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T heory ofTunneling in the Exciton C ondensate ofB ilayer Q uantum H allSystem s
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W e develop a theory ofinterlayer tunneling in the exciton condensate ofbilayer quantum Hall

system s,which predictsstrongly enhanced,but� nite,tunneling conductance peaksnearzero bias

even atzero tem perature.Itisem phasized that,though thisstrongly enhanced tunneling originates

from spontaneousinterlayerphasecoherence,itisfundam entally nottheJosephson e� ect.Because

ofstrong interlayercorrelation,the bilayersystem behavesasa single system so thatconventional

tunneling theories treating two layers as independent system s are not applicable. Based on our

theory,we com pute the heightofconductance peak asa function ofinterlayerdistance,which isin

good agreem entwith experim ent.

PACS num bers:73.43.-f,73.21.-b

W hen Spielm an etal. [1]observed strongly enhanced

interlayer conductance peaks near zero bias in bilayer

quantum Hallsystem sattotal� lling factor�T = 1,they

not only renewed our interest in the bilayer quantum

Halle� ect [2],but also attracted intense interest from

thegeneralperspectiveofstrongly correlated physics.It

was because, in addition to its m any-body origin,the

bilayerquantum Halle� ectbearsa ratherprecise anal-

ogy to superconductivity; the ground state of bilayer

quantum Hall e� ect at interlayer distance d=lB � 1

(lB =
p
~c=eB )m apsonto the BCS wavefunction ofan

exciton condensate ofparticle-hole pairs form ed across

the interlayer barrier. In fact,Bose-Einstein condensa-

tion ofexcitonsin sem iconductorshasbeen soughtafter

for decades. In particular,there have been fascinating

recentexperim entson the possiblecondensation ofopti-

cally generated indirectexcitons[3],forwhich,however,

thereisnotyetconclusiveevidence.O n the otherhand,

itisgenerally accepted thatthe strongly enhanced con-

ductance peak in the quantum Hallregim e is a direct

indication ofm acroscopicphasecoherence.

To beconcreteregardingthem apping between thesu-

perconductivity and bilayer quantum Halle� ect,let us

write the exactground state wavefunction atd=lB = 0,

i.e.theHalperin’s(1,1,1)state[4](which isadiabatically

connected to the ground statesatsu� ciently sm all,but

� nite d=lB ):

j 111i=
Y

m

(c
y

m "
+ c

y

m #
)j0i; (1)

where m is a m om entum index in the lowest Landau

leveland the pseudospin representation is used: " (#)

indicates the top (bottom ) layer. Note that Eq.(1) de-

scribesthe fullwavefunction including both orbitaland

layer degree offreedom [5]. Since Eq.(1) has a struc-

tureisom orphicto theBCS wavefunction,itisclearthat

the bilayerquantum Hallstate should have a phase co-

herence between stateswith di� erentinterlayernum ber

di� erence in analogy with phase coherence between dif-

ferentnum bereigenstatesin superconductivity,which is

the origin ofthe Josephson e� ect. Naturally,this sim i-

larity led previousauthors[6,7]topredicttheJosephson

e� ectin bilayerquantum Hallsystem s.Thestrongly en-

hanced conductance observed by Spielm an etal.,there-

fore,seem ed to be exactly the experim entalveri� cation

needed. However,there are key properties ofthe con-

ductance peak indicating that this phenom enon is not

theconventionalJosephson e� ect:m ostnotably,satura-

tion ofheightaswellaswidth to � nitevaluesin thelim it

ofzero tem perature[8].

This apparent discrepancy gave rise to two groups

of thought. In one group, the enhanced conductance

is stillregarded as DC Josephson e� ect,but its height

isreduced by com plicated disorder-induced 
 uctuations

[9,10,11,12].O n theotherhand,others[13]argued that

thereisno exactanalog ofJosephson e� ectin interlayer

tunneling experim ents because the bilayer system as a

whole is a single super
 uid,not a set oftwo super
 iud

system s. W hile we agree with the latterviewpointthat

theenhanced interlayertunneling conductanceisnotthe

analogofJosephson e� ect,weshow below thatstrongin-

terlayercorrelation requiresa fundam entally new start-

ing pointdi� erentfrom allofabove theoriesin orderto

constructa self-consistenttheory ofinterlayertunneling

in quantum Hallregim e.

Asm entioned previously,thebilayerquantum Hallsys-

tem is a single super
 uid system . So,it is im possible

to induce a chem icalpotentialgradientbetween the two

layerswithoutdestroying interlayerphase coherence,in

which casethe interlayercurrentbecom esa norm alcur-

rent,notsupercurrent.Itisim portantto distinguish be-

tween the chem icalpotentialgradientand applied inter-

layerbiasvoltagebecause,even when thebiasvoltageis

applied,bilayersystem swillim m ediately reach an equi-

librium bycreatingchargeim balancein ordertocom pen-

satetherelativevoltagedi� erenceand thereforethereis

no chem icalpotentialgradient.Though thispointseem s

straightforward, it has been com pletely overlooked by

allprevioustheorieswhich,regardlessoftheirviewpoint

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407535v1
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FIG .1: Schem atic diagram oftunneling m easurem entin bi-

layer quantum Hallsystem s. Note thatthere is no chem ical

potentialgradient between layers when the ground state of

bilayer system becom es a single exciton condensate at sm all

interlayer distance d,as depicted in (a). A consistent the-

ory ofinterlayer tunneling,therefore,should inevitably take

externalleads into consideration. O n the other hand,when

d is su� ciently large as shown in (b),two layers behave as

independentsystem s,and interlayercoherence islost.

regarding the analogy with Josephson e� ect,began by

im plicitly m aking a self-contradictory assum ption that

thereisstrong interlayercorrelation dueto theCoulom b

interaction buttwo layerscan be treated independently

by having a � nitechem icalpotentialgradient.In fact,if

onecan inducea � nitechem icalpotentialgradientwhile

m aintaining interlayer phase coherence,there would be

a very interesting experim entalconsequence: oscillating

tunneling currentwhosefrequency isproportionalto the

applied biasvoltage.However,no oscillating currenthas

been observed in experim ents.

Now,ifthere is no interlayer chem icalpotentialgra-

dient,there isno electrom otive force within bilayersys-

tem and any current should be induced from outside.

It is,therefore,necessary to take into account external

leads,asschem atically shown in Fig.1. This,ofcourse,

m akesany quantitativeprediction dependenton theway

in which bilayersystem sareconnected to externalleads.

However,itisstillpossibletom akeaquantitativepredic-

tion on essentialaspectsofcoherentinterlayertunneling.

In particular,wewillcom putethedependenceoftunnel-

ing conductancepeak heighton interlayerdistanced=lB .

Also,we willshow that the width is � nite even at zero

tem perature,and itiscontrolled ultim ately by extrem ely

sm all,but � nite single-particle interlayer tunneling gap

� SA S.

Let us begin our quantitative analysis by writing

the total Ham iltonian including the Ham iltonian for

Coulom b interaction between electronsin bilayersystem

H 0,the Ham iltonian describing the left and right lead,

H L and H R respectively,and tunneling between leads

and the bilayersystem H 0:

H = H 0 + H
0
+ H R + H L; (2)

H 0

e2=�lB
= PL L L

� X

i;j2"

1

rij
+

X

k;l2#

1

rkl

+
X

i2";k2#

1
p
r2
ik
+ (d=lB )

2

�

PL L L; (3)

H
0
=

X

k;m

TR "(k;m )[c
y

R
(k)cm " + h.c.]

+
X

p;m 0

TL #(p;m
0
)[c

y

L
(p)cm 0# + h.c.]; (4)

where,asbefore,the pseudospin representation isused,

and PL L L is the lowest Landau levelprojection opera-

tor. TR "(k;m ) is the tunneling am plitude between the

state with m om entum k in the rightlead,and the state

with m in the top layer ofbilayer system . TL #(p;m
0)

is sim ilarly de� ned. HR and H L describe electrons in

externalleads as norm alFerm iliquids. It is now very

im portant to note that H does not have any interlayer

tunneling term within the bilayersystem . Itis because

weareinterested in thespontaneousinterlayercoherence

which occursin thelim itofzerointerlayertunnelinggap:

� SA S=(e
2=�lB )! 0.Aswillbeshown later,thissponta-

neousinterlayercoherenceisduetothem any-body e� ect

ofCoulom b interaction in H 0,and itcreatesa non-zero

currentfrom one layerto the othereven in the lim it of

zerointerlayertunnelinggap (ofcourse,in unbiased equi-

librium ,the net current is zero since two opposite cur-

rentscanceleach other).

Since there is no direct process oftransporting elec-

trons from one lead through the bilayer system to the

other lead,one has to consider second order tunneling

processes:

H
0
T = H

0 1

E g � H0 � HR � HL
H

0
; (5)

where E g isthe ground state energy ofH 0 + H R + H L .

By adding an electron to thetop layerand rem oving an-

otherfrom thebottom layer,H 0
T describestunnelingpro-

cessesthrough the bilayersystem .Now,because the bi-

layerquantum Hallstateisincom pressibleatsu� ciently

sm alld=lB ,addingorrem ovingelectronscostsa� niteen-

ergy which isequalto the Coulom b self-energy ofquasi-

particles,� C [14].W ewillcom pute� C asa function of

d=lB laterby using exactdiagonalization.Itis,however,

su� cientatthis stage to know that� C is independent

ofm om entum m in the lowestLandau level.So one can

justreplaceH 0 + H R + H L � Eg by � C .Rem em berthat

there isno energy costin taking electronsfrom external

leadsbecausenorm alFerm iliquidsarecom pressible.

Now, we assum e that the tunneling am plitudes

TR "(k;m ) and TL #(p;m
0) are m ore or less independent
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FIG .2: Feynm an diagram ofinterlayer tunneling in bilayer

quantum Hallsystem s. The vertex operator T̂ contains all

ofm any-body e� ects ofan exciton condensate. TR L is the

tunneling am plitude and � C is the Coulom b self-energy of

quasiparticle.

ofm om enta k and p,which isa com m on practicein tun-

neling theories when studying tunneling processes only

within a narrow region of energy near Ferm i surface.

K eeping only term sofH 0
T relevantfortransporting elec-

tronsfrom onelead to theother,wearriveatthefollow-

ing tunneling Ham iltonian:

H T =
X

k;p

h

c
y

R
(k)cL (p)T̂

y
+ c

y

L
(p)cR (k)T̂

i

; (6)

where

T̂ =
1

� C

X

m

TR L(m )c
y

m "
cm # (7)

and TR L (m ) = TR "(kF ;m )TL #(kF ;m ) [15]. Based on

H T ,thetunneling currentoperatorĴ isgiven asfollows:

Ĵ = ei
X

k;p

h

c
y

R
(k)cL (p)T̂

y � c
y

L
(p)cR (k)T̂

i

: (8)

W e now com pute the expectation value ofcurrentop-

eratorvia a conventional� rst-orderS-m atrix expansion:

I(t)= � i

Z t

� 1

dt
0h[Ĵ(t);H T (t

0
)]i: (9)

The new aspect of our tunneling theory is the vertex

operator T̂ which contains allofm any-body e� ects of

the exciton condensate.Eq.(9)can be evaluated further

using the Feynm an diagram depicted in Fig.2:

I = 2ejhT̂ij2
X

k;p

Z 1

� 1

d"

2�
A R (k;")A L(p;"+ eV )

� [f(")� f("+ eV )]

= 4�e
2
D R D LjhT̂ij

2
V (10)
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FIG .3: Norm alized expectation value of condensate order

param eter hSxi
2
. D ashed linesindicate the upperand lower

bound for an estim ate ofthe therm odynam ic lim it ofhSxi
2

asa function ofd=lB .N isthe totalnum berofelectrons.

whereA R (A L )isthespectralfunction oftheright(left)

lead,f(")istheusualFerm i-Diracdistribution function,

and D R (D L ) is the density ofstates atthe Ferm isur-

face ofright (left) lead. It is clear from Eq.(10) that

thereisno DC Josephson e� ectbecausetheconductance

G (� dI=dV / jĥTij2)is� nite. However,the interlayer

tunneling current is zero unless there is a phase coher-

ence: hT̂i 6= 0. Rem em ber that hT̂i m easures a phase

coherence between states with di� erent values ofinter-

layernum ber di� erence,Nrel,because T̂ / c
y

m "
cm # and

therefore changes N rel by two. So, unless the ground

stateisa coherentlinearcom bination ofstateswith var-

iousN rel,hT̂iiszero,and so isthetunneling current.As

m entioned before,thisissim ilarto the phase coherence

between di� erentnum bereigenstatesin superconductiv-

ity,which isresponsibleforthe Josephson e� ect.In this

sense,interlayertunneling conductance isrelated to the

Josephson e� ect. However,we em phasize that the con-

ductance should be � nite even atzero tem perature and

thereisno directanalogy with the Josephson e� ect.W e

now com pute the interlayertunneling conductance as a

function ofd=lB . In particular,we willbe interested in

norm alized conductance since the absolute scale ofcon-

ductance is sensitive to sam ple-speci� c details such as

D R ,D L and TR L.

In essence, we com pute jhT̂ij2 which can be further

reduced asfollows:

jhT̂ij2 =
hSxi

2

� 2

C

�
�
�
�
�

1

N

X

m

TR L(m )

�
�
�
�
�

2

; (11)

where N is the totalnum ber ofelectrons,and we have

used the factthathc
y

m "
cm #iis independentofm and is

equalto hSxi=N .Sx [=
P

m
(c
y

m "
cm # + c

y

m #
cm ")=2]isthe

orderparam eterofexciton condensation,and itcan also

be interpreted as the pseudospin m agnetization in the

x direction. Since
P

m
TR L(m )=N does not depend on

d=lB ,the interlayerdistancedependence ofconductance
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FIG .4:Coulom b self-energy ofa quasiparticle.
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FIG .5: Norm alized interlayer tunneling conductance peak

as a function of interlayer distance in com parison with ex-

perim entaldata from Ref.[1].W e de� ne the norm alized con-

ductance asconductance divided by itsm axim um value asa

function ofd=lB . Two theoreticalcurves are obtained from

the upper and lower bound of therm odynam ic estim ate in

Fig.3.

issolely determ ined by hSxi
2=� 2

C .

In Fig.3 we plot hSxi
2 as a function of d=lB which

is com puted via exact diagonalization of� nite system s

with variousparticle num bersin torusgeom etry. W hen

com puting hSxiin � nite system s,itisvery im portantto

take into account fundam ental
 uctuations in Nrel;the

true ground state is a coherent, linear com bination of

stateswith variousN rel [16,17].Though estim ating the

accurate therm odynam ic lim it ofhSxi
2 is di� cult,it is

reasonable to argue that the true therm odynam ic lim it

liesbetween two dashed linesin Fig.3.

Fig.4 plotstheCoulom b self-energy ofa quasiparticle,

� C =(e
2=�lB ),asa function ofd=lB which isdeterm ined

in exactdiagonalization studiesby com puting theenergy

gap ofparticle-hole-pairexcitation with the largestm o-

m entum and taking halfofitsvalue.Forcom parison,we

also plotthe self-energy in the Hartree-Fock approxim a-

tion [18]which tendsto overestim ate� C .

Finally,in Fig.5 we com pare our estim ate ofnorm al-

ized interlayertunneling conductancenearzero bias,i.e.

hSxi
2=� 2

C ,with experim entaldata ofSpielm an etal.[1].

W e de� ne the norm alized conductance as conductance

divided by its m axim um value as a function of d=lB .

Two dashed lines in Fig.5 correspond to the upper and

lowerbound ofestim ated therm odynam iclim itsofhSxi
2

in Fig.3. Considering sim pli� cations used in our the-

ory such as om ission of� nite thickness e� ect, we � nd

our theory to be in good agreem ent with experim ents.

In addition to further com parison with experim ents in

the regim e d=lB & 1:2,itwillbe very interesting to see

whetherourprediction ofdecrease ofconductance peak

ford=lB . 1:2 isconsistentwith futureexperim ents.Re-

m em berthatdecreasein conductancepeak atsm alld=lB

isdue to increasein energy gap to putelectronsinto bi-

layersystem swhilethepseudospin m agnetization issat-

urated. W e would like to em phasize that,once norm al-

ized,ourtheoreticalestim ate ofconductance peak does

nothaveany � tting param eter.

W e have shown by m eansofEq.(10)and (11)thatin

exciton condensatethe interlayertunneling conductance

atsm allbiasis� nite,butstrongly enhanced. However,

wedid notshow why theconductanceshould besharply

peaked nearzero bias,which we willexplain now.O nce

theinterlayercurrentisdriven by an externalelectrom o-

tive force,it should physically 
 ow through the bilayer

system since otherwisethere isno steady state.Exciton

condensatesaccom plish thisby adjusting theirinterlayer

phase di� erence � to sustain the externally driven cur-

rent,which is again easy to understand in term s ofthe

ground state wavefunction atd=lB ! 0:

j 111(�)i=
Y

m

(c
y

m "
+ e

i�
c
y

m #
)j0i; (12)

which carries a net internalcurrent within bilayer sys-

tem equalto e� SA S
N

2
sin� [19]. Then,there should be

a criticalcurrentat� = �=2 which isthem axim um cur-

rentallowed without breaking phase coherence. There-

fore, for su� ciently large voltage bias, coherent inter-

layer currents should be cut o� and becom e constant

as a function ofbias voltage,once they reach the crit-

icalvalue controlled by single-particle interlayertunnel-

ing gap � SA S. The conductance associated with coher-

ent tunneling,therefore,should be zero after the criti-

calvoltageand isstrongly enhanced only nearzero bias.

Consequently,the width ofconductance peak ispropor-

tionalto very sm all,but � nite �SA S,while the propor-

tionality constant strongly depends sam ple-speci� c de-

tailssuch asthedensity ofstatesofleads.Itis,however,

encouraging to � nd that typicalwidth of conductance

peak (� 10� 100�eV ) is roughly in the sam e order as

� SA S [1,8].Theaboveargum entisvalid forgenerald=lB

when thereisphase coherence.

Untilnow, we have studied the interlayer tunneling

conductancein asinglebilayersystem ,which,weshowed,

isnottheexactanalog ofJosephson e� ect.W enow con-

clude by proposing a m uch m ore directanalog with the
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Josephson e� ect.Considera pairofbilayersystem s,say

A and B (four layers altogether), separated by a lat-

eraltunneling barrier. Then,put an interlayer current

through thetop and bottom layerof,say,bilayersystem

A,in which way a non-zero interlayer phase di� erence

is induced in bilayer system A while the system B has

none. W e predict then that there willbe two counter-


 owing currents: one between two,top layersofsystem

A and B,and theotherbetween bottom layers.Thenet

currentwillbe zero,but itm ay be possible to m easure

these two currentsindividually.

Thiswork wassupported by ARDA.
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