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W e argue that the naively expected singularities ofthe Ferm isurface,in the m ixed com posite

boson-com posite ferm ion statesproposed [S.H.Sim on etal.,PRL 91,046803 (2003)]fortheevolu-

tion of� = 1 bilayerquantum Hallsystem with distance,areobliterated.O urconclusion isbased on

a carefulanalysisofthem om entum distribution in � = 1

2
single-layercom posite-ferm ion state.W e

pointoutto a possibility ofthephenom enon hitherto unknown outsideK ondo latticesystem swhen,

in a translationally invariantsystem ,Ferm i-liquid-like portion ofelectronsenlargesitsvolum e.

]The nature and physicsofthe transition in the bilayer� = 1 quantum Hall(Q H)system [1]between the well-

established phases: one characteristic forthe distancesbetween the layersofthe orderoforsm allerthan m agnetic

length,som etim es described as \111" state,and the other for larger distances,described by two separate Ferm i-

liquid-likestatesofcom positeferm ions(CFs)attracted recently theattention ofexperim entalists[2]and isthefocus

ofseveraltheoreticalpapers[3,4,5,6].O nly references[4]and [5]m akea prediction fora coexistenceregion between

two phases,with a unique property,sem icircle law for the longitudinaland Halldrag resistance that was revealed

in the experim ents[2]. The reference [5]introducesa form ofthe ground state ofthe system thatm ay continously

interpolate between the 111 state,usually described by com posite bosons(CBs),and the two seperate Ferm i-liquid-

likestatesofCFs.Theground stateproved to bea good variationalansatzwhen com pared with theexactsolution in

num ericalstudies[5].Theform ofthevariationalstateforcertain distancebetween thelayersm ay bedescribed asone

in which classically speaking som e ofthe electronsare in the 111 state (they m ake CBs)and the othersparticipate

in two Ferm iseas ofCFs. G radually the num ber ofCFs increases as the distance becom es larger. Therefore the

description easily accountsforthecontinousnatureofthetransition asobserved in theexperim ents[2].O n theother

hand theproposalthatcam e�rst,based on a phaseseparated picture,[4],in which percolating puddlesofonephase

are in the other,wellenough exibits the transport properties m easured in the experim ents. The advantage ofthe

hom ogenousm odel([5]),which accountsforthesam etransportproperties,isthatitalso accountsforthestrong 111

(interlayer)correlationsthatoccureven deep in the CF region [2].

Herewestudy the Ferm isurfacesingularitiesin the proposed wavefunctions[5].Naively they areexpected atthe

Ferm im om enta directly related to the num berofCFsin the particularpartition ofthe overallnum berofelectrons

into CFs and CBs. The analysis begins with a carefulstudy ofthe � = 1

2
CF problem ,so that the relationships

found can bereadily applied to them ixed statecase.W efound thattheCF m om entum distribution nearthenaively

expected Ferm im om enta depend analytically on thedistanceto the Ferm im om enta,thereforeshowing no signature

ofthe Ferm isurfaces.

Soon after Halperin,Lee,and Read [7]proposed their theory for � = 1

2
fractionalQ H e�ect Bares and W en [8]

considered ferm ionsin low dim ensionsinteracting via a long range� 2�

j~qj2
interaction.They used asa good ansatzfor

the ground state,a wavefunction ofthe Feenberg-Jastrow type,

	 o(fxg)=
Y

i< j

jxi� xjj
m 	 F S(fxg); (1)

where 	 F S denotesa Slaterdeterm inantof�lled Ferm isea offree single-particle states. Ifm = 2 thisconstruction

istheRezayi-Read [9]ground state,in therepresentation ofCFsand when theprojection to thelowestLandau level

(LLL) is neglected,found to correctly captures the physics at � = 1

2
. By doing a calculation ofa random phase

approxim ation (RPA)type on (1)Baresand W en found thatthe leading singularity ofthe m om entum distribution

nearkF ,in two dim ensions,is

�nk �
m

2
fn

o
k lnj�kj� (1� n

o
k)lnj�kjg; (2)

where �k = j~kj� kF and no
k
denotes the free-Ferm i-gas m om entum distribution. They also rem arked that ifwe

interpretthe rhsof(2)asthe �rstterm in an expansion in powersofm wecan write(nearkF )

nk =
1

2
+
1

2
fn

o
kjk� kF j

m

2 � (1� n
o
k)jk � kF j

m

2 g: (3)
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FIG .1:E�ective screened interaction

W hatthey did notem phasize isthatifm = 2 and although we have a Luttinger-liquid type ofexpansion nearkF
[10]there is no nonanalytic behaviordue to the odd powerofjk � kF jand alltrace ofthe Ferm isurface has been

elim inated.

W e can com e to the sam e expressionsem ploying the weakly-screening plasm a analogy [11],which in considering

quantum -m echanicalexpectations in the state,Eq.(1),m im ics Laughlin’s plasm a approach [12]. In the Laughlin

approach thereisthe perfectscreening oftheclassicalCoulom b plasm a,when interaction � 2�

j~kj2
becom esscreened as

� 2�

j~kj2

1+
2��m 2

j~kj2
so(k)

; (4)

wherem isfrom � = 1

m
,�llingfactor;� = 2

m
istheplasm ainversetem perature,and so(k)isthestaticstructurefactor

ofthenoninteracting particles,in thiscasebosons,so thatso(k)= � -particledensity,and hencea perfectscreening.

M ore precisely itcan be found [13]thatthe expansion in sm allm ofclassicalstatistic averages(to which quantum

expectationscorrespond)iswellde�ned,givestheresultsthatcan befound by otherm ethods,and allowscontinuation

to largerthan m = 1 values. In this context the screening is captured by the accustom ed in�nite sum m ation ofa

geom etricseriesdescribed by Eq.(4)and sym bolically can be represented by the sum ofdiagram sasin Fig.1

In thecaseoftheweakly-screeningplasm aanalogyduetothepresenceofthefree-ferm ion Slaterdeterm inantin (1),

the �rstsum m ation,(4),thatisdone while organizing diagram s,getsm odi�ed,having forso(k)the static structure

factoroffree ferm ion gas,which in two dim ensionsforsm allk can be found to be sfo(k)=
3

4

kF
�2 k.Thisleadsto not

so perfect screening ofthe long-range interaction which becom es as 1

r
instead oflnr in realspace. The approach

introduced parallelsthe RPA calculation in Ref. [8]in getting (2)when Fig. 1 correspondsto an RPA sum m ation

with the value ofthe bubble equalto sfo(k)�m
2.

W e want to see in m ore detailhow the equal-tim e CF propagatorcan be found,and,possibly,which additional

diagram sin itscalculation would lead to the conjectured expression forthe CF occupation num ber.Itisinstructive

to�rstconsiderhow wecan gettheequal-tim eCB correlatori.e.G irvin -M acDonald correlations[14]in theLaughlin

caseusing thediagram aticexpansion [13].Asintroduced by G irvin and M acDonald wein factin theplasm a language

haveto dealwith two im puritiesofcharge m

2
each,which do notinteractdirectly.Thereforewehave

G B (z;z
0

)� jz� z
0

j
� m

2

Z(z;z
0

)

Z(z;z)
; (5)

where Z(z;z
0

) is the partition function ofthe classical2D plasm a with inverse tem perature � = 2

m
,each particle

with chargem ,asbefore,and two im puritieswith charge m

2
each atthe locationsz and z

0

.(Z(z;z)isthe partition

function with oneim purity ofchargem atan arbitrary location becausethe valueofthe partition function doesnot

depend on z.) W hatweexpectisthattheratio willhavethe following form ,

Z(z;z
0

)

Z(z;z)
= expf� ��f(z;z

0

)g; (6)

where�f(z;z
0

)representsthedi�erencein thefreeenergy between thetwo con�gurations.Indeed wecan �nd doing

the sim ple expansion in m thatthe term rightafterthe �rstterm (ofvalue one)is

Veff(jz� z
0

j)= (
m

2
)2

Z
d2k

(2�)2
expfi~k(~r� ~r

0

)g
� 2�

j~kj2

1+
2��m 2

j~kj2
�
; (7)

(� = 1

2�m
), which represents an e�ective screened interaction between two im purities and extract to m im ic (6),

contributionsofdisconnected Veff(jz� z
0

j)partsthatfollow so thatforthe �nalexpression weget

Z(z;z
0

)

Z(z;z)
= expfVeff(jz� z

0

j)g: (8)
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FIG .2:E�ective diagram contribution

Therefore we can conclude thatin calculating G B (z;z
0

)we have to exponentiate the value ofthe diagram shown in

Fig.2,and get,due to the screening,the fam ousalgebraicdecay.

Sim ilarly,applying the sam etype ofapproxim ation we can getin the CF case

G F (z;z
0

)� G
o
F (z;z

0

) expf(
m

2
)2

Z
d2k

(2�)2
(
2��

j~kj2
�

2��

j~kj2 + 2��m 2s
f
o(k)

)expfi~k(~r� ~r
0

)g; (9)

where (the screening bubble is proportional to the static structure factor of free ferm ions and) G o
F (z;z

0

) =
P

j~kj< kF
ei
~k(~r� ~r

0

) is the equal-tim e correlator offree Ferm igas. To �x the norm alization we dem and that the to-

talnum berofCFsisthe sam easofnoninteracting particlesso that

X

~k

Z

d
2
rG

o
F (~r)e

� i~k~r = N =
X

~k

Z

d
2
rG F (~r)e

� i~k~r
; (10)

and G o
F (0)= G F (0)follows.Therefore

G F (z;z
0

)= G
o
F (z;z

0

) expf(
m

2
)2

Z
d2k

(2�)2
(
2��

j~kj2
�

2��

j~kj2 + 2��m 2s
f
o(k)

)[expfi~k(~r� ~r
0

)g� 1]g: (11)

And indeed by taking nk =
R
e� i

~k~rG F (~r)and considering the �rstnontrivialcontribution in the expansion ofthe

exponentialin (11)weget

�nk = (
m

2
)2

Z
d2q

(2�)2
(
2��

j~qj2
�

2��

j~qj2 + 2��m 2s
f
o(q)

)[no~k� ~q
(1� n

o
k)� n

o
k(1� n

o
~k� ~q

)]; (12)

exactly the sam e expression asEq.(86)ofRef. [8]. O nce we specify thatk is nearkF ,assum e a 
atFerm isurface

and neglectthecontribution ofthe(weakly)screened interaction in (12)wecan get,asin [8],theleading singularity

in nk given by Eq.(2).

Butunfortunately aftera suitable regrouping offree-Ferm i-gasoccupation num berswe can provethatthe second

nontrivialcontribution in the expansion ofthe exponential(with the neglectofthe screened interaction)isequalto

zero.Thatdoesnotm ean thattheconjectured contribution (Eq.(3))isabsent.Herewehavevery likely thesituation

that due to the nonanlytic nature ofthe attem pted expansion in the CF case we can not generate corrections to

the term s linear in m . That conclusion supports also the �nding [13]that when the sam e expansion was applied

in the calculation ofthe static structure factor ofthe CF state a �rst correction to the RPA result could not be

generated although itwasexpected on the groundsthatthe correction would have m ade the infered LLL-projected

staticstructure factorpositivede�nite whatby itsde�nition itshould be.

Therefore,very likely theexponentialprescription (used to getEq.(3))isa valid onealthough thereisno straight-

forward expansion to prove it. O nce we acceptthe prescription we are leftto wonderwhere isthe expected nonan-

alyticity at� = 1

m
;m
2
= odd integer (see Eq.(3)forthatcase). A trace ofthe realFerm i-surface nonanalyticity at

m

2
= odd integer m ay beseen in the expansion only ifwetakeinto accountthescreened interaction (second part)in

Eq.(12).Asan e�ectivecontribution from thispartwehave

�nk =
1

2�m so
[j�kjlnj�kjno(k)� (1� n

o(k))j�kjlnj�kj]; (13)
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where so =
3

4

kF
�2 . Ifwe apply the exponentialprescription again,taking also into accountthissecond contribution,

wehave,with 1

2�m so
� cand,for m

2
= 1,forthe contribution in the vicinity ofkF ,

nk =
1

2
+
1

2
[j�kjexpfcj�kjlnj�kjgno(k)� (1� n

o(k))j�kjexpfcj�kjlnj�kjg]: (14)

Here a (weak) nonanalyticity is retained. Nam ely, in Eq.(14) we have singular (at kF ) the second derivative of

j�kjexpfcj�kjlnj�kjg with respectto j�kj.Therefore,a traceoftheFerm isurfaceat� = 1

m
;m
2
= 1,ispresentbecause

ofthefound nonanalyticbehavior.(Such a behaviorexistsalso for m

2
= odd > 1 butisweakerhaving singularhigher

derivatives.)

In the following we willgive an exam ple where aforem entioned m echanism forgetting the Ferm isurface (nonana-

lyticity)doesnotwork due to strong correlationsofthe CFswith otherparticlesofthe system . Thisisthe case of

the m ixed CB -CF quantum Hallstates proposed in [5]to describe the evolution ofthe bilayer� = 1 Q H system

with distancebetween layers.

Ifwe neglectthe LLL projection again and assum e thatforourpurposeswe can also neglectthe overallantisym -

m etrization between CB and CF partsthatm akesthe m ixed statecom pletely antisym m etricand an electronicwave

function,wecan writeitin the quasiparticlerepresentation as

	 o(z";z#;w";w#)=
Q

i< j
jzi" � zj"j

n
Q

k< l
jzk# � zl#j

n
Q

p< q
jzp" � zq#j

n

Q

i;j
jzi" � wj"j

n
Q

k;l
jzk" � wl#j

n
Q

p;q
jzp# � wq"j

n
Q

r;s
jzr# � ws#j

n

Q

i< j
jwi" � wj"j

m 	 F S(fw"g)
Q

k< l
jwk# � wl#j

m 	 F S(fw#g); (15)

wherez" and z# denoteCB coordinatesand w" and w# denoteCF coordinateswith arrowsspecifying to which layer

quasiparticlesbelong. The totalnum bersofbosonsare equalaswellthe totalnum bersofferm ions,and n = m

2
=

odd integer.

W ewantto �nd out(theasym ptoticbehaviorof)theequal-tim ecorrelatorofaCF (belongingto oneofthelayers).

Itisnothard to concludethatin thiscasewith assum ptionssim ilarto the onesdonein the single-layercase,weget

G F (w;w
0

)by sim ply taking forthe valueofthe \polarization" bubble -

�m
2
s
f
o(k)+ �n

2
�b; (16)

instead of�m 2sfo(k) only in Eq.(11),where �b denotes the total(up plus down)density ofbosonsand in sfo(k) we

havetotakekF =
p
4��f where�f isthedensity offerm ionsofonelayeronly.In thiscasewework with acom pletely

screened interaction between the two im puritieswhich doesnotproducenonanalyticcontributions.

Thereforewe�nd thatatthetotal�llingsofbilayeratwhich wecan expectbose-ferm im ixed states,� = 2

m
;m =

2;6;:::the naively expected Ferm isurface(s) can not exist due to our analysis. This outcom e rem ind us ofthe

sim ilardisappearanceofthe sm all(naively)expected Ferm im om entum in the K ondo lattice system s[15,16]due to

the Luttinger theorem [17]. In the case considered in the paper we do not know for sure ifwe dealwith (overall)

Ferm i-liquid-like statesand a com plete analogy (in which CBsand CFsplay the rolesofoflocalized spin 1=2 local

m om entsand conduction electronsrespectively)isstillm issing.Furtherinsightsinto the physicsofthem ixed states

arenecessary.
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