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T he possibility of the existence of states w ith a spontaneous interlayer phase coherence in m uli-
layer electron system s in a high perpendicular to the layersm agnetic eld is Investigated. It is shown
that phase coherence can be established in such system s only within individual pairs of ad-pcent
layers, while such coherence does not exist between layers of di erent pairs. The conditions for
stability ofthe state w ith interlayer phase coherence against transition to a charge-ordered state are
detemm ined. It is shown that In the system with the num ber of layers N 10 these conditions are
satis ed at any value of the interlayer distance d. For N > 10 there are two Intervals of stability:
at su ciently large and at su ciently snalld. For N ! 1 the stability interval in the region of
an alld vanishes.

PACS numbers: 7345Cd, 7321Ac, 7321Cd

I. NTRODUCTION

In the last 10 yearsm ain attention In studying the quantum Halle ect and related phenom ena was given to bilayer
system s. O ne of the m ost Interesting features ofbilayer quantum H all system s is the possbility of realizing in them a
super uid state ofa gas ofelectron-hol pairsw ith sanaJJy separated com ponents. For the rst tin e, the possbility
of super uidiy of this type was predjcted n Reﬁ :L and-f& w:i:h reference to bilayer electron-hole system s In zero
magnetic eld (see also Refs. '3 andi 4) In Refur E (see also Refs.! ;17:55'1:9 for m ore details) i was shown that strong
magnetic eld applied to a bilayer electron-hole system favors the form ation of a super uid state, since, unlike the
situation considered In Refs. -'!;' and -'_2, in the latter case it is not necessary to satisfy the condition of nesting of the
Fem i surfaces of the electrons and holes.

O w ing to the electron-holk sym metry, a ijayer electron-electron system in a quantizihgm agnetic eld wih ling
factors of the layers equalto 1= and 2 = 1 ( < 1) is a practically com pJeta anabg of.bﬂayer e]ectron—ho]e
In this question has risen signi cantly in connection w ith experin ent818 in thch an e ect ofthe Josephson type
was observed (@ sharp, peak ofthe di erential tunneling conductance at gate voltage biased near zero) . Furthem ore,
In a recent experin ent?? on the Interlayer drag in bilayer system s a strong suppression ofthe longiudinaldrag current
and an appearance of the H all com ponent of the drag current was observed. Thise ect takes p]aoe Jn the s:d:uat:on
when the total 1ling factor o+ = 1 + 2 becomes close to uniy. The e ects cbserved in Refs. 17118119 can be
explained on the assum ption that a spontaneous interlayer phase coherence arises In the system and a transition ofthe
system to a super uid state occurs. A direct experin ental proof of BoseE Instein condensation of interw ell excitons
(ohotoexcited e]ect.ton—ho]e_ébajxsw ith spatially separated com ponents) in double quantum wells in zerom agnetic eld
was also obtained recentlyti. The prooﬁq was based on the m easured tem perature dependence of the um inescence
spectra.

For furtherunderstanding ofthisphenom enon it isnaturally to study the super uid properties ofm ulilayerelectron
system s. M ultilayer system s are of particular interest for studying collective properties of electron-hol super uids
by optical and acoustic m ethods, since the integrated Intensity of the Interaction of such system sw ith extemal elds
Increases in proportion to the num ber of layers. T he present study is devoted to investigation ofthe e ect of interlayer
phase coherence In quantum H all superlattices. P

T he realization ofm ultilayer quantum Hallsystem swas reported in Refs. 2124,23. The research?3242% wasm anly
concemed w ith analysis of the properties of chiral edge states in such system s. P reviously, the question of interlayer
phase coherence in m ultilayer quantum Hall system s was considered in Refs. :54 and 2-5 T he authors ofR ef. :55 have
shown that a state n which phase coherence arises between all layers can be reahzed in such system s (pelow, this is
referred to as a state w ith global phase coherence). It has been shown In Ref. .24 that In a m ultilayer quantum Hall
system another state can arise Which we shallcalla dim er state) In which the system separates nto pairs ofadprcent
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layers and the interlayerphase coherence is established only w ithin each pair, w hile there isno such ooherenoe be’cﬂeen
layersbelonging to di erent pairs. T his raises the questJon of reconciliation of the results of R efs. 24 and. 26 In the
present paper we show that the states ofRefs. -_24 and 25 correspond to two di erent solutions of the self-consistency
equations for the order param eters describing the interlayer phase coherence. W e nd that the energy of the dim er
state is Jess than the energy of the state found in Ref. 25 and, hence, it is the din er state that should be considered
as a candidate for the ground state of such a system .

Ttwasshown In Ref. :_2-5 that conditions for the existence of the state w ith Interlayer phase coherence in m ultilayer
system s are m ore restrictive than for bilayer system s. M ultilayer quantum Hall system s, unlke the bilayer ones,
dem onstrate a tendency toward a fomm ation of a charge-ordered state Wwhere the Iling factors of adjcent layers
becom eequalto0and 1). InRef. 25 the stability conditions forthe state w ith interlayerphase coherencew ere analyzed
under the assum ption that the phase coherence has a global character. Since this assum ption is not con m ed, the
stability conditions w ill have to be reexam ined. W e nd that in the lim it of an In nite num ber of layers (the case
considered in Ref. 25) the din er state is stable against transition to the charge-ordered state already at interlayer
distancesd > d.  145% (% isthem agnetic length), which is less than the criticalvaluie (. 1:7% ) obtalned in
Ref. 25.

In connection w ith the fact that the propertiesof system sw ith num beroflayersN = 2andN ! 1 aresubstantially
di erent, and in realphysical system s the num ber of layers is always nite, an in portant question arises as to how
the stability conditions depend on N . In this paper this question is studied w ith reference to the system wih even N .
It is ound that for N 10 the state w ith interlayer phase coherence is stable for arbitrary d. For N > 10 stability
takesplace only ford < do; or ford > do,, where d.; decreases and de;, Increases w ith increasing N whilke rem aining
n the interval 0 < dgp < dep < de.

II. NTERLAYER PHASE COHERENCE IN BILAYER SYSTEM W ITH TOTAL FILLING FACTOR

tot = 1

P rior studying the m ultilayer system , we describe the approach used in this paper w ith reference to the sim plest
case N = 2 and recall the bilayer situation. Let us consider a double-ayer electron system sub fcted by a high
m agnetic eld applied perpendicular to the layers. W e in ply the ling factori,e= 1+ 2 = 1. Tunneling between
layers is assum ed to be so weak to be neglected in the H am iltonian. Ifthe cyclotron frequency ism uch higherthan all
the other characteristic energies of the problem , the system can be treated In the lowest Landau level approxin ation,
In which the In uence ofthe upper un lled Landau levels on the dynam ics of the system is neglected.

The H am iltonian of this system has the form
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H = 5 d-zrndzrnO ;(rn) ;:0 (o) Vano (On o) no(tno) n (tn)
n;nt=1;2 < 7
&ron 4 @) o)t Heg; 1)
n=1;2
where , aretheFem i eld operators,
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is the Coulom b potential, ", the dielectric constant, and ,, the chem icalpotentialin layern. Theterm Hgg In (';I:)
describes the interaction of electrons w ith positively charged in purities in doping layers. For sin plicty we assum e
that the z coordinates of the electron layers and doping layers coincide. If one takes into account the di erence of
the z coordinates of the electron and doping layers which takes place in the real physical situation it results in an
appearance of additional constant term in the energy that doesnot In  uence the e ects studied in this paper.
For further analysis it is convenient to transform to the operators of the Fourier com ponents of the electron density
» (@), In tem s of which the Ham iltonian {ll) can be w ritten in the form
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where S is the area ofthe layer. T he operator , (@) expressed in tem s of the creation and annihilation operators for
electrons in the lowest Landau level @" K ), aX )) K isthe guiding center of the orbit) has the form :

X
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n Eqg. @) the quantity
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is the Fourder com ponent of the C oulom b potential.
For further analysis we use the mean eld approxin ation. In this approxin ation the Ham iltonian :_(3) takes the
form
X
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The energies , In ('_é) are

n= Vn In nrs (7)

where V,, are the Fourder com ponents of the Coulomb interaction at g = 0 screened by positively charged doping
In purities. For the bilayer system these quantities are equalto

1

1 1
v, = Im Vv = +v = =W ~;
1= 3 @ 3% 1@ 1 > 2@ 2 >
V, = ! Iim Vi, (@) 1 + V1 (@) ! = W ~: 8)
2 > ‘é o 22 G 2 > 21 @ 1 > :
The parameter ~ = (1 2)=2 describes the value of the inbalance ofthe 1ling factors of the layers. In Eq. :_(6)
is the order param eter, de ned as = héf X )a; (X )i. In general case the order parameter = j ® is complex

valued. W e restrict consideration to the case where tsm odulis j jand phase ’ are ndependent of X . In deriving
Eqg. @) we have also taken into account that the averages ha;’1 XK )ap X )iareequalto ,. In Egs. ('_6), ('_’2), and @)
we have used the follow ing energy param eters: the param eter

W = )

that describbes the energy of the direct C oulom b interaction between layers, and the param eters
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that describe the energy of the intralayer and interlayer exchange interactions.

In a state in which the order param eter  is nonzero, the m otion of electrons in one layer is correlated w ith the
m otion ofholes (em pty sihgle-particle states on the lowest Landau kevel) in the other layer. T his state can be treated
as a gas of electron-hole pairs, which are com posite bosons. The BoseE Instein condensate of such pairs (@ true
condensate at T = 0 ora quastoondensatew ith a uctuating phase at T § 0) w illdem onstrate super uid properties.
T he state w ith nonzero super ow is the state n which nondissipative electrical current in one layer is accom panied
by equal and opposiely directed nondissipative electrical current in the other layer.

For nding the selfconsistency conditions for the order param eter and chem icalpotentials ; and , we subfct
the operatorsa; and a; toau v transfom ation of the form

ag=u +v ;
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The operators and  will satisfy the Fermm i comm utation relations if 115 + vF = 1. This allows to seek the

coe cients oftheu v transform ation in the form u = cos( =2) and v = sih( =2)e" . From the requirem ent of
vanishing the temm s nondiagonalin and i the transform ed Ham iltonian, we nd that

o JJj 3 _ ~
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and that oojn_cljdeswjﬂ_qlthe phase ’ ofthe order param eter. H ere we introduce the notation ~ = (3 2)=2.
U sing Egs. ¢_1g) and QQ),we obtain the follow Ing self-consistency equations:
1+ 2=1=Ta aji+ haya;i= 1+ Ny € ) Ny € ); 14)
2~ = +a1i l'ﬁ+ a2i= p’viiﬂ_ N CE ) N (E )]; (15)
by : 5" .
. J
2 2+ 733 9
w here
p—-— +
E ()= 2+ 039 — an

are the energies of elem entary excitations and Ny ) = xp E=T )+ 1]! is a the Fem i distrbbution finction. Tt
follow s from Eg. @-é_i) thatE = E ,which leadsto thecondition 1+ , = 0.From Egs. a_l-g) and {_1-6) one can easily

nd the dependence of the m odulus of the order param eter on the value of the im balance and tem perature. Below
we specify the case of zero tem peratuires, when this dependence has the form

. . 1
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The di erentialofthe free energy ofthe system at 1+ ,= 1land T = 0 isequalto

dr = 1d 1+ 2d 2 = 2"’d"'; (19)
where ~= (1 2)=2. Here and below we give the energy per electron. If the analytical form of the function ~ (~)
isknown, the energy of the system as a function of the In balance valie is easily found:
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whereF ( 1=2) isthe energy ofthe system for~= 1=2,ie,for 1= 0Oand ;= 1l.Atsuch 1lling factorsthe energy
ofthe system is the sum ofthe energies of the direct Coulom b J'rnteractjon betw een layers and the intralayer exchange
Interaction in layer 2, ie.,F ( 1=2)= W=4 I=2.UsingEq. (j) and taking Into account the relation ~ = J~ that

follow s from Egs. C_fg:) and C_l-é), we nd the llow Ing expression for ~:

~(~)=@W I+ J)~:
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Tt is usefiil to present expression C_2-1:) In the form
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from which the physicalm eaning of each of the term s becom es obvious. The rst tem is the energy of the direct
Coulomb interaction at 1ling factor imbalance ~ . The second termm isthe sum ofthe energies ofthe intralayer exchange
Interaction in layers 1l and 2. T he third term is the energy connected w ith the interlayer phase coherence.



Since energy C_Z-’é) is independent ofthephase’ ofthe orderparam eter, the interlayer phase coherence is soontaneous
one. Them nimum energy of a state w th iInterlayer phase coherence is reached for the m odulus and phase of the
order param eter ndependent of the coordinate. A state w ith nonzero super uid current that corresoonds to nonzero
gradients of the phase is higher in energy, but in the case where the gradient of the phase is less than certain critical
valie which depends on the ratio d=% ), such a state rem ains m etastable, because the system cannot em it nom al
excitations, ie., the Landau criterion of super uidity is satis ed.

To conclude this Section we tum our attentJon to an im portant observation that ollow s from formula C2]| U sing
Egs. H) Cl]:), we see that the coe cient ofthe ~? tem on the right-hand side of CZ]J ) is positive for arbitrary d € 0.
Thisplaysa fundam ental role for the existence of the state w ith interlayer phase coherence in bilayer system s. Indeed,
ifthe sign ofthe expression W I+ J were negative, then the system would go to a state with am aximum inbalance
of the ling factors, ~ = 1=2, Prwhich j j= 0 (see Eq. 'fL‘8)) and, consequently, interlayer phase coherence is
absent. Skipping ahead, we note that In m ultilayer system s, in contrast, such a m echanian of destroying the phase
coherence can Indeed be realized in a certain range ofd. T his question is analyzed in details in Sec. .I\/J

III. STATES W ITH INTERLAYER PHASE COHERENCE IN M ULTILAYER SYSTEM

Let us consider a system w ith the numberoflayersN ! 1 with an average ling factor per layerequall/2. The
Ham ittonian of such a system can be w ritten in the form (:_3) w ith the sum over two layers replaced by a sum over an
In nie number of ayers. In themean eld approxin ation, the Ham iltonian of the m ultilayer system s is reduced to
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w here the energy param eters J,, are equalto
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(the param eter J Introduced in the previous Section coincides w ith J;) and the order param eters are de ned as
sm)=ha',  a,i 25)

In general case the quantities (;m ) can be nonzero for arbitrary m (ot only orm = 1). This corresponds to
the situation when a correlation arises between the electrons belonging not only to the adpcent layers but also to
the layers arbitrarily far apart. Since the Coulomb potential is longranged, such correlations m ay give signi cant
contrbution to the energy, and it is in portant to take them into account for nding the ground state of the system .
Tt is naturalto expect from physical reasons that ifan imbalance ofthe 1lling factors arise in such a system it has
a periodic character. Let us consider the situation when such a period does not exceed tw ice the distance between
adpcent layers. A s it shown below , the doubling of the period m ay happen even in the absence of i balance of the
1ling factors. Latter possibility corresponds to the state w ith interlayer phase coherence of the dim er type.
Let the lling factors of the layersbe equalto , = 1=2+ ( 1)" ~. In this case the quantity ~ can be treated as
a charge-ordering param eter. Basing on the assum ption of periodicity of the system , we seek the order param eter
M;m ) in the form

m)= 1@)+ (1" ,fm): (26)

In general case the quantities () M ) can be com plex valued, ie., they can contain phase factorse' 1@ ™) The
phase factors can no longer be speci ed independently, since the selfconsistency equation in poses certain conditions
on the phase di erence ’; () m ). However, these conditions do not x all of the phases, and a certain arbitrariness
n the choice of the quantities ’ ; ) fm ) ram ains. It can be shown that the energy of the system is Independent ofthe
phases of the order param eters if the latter satisfy the selfconsistency equations We stress that we are considering
the case when the m odulus and phase of the order param eter are independent ofX ). An arbirariness in the choice
ofphases is just a re ection ofthe spontaneous character of the phase coherence. It allow s us to bem ore speci c and
restrict consideration to the sim plest case of allthe phases are equalto zero and the quantities 1 (m ) and , @) are
realvalued.

Transform ing .n Eq. (23) to the Fourier com ponents of the operators a,

1 X,
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we obtain the follow ing expression for the H am iltonian of the system :
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in z the quantities and ~ are independent ofk. The functions ; () and ;. @) in {_2§) arede ned as
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D iagonalizing the H am iltonian @-E_i‘) and calculating the averages of C_Z-Q‘) , We arrive to the selfconsistency conditions
for the order param eters. Here we present these equations forthe case T = 0:
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In equations {_3-2 C_gl_i {_3-§I the spectrum ofenergies ofelem entary excitationsE (g,) is determ ined by the llow ing
relation:
q
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The state w ith global phase coherence considered in Ref. :_ifn corresponds to the solution of ('_3-21 C_B-Q‘) w ith all the
quantities , @m + 1) equalzero (in thiscase Eq. {36 issatis ed autom atically) and ; 2m + 1) 6 0 for arbitrarily

largem . T he latter m eans that phase coherence is estabhshed between all layers.

Tt iseasy to see that the selfconsistency equations (_32:) @6) are also satis ed by a solution ofan essentially di erent
pe: 1( 1)= 2(1)6 0,but 1m)= ,m)=0atm 6 1. thiscase k;1)= @k+ 1; 1)6 0 (or

@k 1;1)= (2k; 1)$6 0),butallthe remaining @n;m ) are zero. In the state corresponding to such a solution,
the system separates into pairs of layers, and the interlayer phase coherence is established only w thin each pair. W e
call this state the dim er state.

W riting the di erential ofthe free energy ofa m ultilayer system and integrating it over ~, we obtain an expression
for the free energy of the m ultilayer system :

1 2 2 2
F)=Vel) I 2+~ 2 Jnlifm)+ )k (38)



where the st tem V. (~) corresoonds to the energy of the direct Coulom b Interaction, which is independent of the
concrete form of 12) § m).

U smg the answer C38) Jet us com pare the energies of the state w ith globalphase coherence and of the dim er state
for ~= 0. At zero inbalance Egs. 132 136 ) give the follow Ing expressions for the order param eters 1, M ). Fora
state w ith global coherence we have

sin ( m=2)
1m)= ——; 2fm)= 0: 39)
m
Forthedmer state 1@ ) = 2fm) = 1,4 74. Consequently, the energy di erence of the dim er state and the
state w ith globalphase coherence satis es the inequality
1
Fqy Fg= Jl+2>éJ ! Y 8 % ! = 0: (40)
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In deriving Eq. Cfl-(_)') we take Into account that ford € 0 the param eters J, the analler the large n j. Ford = 0,
when all J, are identical, the energies of the two states under consideration are equal. A num erical analysis of the
selfconsistency equations show s that the nequality Fy < Fyq holds for arbitrary values of ~ and d § 0. Since the
energy of the state w ith global phase coherence is higher than the energy of the dim er state, this state but not the
state considered in Ref. ?3 should be considered as a possible candidate for the ground state of the system .

Iv. COMPARISON OF THE ENERGIESOF THE DIM ER AND CHARGE-ORDERED STATES

Let us now consider the question of the stability of the din er state In a m ultilayer system w ith even number of
layers against a transition to the charge-ordered state. W e should specify the explicit form ofthe energy ofthe direct
Coulomb interaction V. (~). It can be easily done by using the fact that this energy is equal to the energy of the
electric eld induced inside the superlattice due to deviation ofthe lling factors of individual layers from the average
valie. Since the system on the whole rem ains electrically neutral, the electric eld outside the superhttice is equal
to zero.

For instance, for the 1ling factors of the layersequalto 2 1 = 1=2 ~ and ,x = 1=2+ ~ k= 1;2;:::; N =2),
the electric  eld is nonzero between layers 1 and 2, 3 and 4, 5 and 6, etc., while between layers 2 and 3, 4 and 5, etc.
it equals to zero. Then, the electric  eld energy per elctron, as in the bilayer system , would be equalto & = W ~2.
However, in contrast to the bilayer system , n the m ultilayer system substantialbene t in the energy of the direct
Coulom b Interaction can be achieved by changing the 1ling factors ofonly the two outer layers. Indeed, ifthe Iling
factors ofthe outer layerstake thevalues ; = 1=2 ~=2and y = 1=2+ ~=2,then theelectric eld is induced between
all the layers, and is absolute value would be an aller by a factor of two than in the previous case (the direction of
the eld would change sign on crossing a layer). C onsequently, In the last case the energy L (energy per electron) is
In two tim es an aller than In the rst case W ih an accuracy up to 1=N ). In such a state the totalenergy is

I+ J W )
F = + — I+J ~: (41)
4 2
In deriving Eq. @-1:) we take into account that in the dim er state the order parameter = 2 ;;, has the same

dependence on ~ as In the bilayer system Eg. {_iii)) . In contrast to Eqg. :@_‘1), the sign ofthe coe cient ofthe ~ tem

i Eq. {41) dependson d: ord < 145 thiscoe cient is negative, while at largerd i is positive. C onsequently, for
d< 145% andN ! 1 theminhimum energy corresponds to the state w ith the m axin um charge ordering, in which
allthe @m;m ) go to zero and phase coherence is absent. In the opposite case d > 145% them ininum of energy
C4]1 is reached for ~ = 0 and charge ordering becom es energetically unfavorable.

T he above analysis is easily generalized to the case of nite even N . Let us consider the con guration where the
Inner layers are in a com pletely or partially charge-ordered state, and for these layers the Inbalance of the lling
factors isequalto ~i, . The inbalance ofthe 1ling factors ofthe outer layers %x = (y 1)=2 can be di erent from
~in « W e In ply that phase coherence is established only between the Inner layers and has the din er character. T he
energy (per electron) of such a state isequalto

+ + 2 1 (42)
. N m

Them inInum OfF (~x;~in) should be found in the dom ain speci ed by lnequalities jx, 7 1=2 and jexj 1=2.The
function F (~ex;~in) has only one extremum (or saddle point) at ~x = ~in, = 0. TherefPore, tsm ninum is reached
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FIG.1l: Domainsofexistence ofthedimer D) and chargeordered (CO) statesand de1 ( ),d2 ( ) as functions of the num ber

of lJayers N . T he interlayer distance d is given in units of the m agnetic length ‘s

either at the point of the extrem um or at the edge of the dom ain of allow ed values of ~in , ~ex - T hus, for determ Ining
the stability region ofthe dim er phase it issu cientto nd them ininum valie of expression :_(4_‘12) at the edge of the
dom ain and com pare i to the energy ofthe din er phase in the absence of charge ordering, Fqg = (I + J)=4.

W e obtain that orW N < 2I them ininum of &gé) at the edge of the dom ain is reached for ~, = ~yx = 1=2.
Since F ( 1=2; 1=2)= W =4 1I=2> F4 for such param eters the din er state is stabl against the transition to the
charge ordered state.

ForW N > 2I,them Ininum at the edge dom ain is reached at the points

= T———Fi  m= i @43)

w here the value of the energy is equalto

I I W WN 2I) (N 2)
— -+ : 44)
2N 2 2N WN+I W)

In particular, it ollow s from Cfl-.zi) that orN ! 1 them Ininum ofenergy at the edge ofthe dom ain corresponds jist
to the state m entioned above (v = ~in=2= 1=4).

T he value of expression lflé) can be larger or an aller than F4 . T herefore, there is a region of instability ofthe dim er
phase in the space of param eters (d;N ). It is determ ined by the system of nequalities

I I J W®WN 2I)@ 2)<

— +
2N 4 2N WN +I W)
WN > 2T: 45)

W e analyze the system of inequalities num erically and nd that forN 10 the conditions :54_‘5) are not satis ed
for any d. Consequently, in a mulilayer system wih even N 10 the din er state is stable against transition to
the charge-ordered phase at any valies of d. For N > 10 the mnequalities {_45) are satis ed In certain intervalofd:
de1 < d< dep. At such N and d there w ill be com plete charge ordering of the inner layers and no phase coherence
betw een those layers. T he dependence ofd.; and d; on N is shown in F ig. -:I: Snceliny ;1 daa W)= 0,forN ! 1
the dom ain ofvaluesd forwhich the dim er state can. exist is restricted by the condition d > 145% . However, at lJarge
but niteN there existsa region ofamalld d . 3 2 =N ) &n which the orm ation of the din er state is possible.

To conclude this section we discuss shortly the role of tunneling. Ik was shown in Ref. :_25' that the interlayer
tunneling unfavours the charge ordering in m ultilayer system s. Based on a com parison of the energy ofthe system for
~= 0and ~ = 1=2 the authors ofthat paper arrived at the conclusion that in the case when the tunneling param eter
t exceeds 0:05e’°="Y; the charge ordering becom es energetically unfavorabl for any valies of the param eter d="1;

In the presence of tunneling betw een layers the phase coherence is no longer spontaneous, since tunneling lads to
xing of the phase of the order param eter. In that cass the super uid state w ith a constant phase gradient cannot

be realized, but super uidity ofa "soliton" type can exik§2927 . But, according to the results of R ef. 116, already for

ts 001e’="Y% the Landau criteriim isnot il lled at any super uid velocities. T herefore, tunneling playsm ore ofa



negative than a positive role for realization of the super uid state in m ultilayer system 5,.-0n the contrary, the use of
m ultilayer system s w ith param eters lying in the stability region of the dim er state Fi. -L) and w ih a sn allvalie of
the tunneling ism ore prom ising.

V. CONCLUSION

W e have shown that a state w ith spontaneous Interlayer phase coherence can be realized in m ultilayer quantum Hall
system s in a certain range of param eters. T he phase coherence in such system s has a tw o-din ensional rather than a
three-din ensional character; nam ely, the system separates into pairs of ad pcent layers, and coherence is established
only within each pair, and coherence is absent betw een electrons belonging to di erent pairs. If the num ber of layers
N 10, then for an arbitrary distance between layers the state w ith soontaneous Interlayer phase coherence is stable
against transition to a chargeordered phase. If the number of layers N > 10, the state with spontaneous phase
coherence is stabl only for su ciently an allor su clently lJarge distances between layers. In the interm ediate region
of interlayer distances in a system w ith m ore than 10 layers a transition occurs to a charge-ordered state in which
Interlayer phase coherence is absent.

Since the phase coherence has a two-din ensional character, a m ultilayer quantum Hall systan can be considered
as a solid-state analog of ultracold atom ic B ose gases in optical superlattices (see, eg., Ref. 28) Among new e ects
that can expect in such system s we would m ention the nandissipative interlayer drag of super uid ow, in analogy
wih siniare ect predicted for bilayer Bose system €98983 .
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