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Single-m ode approxin ation and e ective C hern-Sim ons theories
for quantum H all system s

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

A uni ed description ofelem entary and collective excitations in quantum H all system s ispresented
w ithin the single-m ode approxim ation (SM A ) fram ework, w ith em phasis on revealing an intim ate
link with Chem-Sim ons theories. It is shown that for a wide class of quantum H all system s the
SM A in general yields, as an e ective theory, a variant of the bosonic Chem-Sim ons theory. For
single-layer system s the e ective theory agrees with the standard Chem-Sim ons theory at long
wavelengths whereas substantial deviations arise for collective excitations in bilayer system s. It
is suggested, iIn particular, that Hallkdrag experin ents would be a good place to detect out-of-
phase collective excitations inherent to bilayer system s. It is also shown that the intra-L.andau—level
m odes bear a sin ilarity in structure (though not in scale) to the interi.andau-levelm odes, and its
In plications on the com posite-ferm ion and com positeboson theories are discussed.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he ear]y theoretical study of the fractional quantum
Hall ¢ ect! FQHE), based on Laughlin’s wave fiinc—
tionsk revealed that Incom pressibility is the key charac—
ter of the quantum Hall states. This observation then
evolved®? Into new pictures of the FQHE i 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 super uids w ih
B ose-condensed com posite bosons in zero m agnetic eld
or m apped to integerquantum -H all states of com pos—
ite ferm ions In a reduced mj, etic eld. ChemiSin ons
(CS) theories, both bosonic? 8" and ferm ionicf24d real-
ize these com posite-particle descriptions ofthe FQHE by
an expansion around mean eld.

There is apparently another stream in the theory
of the FQHE, that enforces the importance of pro-
fcting the dynam ics onto the (lowest) Landau level,
a key point emphasized in the wave-sfunction ap-—
proach. ,There, are,ssveral approxin ation schem es of
this sort 11432434443184748 hoth perturbative and non-—
perturbative. The single-m ode approxin ation (SM A ),
In particular, is a general m ethod to study collective
excitations in liquid states. The SMA equipped wih
such proction, developed by G irvin, M acD onald and
P latzm an,H has proved to be a powerfiil nonperturba-
tive m eans to explore quantum H all system s, even better
suited than the welkknown case of Iiquid Helium .

The CS and SM A approaches, though equally success—
ful in revealing various aspects of the FQHE, appear
rather Independent. Appealing physical pictures In CS
approaches should be contrasted w ith the generality In
form alism (enforcing Landau-level pro gction, sum rules,
etc.) ofthe SM A theory. In certain cases they even lead
to subtle di erences.t

T he purpose of this paper is to present a uni ed de-
scription ofelem entary and collective excitations in quan-—
tum Hallsystem sw ithin the SM A theory and to uncover
an Intin ate link between the SM A and CS theories. In

particular, we show that fora wide classofquantum Hall
system s the SM A in general yields, as an e ective the—
ory, a variant of the bosonic CS theory. For sihgl-layer
system s the e ective theory agreesw ith the standard C S

theory at long wavelengths whereas substantial devia—
tions arise for collective excitations in bilayer system s.
Such a link between the SM A theory and the com posite—
boson theory was earlier noticed, ndirectly through the
regoonse of quantum Hall states®d T this paper we es—
tablish it directly within the SM A theory, generalize it
to higherm ultipole excitations in quantum Hall system s
and discuss its im plications on the com posite—ferm ion
theory as well as the com positeboson theory.

W e present the basic form alisn by studying, for sihgle-
layer system s, the cyclotron m odes and collective m odes
In Sec. IT and ITI, respectively. &t willbe seen that the
Intra-L.andau-levelm odes bear a sin ilarity In structure
(though not In scale) to the interl.andau—level m odes.
In Sec. IV we exam ine bilayer system s. Section VI is
devoted to a summ ary and discussion.

II. EFFECTIVE THEORY { FORM A LISM

Consider a quantum Hall system described by the
Ham iltonian
Z

1
Px o) o P+ ea® ° )+ H SN 1)

H 0o =
whereA® = B ( x%;0) suppliesa uniom m agnetic eld
B, = B > 0nomalto the x = (x1;%X;) sam pl plane.
For de niteness we take a single-layer system w ith spin—
polarized electrons; the spin and layer degrees of freedom
are readily inclided.

Outoftheelectron eld (x)onecan form anumberof
charge operators. A ctually there are an in nite number
ofthem re ecting the Landau lvels ofthe electron. T his
%sm ade explicit by expanding the electron eld (x;t) =

y XN 1 ; (Yo;8) In temm s of the Landau levels N i=
Nn;yol of a fireely orbiting electron of energy !c( + 1)
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wji:hn=0;lg.;2; ,and Yo p,, ,where |,  eB=M
and 1= eB; we frequently set * ! 1 below,.,The
charge operator , = d’xe ® * Y then reads®i%i29
*®
o — m n (p)R m n
m ;n=0
Z
ROMY = dyy ¥ oite TP e P T (y;0:22)
Here r ;) = (%e=Ryo;vo) stands fr the center

coordinates w ith uncertainty [y ;r]= i%, and

o
. i = y =
an (p) = m £ i= 2)z e ipEY 2)Z

hi @23)
with Z;2Y]= land z2¥Z hi= nj’li;p=p2+ip1 Inpar—
ticular, F® " ) = nbm!( ip= 2)® L ° (p2

orm n; F%p) = 1, "% @) = ( 1p—2)=r1'
and F @) = ( ig= 2)°= nl The elds
n o;t) obey the canonical anticom m utation relations
f o oD L WiNg= nn ® ¥%). Theunderlying
Landau ]evels&ucture isnow encoded in theU; orW ;

(mn)

algebra- obeyed by the chargesRp

(mmo)_ nn®% 5 _ m n Lx¥p nm _Lip¥k (nmo)_
Ry iRp 1= Rk+p " "Ry,p

(2 4)

mn) _ (m n)

The charges F™" ©)Rp generate inter—
and intra-fL.andau—levelexciations form 6 nandm = n,
respectively. Our task in this section is to study such
excitations, both elem entary and collective, over a quan—
tum, H,all state by m eans of the single-m ode approxin a—
tion®329 (SM A ). Let % i denote an exact quantum Hall
(ie., ncom pressble) ground state ofthe H am ittonian H ¢
w ith uniform densiy . In the SM A one represents the

excitation modes as j , i xBiwih = (;n),and
regards their nom alization
s k) = (ANIMGI ) (Hi; 2.5)

called the static structure factors, as the basic quantity;
N . stands for the total electron num ber. Saturating the
f-sum rule or the oscillator strength

f k)= INIMGI( )V Hoi 1515 (2.6)
calculable by use of the charge algebra {24), with the
single mode j, i then yields the SM A excitation spec-
trum , = £ ()=s (k). The spectrum is determ ined
once s (k) isknown.

The SM A sets up oneto-one oonespondenoe betw een
the excitations and Landau-level charges }()m ™ The as-
sum ption of single-m ode dom inance is far from obvious
but exact-diagonalization studies of am all system s gen—
erally suggest that i is a geod approxim ation for the
Jow est—lying collective m odes? W e thereore pursue the
SM A here.

Let usnow try to construct an e ective theory realiz—
ing the SM A description of excitations. T he corregeon-—
dence noted above suggests us to use the tedquuéq of
nonlinear realization ofthe W ; algebra for thispurpose.
First et §'(yo;t) denote a classical con guration or the
g]:ound—state con guration, wih pertinent correlations
characterized by (@ set of) static structure factorss (k).
W e then write theelectron eld in the form ofa anall

variation i phase from %,
X X

exp[ i VI @.7)
b

Here = "% wih (%)= ' stand or beal

phase variations; T, = F"" (p)e %p e ¥ I Rewriting
the Lagrangian in favorof “tand , and replacing the
products of ( Y)Y and ©! by the structure factors then
yields an e ective Lagrangian for the excitation m odes

.
For such transcription i is convenient to express
Eqg. £.7) In operator form

1 ClP;
X X

cl

P=e’ ; o (o) etc: (2.8)

P
Here () stand for _ with replaced by °, and
cbey the sam e charge algebra as . Repeated use ofthe
algebra then enab]es onetoexpress , =P ()P 'i
pow ers of (
R SubstJtutJng Eq @) into the Lagmngian L =
dx YiR,  H, yildsa Berry’sphass®s contrbution
( el TdRee * B ©L, which, by use ofthe charge al-
gebra C_Z-;Zg), is cast in the com pact fom

P

cl : cl cl

e' Ree * = — Ly 2 Lo e ;

N -

where @t actson ;—= & . The Lagrangian then reads

cl

HShe * ©.10)

°l. W e shall from
°l, and suppress

where H §* stands orHo with !
now on exclisively handle © and (
the su x \cl" unless confusion arises.

Suppose now that 5 i consists predom inantly of the
Iowest-Landau—level (n = 0) com ponents, w ith the ling
factor = 2 ® ;< 1. Takig the expectation valie of
Eqg. @21:(1) then yields the e ective Lagrangian

o)

x % (On) 0 0 * (nO)
HLi= o s ke + £09 k) 2a11)
k n=1
to O ( ?), apart from totaldivergences; h i M
for short. Here s%0 k) = AN 63 0 Vi are

the structure factors and f‘“o) k) are the associated os—
cillator strengths; ¢ = N.= wih the totalarea .Ac

Ula]Jy,notmgthatl'R(OO)l_ 0 ko,andl'R(O“) 00)
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e 2 k+p;0 With x;0= @ ) k), one ndsthat
s k) = @=ny (PkZ=2)%e 7K
£09k) = nt.s"P )+ 0 @MY @12
forn 1. The Lagrangian i2:.i0) tells us that ©®

are canonically conjigate to O = ( @Oy frn

1. They describe the (0 ! n) cyclotron m odes w ith
the spectrum "% = £00 )=s"" k)  pl.;physically
they represent neutral exciton excitationd’i ©orm ed of a
hole in the zero-th leveland an electron In the nth level.
N ote here that the intra-Landau-levelm ode ©9, which

ndsno canonicaloon jigate, requires a separate analysis,
which willbe given in Sec. ITI.

Let us now generalize the fram ework by incliding
coupling to weak extemal electrom agnetic potentials
A ) = @A1;A2;A)). Replacing the kinetic tetm in
Eq. Q1) with 1=2M )+ eA® + eA )? + eA, yields the
Ham iltonian H = Ho+ U with

X X @ n)
_ m n m n
U = U pRp
p m;n

n (]
Umpn — i‘!c A ppHFm 1;n (p) AyppHme 1(p)
+~ ,F™" o); (2.13)
, pP- ] j
where A (X)= (A2+ JA1)= 2a_ndAY= (Az JA1)= 2;
~=RAg+ (I=2M ) @12+ A}),A1p= @A, BA1; ~piAp,

etc., stand for the Fourder transform s (w ith obvious tin e
dependence suppressed); the electric charge e has been
suppressed by rescalingeA ! A

The U tums into the e ective interaction PUP ! =
U+ 1i[ ;U 1+
coupling to derive the electrom agnetic responseto O (A ?)
eventually. To sin plify the result it is convenient to ex—
press ®9 in tem sofreal elds ®) k) and ®' ),

and to pass from the Fourder space to realx space. The
g ective Lagrangian to O & ) is cast in the form hLi=
Fx La + La )wih

1
o Ao+t — A5 5

Ly = 2 @ 15)
h 2M
La= 02 st ) (f + £)
i
*@A5+ Y Ap : (216)
Here = Ag+ (1=2M )A.,, = n!.and
S(no)(k): 2 _ \2k2=2;
£ 29 k)= ?=n!, ¥k*=2; @a17)
wih k = ir understood and = . The La com es
from HiandL » involvestheO ( ) tem ofEq. 2.11)

as well. For conciseness explicit reference to the m ode
Index n hasbeen suppressed in the above; rem em ber that
a summ ation over allmodes ismplied in L j .

It is a straightforw ard but strenuous task to calculate
the O © ©°"}) portion?? of £ ¥ (), kft out from £ in
Eq. {2.17). An altemative and sin plr way, that works
to extract the leading long-wavelength part of i, is to

rst linearize the C oulom b interaction % «Vk x x by
use of a Hubbard-Stratonovich _eld . Thenete ect is
to replace by + i Eg. {2.14).Elininating then
yields the e ective interaction
L= 22 s (s 2.48)

The (0! n) exciton m odes are now described by the
e ective Lagrangian Ly + La + L¢°%, Let us rew rite it
In am ore suggestive form . W e considerthe (0 ! 1) m ode

rstand set ! 1. Forgenerality and later use we leave
the nom alization of the reduced factors, §  s=(*k?=2)
and £  £=(®k?=2), arbitrary and denote the spectrum
= f=s=f=8 plthough 8= 1and f = = n!. in the
present case]. Let us combine the ?; @Aj and Ag,
term s to orm a com plete square so that

La + LCoul
2

2
=r(— &) 0 £ @ — Ayt 2—03 k@
! (v+4)+l 2 2p lA ©.19)
—-r r+ - y A 57
2 k 2 0 Jf\ J
wherewehavesetr= 2 gs and4 = @0 2) =@2,s)
with =1 sk=; 2= 21=1.

- It su cesto calculateonly the O B Ny ote that for gauge invariance i is necessary to have

=f=1lorf=1 %k%+0 k), whih issatis ed in the
present case. The last tem in Eq. {2.19), though spoiling
gauge Invariance, is ham less. Forthe (0 ! n) mode it
reads / % o¥n!cAj (x)?A 5, which, when summ ed over
1;2; , amountg tg ¥! A%, Thus this tem
combines with the A® tem in La _to vanish exactly.
The (1=s) %@ rtem in Eq. 2.19) can be disentan-
gled by use ofa vector eld c , thereby yielding an e ec—
tive C hem-Sim ons theory described by the Lagrangian

n =

Le= (- & @) o¥s @ B g
1 Vi + 4) 1 @ (2 20)
—r r -—c c
27 K 2
with = % =( ); %% = 1. DPne may practically
set =1+0(*k?) ! 1land ! (¥ = =@ ) here.
For the full Lagrangian, include In L. the oA tem

com Ing from La .] The equivalence of L. to Ly + LCO%!
is mnm ediately seen In the Coulomb gauge @y = O.

For the Laughlin sequence = 1=3;1=5;
tive theory precisely agreesw ith the standard C S theory:t_’
w ith the com positeboson eld 4 &) = ot re * ex—
panded to second order in r and around themean eld,
exoept for the 4

L=( o ) temm which in the latter

this,e ec—



reads %k?!.=@ o). This4 tem is less in portant than
the Coulomb tem Vi 1=%k jat long wavelengths.

The ling factor < 1 isnot xed within the present
approach. The e ective CS theory @:221) m akes sense
forgeneral aslong as (i) the state 5 i is lncom pressble
and (i) the SM A is applicable (approxin ately).

It dspossble to cast the theory into an equivalent dual-

eld® form, suited for discussing the dynam ics of vor-
tices. W e rst use a vector eld jx to linearize the com —
plte square term in Eq. {2:1}) so that j @ +

1=2 o) & (l=f)jk and then elin inate The resulting
conservation law @ j = Owih J r allow s one to set
Jj = @b wih a threevector ed b = @ ik).
Substituting this back into Eq. @.19) then yields an
equivalent theory described by the Lagrangian

Lb= A @b+ b -

@b
0\2 8
1

1 1
+2—O‘2h<0§_h<0 Eblz Vx + 4 )bp: (221)

The third temm is obtained w ith the aid of the form ula
1
Zbr?
2

& xi@id = @ b + totaldiv: 222)

From this Ly one can cajulate an electrom agnetic re-

sponse ofthe orm SR 1= &ExLRA]wih
1n 1
LRA] = 5 A D @A + Ayxg— DAy
o
A1 DA 12 ; @23)
, 2

D = ,° SEE L @ 24)
where ! = i@ and = (%8 Vg + 4 ), wih the excita—

tion spectrum given by

E} 2+ 2 sW%: @ 25)
Note that the Coulomb interaction hardly a ects the
long-w avelength response.

So farwe have focused on the (0! 1) cyclotron m ode.
For the highermodesonemay simply setA ! A ,
Vi ! x Vi x and = !' nl inLe;Lyand LA ]I
the above. It is seen that the (0 ! n) exciton m odes
lead to the density-density response ofh i ®)" fr
n 1. Thusonly the (0! 1) mode isdpoleactive, ie.,
sensitive to long-w avelength probes.

A Iink between the SM A theory and CS theories was
noticed earlie? for dipolk-active excitations, indirectly
through the response of quantum Hall system s. T he ad—
vantage ofthe present approach, we rem ark, lies In estab—
lishing such a link directly within the SM A theory and,
m oreover, allow ing one to study dipole-nactive (higher-
multipole) excitations equally well.

ITII. INTRA-LANDAU-LEVEL EXCITATIONS

In this section we introduce a variationalprinciple for
handling intra-L.andau-level excitations. E xperin entally
collective excitations over the = 1=3 Laughlin state
have been cbserved by nelastic light scattering 24 C orre—
soondingly we here focus on excitationsw ithin the lowest

Landau level, and denote the relevant 1100) mode by
(00)

and the chargeoperator , by p Prshort; ()Y =«
so that (x) isa real eld.

ILet us denote t;he Lagrangian (:21;1-9) anew as L =
et (16 Ho)e * wih ! o PP (and the
superscript "cl" suppressed as before). This L. involves
no canonicalmom entum conjgate to (x). W e try to
supply i through a local variation in am plitude of the

eld. T here are a num ber ofways to achieve this, but not
allofthem embody the SM A form alisn . T he variational
ansatz we adopt is to consider

L =g L e
P

w ith = . x krWhere , orthe real eld [x)]
denotes a local am plitude m odulation.

Som e care is needed here. The ntra-Landau-level
m odes are govemed by the C oulom b interaction and de-
pend critically on the de nition of the Landau levels. In
order to derive a gauge-nvariant resul, it tums out nec-
essary to de ne the Landau levels properly w ith the ex—
temal potentials A taken into acoount. W e thus rst
make a unitary transformation , (yo;t) ! % oiD)
so that the onebody Ham iltonian becom es diagonal in
Landau—kvel indiges. Such a procedure of pro fction was
developed earlier®? The onebody Ham iltonian thereby
acquires temm s of O (A ?), which precisely agree w ith the
electrom agnetic response @:2:3) due the cyclotron m odes;
thus, no explicit account ofthem isneeded here. T he rel-
evant onebody Ham ittonian to O @) reads

Bi=BE 5 g+

X

H,= !Cp;0+

p pi 32)

N -

P

with = A+ (1=2M )A;,.Here , arethe chargeopera—
torsde ned in term softhetransbmed eld  °_, to;b);
w e suppress this speci cation because they obey the sam e

algebra as RESOO) n Eq. {_é_.-é}).

An important consequence,of profction is that the
proicted Coulmb interaction??
1 X
2

H Coul _

Vo p pt+ 4HC, 33)

P

-
acquiresa eld-dependent pjeoe'l% (Wwhich actually com es
from the gauge nvariance of the pro gcted charges)

X

Vp Upy £ 34)

1
40 = > pip kJi

pik

$1431)



w here
h 1
Uux=1p A pr ko A)+ © k)p Ag
i

1
SP k& A)+ OW?A) ; (3.5)
apart from tems of O (I=!.); p A 5P A5k,

P A =dgA)y,etc. hEq. @:4) we have retained only
O (A) corrections, relevant to our discussion below .
Letus rsttum A o . Then the ground state 51 is
an eigenstate oftheCoulom b interaction, Hof5i= EoH i
wihHy = H °°"% quenched kiheticterms. W esetEq =
0 by shifting the zero of energy. This is an in portant
step since tem s like hf ;eoi k=0, Which drive
a constant shift In , thereby vanish. [[ he necessity of
this shift in energy is consistent w ith the fact that the
oscillator strength f (k) involres only excitation energies
m easured relative to Fy.] The e ective Lagrangian then
takesthe orm L. = &FxL, wih
h i
Lo= o 2 s— (£ + £ ): (3.6)
Thisshow sthat servesasa canonicalconjigateof and
that describbes excitations w ith the spectrum  =f=s.
In general,- the tra-Landau-level mode is
dipok-nactivd!} and the stmucture factor sk) =

(1N h  yistartswih 0 k?),
1 21,24\2
sk) = Sc(VK)’ + 0 kF): (3.7)
For the Laughlin wave functions
c= @ )=@4 ); 3.8)
where = 2 % ;. The oscillator strength3
B X . p k2
£k) = 2 Vo sh——
n i
e? ¥ k) ez¥ sp) (3.9)
also startswith O k%),
fk) = (*k*)? + 0 (xF); (3.10)
so that the excitation has a gap g‘b’,luA = =catk = 0.
The coe cient isgiven by
% 1 @) 1,1

= V, — D+ )+
ppz(D 2)

)2 27.
2 O + 2) sp”l; B11)

whereD = d=d(p?) actihgon s) = sp?].
Letusnow tum on A and, as before, calculate termm s
that contrioute to the O A ?) response eventually. See

the A ppendix for the evaluation ofih [ ;4 B°'11 and
hf ;4 B°%gi. The resul is
h i
La = 0 2 s kz@jAj‘l' kZAlz (3.12)

toO (r3A), where %= + (1=2)P o Vo ©%)?D ?sp?].

The e ective Lagrangian L + L , goveming the col-
lective m ode , takes essentially the same form as In
in Eq. £16). Theeect of °6  is readily taken
care of by the replacement ! (%= )@ sle=9% i
the formulas of Sec. IT, w ithout spoiling gauge invari-
ance?! 1W ih appropriate rescaling ofthe elds it is seen
that the intra-L.andau—levelm ode behaves lke a dipole—
nactive (0 ! 2) cyclotron m ode In the electron system
ofEq. @1§) with .= £! 2 %L (Coulmb energy)
at ling fraction o =4 c=1 (ifwesstg = 1).
N ote that the collective m ode disappearsat = 1,as i
should.

Tt is enlightening to com pare the collective-m ode soec—
trum w ith that in the com posite-ferm ion (CF') theory. In
the ferm ionic Chem-Sim ons theory of Lopez and Frad-
kin £ the random -phase approxin ation RPA ) around the
mean eld for the Laughln stateswih = 1=3;1=5;
gives rise to a fam ily of collective m odes w ith zero—
m om entum excitation gap g ! cr and static structure fac-
tors s ()9, where q = 2;3; ;1= , and !
eB, =M cr = ! stands forthe Landau gap for com pos—
ire ferm jons. Them ode w ith gap !cr ism issing and has
been pushed up?9 to the Landau gap !.. The lowest-
Iying collectivem ode, m ost stable am ong the fam ily, thus
hasagap 2 ! cr and spectralweights  (¢)?. Note that
it has the sam e quadrupole character s (€)% as the
SM A oollective m ode. It is therefore natural to identify
them and set

ol 21y fork  0: (313)

Let us here recall that,in the CF theory, as discussed
by G oldhaber and Jajn,g5: the com posie ferm ions them -
selves represent Laughlin’s quasiparticles or vortices w ith
fractional (renomm alized) charge e (and bare charge

e) and that !cr is equal to the activation engrgy
to create a w idely-separated vortex-antivortex pairtdLy
The spectrum (:;%;1_3) then suggests that the SM A col-
lective m ode at k [0 consists of four vortices (or a
two—roton bound statdld with the roton regarded as a
vortex-antivortex pair) in a quadrupole con guration so
that s.  (&)?%; this is In support of the LeeZhang
pjct:ureq of the m agnetoroton branch at k 0 wihin
the com positeboson £ S theory. This in tum gives, us—
ing the SMA valeld or 9L, the activation energy
ler = 2 S5 0075 €=4 ) Pr the = 1=3
state, whjich-is In rough agreem ent with other earlier
estin ates?344 Furthem ore, or the = 1=5 state the
SMA estinate yields ¢ 5% 0025 @=4 ) so that
(ICF) =1=5:(!CF) = 1=3 1=3, which is not far from the
ratio (3=5)2 1=2:8 expected from the naive depen-—
dence of the activation energy.

The identi cation B.13) has reveakd nontrivial con—
sistency am ong the SM A theory and CS theordes, both
bosonic and ferm ionic. W e rem ark that this is a nonper-
turbative yet general resul, in spite of the fact that in
the CF theory correctionsbeyond the RPA a ect22d the
activation gap !cr and the strength of higherm ultipole



resgoonses substantially. Note that Eqg. @;1:3) essen—

tially ollow s from the absence of a collective m ode w ith

a zero-m om entum gap lcr, which is generally the

case (otherw ise, the low lIying collective m ode would be-

com e dipoleactive, n violation of the fsum rulk). It

would thus hold for the (exact) renom alized gap !cr
oE=4 .

Iv. BILAYER SYSTEM S

In bilayer system s, unlke single-layer system s, som e of
Intra-T.andau—level excitations becom e dipoleactive, and
this m akes the SM A and CS theories m ore distinct 2144
In this section we construct an e ective theory forbilayer
system s. For clarity of discussion we consider system s
w ithout Interlayer coherence and tunneling.

Consider a bilayer system w ith average electron den-—

sities é]= ((El], (52])Jntheupper( = 1) and ower

( = 2) layers. The system isplaced in a comm on strong
perpendicular m agnetic eld B and, as before, we focus
on the lowest Landau leveln = 0 (w ith the electron elds

1] in each layer taken to be fillly spin polarized). The
progcted onebody Ham iltonian then reads

X
H, = f; pt o dpgi 4.1)

P
where , = g]+ f] and d, = g] f] are the
progcted charges; o Ayl + 1=2M )A,,)p, and
A x=1m"x aPx)gin temsofweak exter

nalpotentials A t (x) acting on each layer.

T he electrons in the tw o Jayers are coupled through the
intralayer and interlayer C oulom b potentials V't = V.2
and Vg = V2, respectively; V' = =2 PJ and
V52 = e 9PWN ! wih the layer separation d and the
dielectric constant of the substrate. The procted
Coulomb interaction is w ritten ai

HC = E

2
p

V) o ptV,dpdgt4HS @2

withv, = 2@}t V'?);the eld-dependentpiece4 H ©
takes essentially the sam e orm as In the single-layercase.

There is a varety of quantum Hall states in bilayer
system 52929 For de niteness we consider bJJayer quan—
tum Hall states In a balanced con guration ( 0 = 5 ),
Invariant under an Interchange of the two layers. O four
particular concem are bilayer states w ith electron corre—
lations, as described by Halperin’s (m ;m ;n) wave func—
tion€4 at lling fractions = 2=(m + n); of these the
(3;3;1) state at = 1=2 has been observed experin en-—
tally 2%

W e here consider two types of collective excitations
over such a bilayer state {5 i, the iIn-phase density exci-
tations ofthe two layers, x 51 (probed by A} ), and the
out-ofphase density excitations, dx 51 (probed by A ).
Notethath  dii= 0 Porbalanced con gurations.

K ohn’s theorem 28 in plies that the in-phase collective
excitations ram ain dipole-inactive, as in the single-ayer
case, so that sy (k) j(ﬁ foram allk . O n the otherhand,
interlayer interactions V'* spoils invariance under rela-
tive translations of the two layers and, unless interlayer
coherence is realized, the qutofphase collective excita—
tions becom e dipol-activet #24

“3)

1
N—hdkdki=§ 2+ 0 (kf):

e

s (k)

Forthe (m ;m ;n) states the coe cient § is given bygg

8 = 2n=m n): 4 4)

To construct an e ective theory let us denote the vari-
ations in phase and am plitude of the in-phase m ode by
and , and those ofthe out-ofphasemodeby and
Replacing by ctand by & In the sihgle—
layer expression {_5_.1') then yieldsan e ective Lagrangian.
The result splits nto the ( ; ;A" )and ( ; ;A ) sectors
if one, as before, only retains tem s contrbuting to the

0 @?) response.

Forthe in-phasem odethe e ective theory isessentially
the sam e as the single-layer case Lo + La in Egs. (3.4)
and B12)witha ! A", ! *+ and °! (O"+
(%9 .Here and (9 aregiven by the corresponding
single-layer expressionsw ith [V, js (@)]. A

For the out-ofphase m ode the oscillator strengthl 124
starts w ith k?,

£ &k)== k*+0 (kF);
=2 P’V g @5)
P
wheres'? ) 163" PlHiN.=1fs, o) s ).
This leads to the SM A excitation gap %= =8 at

k ! 0. Eventually one is led to an e ective Lagrangian
of the form

h
Lot = 2 s (- ) (£ + £ )
i
@A, + A, 4 .6)
apart from tem sofO @3A ).Again the coe cient of

the @A, tem iscopelted wih £ (), in confom ity
w ith gauge invariance?4 W ith cbvious substitution this
L% is cast into the orm ofthe e ective Chem-Sin ons
theory and dual- eld theory of Egs. @:2:(1) and @._-2;'),
respectively, and leads to an out-ofphase response of the
om ofEq. £23).

On the other hand, the (0 ! 1) cycltron modes !
associated with each layer = 1;2 are described by the
e ectiveCS theory ofEq. @ 20) with 8 ! land ! [J,
a ¢ a1 D ete. The ntra and interlayer
Coulom b interactions are also correctly incorporated by
use of an appropriate H ubbard-Stratonovich transfom a—
tion. The e ective thequy agrees w ith the standard bi-
layerbosonic C S theory,2%8% exocept that the C S term has



no interlayerm ixing com ponent. Forthe (m ;m ;n) states
the relevant m ixing m atrices (in term s of8) di erby

0 1 m n
1 $ 4.7)

1
0 m n n m
The latter matrix in the CS theory is diagonalized in
the ( ;d) basis, yielding &° = 1 (hence the correct Hall
conductance &=h) frthe in-phase cyclotron m ode and
&%= m + n)=m n) orthe out-ofphase m ode.

Tt is in portant to note here that these dipol com po—
nents of the structure factors govem the long-w avelength
structure of m any-bogly wave functions, as pointed out
by Lopez and Fradkin £4 T his in plies, in particular, that,
if the quantum Hall state {5 i em bodies electronic corre—
lations characteristic ofthe (m ;m ;n) wave functions, one
m ust have

(mm n

8y

m m n)

Y= 1 and & = m +n)=@m n): 1)

T his condition cannot be 1l lled by the cyclotron m odes
alone, which yield s‘lo’ = 1, an inevitable consequence
ofthe profcted) fsum rule. This, in tum, in plies the
necessity of dipole-active intra-L.andau-level excitations.
Indeed, as seen form the SM A response {2:2:3), the cy—
clotron m ode and collective m ode com bine to yield the
desired out-ofphase M ;m ;n) electronic correlations

m + n
148 = ——=2g"""
m n

(4.9)

O n the other hand, the bilayer bosonic C S theory sat—
urates the (out-ofphase) fsum rule by a single dipole-

activem ode so that 8™ ™ * 1S9 1 Onethereby nds
its spectrum at

1S5 = [t m)=fm + n)ll (4.10)
fork ! 0. This unnatural shift of the out-ofphase cy—
clotron m ode is attrbuted to the lack of proction In
the bosonic CS theory (which thus fails to distinguish
between the ntra—and interl.andau—leyelm odes).

In the bilayer form jonic CS theory®? there emerge
two dipok-activem odes w ith strength 2 8™ ™ ") at 1594,
thus resulting in essentially the sam e situation as in the
bosonic CS theory. Apart from the collective-excitation
spectrum , how ever, the SM A theory reproduces, ow ing to
Eqg. @:9.), the favorable Iong-w avelength transport prop—
erties of the C S theories, such as the H all conductance,
long-range orders, and fractional vortex charges.

A good place to detect the out-ofphase collectivem ode
would be Hall drag experin ents23 The interlayer Hall
conductance becom es sizabk®4 in the presence of the
m ;m ;n) ggzg:e]atjons, as read from the electrom agnetic
response £23):

! !
Jx[l] B e? + g E y[1]
JX[2] 4h 4 E y[2]

+

7@11)

where " = 1=l (!=l)?land = 1=[L (I=1)%1+

g =L (!="?]. Forthe (3,3,1) state a direct current
Jx[l] Incted to the upper layer would induce a H allvol—
Pl = h=e?)J3" on the lower layer (eft to be an
open circuit) whik yielding V"' = 3 h=e?)3,"! on the
sam e layer. The interlayer resistivity is sensitive to the
collective m ode through its response to tim evarying cur—
rents,

age Vy

e h=8)n=1 P=( ] @.12)
with = @ n)=@m + n) whie &'+ &
h=&) fm + n) stays xed Pr ! 1. Shce
the quantized H all resistance (for ! = 0) is expected

be very accurate, there would be a good chance of de—
tecting such a di erence in experin ents w ith an inected
high-frequency current or a current pulse.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this paper we have presented a uni ed treatm ent of
elem entary and collective excitations in quantum Hall
system s by means of the sihglem ode approxim ation
(SM A ) .A vardationalprinciple and nonlinear realizations
oftheW ; algebrahavebeen com bined to constructe ec-
tive theordes that incorporate the SM A excitation soec—
trum . For a wide class of quantum Hall system s the
resulting e ective theory tums out to be a variant of the
bosonic CS theory. In this sense, there is a direct link
betw een the com positeboson theory and the SM A treat-
m ent of quantum Hall system s. The CS action therefore
is a quite naturalelem ent for quantum Hall system s, ir-
respective of the notion of ux attachm ent.

W e have noted that the Intra-L.andau-levelm odes bear
a sin ilarity in structure (though not in scale) to the inter—
Landau-level m odes. This has revealed a further link
wih CS theories: A com parison w ith the ferm jonic CS
theory suggests that the SM A collective m odes In single—
layer system s (@around k 0) are com posed of four vor-
tices in a quadmpole con guration, in confom ity with
an interpretation® w ithin the bosonic C S theory.

In the SM A allthe inform ation is essentially contained
In the structure factors s k), which represent electronic
correlations pertinent to the quantum Hall state in ques—
tion. In particular, thedipolepart / k? ofs (k) isdirectly
related to the long-wavelength structure of m any-body
wave fiinctions and also to the ux attachm ent transfor—
m ation em ployed in CS approaches. This fact has som e
In portant consequences. First, for single-layer system s
such O (k?) correlations are govemed by the cyclotron
m odes alone (as In plied by K ohn’s theorem ), so is the
CS— ux attachm ent. This resolves the puzzle why the
main features of the single-layer CS theories, such as
the Hall conductance, long-range orders and fractional
charges of quasiparticles, are apparently determ ined by
the cyclotron m odes (or the electronic kinetic term which
one would naively expect to be quenched) whilk the



FQHE is actually caused by the Coulomb interaction.
In this sense, the dipolke correlation with %% = 1 is
characteristic of typical single-layer quantum H all states.

For bilayer system s the situation is di erent. C orrela—
tions characteristic ofthe bilayer (m ;m ;n) states, for ex—
am ple, are not attained by the cyclotron m odes alone and
require the presence ofdipole-active collectivem odes. A s
a result, the SM A e ective theory is bound to involve
such collective m odes and deviates from a naive bilayer
version of the bosonic C S theory.

W hile the structure factors s k) are readily calculated
forthe cyclotron m odes via pro fction, the determm nation
of s (k) for collective m odes is a nontrivial sub fct of dy—
nam ics, handled in a variety of approxin ation schem es.
In the present paper w e have sin ply focused on quantum
H all stateswellapproxin ated by Laughlin’sorH alperin’s
wave functions. T here is a practicalway to in prove the
structure factors. O ne may appgal to Jain’s com posite—
ferm jon w ave-flinction approach 2 which isknown to yield
num erically very accurate variationalw ave functions and
which, along w ith re nem ent to Incorporate corrections
due to layer thickness, C oulom bic Landau-level m xing,
etc., has been generalized to bilayer system s as well8d
W ith such Inproved structure factors one could re ne
the e ective theory and m ake com parisons w ith experi-
m entsm ore reliable.
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APPENDIX A:CALCULATION

In this appendix we outline the calculation of the
electrom agnetic coupling @;1_2) com ing from the eld-
dependent Coulomb interaction 4 H ©°*!, Consider a
factor xp = (=N )G Jjxf ; p x9gH i volving
products of three pro fated charges. A s discussed In an
earlier SM A treatm ent,2d the lading sm allk behavior of
such products is detem ined from the portion that orig—
nates from the noncomm utative nature [ ;] = i¥ of
r, with the result

1y
_ sk
kip — e 2 P

+0 k*);

s k) + @' %  1)sp)

@1

wherek’p=k p ik
hf ;4 B°%g1iand ih| ;4 #°°11 tem s are then
given by the realand m aginary partof y ,,, respectively.
N ote, asan independent check, that [ __ ;4 #°"!]isalso
determm ined from the charge algebra {_ 4) alone, yielding
the sam e resul.

D.C.Tsuij H.L.Stomer,and A .C.Gossard, Phys.Rev.
Lett. 48, 1559 (1982).

R .B.Laughlin, Phys.Rev.Lett.50, 1395 (1983).

S.M .Girvin and A .H .M acdD onald, Phys.Rev. Lett. 58,
1252 (1987); N .Read, Phys.Rev.Lett. 62, 86 (1989).
J.K .Jain, Phys.Rev.Lett. 63, 199 (1989).

S.C.Zhang, T H.Hansson, and S. K ivelson, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 62, 82 (1989).

D -H . Lee and S~ . Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 66, 1220
(1991).

S.C.Zhang, Int.J.M od.Phys.B 6,25 (1992).

B.Blbk and X .G .W en,Phys.Rev.B 42,8133 (1990).

A .Lopez and E . Fradkin, Phys.Rev.B 44, 5246 (1991);
ibid. 47, 7080 (1993).

B.I.Halerin,P.A .Lee, and N.Read, Phys.Rev.B 47,
7312 (1993).

C.Kallin and B. I.Halerin, Phys. Rev.B 30, 30, 5655
(1984).

S.M .Girvin and T . Jach, Phys.Rev.B 29, 5617 (1984).
S.M .G irvin,A .H .M acD onald,and P .M .P latzm an,Phys.
Rev.Lett. 54, 581 (1985); Phys.Rev.B 33, 2481 (1986).
F.D .M .Haldane and E . H .Rezayi, Phys.Rev. Lett. 54,
237 (1985).

A.H.Madbonald, H.C.A .0 j, and S.M .G irvin, Phys.

10

11

12
13

14

Rev.Lett. 55, 2208 (1985).

T . Chakraborty and P. P ietilainen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 59,
2784 (1987); D . Yoshioka, A.H .M acDonald, and S.M .
G irvin, Phys.Rev.B 39,1932 (1989); H .A . Fertig, Phys.
Rev.B 40,1087 (1989).

A .H.Madonald and S~ . Zhang, Phys.Rev.B 49, 17
208 (1994).

K.Moon,H.Morj,K.Yang,S.M .G irvin,A .H .M acD on—
ald, L. Zheng, D . Yoshioka, and S~ . Zhang, Phys. Rev.
B 51,5138 (1995).

19 K . Shizuya, Phys. Rev. B 65, 205324 (2002); ibid. 63,
245301 (2001).

K .Shizuya, Phys.Rev.B 45, 11143 (1992).

M .V .Berry, Proc.R .Soc.London, Ser.A 392,45 (1984).
A .Pinczuk, B. S.Dennis, L.N.Pfier, and K. W est,
Phys.Rev.Lett. 70, 3983 (1993).

Tobeprecise, , in H “°"! refersto deviations , o from

the background charge; analogously for , and dp, in H <.
A Iso a direct calculation show s that a gaugevariant O & %)
tem follow ing from Eq. &_3_.1@) iscanceled by a term com ing
from the eld-dependent Coulomb interaction of O @ %);
analogously for Eq. (fl;d).

A .S.Goldhaber and J.K . Jan, Phys. Lett. A 199, 267
(1995); for the renom alized (fractional) charge of com pos—

16

17

18

20

21

22

23

24

p . The factors relevant for the



26

ite ferm ions see also the second reference in Ref.'_}é.
B.I.Halperin, Helwv.Phys.Acta 56, 75 (1983).

Y.W .Suen, L.W .Engel, M . B. Santos, M . Shayegan,
and D .C. Tsui, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 1379 (1992); J.P.
Eisenstein, G.S.Boebinger, L. N.Pfeier, K. W .W est,
and S.He, Phys.Rev. Lett. 68, 1383 (1992).

W .Kohn,Phys.Rev.123, 1242 (1961).

S.R.Renn and B.W .Roberts, Phys.Rev.B 48, 10 926
(1993).

X.G.WenandA .Zee, Phys.Rev.Lett. 69, 1811 (1992).
Z.F.Ezawa and A . Iwazaki, Int.J.M od.Phys.B 6, 3205

(1992).

A .Lopez and E . Fradkin, Phys.Rev.B 51, 4347 (1995).
(bilayers)

M .Kellbgg, I.B . Spieln an, J.P .Eisenstein, L. .N .P fei er,
and K .W .W est, Phys.Rev.Lett. 88, 126804 (2002).
S.R.Renn, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 658 (1992); K. Yang,
Phys.Rev.B 58, R 4246 (1998).

V.W .Scarola, K .Park, and J.K .Jain, Phys.Rev.B 61,
13064 (2000); V.W .Scarola and J.K .Jain, Phys.Rev.B
64, 085313 (2001).



