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W e develop a theory of interlayer tunneling in the exciton condensate of bilayer quantum Hall
system s, which predicts strongly enhanced, but nite, tunneling conductance peaks near zero bias
even at zero tem perature. It is em phasized that, though this strongly enhanced tunneling originates
from spontaneous Interlayer phase coherence, it is indam entally not the Josephson e ect. Because
of strong interlayer correlation, the bilayer system behaves as a single system so that conventional
tunneling theories treating two layers as independent system s are not applicabl. Based on our
theory, we com pute the height of conductance peak as a function of interlayer distance, which is in

good agreem ent w ith experin ent.

PACS numbers: 73431, 7321.D

W hen Spielman et al .E:] observed strongly enhanced
Interlayer conductance peaks near zero bias in bilayer
quantum Hall system sat total Mling factor 1 = 1, they
not only renewed our interest in the bilayer quantum
Halle ect ], but also attracted intense interest from
the general perspective of strongly correlated physics. Tt
was because, In addiion to its m any-body origin, the
bilayer quantum Halle ect bears a rather precise anal-
ogy to superconductiviy; the ground state of bilayer
quan Hall e ect at interlayer distance d=4 1
k = ~c=eB ) m aps onto the BC S wavefunction of an
exciton condensate of particle-hole pairs form ed across
the interlayer barrier. In fact, BoseE instein condensa—
tion of excitons in sam iconductors hasbeen sought after
for decades. In particular, there have been fascinating
recent experim ents on the possible condensation of opti-
cally generated indirect excitons J], for which, how ever,
there is not yet conclusive evidence. O n the other hand,
it is generally acospted that the strongly enhanced con-
ductance peak In the quantum Hall regin e is a direct
Indication ofm acroscopic phase coherence.

T o be concrete regarding the m apping betw een the su—
perconductivity and bilayer quantum Halle ect, ket us
w rite the exact ground state wavefunction at d=} = O,
ie. theHalernn’s (1,1,1) state t_4] (which isadiabatically
connected to the ground states at su ciently an all, but

nite d=4 ):
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where m is a momentum index in the lowest Landau
kvel and the pseudospin representation is used: " #)
Indicates the top (ottom ) layer. Note that Eq.@') de-
scribes the fill wavefuinction including both orbial and
layer degree of freedom Ej]. Since Eq.@') has a struc-
ture isom orphic to the BC S wavefunction, it is clear that
the bilayer quantum H all state should have a phase co—
herence between states wih di erent interlayer num ber
di erence In analogy with phase coherence between dif-
ferent num ber eigenstates in superconductivity, which is

the origin of the Josephson e ect. Naturally, this sin i~
larity led previous authors ff:',-'j] to predict the Josephson

e ect in bilayer quantum H all system s. T he strongly en—
hanced conductance ocbserved by Spieln an et al., there—
fore, seam ed to be exactly the experin ental veri cation
needed. However, there are key properties of the con—
ductance peak indicating that this phenom enon is not

the conventional Josephson e ect: m ost notably, satura—
tion ofheight aswellasw idth to nite values in the lim it
of zero tem perature i{j’].

This apparent discrepancy gave rise to two groups
of thought. In one group, the enhanced conductance
is still regarded as DC Josephson e ect, but is height
is reduced by com plicated disorder-induced uctuations
i_é,:_l-(j, :_l-]_J',:_l-Z_i] O n the otherhand, others t_l-Z_’;] argued that
there is no exact analog of Josephson e ect in interlayer
tunneling experin ents because the bilayer system as a
whole is a single super uid, not a set of two super d
system s. W hile we agree w ith the latter view point that
the enhanced Interlayer tunneling conductance is not the
analog of Josephson e ect, we show below that strong in—
terlayer correlation requires a fiindam entally new start—
ing point di erent from all of above theories In order to
construct a self-consistent theory of interlayer tunneling
In quantum Hall regim e.

A sm entioned previously, the bilayerquantum Hallsys—
tem is a single super uid system . So, i is inpossble
to Induce a chem icalpotential gradient between the two
layers w ithout destroying interlayer phase coherence, in
w hich case the interlayer current becom es a nom alcur-
rent, not supercurrent. It is In portant to distinguish be-
tween the chem icalpotential gradient and applied inter-
layer bias voltage because, even when the bias voltage is
applied, bilayer system s w ill inm ediately reach an equi-
Ibrium by creating charge in balance in order to com pen—
sate the relative voltage di erence and therefore there is
no chem icalpotential gradient. T hough this point seem s
straightforward, it has been com pletely overlooked by
all previous theories w hich, regardless of their view poInt
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FIG .1: Schem atic diagram of tunneling m easurem ent in bi-
Jlayer quantum H all system s. N ote that there is no chem ical
potential gradient 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 consistent the-
ory of interlayer tunneling, therefore, should inevitably take
extemal leads into consideration. O n the other hand, when
d is su ciently large as shown In (o), two layers behave as
independent system s, and Interlayer coherence is lost.

regarding the analogy w ith Josephson e ect, began by
In plicitly m aking a selfcontradictory assum ption that
there is strong Interlayer correlation due to the Coulom b
Interaction but two layers can be treated independently
by havinga nite chem icalpotential gradient. In fact, if
one can induce a nite chem icalpotential gradient while
m aintaining interlayer phase coherence, there would be
a very Interesting experin ental consequence: oscillating
tunneling current whose frequency is proportionalto the
applied bias voltage. H ow ever, no oscillating current has
been observed in experim ents.

Now, if there is no iInterlayer chem ical potential gra-—
dient, there is no electrom otive force w ithin bilayer sys—
tem and any current should be induced from outside.
It is, therefore, necessary to take into account extemal
leads, as schem atically shown in Fjg:;l:. T his, of course,
m akes any quantitative prediction dependent on the way
In which bilayer system s are connected to extemal leads.
H owever, it is stillpossible to m ake a quantitative predic—
tion on essential aspects of coherent interlayer tunneling.
In particular, we w ill com pute the dependence of tunnel-
Ing conductance peak height on interlayer distance d=% .
Also, we will show that the width is nite even at zero
tem perature, and it is controlled ultim ately by extrem ely
an all, but nite sihgleparticle interlayer tunneling gap

SAS -

Let us begin our quantitative analysis by writing
the total Ham iltonian including the Ham iltonian for
Coulom b iInteraction between electrons in bilayer system
H(, the Ham iltonian describing the lft and right lead,

H; and Hy respectively, and tunneling between leads
and the bilayer system H °:
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w here, as before, the pseudosoin representation is used,
and P11 is the lowest Landau level profction opera—
tor. Tgr (k;m ) is the tunneling am plitude between the
state w th m om entum k in the right lead, and the state
with m in the top layer of bilayer system . Ty 4 (o;m ©)
is sin ilarly de ned. Hg and Hi descrbe electrons In
extemal leads as nom al Femm i liquids. It is now very
In portant to note that H does not have any interlayer
tunneling term w ithin the bilayer system . It is because
we are Interested in the spontaneous interlayer coherence
which occurs in the lim it of zero Interlayer tunneling gap:

sas=€*= 3) ! 0.Aswillbe shown later, this sponta—
neous interlayer coherence isdue to them any-body e ect
of Coulom b interaction in H o, and it creates a non-zero
current from one layer to the other even in the lim i of
zero Interlayer tunneling gap (ofcourse, In unbiased equi-
lbrium , the net current is zero since two opposite cur-
rents cancel each other).

Since there is no direct process of transporting elec—
trons from one lad through the bilayer system to the
other lead, one has to consider second order tunneling
processes:

HY=HO ! " ®)
Ey Ho Hg Hp
where E 4 is the ground state energy of Ho + Hg + Hy .
By adding an electron to the top layer and rem oving an—
other from the bottom layer, H g describes tunneling pro—
cesses through the bilayer system . Now , because the bi-
layer quantum H all state is lncom pressible at su ciently
an alld=} , adding or rem oving electronscostsa nieen—
ergy which is equalto the Coulomb selfenergy of quasi
particles, ¢ f_l-l_il] Wewillcompute  asa function of
d=} laterby using exact diagonalization. It is, however,
su clent at this stage to know that  is independent
ofmomentum m in the lowest Landau kevel. So one can
st replaceHog+ Hg + Hy, Ey by ¢ .Rememberthat
there is no energy cost In taking electrons from extemal
Jleads because nom alFem i liquids are com pressble.
Now, we assume that the tunneling am plitudes
Tgr k;m ) and Ty 4 (E;m % are m ore or less Independent
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FIG . 2: Feynm an diagram of interlayer tunneling in bilayer
quantum Hall system s. The vertex operator T contains all
of m any-body e ects of an exciton condensate. i is the
tunneling am plitude and ¢ is the Coulomb selfenergy of
quasiparticle.

ofm om enta k and p, which isa com m on practice in tun—
neling theories when studying tunneling processes only
wihin a narrow region of energy near Fem i surface.
K esping only term s ofH 0 relevant for transporting elec-
trons from one lead to the other, we arrive at the follow —
ing tunneling H am iltonian:
X h i
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and Trr M) = Tr» kg ;m )Try ke jm ) Etg:] Based on
H 1, the tunneling current opel:atorJA is given as follow s:
X h i
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W e now com pute the expectation value of current op—

erator via a conventional rst-order S-m atrix expansion :
z t
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The new aspect of our tunneling theory is the vertex
operator T which contains all of m any-body e ects of
the exciton condensate. Eq.(:_S'l) can be evaluated further
using the Feynm an diagram depicted in Fjgl'_ZZ
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FIG . 3: Nom alized expectation value of condensate order
param eter hSy i?. D ashed lines indicate the upper and lower
bound for an estin ate of the them odynam ic lim it of hSy i’
as a function ofd=k . N is the totalnum ber of electrons.

whereAr @A) isthe spectral function ofthe right (left)
lead, £ (") isthe usualFem iD irac distrdbution finction,
and Dr (@) is the densiy of states at the Fem 1 sur-
face of right (eff) lkad. It is clkar from Eq.{ld) that
there isno D C Josephson e ect because the conductance
G ( dI=dv / $if) is nite. However, the interlayer
tunneling current is zero unless there is a phase coher—
ence: i 6 0. Remember that Hf i m easures a phase
coherence between states with di erent values of inter-
layer number di erence, Nyoj, because T / ¢ .G, 4 and
therefore changes N 1 by two. So, unless the ground
state is a coherent linear com bination of states w ith var—
jousN e, Hi'i ds zero, and so is the tunneling current. A s
m entioned before, this is sim ilar to the phase coherence
between di erent num ber eigenstates in superconductiv—
iy, which is regponsble for the Jossphson e ect. In this
sense, Interlayer tunneling conductance is related to the
Josephson e ect. However, we an phasize that the con-
ductance should be nite even at zero tem perature and
there is no direct analogy w ith the Josephson e ect. W e
now com pute the interlayer tunneling conductance as a
function of d=% . In particular, we will be interested in
nom alized conductance since the absolute scale of con—
ductance is sensitive to sam ple-speci c¢ details such as
Dr,D1 and Try -

In essence, we compute Jif if which can be further
reduced as follow s:

. mS,i2 1 X
Hif = —=— = Trr@m) ; 1)
C N m

where N is the total num ber of electrons, and we have
used the fact that hg, = 41 is independent of m and is
equaltohS,i=N .Sy E | (G «Gu#+ G 4G »)=2]isthe
order param eter of exciton condensation, and it can also
be interpreted as t]E,e pseudospin m agnetization In the
x direction. Since | Try m )=N does not depend on
d=} , the interlayer distance dependence of conductance
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FIG .4: Coulomb selfenergy of a quasiparticle.
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FIG . 5: Nom alized interlayer tunneling conductance peak
as a function of jnter]ayer' 'djsta.noe in com parison wih ex-—
perim entaldata from Ref.fi]. W e de ne the nom alized con—
ductance as conductance divided by itsm axinum valie as a
finction of d=k . Two theoretical curves are obtained from
the glpper and lower bound of them odynam ic estin ate in
Figg.

is sokely detem ined by hS,i#*= 2.

T Figd we plbt 18,1 as a function of d=l which
is com puted via exact diagonalization of nite system s
w ith various particle num bers in torus geom etry. W hen
com puting hS,iin nite system s, it is very Im portant to
take into acoount fundam ental uctuations In Ni;; the
true ground state is a ocoherent, linear com bination of
states w ith various N 1 [_l-Q', :_l-j] T hough estin ating the
accurate themm odynam ic Iin it of hS, i? is di cul, i is
reasonable to argue that the true them odynam ic I it
lies between two dashed lines in Fjg:_i.

F jg;f! plots the Coulom b selfenergy of a quasiparticle,

c=€°= }), as a function of d=} which is determ ined
In exact diagonalization studiesby com puting the energy
gap of particlke-holepair excitation w ith the largest m o—
m entum and taking halfof its value. For com parison, we
also plot the selfenergy in the HartreeFock approxin a—
tion [_1§I] which tends to overestimate ¢ .

Finally, in Fjg:§ we com pare our estin ate of nom al-
ized interlayer tunneling conductance near zero bias, ie.

1S, %= 2 ,with experin entaldata of Spieln an etal fL].
W e de ne the nom alized conductance as conductance
divided by is maximum valie as a function of d=k .
Two dashed lines in Fjg:_5 correspond to the upper and
Jow erbound of estin ated therm odynam ic lin its of hS, i°
in Fig3. Considering sinpli 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 w ith experim ents.
In addition to fiirther com parison with experim ents in
the regine d=k & 12, it will be very interesting to see
w hether our prediction of decrease of conductance peak
ford=l . 12 isconsistent w th future experin ents. Re—
m em ber that decrease In conductance peak at an alld=k
is due to Increase In energy gap to put electrons into bi-
layer system s w hilke the pseudospin m agnetization is sat—
urated. W e would like to em phasize that, once nom al-
ized, our theoretical estin ate of conductance peak does
not have any tting param eter. _ _

W e have shown by m eans oqu.C_l(_i) and ('_114') that in
exciton condensate the interlayer tunneling conductance
at snallbias is nite, but strongly enhanced. H owever,
we did not show why the conductance should be sharply
peaked near zero bias, which we will explain now . O nce
the interlayer current is driven by an extemal electrom o—
tive force, i should physically ow through the bilayer
system since otherw ise there is no steady state. E xciton
condensates accom plish this by adjisting their interlayer
phase di erence to sustain the extemally driven cur—
rent, which is again easy to understand in temm s of the
ground state wavefunction at d=k ! O0:
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which carries a net intemal current w ithin bilayer sys-
tem equalto e sasy sin  ([9]. Then, there should be

a criticalcurrent at = =2 which isthem aximum cur-
rent allowed w ithout breaking phase coherence. T here-
fore, for su ciently large voltage bias, coherent inter—
layer currents should be cut o and becom e constant
as a function of bias volage, once they reach the crit—
ical value controlled by singleparticle interlayer tunnel-
Inggap sas. The conductance associated w ith coher-
ent tunneling, therefore, should be zero after the criti-
calvoltage and is strongly enhanced only near zero bias.

C onsequently, the w idth of conductance peak is propor—
tionalto very am all, but nite gps, whilk the propor-
tionality constant strongly depends sam ple-speci ¢ de—
tails such as the density of states of leads. It is, however,

encouraging to nd that typical width of conductance
peak ( 10 100 &V) is roughly in the sam e order as

SA S @,:_8]. T he above argum ent isvalid forgenerald=k
w hen there is phase coherence.

Until now, we have studied the interlayer tunneling
conductance In a sihgkbilayersystem ,which, we showed,
is not the exact analog of Josephson e ect. W e now con-
clude by proposing a m uch m ore direct analog w ith the



Josephson e ect. Consider a pair ofbilayer system s, say
A and B (four layers altogether), separated by a lat-
eral tunneling barrier. Then, put an interlayer current
through the top and bottom layer of, say, bilayer system
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 will be two counter—

ow Ing currents: one between two, top layers of system
A and B, and the other between bottom layers. T he net
current w ill be zero, but i m ay be possble to m easure
these tw o currents ndividually.
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