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W e argue that the naively expected singularities of the Fem i surface, in the m ixed com posite
boson-com posite ferm ion states proposed [SH .Simon et al,, PRL 91, 046803 (2003)] for the evolu—
tion of = 1bilayerquantum Hallsystem w ith distance, are obliterated. O ur conclusion is based on
a carefulanalysis ofthem om entum distrdboution n = % single-layer com posite- ferm ion state. W e
point out to a possibility of the phenom enon hitherto unknow n outside K ondo lattice system swhen,

In a translationally invariant system , Ferm i-liquid-like portion of electrons enlarges its volum e.

1 The nature and physics of the transition in the bilayer = 1 quantum Hall QH) system l}'] between the well-
established phases: one characteristic for the distances between the layers of the order of or am aller than m agnetic
Jength, som etim es described as \111" state, and the other for larger distances, described by two separate Fem i-
licquid-like states of com posite ferm ions (CF s) attracted recently the attention of experin entalists E_Z] and is the focus
of several theoretical papers E,-’_él,-?z, :_6]. O nly references Eff] and E_'ﬂ] m ake a prediction for a coexistence region betw een
two phases, with a unique property, sam icircle law for the longitudinal and H all drag resistance that was revealed
In the experin ents 'g]. T he reference E] Introduces a form of the ground state of the system that m ay continously
Interpolate between the 111 state, usually described by com posite bosons (CBs), and the two seperate Ferm iliquid-
like states ofCF's. T he ground state proved to be a good variationalansatz when com pared w ith the exact solution In
num erical studies t’_S]. T he form ofthe variationalstate for certain distance betw een the layersm ay be described asone
In which classically speaking som e of the electrons are in the 111 state (they m ake CBs) and the others participate
In two Fem i seas of CFs. G radually the number of CFs Increases as the distance becom es larger. T herefore the
description easily accounts for the continous nature of the transition as observed in the experin ents r_ﬁ]. O n the other
hand the proposalthat cam e rst, based on a phase separated picture, f#_]:], in which percolating puddles of one phase
are In the other, well enough exbits the transport properties m easured in the experim ents. T he advantage of the
hom ogenousm odel ([5]), which acoounts for the sam e transport propert:es, is that it also acocounts for the strong 111
(interlayer) correlations that occur even deep In the CF region H

Here we study the Fem isurface sihgularities in the proposed wave fiinctions E&']. N aively they are expected at the
Fermm im om enta directly related to the number of CFs In the particular partition of the overall num ber of electrons
Into CFs and CBs. The analysis begins with a carefiil study of the = % CF problem, so that the relationships
found can be readily applied to them ixed state case. W e found that the CF m om entum distrdution near the naively
expected Fermm im om enta depend analytically on the distance to the Ferm im om enta, therefore show Ing no signature
of the Fem i surfaces.

Soon after Halperin, Lee, and Read ij] proposed their theory for = % fractionalQH e ect Bares and W en E]
considered ferm ions in low din ensions interacting via a long range qu—j? Interaction. T hey used as a good ansatz for
the ground state, a wave function of the Feenberg-Jastrow type,
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where g denotes a Slater determm inant of lled Femn isea of free singleparticle states. Ifm = 2 this construction
is the RezayiR ead @] ground state, in the representation of CF's and when the profction to the lowest Landau lkevel
(LLL) is neglcted, found to oorrectly captures the physics at = % By doing a calculation of a random phase
approxin ation RPA) type on (-L) Bares and W en found that the leading singularity of the m om entum distrbution

near kr , In two dim ensions, is
Ny ank]nj kj @ n))Injkyp; )
where k = ¥j kr and ny denotes the freeFerm igas m om entum distrdoution. They also rem arked that if we

Interpret the rhs of U) asthe rsttem in an expansion in powersofm we can write (hear kg )
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FIG.1l: E ective screened interaction

W_hat they did not em phasize is that ifm = 2 and although we have a Luttinger-liquid type of expansion near kg
f_l(_)'] there is no nonanalytic behavior due to the odd power of k¥ kr jand all trace of the Fem i surface has been
elin inated.

W e can com e to the sam e expressions em ploying the weakly-screening plasn a analogy [11 thch In considering
quantum -m echanical expectations in the state, Eq. (-L), m In ics Laughlin’s plasn a approach U_Z] In the Laughlin
approach there is the perfect screening of the classicalC oulom b plagn a, when interaction % becom es screened as
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wherem isfrom = X, llingfactor; = 2 istheplasma inverse tem perature, and s, (k) is the static structure factor
ofthe noninteracting particles, in this case bosons, so that s, (k) = —particle density, and hence a perfect screening.

M ore precisely it can be found '@-é"] that the expansion in snallm of classical statistic averages (to which quantum
expectations correspond) iswellde ned, givesthe results that can be found by otherm ethods, and allow s continuation
to lJarger than m = 1 values. In this context the screening is captured by the accustom ed In nie summ ann ofa
geom etric series described by Eg. (14 and sym bolically can be represented by the sum ofdiagram sas in F ig. |1|

In the case ofthe weakly-screening plaan a analogy due to the presence of the free-ferm ion Slater determm inant in (].),
the rst summ ation, (-4) that is done while organizing diagram s, getsm odi ed, havmg for s, k) the static structure
factor of free ferm ion gas, which in two din ensions for an allk can be found to be s k) = 3 kF k. This leads to not
so perfect screening of the long-range interaction which becom es as = Instead of nr In J:eal space. The approach
Introduced parallels the RPA calculation In Ref [8] in getting (-2: when Fig. 1 corresponds to an RPA summ ation
w ith the value of the bubbl equalto so k) m?

W e want to see In m ore detail how the equal—tin e CF propagator can be found, and, possbly, which additional
diagram s in its calculation would lead to the conectured expression for the CF occupation num ber. It is instructive
to rst considerhow we can get the equa}tjm e CB correlatorie. G irvin —M acdD onald correlations EL4- ] In the Laughlin
case using the diagram atic expansion [13.] A s Introduced by G irvin and M acD onald we in fact iIn the plasn a language
have to dealw ith two in purities of charge & = each, which do not interact directly. T herefore we have
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where 7 (z;zo) is the partition function of the classical 2D plasm a w ith nverse tem perature = mi, each particke

w ith charge m , as before, and two in purities w ith charge ’“7 each at the Iocations z and z . (Z (z;z) is the partition
function w ith one im purity of chargem at an arbirary location because the value of the partition fiinction does not
depend on z.) W hat we expect is that the ratio w ill have the follow ing form ,

Z (z;zo)

Z @i2) = expf f(ziz )g; (6)

where f(z;z O) represents the di erence In the free energy between the two con gurations. Indeed we can nd doing
the sin pke expansion In m that the term right after the st term (ofvalue one) is
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( = ﬁ), which represents an e ective screened interaction between two im purities and extract to m In ic @),
contrbutions of disconnected Vers (2 zoj parts that ollow so that for the nalexpression we get

Z (z;zo)
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FIG.2: E ective diagram contrbution

T herefore we can conclude that In calculating Gg (z;zo) we have to exponentiate the value of the diagram shown in
Fig. :_2, and get, due to the screening, the fam ous algebraic decay.
Sin ilarly, applying the sam e type of approxin ation we can get in the CF case
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where (the screenmg bubbl is proportional to the static structure factor of free ferm ions and) G (z;zo)

e =) i the equaltin e correlator of free Fem i gas. To x the nom alization we dem and that the to—
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and Gp (0) = G (0) ollows. T herefore
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And indeed by takingng = e ®*Gr () and considering the rst nontrivial contribution i the expansion of the
exponentialin {L1) we get
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exactly the sam e expression as Eq.(86) ofRef. ié Once we specify that k isnearkr , assume a at Fem isurface
and neglect the contribution ofthe Weakly) screened interaction in (125 ) we can get, as In [3 the lrading singulariy
in nx given by Eq. d)

But unfortunately after a suitable regrouping of freeFem igas occupation num bers we can prove that the second
nontrivial contrbution in the expansion of the exponential w ith the neglect of the screened interaction) is equalto
zero. T hat does not m ean that the con ectured contrbution Eqg. d ) is absent. H ere we have very lkely the situation
that due to the nonanltic nature of the attem pted expansion in the CF case we can not generate corrections to
the tem s linear in m . T hat conclusion supports also the nding fl3 that when the sam e expansion was applied
In the calculation of the static structure factor of the CF state a st correction to the RPA resul could not be
generated although i was expected on the grounds that the correction would have m ade the Infered LLL-pro cted
static structure factor positive de nite what by its de nition it should be.

T herefore, very likely the exponential prescription (used to get E q.(rg)) is a valid one although there is no straight-
forward expansion to prove it. Once we accoept the prescription we are left to wonder w here is the expected nonan—
a]ytjcjty at = r: 7% = odd integer (see Eq. d) for that case). A trace of the real Fermm isurface nonanalyticity at
% = odd integer m ay be seen in the expansion only if we take into account the screened interaction (second part) in
Eq ClZ A s an e ective contribution from this part we have

ng = Okinjkjn®k) @ n°k)) Jkinjkd; a3)



where s, = %k—i . If we apply the exponential prescription again, taking also into account this second contribution,

we have, w ith =—= c and, for % = 1, Por the contrbution in the vicihity ofkg ,
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Here a (wWeak) nonanalyticity is retained. Namely, in Eq.a_l-f.') we have shgular (at kg ) the second derivative of
J kjexpfcj kjln j ki with respect to j kj. Therefore, a trace ofthe Fem isurfaceat = mi ;m? = 1, ispresent because
ofthe found nonanalytic behavior. (Such a behavior exists also for m? = odd > 1 but isweaker having sihqgular higher
derivatives.)

In the ollow ng we w ill give an exam ple w here aforem entioned m echanisn for getting the Fermm i surface (nonana-
Iyticity) does not work due to strong correlations of the CF s w ith other particles of the systam . This is the case of
the m ixed CB —CF quantum H all states proposed in E] to describe the evolution of the bilayer = 1 QH system
w ith distance between layers.

If we neglect the LLL projction again and assum e that for our purposes we can also neglect the overall antisym —
m etrization between CB and CF parts that m akes the m ixed state com pletely antisym m etric and an electronic wave
function, we can w rite it in the quasiparticle representation as
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where z» and zy denote CB coordinates and wr» and ws denote CF coordinates w ith arrow s specifying to which layer
quasiparticles belong. T he total num bers of bosons are equal as well the total num bers of ferm ions, and n = m? =
odd integer.

W ewantto nd out (the asym ptoticbehavior of) the equaltin e correlatorofa CF (belonging to one ofthe layers).
It is not hard to conclide that in this case w th assum ptions sin ilar to the ones done in the single-ayer case, we get

Gr W ;wo) by sin ply taking for the value of the \polarization" bubble —
m?st kK)+ n? u; (16)

instead of m 2sf () only in Eq.{l1), where , denotes the total up plus down) density of bosons and in sf (k) we
havetotakeky = 4 ¢ where ¢ isthedensiy offem onsofone layeronly. In this case we work w ith a com pletely
screened interaction between the two in purities w hich does not produce nonanalytic contributions.

Therefore we nd that at the total 1lings ofbilayer at which we can expect bose-ferm im ixed states, = mi; m =
2;6;::: the naively expected Fem i surface(s) can not exist due to our analysis. This outcom e rem ind us of the
sim ilar disappearance of the an all (haively) expected Ferm im om entum in the K ondo lattice system s [_1-5, :_Z[g:] due to
the Luttinger theorem [_l-]‘] In the case considered in the paper we do not know for sure if we dealw ith (overall)
Fem iHiquid-like states and a com plete analogy (n which CBs and CF s play the rols of of localized soin 1=2 local
m om ents and conduction electrons respectively) is stillm issing. Further insights Into the physics of the m ixed states
are necessary.
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