth3pSS i/ ;0 filto contrbute. Asa resuk, the
O @A) coupling isw ritten as

pip k9 Ly = 2f 5iS) g ®2)

X k
12 . P 3
0 up X Vp p k p SN

pik

@A 3)

T he caloulation of the O (A7) temm is som ew hat tedious,
though straightforw ard, eventually lading to Eq. 8.12).
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