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Single-m ode approxim ation and e�ective C hern-Sim ons theories

for quantum H allsystem s

K . Shizuya
Yukawa Institute for Theoretical Physics

K yoto University, K yoto 606-8502, Japan

A uni�ed description ofelem entary and collectiveexcitationsin quantum Hallsystem sispresented

within the single-m ode approxim ation (SM A)fram ework,with em phasis on revealing an intim ate

link with Chern-Sim ons theories. It is shown that for a wide class ofquantum Hallsystem s the

SM A in generalyields,as an e�ective theory,a variant ofthe bosonic Chern-Sim ons theory. For

single-layer system s the e�ective theory agrees with the standard Chern-Sim ons theory at long

wavelengths whereas substantialdeviations arise for collective excitations in bilayer system s. It

is suggested, in particular, that Hall-drag experim ents would be a good place to detect out-of-

phasecollectiveexcitationsinherentto bilayersystem s.Itisalso shown thattheintra-Landau-level

m odesbeara sim ilarity in structure (though notin scale)to the inter-Landau-levelm odes,and its

im plicationson the com posite-ferm ion and com posite-boson theoriesare discussed.

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

The early theoreticalstudy ofthe fractionalquantum

Hall e�ect1 (FQ HE), based on Laughlin’s wave func-

tions,2 revealed thatincom pressibility isthe key charac-

ter ofthe quantum Hallstates. This observation then

evolved3,4 into new pictures of the FQ HE in term of

electron-ux com posites,the com posite bosons or com -

posite ferm ions. There the fractional quantum Hall

states are either visualized as charged superuids with

Bose-condensed com posite bosonsin zero m agnetic �eld

or m apped to integer-quantum -Hallstates of com pos-

ite ferm ionsin a reduced m agnetic �eld. Chern-Sim ons

(CS)theories,both bosonic5,6,7 and ferm ionic,8,9,10 real-

izethesecom posite-particledescriptionsoftheFQ HE by

an expansion around m ean �eld.

There is apparently another stream in the theory

of the FQ HE, that enforces the im portance of pro-

jecting the dynam ics onto the (lowest) Landau level,

a key point em phasized in the wave-function ap-

proach. There are several approxim ation schem es of

this sort,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18 both perturbative and non-

perturbative. The single-m ode approxim ation (SM A),

in particular, is a general m ethod to study collective

excitations in liquid states. The SM A equipped with

such projection,developed by G irvin, M acDonald and

Platzm an,13 has proved to be a powerfulnonperturba-

tivem eansto explorequantum Hallsystem s,even better

suited than the well-known caseofliquid Helium .

TheCS and SM A approaches,though equally success-

ful in revealing various aspects of the FQ HE, appear

rather independent. Appealing physicalpictures in CS

approaches should be contrasted with the generality in

form alism (enforcing Landau-levelprojection,sum rules,

etc.) ofthe SM A theory.In certain casesthey even lead

to subtle di�erences.17

The purpose ofthis paper is to present a uni�ed de-

scriptionofelem entaryand collectiveexcitationsin quan-

tum Hallsystem swithin theSM A theory and to uncover

an intim ate link between the SM A and CS theories. In

particular,weshow thatforawideclassofquantum Hall

system s the SM A in generalyields,as an e�ective the-

ory,a variantofthe bosonic CS theory. Forsingle-layer

system sthee�ectivetheory agreeswith thestandard CS

theory at long wavelengths whereas substantialdevia-

tions arise for collective excitations in bilayer system s.

Such a link between theSM A theory and thecom posite-

boson theory was earliernoticed indirectly through the

response ofquantum Hallstates.19 In this paper we es-

tablish it directly within the SM A theory,generalize it

to higher-m ultipoleexcitationsin quantum Hallsystem s

and discuss its im plications on the com posite-ferm ion

theory aswellasthe com posite-boson theory.

W epresentthebasicform alism by studying,forsingle-

layersystem s,the cyclotron m odesand collectivem odes

in Sec.IIand III,respectively. It willbe seen that the

intra-Landau-levelm odes bear a sim ilarity in structure

(though not in scale) to the inter-Landau-levelm odes.

In Sec.IV we exam ine bilayer system s. Section VI is

devoted to a sum m ary and discussion.

II. EFFEC T IV E T H EO R Y { FO R M A LISM

Consider a quantum Hall system described by the

Ham iltonian

H 0 =

Z

d
2
x	 y(x)

1

2M

�
p + eA

B
�2
	(x)+ H

C oul
;(2.1)

whereA B = B (� x2;0)suppliesauniform m agnetic�eld

B z = B > 0 norm alto the x = (x1;x2) sam ple plane.

Forde�nitenesswe take a single-layersystem with spin-

polarized electrons;thespin and layerdegreesoffreedom

arereadily included.

O utoftheelectron �eld 	(x)onecan form anum berof

charge operators. Actually there are an in�nite num ber

ofthem reecting theLandau levelsoftheelectron.This

ism adeexplicitby expandingtheelectron �eld 	(x;t)=P

N
hxjN i	 n(y0;t)in term softhe Landau levelsjN i=

jn;y0i ofa freely orbiting electron ofenergy !c(n + 1

2
)
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with n = 0;1;2;� � � ,and y0 = ‘2 px1,where !c � eB =M

and ‘ � 1=
p
eB ;we frequently set ‘ ! 1 below. The

chargeoperator�p =
R
d2xe� ip� x	 y	 then reads12,13,20

�p =

1X

m ;n= 0

F
m n(p)R (m n)

p ;

R
(m n)
p =

Z

dy0 	
y
m (y0;t)e

� 1

4
‘
2
p
2

e
� ip� r	 n(y0;t):(2.2)

Here r � (r1;r2)= (i‘2@=@y0;y0) stands for the center

coordinateswith uncertainty [r1;r2]= i‘2,and

F
m n(p) = hm je� i(p=

p
2)Z

y

e
� i(p

y
=
p
2)Z jni (2.3)

with [Z;Z y]= 1and Z yZjni= njni;p = p2+ ip1.In par-

ticular, F m n(p)=
p
n!=m !(� ip=

p
2)m � n L

(m � n)
n (p2=2)

for m � n; F00(p) = 1, F n0(p) = (� ip=
p
2)n=

p
n!,

and F 0n(p) = (� ipy=
p
2)n=

p
n!. The �elds

	 n(y0;t) obey the canonicalanticom m utation relations

f	 m (y0;t);	
y
n(y

0
0;t)g = �m n �(y0 � y00). The underlying

Landau-levelstructureisnow encoded in theU1 orW 1

algebra13 obeyed by thechargesR
(m n)
p :

[R
(m m

0
)

k
;R

(nn
0
)

p ]= �
m

0
n
e
1

2
k
y
p
R
(m n

0
)

k+ p
� �

n
0
m
e
1

2
p
y
k
R
(nm

0
)

k+ p
:

(2.4)

The charges �
(m n)
p = F m n(p)R

(m n)
p generate inter-

and intra-Landau-levelexcitationsform 6= n and m = n,

respectively. O ur task in this section is to study such

excitations,both elem entary and collective,overa quan-

tum Hallstate by m eansofthe single-m ode approxim a-

tion13,15 (SM A).LetjG idenote an exactquantum Hall

(i.e.,incom pressible)ground stateoftheHam iltonian H 0

with uniform density �0.In theSM A onerepresentsthe

excitation m odesasj��ki� ��kjG iwith � = (m ;n),and

regardstheirnorm alization

s
�(k) = (1=N e)hG j(�

�
k)

y
�
�
kjG i; (2.5)

called the static structure factors,asthe basic quantity;

N e standsforthe totalelectron num ber.Saturating the

f-sum ruleorthe oscillatorstrength

f
�(k)= (1=N e)hG j(�

�
k)

y[H 0;�
�
k]jG i; (2.6)

calculable by use ofthe charge algebra (2.4),with the

single m ode j��ki then yields the SM A excitation spec-

trum ��
k
= f�(k)=s�(k). The spectrum is determ ined

onces�(k)isknown.

The SM A setsup one-to-one correspondence between

the excitationsand Landau-levelcharges�
(m n)
p .The as-

sum ption ofsingle-m ode dom inance is far from obvious

but exact-diagonalization studies ofsm allsystem s gen-

erally suggest that it is a good approxim ation for the

lowest-lying collectivem odes.13 W e thereforepursue the

SM A here.

Letusnow try to constructan e�ective theory realiz-

ing the SM A description ofexcitations. The correspon-

dence noted above suggestsusto use the technique18 of

nonlinearrealization oftheW 1 algebraforthispurpose.

Firstlet	 cl
0 (y0;t)denotea classicalcon�guration orthe

ground-state con�guration, with pertinent correlations

characterized by (a setof)staticstructurefactorss�(k).

W ethen writetheelectron �eld 	 in theform ofa sm all

variation in phasefrom 	 cl,

	� exp[� i
X

�

X

p

�
�
� pT

�
p ]	

cl
: (2.7)

Here ��� p = �
(m n)

� p with (�
(m n)
p )y = �

(nm )

� p stand forlocal

phase variations;T �
p = F m n(p)e�

1

4
p
2

e� ip� r. Rewriting

the Lagrangian in favorof	 cl and �,and replacing the

productsof(	 cl)y and 	 cl by the structurefactorsthen

yields an e�ective Lagrangian for the excitation m odes

��p.

For such transcription it is convenient to express

Eq.(2.7)in operatorform

	 = P � 1 	 clP ;

P = e
� i�� �

cl

; �� �
cl�

X

p

X

�

�
�
� p(�

�
p)

cl
;etc:(2.8)

Here (��p)
cl stand for ��p with 	 replaced by 	 cl,and

obey thesam echargealgebra as��p.Repeated useofthe

algebrathen enablesoneto express��p = P (��p)
clP � 1 in

powersof(��p)
cl.

Substituting Eq. (2.7) into the Lagrangian L =R
d2x	 yi@t	� H 0 yieldsa Berry’sphase

21 contribution

(	 cl)yei�� T(i@te
� i�� T)	 cl,which,by useofthechargeal-

gebra (2.4),iscastin the com pactform

e
i�� �

cl

i@te
� i�� �

cl

= _�� �
cl+

i

2
[�� �

cl
;_�� �

cl]+ � � � ; (2.9)

where@t actson �;_� = @t�.TheLagrangian then reads

L = e
i�� �

cl

(i@t� H
cl
0 )e

� i�� �
cl

(2.10)

where H cl
0 stands forH 0 with 	 ! 	 cl. W e shallfrom

now on exclusively handle 	 cl and (��p)
cl,and suppress

the su�x \cl" unlessconfusion arises.

Suppose now that jG i consists predom inantly ofthe

lowest-Landau-level(n = 0)com ponents,with the�lling

factor� = 2�‘2�0 < 1. Taking the expectation value of

Eq.(2.10)then yieldsthe e�ective Lagrangian

hLi= �0

X

k

1X

n= 1

�
(0n)

k

h

is
(n0)(k)@t+ f

(n0)(k)

i

�
(n0)

� k
(2.11)

toO (�2),apartfrom totaldivergences;h� � � i� hG j� � � jG i

for short. Here s(n0)(k) = (1=N e)hG j�
(0n)

� k
�
(n0)

k
jG i are

the structure factorsand f(n0)(k)arethe associated os-

cillatorstrengths;�0 = N e=
 with the totalarea 
.Ac-

tually,noting thathR
(00)

k
i= �0 �k;0,and hR

(0n)

k
R
(n0)
p i=
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�0 e
� 1

2
k
2

�k+ p;0 with �k;0 = (2�)2 �2(k),one�ndsthat

s
(n0)(k) = (1=n!)(‘2 k2=2)n e�

1

2
‘
2
k
2

;

f
(n0)(k) = n!cs

(n0)(k)+ O (H C oul): (2.12)

for n � 1. The Lagrangian (2.10) tells us that �(n0)

are canonically conjugate to �(0n) = (�(n0))y for n �

1. They describe the (0 ! n) cyclotron m odes with

thespectrum �
(n0)

k
= f(n0)(k)=s(n0)(k)� n!c;physically

they representneutralexciton excitations11 form ed ofa

holein thezero-th leveland an electron in thenth level.

Note herethatthe intra-Landau-levelm ode�(00),which

�ndsnocanonicalconjugate,requiresaseparateanalysis,

which willbe given in Sec.III.

Let us now generalize the fram ework by including

coupling to weak external electrom agnetic potentials

A �(x) = (A 1;A 2;A 0). Replacing the kinetic term in

Eq.(2.1)with (1=2M )(p + eA B + eA )2 + eA 0 yieldsthe

Ham iltonian H = H 0 + U with

U =
X

p

X

m ;n

U
m n
� p R

(m n)
p

U
m n
� p = i‘!c

n

A � p

p
m F

m � 1;n(p)� A
y

� p

p
nF

m ;n� 1(p)

o

+ ~�� pF
m n(p); (2.13)

where A(x)= (A 2 + iA 1)=
p
2 and A y = (A 2 � iA1)=

p
2;

~� = A 0+ (1=2M )(A 12+ A
2
k
),A 12 = @1A 2� @2A 1;~�p;A p,

etc.,stand fortheFouriertransform s(with obvioustim e

dependence suppressed);the electric charge e has been

suppressed by rescaling eA � ! A �.

The U turns into the e�ective interaction P U P � 1 =

U + i[�� �;U ]+ � � � .Itsu�cesto calculateonly theO (A�)

couplingtoderivetheelectrom agneticresponsetoO (A 2)

eventually. To sim plify the resultitisconvenientto ex-

press�(n0) in term sofreal�elds�(n)(x)and �(n)(x),

k �
(n0)

k
= �

(n)

k
+ i�

(n)

k
;

k =
1

p
n!

�
1

2
‘
2
k
2

�(n� 1)=2
e
� 1

4
‘
2
k
2

; (2.14)

and to passfrom the Fourierspace to realx space.The

e�ective Lagrangian to O (A�)iscastin the form hLi=R
d2x(LA + LA �)with

LA = � �0

�

A 0 +
1

2M
A
2
j

�

; (2.15)

L�A = �0

h

2� s(_� �  �)� (�f� + �f�)

� �‘
2
� @jA j + �‘

2
� A12

i

: (2.16)

Here� = A 0 + (1=2M )A 12,� = n!c and

s� s
(n0)(k)=2 = ‘

2
k
2
=2;

f � f
(n0)(k)=2 = n!c‘

2
k
2
=2; (2.17)

with k = � ir understood and  = k. The LA com es

from � hU iand L�A involvestheO (�2)term ofEq.(2.11)

as well. For conciseness explicit reference to the m ode

index n hasbeen suppressed in theabove;rem em berthat

a sum m ation overallm odesisim plied in L�A .

Itisa straightforward butstrenuoustask to calculate

the O (H C oul) portion15 off(n0)(k),left out from f in

Eq.(2.17). An alternative and sim plerway,thatworks

to extract the leading long-wavelength part ofit,is to

�rstlinearizetheCoulom b interaction 1

2

P

k
Vk�� k�k by

use ofa Hubbard-Stratonovich �eld �. The nete�ectis

to replace � by � + � in Eq.(2.16).Elim inating � then

yieldsthe e�ective interaction

LC oul= � 2�20 � s Vk s �: (2.18)

The (0 ! n)exciton m odesare now described by the

e�ectiveLagrangian L A + LA � + LC oul.Letusrewriteit

in am oresuggestiveform .W econsiderthe(0 ! 1)m ode

�rstand set ! 1.Forgenerality and lateruseweleave

thenorm alization ofthereduced factors,ŝ� s=(‘2k2=2)

and f̂ � f=(‘2k2=2),arbitrary and denote the spectrum

� = f=s = f̂=ŝ [although ŝ = 1 and f̂ = � = n!c in the

present case]. Let us com bine the �2;�@jA j and �A12

term sto form a com plete squareso that

LA � + LC oul

= r(_� � A0)�
1

2
�0‘

2
f̂

�

@j� �
�

f̂
A j+

�

2�0s
�jk@kr

�2

�
1

2
r(Vk + 4 )r+

1

2
�0‘

2
�
2
A j

1

f̂
A j; (2.19)

where we have setr = 2�0s� and 4 = (1� �2)�=(2�0s)

with � = 1� s!c=�;�12 = � �21 = 1.

Note thatforgauge invariance itisnecessary to have

�=f̂ = 1 orf = 1

2
�‘2k2+ O (k4),which issatis�ed in the

presentcase.Thelastterm in Eq.(2.19),though spoiling

gauge invariance,isharm less. Forthe (0 ! n)m ode it

reads/ 1

2
�0‘

2n!cA j(k)
2A j,which,when sum m ed over

n = 1;2;� � � , am ounts to1

2
�0‘

2!cA
2
j. Thus this term

com bineswith the A 2 term in LA to vanish exactly.

The (1=s)�jk@k r term in Eq.(2.19)can be disentan-

gled by useofa vector�eld c�,thereby yielding an e�ec-

tiveChern-Sim onstheory described by the Lagrangian

Lc = r(_� � A0 � c0)�
1

2
�0‘

2
ŝ� (@j� � Aj � cj)

2

�
1

2
r(Vk + 4 )r�

1

2
c���

���
@�c� (2.20)

with � = �0‘
2�=(��); �012 = 1. [O ne m ay practically

set� = 1+ O (‘2k2)! 1 and � ! �0‘
2 = �=(2�)here.

For the fullLagrangian,include in Lc the � �0A 0 term

com ing from LA .]The equivalenceofLc to LA � + LC oul

isim m ediately seen in the Coulom b gauge@kck = 0.

Forthe Laughlin sequence � = 1=3;1=5;� � � thise�ec-

tivetheorypreciselyagreeswith thestandard CS theory5

with thecom posite-boson �eld �cb(x)=
p
�0 + re� i� ex-

panded to second orderin rand � around them ean �eld,

exceptfor the 4 � � !c=(�0�) term which in the latter
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reads‘2k2!c=(4�0).This4 term islessim portantthan

the Coulom b term Vk � 1=jkjatlong wavelengths.

The �lling factor� < 1 isnot�xed within the present

approach. The e�ective CS theory (2.20) m akes sense

forgeneral� aslong as(i)thestatejG iisincom pressible

and (ii)the SM A isapplicable(approxim ately).

Itispossibletocastthetheoryintoan equivalentdual-

�eld6 form , suited for discussing the dynam ics ofvor-

tices.W e �rstuse a vector�eld jk to linearize the com -

plete square term in Eq.(2.19)so thatjk (@k� + � � � )+

(1=2�0)jk(1=f̂)jk and then elim inate �. The resulting

conservation law @�j� = 0 with j0 � r allowsone to set

j� = ����@�b� with a three-vector �eld b� = (bk;b0).

Substituting this back into Eq. (2.19) then yields an

equivalenttheory described by the Lagrangian

Lb = � A��
���

@�b� +
1

2�0‘
2
b�
�

ŝ
�
���

@�b�

+
1

2�0‘
2
bk0

1

ŝ�
bk0 �

1

2
b12 (Vk + 4 )b12:(2.21)

The third term isobtained with the aid ofthe form ula

jk�ki@ij0 = �
1

2
b�r

2
�
���

@�b� + totaldiv:(2.22)

From thisLb one can calculatean electrom agneticre-

sponseofthe form S[A]=
R
d3xL[A]with

L[A] =
1

2

n

� A� � D �
���

@�A � + A k0

1

�
D A k0

� A12�D A 12

o

; (2.23)

D = �0‘
2
ŝ

�2

E 2
k
� !2

; (2.24)

where! = i@t and � = � 0‘
2 ŝ(Vk + 4 ),with the excita-

tion spectrum given by

E
2
k � �

2 + 2�0�sVk: (2.25)

Note that the Coulom b interaction hardly a�ects the

long-wavelength response.

So farwehavefocused on the(0! 1)cyclotron m ode.

Forthe higherm odes one m ay sim ply setA � ! k A �,

Vk ! k Vk k and � = � ! n!c in Lc;Lb and L[A]in

the above. It is seen that the (0 ! n) exciton m odes

lead to the density-density response ofh��i� (k2)n for

n � 1.Thusonly the(0 ! 1)m odeisdipole-active,i.e.,

sensitiveto long-wavelength probes.

A link between the SM A theory and CS theorieswas

noticed earlier19 for dipole-active excitations,indirectly

through the responseofquantum Hallsystem s.The ad-

vantageofthepresentapproach,werem ark,liesin estab-

lishing such a link directly within the SM A theory and,

m oreover,allowing one to study dipole-inactive (higher-

m ultipole)excitationsequally well.

III. IN T R A -LA N D A U -LEV EL EX C ITA T IO N S

In thissection we introducea variationalprinciple for

handling intra-Landau-levelexcitations.Experim entally

collective excitations over the � = 1=3 Laughlin state

havebeen observed by inelasticlightscattering.22 Corre-

spondingly weherefocuson excitationswithin thelowest

Landau level,and denote the relevant�
(00)

k
m ode by ��k

and thechargeoperator�
(00)
p by ��p forshort;(��k)

y = ��� k
so that ��(x)isa real�eld.

Let us denote the Lagrangian (2.10) anew as L� =

ei�� �(i@t � H0)e
� i�� �with � � � !

P

p
��� p ��p (and the

superscript"cl" suppressed asbefore). ThisL� involves

no canonicalm om entum conjugate to ��(x). W e try to

supply it through a localvariation in am plitude ofthe

�eld.Thereareanum berofwaystoachievethis,butnot

allofthem em body theSM A form alism .Thevariational

ansatzweadoptisto consider

L�� = hG je�� �L� e
�� �jG i= hG jf�� �;_�� �g+ � � � jG i;(3.1)

with �� � =
P

k
�� k ��k,where �k [orthe real�eld �(x)]

denotesa localam plitude m odulation.

Som e care is needed here. The intra-Landau-level

m odesaregoverned by theCoulom b interaction and de-

pend critically on the de�nition oftheLandau levels.In

orderto derivea gauge-invariantresult,itturnsoutnec-

essary to de�ne the Landau levelsproperly with the ex-

ternalpotentials A � taken into account. W e thus �rst

m ake a unitary transform ation 	 m (y0;t) ! 	 0
n(y0;t)

so that the one-body Ham iltonian becom es diagonalin

Landau-levelindices.Such aprocedureofprojection was

developed earlier.19 The one-body Ham iltonian thereby

acquiresterm sofO (A 2),which precisely agree with the

electrom agneticresponse(2.23)duethecyclotron m odes;

thus,noexplicitaccountofthem isneeded here.Therel-

evantone-body Ham iltonian to O (A)reads

�H 1 =
X

p

�
1

2
!c�p;0 + �p

�

��� p; (3.2)

with � = A 0+ (1=2M )A 12.Here��p arethechargeopera-

torsde�ned in term softhetransform ed �eld 	 0
n= 0(y0;t);

wesuppressthisspeci�cation becausetheyobeythesam e

algebra asR
(00)
p in Eq.(2.4).

An im portant consequence of projection is that the

projected Coulom b interaction23

�H C oul =
1

2

X

p

Vp ��� p ��p + 4 H C oul
; (3.3)

acquiresa �eld-dependentpiece19 (which actually com es

from the gaugeinvarianceofthe projected charges)

4 H C oul =
1

2

X

p;k

Vp up;k f��� p;��p� kg; (3.4)
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where

up;k = i

h

p� A �
1

4
fp� k(p� A )+ (p� k)p� A g

�
1

2
p� k(k� A )+ O (p3k2A )

i

; (3.5)

apart from term s of O (1=!c); p � A = �ijpi(A j)k,

p � A = pi(A i)k,etc.In Eq.(3.4)we haveretained only

O (A)corrections,relevantto ourdiscussion below.

Letus�rstturn A � o�.Then the ground state jG iis

an eigenstateoftheCoulom b interaction,H 0jG i= E 0jG i

with H 0 = �H C oul+ quenched kineticterm s.W esetE 0 =

0 by shifting the zero ofenergy. This is an im portant

step since term s like hf� � �;H0gi � �k= 0,which drive

a constantshift in �,thereby vanish. [The necessity of

this shift in energy is consistent with the fact that the

oscillatorstrength f(k)involvesonly excitation energies

m easured relative to E 0.]The e�ective Lagrangian then

takesthe form L�� =
R
d2xL0 with

L0 = �0

h

2� �s_�� � (��f� + �� �f ��)

i

: (3.6)

Thisshowsthat� servesasacanonicalconjugateof�� and

that �� describesexcitationswith the spectrum � = �f=�s.

In general, the intra-Landau-level m ode is

dipole-inactive13 and the structure factor �s(k) =

(1=N e)h��� k ��k istartswith O (k
4),

�s(k) =
1

2
c(‘2k2)2 + O (jkj6): (3.7)

Forthe Laughlin wavefunctions

c = (1� �)=(4�); (3.8)

where� = 2�‘2�0.The oscillatorstrength
13

�f(k) = 2
X

p

Vp

�

sin
p� k

2

�2

�

h

e
� p� k�s(p� k)� e

� 1

2
k
2

�s(p)

i

(3.9)

also startswith O (k4),

�f(k) =
1

2
�� (‘2k2)2 + O (jkj6); (3.10)

so that the excitation has a gap �coll
SM A

= ��=c at k = 0.

The coe�cient�� isgiven by

�� =
X

p

Vp

h
p2

2
(D +

1

2
)+

(p2)2

4
(D +

1

2
)2
i

�s[p2];(3.11)

whereD = d=d(p2)acting on �s(p)= �s[p2].

Letusnow turn on A � and,asbefore,calculateterm s

that contribute to the O (A 2) response eventually. See

theAppendix fortheevaluation ofih[�� � ;4 HC oul]iand

hf�� � ;4 HC oulgi.The resultis

LA = �0

h

� 2� �s� � ���� k2@jA j + ��0� k2A 12

i

(3.12)

to O (r 3A),where ��0= �� + (1=2)
P

p
Vp (p

2)2D 2�s[p2].

The e�ective Lagrangian L 0 + LA ,governing the col-

lective m ode ��,takes essentially the sam e form as LA �
in Eq.(2.16). [The e�ect of ��0 6= �� is readily taken

care ofby the replacem ent � ! (��0=��)(1 � s!c=��
0) in

the form ulas of Sec.II,without spoiling gauge invari-

ance.24]W ith appropriaterescalingofthe�eldsitisseen

thattheintra-Landau-levelm ode �� behaveslikeadipole-

inactive (0 ! 2)cyclotron m ode in the electron system

ofEq.(2.16)with !c = f̂ ! 1

2
�coll
SM A

� (Coulom b energy)

at�lling fraction �e� = 4�c= 1� � (ifwe set ŝe� = 1).

Note thatthe collective m ode disappearsat� = 1,asit

should.

Itisenlightening to com parethecollective-m odespec-

trum with thatin thecom posite-ferm ion (CF)theory.In

the ferm ionic Chern-Sim ons theory ofLopez and Frad-

kin,9 therandom -phaseapproxim ation(RPA)aroundthe

m ean �eld forthe Laughlin stateswith � = 1=3;1=5;� � �

gives rise to a fam ily of collective m odes with zero-

m om entum excitation gap q!C F and staticstructurefac-

tors �s � (k2)q, where q = 2;3;� � � ;1=�, and !C F �

eB e�=M C F = �!c standsfortheLandau gap forcom pos-

iteferm ions.Them odewith gap !C F ism issing and has

been pushed up9,10 to the Landau gap !c. The lowest-

lyingcollectivem ode,m oststableam ongthefam ily,thus

hasagap 2!C F and spectralweight�s� (k2)2.Notethat

it has the sam e quadrupole character �s � (k2)2 as the

SM A collective m ode. Itistherefore naturalto identify

them and set

�
coll
SM A � 2!C F fork � 0: (3.13)

Let us here recallthat in the CF theory,as discussed

by G oldhaberand Jain,25 the com posite ferm ionsthem -

selvesrepresentLaughlin’squasiparticlesorvorticeswith

fractional(renorm alized) charge � �e (and bare charge

� e) and that !C F is equal to the activation energy

to create a widely-separated vortex-antivortex pair.10,11

The spectrum (3.13) then suggests that the SM A col-

lective m ode at k � 0 consists of four vortices (or a

two-roton bound state13 with the roton regarded as a

vortex-antivortex pair)in a quadrupole con�guration so

that �s � (k2)2; this is in support of the Lee-Zhang

picture6 of the m agnetoroton branch at k � 0 within

the com posite-boson CS theory. This in turn gives,us-

ing the SM A value13 for �coll
SM A

, the activation energy

!C F = 1

2
�coll
SM A

� 0:075(e2=4���‘) for the � = 1=3

state, which is in rough agreem ent with other earlier

estim ates.13,14 Furtherm ore,for the � = 1=5 state the

SM A estim ate yields 1

2
�coll
SM A

� 0:025(e2=4���‘) so that

(!C F)�= 1=5=(!C F)�= 1=3 � 1=3,which isnotfarfrom the

ratio (3=5)2 � 1=2:8 expected from the naive � depen-

denceofthe activation energy.

The identi�cation (3.13) has revealed nontrivialcon-

sistency am ong the SM A theory and CS theories,both

bosonicand ferm ionic.W erem ark thatthisisa nonper-

turbative yet generalresult,in spite ofthe fact that in

theCF theory correctionsbeyond theRPA a�ect9,10 the

activation gap !C F and the strength ofhigher-m ultipole
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responses substantially. Note that Eq. (3.13) essen-

tially followsfrom the absence ofa collectivem ode with

a zero-m om entum gap � !C F, which is generally the

case (otherwise,the lowlying collective m ode would be-

com e dipole-active,in violation of the f-sum rule). It

would thus hold for the (exact) renorm alized gap !C F

� O (e2=4���‘).

IV . B ILA Y ER SY ST EM S

In bilayersystem s,unlikesingle-layersystem s,som eof

intra-Landau-levelexcitationsbecom edipole-active,and

thism akesthe SM A and CS theoriesm ore distinct.17,19

In thissection weconstructan e�ectivetheory forbilayer

system s. For clarity ofdiscussion we consider system s

withoutinterlayercoherenceand tunneling.

Consider a bilayer system with average electron den-

sities �
[�]

0 = (�
[1]

0 ;�
[2]

0 ) in the upper (� = 1) and lower

(� = 2)layers.Thesystem isplaced in a com m on strong

perpendicularm agnetic �eld B and,asbefore,we focus

on thelowestLandau leveln = 0(with theelectron �elds

 [�] in each layertaken to be fully spin polarized).The

projected one-body Ham iltonian then reads

�H 1 =
X

p

f�+p ��� p + �
�
p
�d� pg; (4.1)

where ��p = ��
[1]
p + ��

[2]
p and �dp = ��

[1]
p � ��

[2]
p are the

projected charges; ��p = (A �
0
)p + (1=2M )(A �

12
)p and

A �
� (x) =

1

2
fA

[1]
� (x)� A

[2]
� (x)g in term s ofweak exter-

nalpotentialsA
[�]
� (x)acting on each layer.

Theelectronsin thetwolayersarecoupled 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 the layer separation d and the

dielectric constant �� of the substrate. The projected

Coulom b interaction iswritten as23

�H C =
1

2

X

p

fV +
p ��� p ��p + V

�
p
�d� p �dpg+ 4 �H C (4.2)

with V �
p = 1

2
(V 11

p � V12p );the�eld-dependentpiece4 �H C

takesessentiallythesam eform asin thesingle-layercase.

There is a variety ofquantum Hallstates in bilayer

system s.16,26 For de�niteness we consider bilayer quan-

tum Hallstatesin a balanced con�guration (�
[1]

0 = �
[2]

0 ),

invariantunderan interchangeofthe two layers.O four

particularconcern arebilayerstateswith electron corre-

lations,asdescribed by Halperin’s(m ;m ;n)wave func-

tions26 at �lling fractions � = 2=(m + n);ofthese the

(3;3;1)state at� = 1=2 has been observed experim en-

tally.27

W e here consider two types of collective excitations

oversuch a bilayerstate jG i,the in-phase density exci-

tationsofthetwo layers,��kjG i(probed by A
+

0 ),and the

out-of-phasedensity excitations, �dkjG i(probed by A
�
0 ).

Note thath��� k �dki= 0 forbalanced con�gurations.

K ohn’stheorem 28 im pliesthatthe in-phase collective

excitationsrem ain dipole-inactive,asin the single-layer

case,sothat�s+ (k)� jkj4 forsm allk.O n theotherhand,

interlayer interactions V 12
p spoils invariance under rela-

tive translationsofthe two layersand,unlessinterlayer

coherence is realized,the out-of-phase collective excita-

tionsbecom e dipole-active,17,29

�s� (k)�
1

N e

h�d� k �dki= ŝ�
1

2
k
2 + O (jkj4): (4.3)

Forthe (m ;m ;n)statesthe coe�cient ŝ � isgiven by29

ŝ� = 2n=(m � n): (4.4)

To constructan e�ectivetheory letusdenotethevari-

ationsin phase and am plitude ofthe in-phase m ode by

� and �,and thoseoftheout-of-phasem odeby � and �.

Replacing�� � by�� ��+ ���dand �� � by�� ��+ ���din thesingle-

layerexpression (3.1)then yieldsan e�ectiveLagrangian.

Theresultsplitsinto the(�;�;A+� )and (�;�;A
�
� )sectors

ifone,asbefore,only retainsterm s contributing to the

O (A 2)response.

Forthein-phasem odethee�ectivetheoryisessentially

the sam e as the single-layercase L0 + LA in Eqs.(3.6)

and (3.12)with A � ! A +
� ,�� ! ��+ + ��� and ��0! (��0)+ +

(��0)� .Here��� and (��0)� aregiven by thecorresponding

single-layerexpressionswith [V �
p ;�s� (p)].

Forthe out-of-phase m ode the oscillatorstrength17,29

startswith k2,

f� (k)=
1

2
�� k

2 + O (jkj4);

�� = 2
X

p

p
2
V
12
p f� �s12(p)g; (4.5)

where �s12(p)� hG j��
[1]

� p ��
[2]
p jG i=N e =

1

4
f�s+ (p)� �s� (p)g.

This leads to the SM A excitation gap �coll� = �� =ŝ� at

k ! 0. Eventually one isled to an e�ective Lagrangian

ofthe form

Lcoll
� = �0

h

2� s� (_� � �
� )� (� f� � + � f� �)

� �� � @jA
�
j + �� � A

�
12

i

; (4.6)

apartfrom term sofO (@3A � ).Again thecoe�cient� � of

the � @jA
�

j term iscorrelated with f� (k),in conform ity

with gauge invariance.24 W ith obvioussubstitution this

Lcoll
� iscastinto the form ofthe e�ective Chern-Sim ons

theory and dual-�eld theory ofEqs.(2.20) and (2.21),

respectively,and leadsto an out-of-phaseresponseofthe

form ofEq.(2.23).

O n the otherhand,the (0 ! 1)cyclotron m odes�[�]

associated with each layer� = 1;2 are described by the

e�ectiveCS theoryofEq.(2.20)with ŝ! 1and � ! �[�],

A � ! A
[�]
� , �0 ! �

[�]

0 , etc. The intra and interlayer

Coulom b interactionsare also correctly incorporated by

useofan appropriateHubbard-Stratonovich transform a-

tion. The e�ective theory agrees with the standard bi-

layerbosonicCS theory,30,31 exceptthattheCS term has
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nointerlayerm ixingcom ponent.Forthe(m ;m ;n)states

the relevantm ixing m atrices(in term sofŝ)di�erby

�
1 0

0 1

�

$
1

m � n

�
m � n

� n m

�

: (4.7)

The latter m atrix in the CS theory is diagonalized in

the (��;�d)basis,yielding ŝC S+ = 1 (hence the correctHall

conductance�e2=h)forthein-phasecyclotron m odeand

ŝC S� = (m + n)=(m � n)forthe out-of-phasem ode.

Itisim portantto note here thatthese dipole com po-

nentsofthestructurefactorsgovern thelong-wavelength

structure ofm any-body wave functions,as pointed out

byLopezand Fradkin.32 Thisim plies,in particular,that,

ifthe quantum HallstatejG iem bodieselectroniccorre-

lationscharacteristicofthe(m ;m ;n)wavefunctions,one

m usthave

ŝ
(m m n)

+ = 1 and ŝ
(m m n)

� = (m + n)=(m � n): (4.8)

Thiscondition cannotbeful�lled by thecyclotron m odes

alone,which yield ŝ
(10)

� = 1,an inevitable consequence

ofthe (projected)f-sum rule.This,in turn,im pliesthe

necessity ofdipole-active intra-Landau-levelexcitations.

Indeed,as seen form the SM A response (2.23),the cy-

clotron m ode and collective m ode com bine to yield the

desired out-of-phase(m ;m ;n)electroniccorrelations

1+ ŝ� =
m + n

m � n
= ŝ

(m m n)

� : (4.9)

O n theotherhand,thebilayerbosonicCS theory sat-

uratesthe (out-of-phase)f-sum rule by a single dipole-

activem odeso thatŝ
(m m n)

� !coll
C S

� !c.O nethereby �nds

itsspectrum at

!
coll
C S = [(m � n)=(m + n)]!c (4.10)

fork ! 0. This unnaturalshift ofthe out-of-phase cy-

clotron m ode is attributed to the lack ofprojection in

the bosonic CS theory (which thus fails to distinguish

between the intra-and inter-Landau-levelm odes).

In the bilayer ferm ionic CS theory32 there em erge

two dipole-activem odeswith strength 1

2
ŝ
(m m n)

� at!collC S ,

thusresulting in essentially the sam e situation asin the

bosonic CS theory. Apartfrom the collective-excitation

spectrum ,however,theSM A theoryreproduces,owingto

Eq.(4.9),the favorablelong-wavelength transportprop-

ertiesofthe CS theories,such asthe Hallconductance,

long-rangeorders,and fractionalvortex charges.

A good placetodetecttheout-of-phasecollectivem ode

would be Halldrag experim ents.33 The interlayer Hall

conductance becom es sizable34 in the presence of the

(m ;m ;n)correlations,asread from the electrom agnetic

response(2.23):

 

J
[1]
x

J
[2]
x

!

= �
e2�

4h

�
�+ + �� �+ � ��

�+ � �� �+ + ��

�  

E
[1]
y

E
[2]
y

!

;(4.11)

where�+ = 1=[1� (!=!c)
2]and �� = 1=[1� (!=!c)

2]+

ŝ� =[1� (!=�coll� )2].Forthe(3,3,1)statea directcurrent

J
[1]
x injected to theupperlayerwould inducea Hallvolt-

age V
[2]
y = (h=e2)J

[1]
x on the lower layer (left to be an

open circuit) while yielding V
[1]
y = 3(h=e2)J

[1]
x on the

sam e layer. The interlayerresistivity is sensitive to the

collectivem odethrough itsresponsetotim e-varyingcur-

rents,

�
[21]
yx � � (h=e2)n=[1� � !

2
=(�coll� )2] (4.12)

with � = (m � n)=(m + n) while �
[11]
yx + �

[21]
yx �

� (h=e2)(m + n) stays �xed for ! � �coll� � !c. Since

the quantized Hallresistance (for! = 0)isexpected to

be very accurate,there would be a good chance ofde-

tecting such a di�erencein experim entswith an injected

high-frequency currentora currentpulse.

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

In thispaperwehavepresented a uni�ed treatm entof

elem entary and collective excitations in quantum Hall

system s by m eans of the single-m ode approxim ation

(SM A).A variationalprincipleand nonlinearrealizations

oftheW 1 algebrahavebeen com bined toconstructe�ec-

tive theoriesthatincorporate the SM A excitation spec-

trum . For a wide class of quantum Hallsystem s the

resulting e�ectivetheory turnsoutto bea variantofthe

bosonic CS theory. In this sense,there is a direct link

between thecom posite-boson theory and theSM A treat-

m entofquantum Hallsystem s.TheCS action therefore

isa quite naturalelem entforquantum Hallsystem s,ir-

respectiveofthe notion ofux attachm ent.

W ehavenoted thattheintra-Landau-levelm odesbear

asim ilarityin structure(though notin scale)totheinter-

Landau-levelm odes. This has revealed a further link

with CS theories: A com parison with the ferm ionic CS

theory suggeststhattheSM A collectivem odesin single-

layersystem s(around k � 0)are com posed offourvor-

tices in a quadrupole con�guration,in conform ity with

an interpretation6 within the bosonicCS theory.

In theSM A alltheinform ation isessentially contained

in the structure factorss(k),which representelectronic

correlationspertinentto thequantum Hallstatein ques-

tion.In particular,thedipolepart/ k2 ofs(k)isdirectly

related to the long-wavelength structure ofm any-body

wavefunctionsand also to theux attachm enttransfor-

m ation em ployed in CS approaches. Thisfacthassom e

im portant consequences. First,for single-layer system s

such O (k2) correlations are governed by the cyclotron

m odes alone (as im plied by K ohn’s theorem ),so is the

CS-ux attachm ent. This resolves the puzzle why the

m ain features of the single-layer CS theories, such as

the Hallconductance,long-range orders and fractional

chargesofquasiparticles,are apparently determ ined by

thecyclotron m odes(ortheelectronickineticterm which

one would naively expect to be quenched) while the
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FQ HE is actually caused by the Coulom b interaction.

In this sense, the dipole correlation with ŝ(10) = 1 is

characteristicoftypicalsingle-layerquantum Hallstates.

Forbilayersystem sthe situation isdi�erent.Correla-

tionscharacteristicofthebilayer(m ;m ;n)states,forex-

am ple,arenotattained bythecyclotronm odesaloneand

requirethepresenceofdipole-activecollectivem odes.As

a result,the SM A e�ective theory is bound to involve

such collective m odesand deviatesfrom a naive bilayer

version ofthe bosonicCS theory.

W hilethestructurefactorss(k)arereadily calculated

forthecyclotron m odesviaprojection,thedeterm ination

ofs(k)forcollectivem odesisa nontrivialsubjectofdy-

nam ics,handled in a variety ofapproxim ation schem es.

In thepresentpaperwehavesim ply focused on quantum

Hallstateswellapproxim atedbyLaughlin’sorHalperin’s

wavefunctions.There isa practicalway to im provethe

structure factors. O ne m ay appealto Jain’scom posite-

ferm ionwave-functionapproach,4 whichisknowntoyield

num erically very accuratevariationalwavefunctionsand

which,along with re�nem entto incorporate corrections

due to layerthickness,Coulom bic Landau-levelm ixing,

etc.,has been generalized to bilayer system s as well.35

W ith such im proved structure factors one could re�ne

the e�ective theory and m ake com parisonswith experi-

m entsm orereliable.
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A P P EN D IX A :C A LC U LA T IO N

In this appendix we outline the calculation of the

electrom agnetic coupling (3.12) com ing from the �eld-

dependent Coulom b interaction 4 H C oul. Consider a

factor �k;p = (1=2N e)hG j��k f��� p ;��p�k gjG i involving

productsofthree projected charges. Asdiscussed in an

earlierSM A treatm ent,19 theleading sm allk behaviorof

such productsisdeterm ined from the portion thatorig-

inatesfrom the noncom m utative nature [r1;r2]= i‘2 of

r,with the result

�k;p = (e�
1

2
k
y
p � 1)�s(p� k)+ (e

1

2
k
y
(p� k) � 1)�s(p)

+ O (k4); (A1)

where kyp = k � p � ik � p.The factorsrelevantforthe

hf�� � ;4 HC oulgiand ih[�� � ;4 HC oul]iterm sarethen

givenbytherealand im aginarypartof�k;p,respectively.

Note,asan independentcheck,that[�� �;4 HC oul]isalso

determ ined from thechargealgebra (2.4)alone,yielding

the sam eresult.
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