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

Photolum inescence(PL)inquantum Hallsystem shasbeen studied form orethan

a decade[1{3].Thepossibility ofextracting from theexperim entaldata inform ation

aboutcorrelationswithin the underlying two-dim ensionalelectron gas(2DEG )in a

high m agnetic �eld has stim ulated their e�ort. For the idealtheoreticalm odel,in

which electrons and holes lie on the sam e defect free 2D layer at extrem ely high

m agnetic�eld,thePL spectrum ispredicted toconsistofa singleline,resulting from

radiativedecay ofa neutralexciton (X ),and to giveno inform ation aboutelectron-

electron correlations[4].Thisresultsfrom a \hidden sym m etry" associated with the

equality ofm agnitudesofthe particle-particleinteractions,Vee = Vhh = � Veh.

In realisticsystem s,theadm ixtureofhigherLandau levels(LL’s)bytheCoulom b

interaction,the alteration ofthe interactions by form factors associated with �nite

quantum wellwidth,and the �nite separation ofthe electron and hole layers by a

built-in or an applied electric �eld lead to a m uch richer spectrum . Both neutral

(X )and charged (X � )excitonscontributeto PL in fractionalquantum Hallsystem s

at�lling factors� � 1

3
[3]. In the idealm odelonly the tripletX

�

td
(with electronic

spin S = 1) is bound and it is non-radiative (subscript \d" denotes dark). In real

experim entalsystem s,both thesinglet,X �
s ,and triplet,X

�
t ,haveoneorm orebound

states.ThePL intensity oftheX �

td
ground stateisnon-zero,butitisweak com pared

to theX �
s and X .In fact,itwasobserved only recently [3],when specialcare (e.g.,

very low tem perature)wastaken todetectitsweak PL signal.In ordertounderstand

thePL processin realsystem s,westudy sm allsystem sby num ericaldiagonalization

(in sphericalgeom etry).Forthesim plestsystem s,theHilbertspaceisnotrestricted

tothelowestLL asin theidealtheoreticalm odel,butlinearcom binationscontaining

up to �ve LL’s are em ployed. The Coulom b interaction ism odi�ed so asto m im ic

that ofa sym m etric quantum wellofwidth w = 11:5 nm . For system s containing

m orethan threeelectronsand onehole,wefallback to thesingleLL approxim ation,

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308410v1


but we allow the electrons and holes to reside on distinct 2D layers separated by

a distance d. This breaks the \hidden sym m etry" in the sim plest way,but it is a

reasonable approxim ation only forthe highestm agnetic�elds.

The num ericalstudies [5]at � � 1

3
were done for electron system s which are

m axim ally spin polarized (except for the spin reversed electron ofthe X �
s ). It is

known that for � = 1 the ground state is spin polarized, and the lowest energy

excitationsare spin waves (SW ’s). However,when � is slightly sm allerthan unity,

a \spin hole," h,in the � = 1 levelispresent,and itcan spontaneously create and

bind a SW [6].Depending on the Zeem an energy,E Z,the ground state willcontain

either free spin holes or \antiskyrm ions," S+ (bound states ofone or m ore SW ’s

and the h). For� slightly largerthan unity,the reversed spin electrons,eR (above

the � = 1 �lled level)can form skyrm ions,S� ,statescontaining one orm ore SW ’s

bound to eR .W e review som e resultson spin excitationswithin theidealm odel[7],

with the thought ofsim ply replacing on ofthe spin holes ofthe � = 1 states by a

valence band hole,v. In this idealm odelthe spin hole,h,and the valence band

hole,v,are distinguishable (they can be distinguished by a pseudospin),but their

interactionswith othercharged particlesareequalin m agnitude.Thisim pliesthatan

X + = (vheR )
+ m adeup ofa v bound to a SW m ustexist.W econsiderPL resulting

from thisantiskyrm ion-likeexcitoniccom plex.For� slightlysm allerthan unity,som e

antiskyrm ions,S+ ,arepresentbeforeintroduction ofthev.Thesewillavoid theX +

due to Coulom b repulsion,so the PL at 1� � � 1 should be due to isolated X+

com plexes (and X ’s [8]). For� slightly larger than unity,som e S� com plexes will

be presentbefore introduction ofthe v. Itispossible thatthe v captureseR ’sfrom

theseS� com plexes,thatisv+ + S� ! X + SW orv+ + 2S� ! X � + 2 SW orthat

the v createsand bindsa SW to form a (vheR )
+ = X + . The X + hasan attractive

interaction with the skyrm ionsthatcould resultin X + + S� ! X � + h+ + SW ,or

itcould decay radiatively before reaching the (X � ;h+ )state,particularly when the

initialS� density isvery sm all. From analogy with the dark tripletX
�

td
at� � 1

3
,

we can guessthatisolated X � willbe \dark," and thatthe v-e recom bination will

beprim arily with m ajority spin electronsassuggested by Cooperand Chklovskii[8].

De�nitivepredictionswillrequirenum ericalworkbased on m orerealisticm odelsthan

used in m uch oftheirwork.Thism akesthepresentwork qualitativeand suggestive,

and notintended fordetailed com parison with experim ent.

2. EN ER G Y SP EC T R U M A N D P L FO R � � 1

3

Ithasbecom e ratherstandard to diagonalizenum erically the Coulom b interac-

tion fora �nitesystem ofN electronscon�ned to a sphericalsurface which contains

atitscentera m agnetic m onopole ofstrength 2Q ux quanta [9]. In the idealthe-

oreticalm odelonly statesofthe lowestLL are included. Forrealistic experim ental

system s (having a �nite quantum wellwidth w in a �nite m agnetic �eld B ) both

higherLL’sand the m odi�cation forthe Coulom b m atrix elem ents associated with

the envelope functionsofthequantum wellm ustbeincluded.

In Fig.1 wepresenttheenergy spectrum fora sim ple2e+ v system at2Q = 20

evaluated in the idealtheoreticalm odeland excluding E Z [5]. The solid dots are

tripletstates(S = 1),and the open circles are singlets(S = 0). The state labeled
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Figure 1.Energy spectrum (energy E vs.angularm om entum L)ofthe2e+ vsystem

in the lowest LL,calculated on a Haldane sphere for m onopole strength 2Q = 20.
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6 8 10 12 14
L

6 8 10 12 14
L

(a) B=13T (c) B=68T

Xs
−

Xtd
−

Xtb
−

Xtb
−

Xtd
−

Xs
−

6 8 10 12 14
L

(b) B=30T

Xtb
−

Xtd
−

Xs
−

S=0
S=1

2e+1v

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

E
−  

E
X
 (

m
eV

)

bound
unbound

Figure 2.Sam easFig.1,butfora realisticG aAswellofwidth w = 11:5 nm atthe

�nite values ofm agnetic �eld B asshown. The Zeem an energy has been included,

and �veLL’sforboth electronsand hole havebeen used in the diagonalization.

e+ X at angular m om entum L = 10 is a \m ultiplicative state" consisting ofan

unbound electron and an X .Noticethatonly onebound state(X
�

td
)occurs.Itisat

L = 9 and iscalled the\dark triplet" because itisforbidden to decay radiatively.

In Fig.2 sim ilarresultsarepresented fora realisticsystem consisting ofa sym -

m etricG aAsquantum wellofwidth w = 11:5 nm atthe�nitevaluesofthem agnetic

�eld B = 13,30,and 68 T.The appropriate electron Zeem an splitting has been

included.To achieve even qualitativeagreem entwith experim entaldata,ithasalso

been necessary toincludeanum berofhigherLL’s,particularly atthelowerm agnetic

�elds.FiveLL’swere needed to obtain convergence in ourcalculations.

In Fig.2c,atthehigh m agnetic�eld of68 T,theX �

td
atL = 9 isstillthelowest

energy state,butsingletand anothertripletbound statesoccuratL = 8,9,and 10.

The singletatL = 8 (no label)and L = 10 (X �
s ),and the tripletatL = 10 (X

�

tb
)

haveroughly halfthe binding energy oftheX �

td
ground state.Asthem agnetic�eld



is lowered,the X �
s at L = 10 m oves down in energy relative to the triplet states,

becom ing the ground state for B sm aller than 30 T (as shown in Figs.2b and a).

Thisisin agreem entwith the resultsobtained by W hittakerand Shields [10]. The

spectra arequitesensitiveto theexperim entalparam eters.The wellwidth w enters

theCoulom b interaction [5]through V (r)= e2=
p
r2 + d2,whered isproportionalto

w.The cyclotron frequencies!ce(B )and !cv(B )forthe electronsand valence hole,

and theZeem an energy,E Z(B ),aretaken from experim ent,afterRefs.[11,12].

Because exact diagonalization gives the eigenfunctions as well as the eigen-

values,it is straightforward to evaluate m atrix elem ents ofthe PL operator L̂ =R
d2r	̂ e(r)	̂ v(r)between an initialN e+ v state�i and �nal(N � 1)estates�f.	̂ e

and 	̂ v are the annihilation operatorsforan electron and valence hole respectively.

The transition oscillatorstrength [13]isproportionalto jh�fjL̂ j�iij
2. Foran iso-

lated X � (whereN = 2),angularm om entum conservation forbidsthelowesttriplet

(X
�

td
) from decaying radiatively. The singlet X �

s and the excited triplet X
�

tb
(\b"

stands for \bright") both have �nite (and com parable) oscillator strengths. These

radiativestatesappearin thelightcolorarea atL = 10 in Fig.2.

W hen additionalelectrons are present (N > 2) radiative decay ofthe X
�

td
is

notstrictly forbidden,since in the recom bination process an unbound electron can

scatter,changing the m om entum ofthe �nalstate. However,itwasfound thatfor

� � 1

3
such decaysare weak because Laughlin correlationsofthe X � with unbound

electrons inhibit close collisions. The am plitude for radiative decay ofthe X �

td
is

estim ated [5]to besm allerby oneorm oreordersofm agnitudethan thoseoftheX �
s

and X
�

tb
. It was suggested in [5]that the X

�

td
would be di�cult to see in PL,and

thatthenon-crossing peaksobserved by Hayneetal.[14]weretheX �
s and X �

tb
.The

presence ofim puritiesrelaxesthe�L = 0 selection rule,and theX �

td
peak isclearly

observed atvery low tem peraturewheretheexcited X
�

tb
and X �

s statesaresparsely

populated [3]. The agreem ent ofexperim ent [3]and the num ericalpredictions [5]

reinforce the hope ofusing PL to understand correlationsin quantum Hallsystem s.

3. FR A C T IO N A LLY C H A R G ED EX C IT O N S

Forsystem scontaining m ore than two orthree electronsand a valence hole,it

isdi�cultto include the adm ixture ofhigherLL’scaused by Coulom b interactions.

However,the \hidden sym m etry" can be broken by separating the e and v planes

by a �nite length d. Because only the lowest LL is included,such a sim ple m odel

willbe usefulonly at the highest m agnetic �elds. W hen d is m easured in units of

m agnetic length � =
p
�hc=eB ,we can identify three regim es:strong (e{v)coupling

when d � 1;weak coupling when d � 1,and interm ediatecoupling when d � 1.

In thestrong coupling region,neutral(X )and charged tripletexcitons(X � )are

form ed due to the strong e-v interactions. Neutralexcitons in their L = 0 ground

state are alm ost decoupled from the rem aining N � 1 electron system . At d = 0,

thehidden sym m etry holds,and theexcitonsarecom pletely decoupled,thesestates

are called m ultiplicative states. The X � is a charged Ferm ion that interacts with

therem aining N � 2 electrons.Thegeneralized com positeFerm ion (CF)picture[15]

describesthelow lying excitationsand theLaughlin correlationsvery well.
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Figure 3.Energy spectra (energy E vs.angularm om entum L)ofthe9e+ v system

in the lowest LL,calculated on a Haldane sphere for di�erent m onopole strengths

2Q = 21,22,and 23,and e-v layer separations d = 0,1.5,and 4. Lines and open

sym bolsm ark thelow-energy statescontaining di�erentbound excitoniccom plexes.

Ford � 1,the e-v interaction isa weak perturbation on the energiesofthe N

electron system . The low energy spectrum contains bands obtained by adding the

angularm om entum ofthehole(lv = Q )to thatofthelow lying quasiparticlestates

oftheelectrons,obtained from theCF pictureorfrom num ericaldiagonalization [13].

Forinterm ediatecoupling,thee-v interaction isnotstrong enough to bind a full

electron,but bound states ofone or m ore Laughlin quasielectrons (QE) do occur.

These are referred to asfractionally charged excitons(FCX)oranyon excitons.

In Fig.3 we display the energy spectra for a 9e+ v system at 2Q = 21,22,

and 23,ford = 0,1.5,and 4. Thisdata istaken from Ref.[16]. Itisworth noting

that for d = 0,the X and the X � appear at each value of2Q ,while for d = 4

only bound states ofthe valence hole and Laughlin quasielectrons (QE) occur. In

fram e (a) the low lying state at L = 0 is a m ultiplicative state consisting ofone

decoupled neutralX and a Laughlin condensed stateoftherem aining eightelectrons

[2Q = 3(N � 1) = 21 for this Laughlin � = 1

3
state]. A band ofstates extending

from L = 1 to L = 6 consists of an X � with lX � = 5

2
and a single Laughlin

quasihole (QH)with lQ H = 7

2
. The solid line drawn through these statesrepresents

the pseudopotentialVX � ;Q H (L)ofthe interacting X
� {QH pair. Initially,thisband

ofstateswasincorrectly interpreted asa neutralexciton interacting with a m agneto-

roton [17].Thegeneralized CF picture[15]givesa sim pleand naturalinterpretation

ofallofthelow lying statesforallvaluesoftheparam eterd.In fram e(b")thenine
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Figure 4. Energy spectra (energy E vs.angularm om entum L)ofthe spin unpo-

larized 12e system in the lowest LL,calculated on a Haldane sphere for m onopole

strength 2Q = 11 (a)and 12 (b).

electron system containstwo QE’s.SincelQ H = Q � (N � 1)= 3 and lQ E = lQ H + 1,

thereforethelowestCF shellis�lled by 2lQ H + 1 = 7 oftheCF’sleaving two asQE’s

in the �rst excited CF shell. The allowed values ofthe totalangular m om entum

oftheir pair are L2Q E = 1 � 3 � 5 � 7. In the m ean �eld CF picture,these pair

states would form a degenerate band. Exact diagonalization (which includes QE-

QE interactions beyond m ean �eld) gives the ordering ofthe energies E (L 2Q E) as

E (7) < E (3) < E (5) < E (1). The interaction ofthe valence hole (with angular

m om entum lh = Q = 11)with theQE pairleadsto fourbands,each increasing with

~L = ~L2Q E + ~lh. Detailed discussion ofallthese spectra isgiven in Ref.[16].In this

review we restrictthe discussion to a few illustrativeexam ples.

4. SP IN EX C ITAT IO N S N EA R � = 1

In orderto understand the excitonic com plexesthatcan be form ed near�lling

factor� = 1,itis�rstnecessary to study the elem entary excitationsthatcan occur

in the absence ofvalence band holes. For � = 1,the lowest energy excitationsare

spin ip excitationswhich createan eR in thesam en = 0 LL leaving behind an h in

the otherwise �lled � = 1 state. Even when E Z = 0,the Coulom b exchange energy

willspontaneously break the spin (";#)sym m etry giving a polarized ground state.

In Fig.4a we show the low lying spin excitationsofthe � = 1 state (with E Z

taken to be zero)fora system ofN = 12 electrons[7].The solid square atL = 0 is

the spin polarized � = 1 ground state with spin S = 6.The sym bolK = 1

2
N � S is

the num berofspin ipsaway from the fully spin polarized state.The band ofopen

squares connected by a dashed line gives the SW dispersion "SW (L). The angular

m om entum L isrelated to wave num berk by L = kR,where R isthe radiusofthe

sphere.con�ned.TheSW consistsofasingleeR h pair;itsdispersion can beevaluated

analytically [18]. The solid circles,open circles,etc. represent states containing 2,

3,:::spin ips(i.e.,2,3,:::eR h pairs).Dot-dashed linesconnectlow lying states



with equalnum bers ofspin ips. It is interesting to note the alm ost straight line

connecting the lowestenergy statesat0 � L � 6. Thiscan be interpreted asband

ofK SW ’seach with lSW = 1 with L = K .Thenearlinearity suggeststhattheseK

SW ’sarevery nearly non-interacting in the statewith L = K .

In Fig.4b wepresentthelow energy spectrum for� = 1� (i.e.,a singlespin hole

in the � = 1 state). In both Fig.4a and b only the lowestenergy statesateach L

and S areshown.Ofparticularinterestin Fig.4b istheband ofstateswith L = S =

Q � K and negative energy.These are antiskyrm ion states,S+
K
= K eR + (K + 1)h,

bound statesofone h and K SW ’s[6,7]. They are analogousto interband charged

excitons[5],butthey can beequilibrium statesnotsubjectto radiativedecay atthe

appropriate value ofE Z.Skyrm ion statesare S
�

K
= K h + (K + 1)eR .Electron-hole

sym m etry requirestheirexistence for� > 1.

Ithasbeen dem onstrated [7]thatin the fractionalquantum Hallregim e analo-

gousexcitationsoccurwith QER and QH replacing eR and h oftheintegralquantum

Hallcase. SW ’s,skyrm ions,and antiskyrm ionsm ade from Laughlin quasiparticles

occurfor� � 1

3
.The m oststable skyrm ion orantiskyrm ion size dependsweakly on

the quantum wellwidth forthe � � 1 state,butfor� � 3,5,::: the wellwidth w

m ust be ofthe order ofa few tim es the m agnetic length in order to obtain stable

bound statesofSW ’sand h’soreR ’s[7,19].Asreported in Ref.[20],the adm ixture

ofhigherLL’scaused by theCoulom b interaction weakly a�ectstheskyrm ion energy

spectrum ,particularly when the �nitewellwidth w isalso taken into account.

The skyrm ion and antiskyrm ion statesS�
K
are quite analogousto the excitonic

X
�

K
statesofvalence band holesinteracting with conduction band electrons. In the

idealtheoreticalm odel,a valence hole has exactly the sam e interactions as a spin

hole in the � = 1 state ofthe conduction band.In factthese two typesofholescan

probably bedistinguished by an pseudospin asisdoneforelectronson di�erentlayers

ofa bilayersystem [21].Thespectrum and possiblecondensed statesofa m ulticom -

ponent Ferm ion liquid containing electrons,X
�
1
,X

�
2
,etc.,has been considered in

Ref.[15].Exactly thesam eideasareapplicabletoaliquid ofelectronsand skyrm ions

orantiskyrm ionsofdi�erentsizes.Theonly di�erence isthatS � = h(eR )2 isstable

whilethe X � = ve2 hasa �nite lifetim eforradiativee-v recom bination.

W hen there are N h spin holesin the � = 1 level(orN e reversed spin electrons

in addition to the �lled � = 1 level) and when N h (or N e) is m uch sm aller than

N � 2Q + 1,thedegeneracy ofthe�lled lowestLL,then them oststablecon�guration

willconsist ofN h antiskyrm ions (or N e skyrm ions) ofthe m ost stable size. These

antiskyrm ions(orskyrm ions)repelone another.They arepositively (ornegatively)

charged Ferm ionswith standard LL structure,so itisnotsurprising thatthey would

form eitheraW ignerlatticeoraLaughlin condensed statewith � fortheantiskyrm ion

(orskyrm ion)equalto an odd denom inatorfraction asdiscussed in Refs.[7,22,23].

5. P H O T O LU M IN ESC EN C E N EA R � = 1

In theidealtheoreticalm odel,a valenceholeactsexactly likea spin holein the

� = 1 leveloftheconduction band.Thereforewewould expectan excitoniccom plex

consisting ofK SW ’sbound to thevalenceholeto bethelowestenergy state,in the
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Figure 5.Binding energies� ofcharged skyrm ion exciton X +

1
= v(eR h)atangular

m om entum L = Q � 1 and Q ,and ofcharged skyrm ion biexciton X
+

2
= v(eR h)2 at

L = Q � 2 calculated on a sphere form onopole strength 2Q = 30 and plotted asa

function ofthe e-v layerseparation d.The param etersare fora G aAswellofwidth

w = 10 nm ata m agnetic�eld B = 20 T.Di�erentcurvesinclude1{3 LL’sforthev.

sam e way thatthe antiskyrm ion consisting ofK SW ’s bound to a spin hole in the

� = 1 levelgivesthe lowestenergy state when E Z issu�ciently sm all. Fora sm all

num ber ofvalence holes,the X
+

K
= v(eR h)K excitonic com plexes form ed by each

valence hole willrepelone another. Ifa sm allnum berofantiskyrm ionsare already

present(for� < 1),theS+ -X + repulsion willlead toLaughlin correlationsorW igner

crystallization ofthe m ulticom ponent Ferm ion liquid. Just as for the X � ’s in the

dilute regim e,the PL atlow tem perature willbe dom inated by the X
+

K
! S

+

K 0 + 

process,with K 0 = K or K � 1 depending on spin ofthe annihilated v (i.e.,on

the circular polarization ofthe em itted photon ). This corresponds to the m ost

stable X +

K
undergoing radiative e-v or eR -v recom bination and leaving behind an

antiskyrm ion consisting ofK or K � 1 SW ’s bound to a spin hole ofthe � = 1

state. Because the valence hole and the spin hole in the � = 1 conduction levelare

distinguishable(orhavedi�erentpseudospin)even in theidealtheoreticalm odelthis

PL is not forbidden. It willbe very interesting to see how realistic sam ple e�ects

(�nite wellwidth,LL adm ixture,�nite separation between the electron and valence

holelayers)alterthe conclusionsoftheidealtheoreticalm odel.

For� � 1,negatively charged skyrm ionsare presentbefore the introduction of

thevalenceholes.Theskyrm ionsareattracted by theX
+

K
charged exciton,buthow

thisinteraction a�ectsthePL can only beguessed.Itispossiblethattheinteraction

ofthevalence hole with the skyrm ionswilllead to the form ation ofan X oran X
�

td

and SW ’s. The X
�

td
willbe very weakly radiative (just as in the case of� � 1

3
).

However,the recom bination can occurwith a m ajority spin electron.Thiscase was

considered in Ref.[8]for the case ofa single X �

td
. The largest oscillator strength

occurred for the process X �

td
! S

�
1
+ ;in other words the spin hole left in the

� = 1 levelby the ve recom bination form ed a bound state with the two reversed

spin electronsofthe X
�

td
.Lowerenergy photon resulted when the two reversed spin

electronsand thespin holedid notform theS�
1
bound state.



W e are currently investigating m ore realistic m odels in system s containing a

sm allnum ber ofS� ’sand X � ’s. Asa prelim inary exam ple ofour resultswe show

in Fig.5 the binding energy,�,ofthe X
+

1
= v(eR h)and X

+

2
= v(eR h)2 com plexes

fordi�erent valuesofthe totalangularm om entum L asa function ofthe e-v layer

separation d. � isde�ned asthe binding energy ofthe SW to a charged com plex,

�[v(e R h)]= E [v]+ E [eR h]� E [v(eR h)]and �[v(e R h)2]= E [v(eR h)]+ E [eR h]�

E [v(eR h)2].Thecalculation wasdonefora G aAsquantum wellofwidth w = 10 nm ,

ata m agnetic �eld of20 T,butE Z hasbeen om itted. The di�erentsym bols(open

circles,open diam onds,and solid circles) are forcalculations in which one,two,or

threeLL’sforthevalenceholehavebeen included (inter-LL excitationsofconduction

electronsare lessim portantdue to theirsm allere�ective m ass).Itisclearthatthe

binding energiesdecrease with increasing e-v layerseparation asexpected.
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