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W e investigate the ground-state structure of the bilayer quantum H all system at the Iling factor
= 2.M aking an exact analysis ofthe ground state in the SU (4)-invariant lin i, we include allother
Interactions as sn allperturbation. W e carry out analytic calculations and construct phase diagram s
fornonzero values ofthe Zeam an, tunneling and bias interactions. In particular we exam ine carefully
how the phase transition occurs by applying the bias voltage and inducing a density inbalance
between the two layers. W e com pare our theoretical result with the experin ental data due to

Sawada et al. based on the phase diagram in the

0o— o plane, where ( and

o are the totalelectron

density and the density di erence between the two layers, respectively.

I. NTRODUCTION

A rich physics has em erged from the layer degree,pf
freedom 1 the bilyer quantum Hall QH) system 2.
An electron carries the SU (2) pseudospin index assigned
to the front and back layers. The soin and the psesu-
dospin are equal partners. T here arises a unigue phase
at the 1ling factor = 1. It is the spin-ferrom agnet
and pseudospin—ferrom agnet phase, where various in-—
tralayer apd interlayer coherent phenom ena have been
cbserved®?. On the other hand, according to the one-
body picture we expect to have two phasessat = 2
depending on the relative strength between the Zeem an
gap gz and the tunneling gap sas. One is the spin—
ferrom agnet and pseudospin-singlet phase (abridged as
the spin phase?) or ; > gsas; the other is the spin-
singlet and pseydospin—ferrom agnet phase (@bridged as
the ppih phasef) for ; < gas. Between these two
phases, driven by interlayer correlations, a novel canfed
antiferrom agnetic phase hasbeen predicted to em ergefi?

The st experin ental indication of a phase tran-
sition at = 2 was revealed by melastic Iight
scattering spect:tosoopyg . An unambiguous evidence
was subsequently obtained through m agneto-transport
m easurem ents-, where the In portance ofm aking density
inbalance between the two layers is em phasized to study
phage transitions. There is an attem pt? to interpret the
data?! based on num erical analyses. H owever, the phys-
ical picture is not yet clear enough due to the lack of
analytic understanding. For instance, it is yet to be ex—
plored how the density im balance is induced asa function
of the bias voltage Vpizs. T he density inbalance ism ade
assoon asVpins ® 0at = 1,but thisisnot sa sinpl at

= 2. Furthem ore, the exact djagona]jzatjong ofa few -
electron system has shown that the boundary between
the soin and canted phases is practically unm odi ed but
the boundary betw een the canted and ppin phases is con—
siderably m odi ed from the mean—- eld resul. There is
so far no theoretical explanation of these behaviors. T he
ain ofthispaper isto understand the ground-state struc—
ture ofthe = 2bilayerQH system m ore in detailsbased
on perturbation theory.

W e Investigate physics taking place in the lowest Lan—

dau level (LLL). Since each Landau site can accomm o—
date four electrons w ith the soin and pseudospin degrees
of freedom , the underlying group structure is enlarged to
SU 4). W e start wih the SU (4)-invariant lin it of the
bilayer system , w here the ground state is determ ined by
solring the eigenvalue equation. W e then inclide SU (4)—
noninvariant tem s perturbatively. T he ground-state en—
ergy is calculated analytically n the rst order of per—
turbation. Then we exam ine carefully how the phase
transition occurs as the density inbalance is m ade be-
tween the two layers. W e are particularly interested in
the phase diagram in the - ¢ plne, where ( and o
denotes the totalelectron density and the in balance pa—
ram eter (the nom alized density di erence between the
tw o layers), respectively. T hyis isbecause phase transition
points have experin entall”! been cbserved m ost clearly
In such a plhne. W e also present the phase diagram n
thethe (- sas plane,which willbe usefiilto analyze ex—
perin entaldata obtained n sam plesw ith di erent gsas
but all other param eters unchanged.

In Section II we review the Landau-site H am iltonian
govemning bilayer QH system £4. I Section IITwe solve
the elgenvalue equation forthe ground state in the SU 4)-
Invariant 1im it. In so doing we identify the physical vari-
ablesw ithin 15 generators of the group SU (4). W e show
that there are 9 ndependent physical variables, am ong
which 8 variables describbe real G oldstone m odes on the
SU (4)-invariant ground state. W e then calculate the
ground-state energy of the full system in the rst order
of perturbation. In Section IV we verify the existence
of the spin phase, the canted phase and the ppin phase
In the presence of the bias volage. T he ground state is
obtained in an analytic form in each phase. In particular
the spin com ponent S, and the inbalance param eter o
are calculated as functions of the bias voltage for typical
sam ple param eters. In Section V we present phase dia—
gram s In the gas— gz plane, in the (- (¢ plane and in
the - sas plane. In Section VIwe show that the spin
phase isnotm odi ed but the ppin phase is considerably
modi ed by higher order perturbations. T hus, the soin—
canted phase bgundary is an exact result, as is consistent
w ith the resul obtained from the exact diagonalization
ofa few -electron system . In Section V I we interpret the
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II
experin ental data? based on the phase diagram i the
0— o plane. Section V ITT is devoted to discussions.

II. LANDAU-SITE HAM ILTON IAN

E lectrons in a plane perform cyclotron m otion under
strong m agnetic eld B; and create Landau levels. In
QH system s the electron position is speci ed sokly by
the gquiding center X = (X ;Y ) sub fct to the noncom —
m utative re]atfbon, K;Y] = i}, with the m agnetic
length 3 = ~=eB, . It follows from this relation
that each electron occupies an area 2 ‘g labelled by the
Landau-site index. The total number of Landaus sites
isN = S=2 ¥ = N= ,whereN and S are the total
electron num ber and the area ofthe system , respectively.
E lectrons behave as if they were on lattice sites, am ong
which Coulomb Interactions operate.

In the bilayer system an electron carries4 di erent po—
larizations associated w ith the ordinary soin (";#) and
two layers (£b). These four polarizations can be incor-
porated in the isospin index =1£", &, b", b#. In this
notation the second quantized electron eld in the lowest
Landau kevel (LLL) appear as

b3

c m)xin i @1

m=0

where hx Jn i is the onebody wave fiunction for the Lan—
dau site jn i in the LLL wih m labeling the angular
mom entum . The operators ¢ (m ) and & (n) satisfy the
standard anticom m utation relations.

The electron eld has four com ponents, and the
bilayer system possesses the underlying algebra SU (4).
It has the subalgebra SU i1, 2)  SUppin 2). W e denote
the 3 generators of the spin SU ) algebra by *, and
those ofthe pseudospin SU (2) generatorsby PP . There
are rem aining 9 generators in SU (4), which are given by

S PPT | Their properties are summ arized as
in spin _ : in
asp b = apl+ 1"apc csp 7
ppin ppin _ : ppin,
a b - abI+ l"abc c ’
spin ppin _ ppin spin,
a b ~ b a ’ (2 -2)

where Istands forthe4 4 dentity m atrix. T heirexplicit
om is given in Appendix &, .

A 11 the physical operators required for the description
ofthe systam are constructed asbilinear com binations of

x) and Y (x).They are 16 density operators
&)= YY) &);
1 .
Sa(X)=5 Yx) P &);
1 .
Pa(X)=5 V) PP ox);
1 i in
Rap &) =2 V) FRPPTx); 223)

where S, describbes the total spin, 2P, measures the
electron-density di erence between the two layers. The
operator R 5, transform s as a spin under SU g1, (2) and
as a pseudospin under SUpp 1, (2) .

T he total H am iltonian consists of the Coulomb, Zee—
m an, tunneling and bias tem s. The Coulomb interac-
tion is decom posed into the SU (4)-invariant and SU 4)-
noninvariant tem s,

1
B = Exdly ®KWVT &  y) )i
z
He =2 &xdyP, KV & y)P ) @ 4)
w here
!
& 1 1
8 " KJ ®¥+ &2

wih d being the layer separation. The tunneling and
biasterm sare sum m arized Into the pseudo—~Zeam an term .
Combining the Zeem an and pseudoZeem an tem s we
have

Z

&Ex ( 2S,+ 2 .6)

Hizpz = sasPx +  pasPz)i

with the Zeem an gap 3, the tunneling gap

thebiasterm pias= €Vpias- .
Substituting the eld expansion ¥2,1) into H, we cb—

tain Landau-site H am iltoniandi®, )

SAS and

X
HE = Vi, @in) (59
m nij
X
H. =4 anijPz(m;n)Pz(i;j); 2.7)
m nij
w here the C oulom b m atrix elem ent is
7
Vi = 5 Cxdym kipivo & y)hiliy §i;
(2.8)
and
X
m ;n) = d m)c @);
1% .
Sa(m;n)=§ d@m)(F") c n);
1X .
Pa(m;n)=5 d @) (P ¢ ): 2.9)

They satisfy the W ; (4) algebrall, which is the SU @)
extension ofthe W ; algebra. The Zeem an and pseudo—
Zeam an termm s read
X

[ 25: @in)+

Hypz = sasPx ;n) +

(2.10)

. . +
The totalHam iltonian isH = H_ + H. + Hyzpz .

piasPz ;n)]:



ITII. PHYSICALDEGREES OF FREEDOM

At = 2 there are two electrons In one Landau site.
W e consider a creation operator of a pair of electrons at
site n,

X
G¥m)= -

g ¢ @) 0); 31

where g is an antisymm etric com plex m atrix, g =
g .A hom ogeneous state is given by

Y

Pi= GY (n)Pi; 32)

n

when g is lndependent of the site index n. The nor-
m alization of the state, hggi= 1, leadsto

Tr gg¥ = 2: (33)

Sihce g contains 6 independent com plex param eters,
there are 6 independent hom ogeneous states. They
span the 6-din ensional irreducible representation of
SU @) SU @).

Tt is hard to diagonalize the totalH am iltonian. Since
w e are interested in the regin e w here the SU (4)-invariant
Coulomb term H g dom inates all other interactions, we
start w ith the ground state of the Ham iltonian H [ ,

H pi= E] pi: (34)

W e inclide the SU (4)-noninvariant tem s as an all per—
turbation.

By requiring
m;n)pi= nn 9L (3.5)

the ejgenvalue equation {34) is satis ed w itttd

X
Eg = Vo nnm = "N 3.6)
m n
and
r
o=l 1 deVar 2 Y. @)
X402 AN
Here
o ¢
Ec = 3 ™ 338)

is the Cciulomb energy unit. N ote that the direct energy
part, * V.’ ..iscancelled out by the background
neutralizing charge'ld Tt isthe ground state In the SU (4)-
Invariant lim it of the system , which is the unperturbed
system realized in the limitsd! 0, z ! 0, sas! O
and pias ! 0.

W e Introduce the expectation value of isospin opera-—
tors,

-« =hgPa (ajn)Pi= %Tr Frag’ ;
P, =hgP. m;n)i= %Tr PP g’
Rap =hgRap (jn) Pi= %Tr Fr PP gy 3.9
T hey are the total spin per one Landau site, and so on.

W e pay a special attention to the inbalance param eter
o, which is the nom alized density deference between

thetwo layers, joj 1.At = 2 i isde ned by
o —2=p,: (310)
£t b

The relation C_B-;ﬂ) together w ith the nom alization con-—
dition @.3) yields

=

1 : . . .
99’ = ST+ - FUSat [FFRa+ P TR

N

(3.11)

Here and hereafter the summ ation over repeated indices
over the qJJn or tPe pseudospin is understood; for in—
stance, 5% = 82=  ,_,.,SaSa

W e study the condition @;E}) Tt holds trivially for
m = n.Thecondition @m;n)pi= 0 form & n yieds

X
g g dm)d @m)d m)d m)Pi=0; (312)
which in tum leads to
X
g g =0; 313)
w here is the totally antisymm etric tensor. It is
equivalent to

s?+pP?+R?=1; (3.14)
In temm s of physical variables, as we verify in Appendix
.

&t is Jnterestmg to note that the m agniude of the
SU @) JsospJn s?+pP?+ R” , s xed by the eigenvalue
equation {3 4) Namely it is a dynam ical variable. In-
deed, we have

S?+P?+R?%= o2 (3.15)
for the state
Yy h i

cos dw ()C )+ sin ¢, )G, ) Pi:

Bi=
(3.16)
In general, we can only derive a kinem atical constraint

s?+pP?+R%6 1 @17)



ee 'B15) in Appendix,B .
= 1 case, where the
3=4, is

from their de nition [3.9): S

This is in sharp contrast to the

m agniude of the SU (4) isospin, s?+pP?+R%=
xed kinem atically.

Though there are 12 real param eters in the antisym —
metric m atrix g , one of them is unphysical for repre-
senting the overall phase, and another is xed by the
nom alization condition B .3 Then onevariable is xed
by the condition @.1-4) on the ground state [i. Aswe
shallsee soon [see {3.26)]and prove in A ppendix EI,, there
exists anotherunphysicalvariable w hich decoupleson the
ground state Pi. Hence the param eter space character—
izing the SU (4)-invariant ground state i contains 8 real
Independent variables. They are the 4 complex Gold-
stone m odes associated w ith a spontaneous breakdown
ofthe SU (4) symm etry In the SU (4)-invariant 1im it. The
num b.er.o.f the G oldstone m odes agreesw ith our previous
resu2322 obtained based on an e ective theory w ith the
use of com posite bosons.

W e now Inclide the SU (4)-noninvariant interactions
as an all perturbation. The st order perturbation is
to diagonalize the full Ham ittonian H within this sub-
space. Equivalently, the ground state is determ ined by
m inin izing the energy

Ey BN =hgH pi 318)
w ithin this param eter space. See Section 5-_/:]]:1 on this
point.

Tt is straightforward to show that

o @)c M)Pi= . @d") ; 319
and
%J:CY m) Hc (G)c m)Pi
§+mnqyg or m = i;j=n
2 + nn i309Y) @) for m > {j<n
= n3in @) QoY) Pr m > 4> n
% n3 in @) @gY) Hr m< Lj<n
+ mn i5@9Y) @) or m < i{i>n
(320)
T hus
1 X
N Vi nijmj:ym)cy @B Gc )HB1i
=@9) @) ", @) @) "y: B21)

By using these form ulasthe ground-state energy per Lan—
dau site is calculated as

Eg =", Tr ppin o 2 " Tr PRI oy PR oy

1 .
" Tr gg'gg” 5 2Tr Frgg”

ppin

1 1 .
> sasTr FP7gg’ > biasTE FPMggY

(322)

or
+ 2
E; =4" " % Sit+t P+ Ry,
2 3
2% S;+P;+ R h ke
ZSZ SASP biastr (3-23)
where ", isgiven by 3.7) an
1d_,
"D = Z_‘Ec: (3.24)

Tt is necessary to express 15 isospin com ponents, S, P4
and R, In tem s of Independent variables.

W emay choose S, and P, as 6 independent variables.
W e expect that R, are w ritten in tem s of these 6 vari-
ables and 4 extra variables. Indeed, as dem onstrated in
the A ppendix :E::, we obtain

2

S°P.  (SP)S P°S,  (SP)B
R = R
ab SQ PQ PS
s’p,  (SP
.\ SP)S, %RPQ
SQ 0
Q.P’S,  (SP)B Qa Qb
2= T 7P + 2 22°R 325
0 PQ es ¥ g Ree  629)
w ith Qa "achch;S = jS}P = :Pjal’ldQ = :Qj

Here, Rps, Rpg s Rgs and Rgq are the 4 extra vari-
ables. However, it can be proved that only 3 ofthem are
Independent, and they are param etrized as

: 1
Rps+jRQs:el! i +-S ’

Rpg + Rgg = i P: (326)
Thus R,p, are expressed in tem s of 9 variables; , ,
! together with S,, P, . One variabl is unexpectedly
unphysical, about which we explain in A ppendix B|.

We show that S, = S, = P, = 0 for the ground
state. Fimst of all S, and R,, rotate as vectors under
the SU &1 2) transfomm ation. So, if we have any con-—

guration w ith nonvanishing § and S, , we can perform
an SU o1 (2) rotation to increase S,, without a ecting §
and RZ,, as far as possble until Sy = S, = 0. This
decreases the energy 323). Sim ilarly, perfom ing an
SUppin (@) rotation in the xy-pseudoplane, we can Iower
the energy via the tunneling term by Increasing Py, w ith—
outa ectingP, and R?,, as faraspossble untilP, = 0.

Substituting Sy, = S, = Py, = 0 nto R, we come to
X 2 s? 2 2 52 2
Rip,=—+ °+ P+ P. ;
ab
X g2 p2
2 _ Pz 2 X .
R, = >+ P§+P§' 327)



Eg= ", % 1+ S2+ PZ+PZ 1+ 2
p2 g2
nw nw " X z
2 + "capP 52152 2
" ke 25z sasP biasP
p2
wt n w X 2,
M X+2XP§+P§ ; (328)
w here we have set
"cap 4" 2% : (329)

Here "capPﬁ is the capacitance energy per one Landau
site. The capacitance param eter @.29:) isdi erent from

the = 1QH system? d,V\L}}e_Ie n —pl 4" 4" . Note
that the energy formula {_3.23) holds asPIt stands also at
= 1. The di erence arises because _RZ, = PZ i

G829 at = 1buti isgivenby B2]) at = 2.

If we m inim ize E5 w ithin the param eter space of the
SU (4)-invariant ground state, we should in pose the con—
dition (314). However, i is instructive to m inin ize Eq
w ithout requiring i. Nam ely, we only assum e the kine-
m atical condition (3.17), which reads

1
1+ =

> S+ PZ4+PZ 1+ 7+ 2 1@ (330)

N evertheless, the equality is easily seen to hold on the
m Inin um -energy state. Indeed, lt us assume that i
is realized with the nnequality. However, this is self-
contradictory since we can decrease the energy Eq by in—
creasing ? in @_.2_8) as far as the nequality is cbeyed;
note that "; > ", . The self-contradiction is resolved
only ifthe equahi:y holds in (-3 .3d

1
1+ =

2 2 2 2 2 _ .
~ si+ PL+PI 1+ 7+ P=1:

(3.31)

Nam ely, even ifwe m inin ize the energy E4 w ithout in -
posing @;1_4), we reproduce . Consequently, the vari-
ation approach reproduces the ground-state condition
6.3) w ithin the class of test functions Qg
W enotethat ! disappearsboth from {_3.2-8 and @3@:)

and hence it is a zero-energy m ode even in the SU (4)-
noninvariant case. W e shall see that i is related with
the rotational nvariance in the xy-plane: See C4 .’q‘)

W eelin nate 2 in 32§) by using B31),

2

P
By =2", ———2— g +2" 1+ * p;
P2 + P2 *
+ "capPi 7Sz sasPx piasP
v .
2 2n (332)

Tt is clear that we can decrease the energy by ncreas-

Ing S, without a ecting other tem s :n (332). This is

achieved at by decreasing 2 until 2= 0in @31),whih
yields

2
S;+ P, + P, = 1+ 2 (333)
W e solve this as
p
Sz=19 1 2/
1+ 2
1 p
Py=p—— 1 %;
1+ 2
1
P, =p—— (3.34)
1+ 2
mtermsoftﬂoparameters:_j_jG land j jo6 1.
Substituting these into §__2 ) we obtain
2 2 :
Eg :2"X + 2"X + 4 "D l;( l+ >
p p
z 1 > SAS 1 >
1+ 2 1+ 2
=2 2% 2n s (335)
1+ 2
To m inin ize this w ith respect to , and , we wrie
down the equations@ E = @ E = @E = 0. We rear-

range them as

2 gAS 4"X % 2 éAS
2= B ; (3.36a)
1 2 o 1 2
. 4 " 4+ 2 2 m " 1
e o X X+ p ; (336b)
SAS 0 1 2
z p1 Zp
= 1 2 (3.36c)
SA S
w here
q
0 s 2+ 2 a2 337)

T he ground state is determm ined by these equat:ons The
param eters  and are solved out from 636a and
63.36b) in term softhesamp]eparam eters FIG ﬂ:] Then,

is given by :(3.36c n term s of them .

IV. GROUND STATE STRUCTURE

W e discuss the ground-state structure as a function of

param eters and . Substiuting (3.360 ) Into @.34. we
get
p
S, =— 1 2 1 %
0
Px_ SAS zp 2,
0
SAS 2

@4.1)



n=1.4|_

"ﬁbiasﬂq |

n=0.9

Apiasl®)
100 150 200 250 300

FIG .1: The soin com ponent S, and the im balance param eter

0 P, are illustrated together with as functions of pias
for typical sam ple param eters d= 23nm, sas = 6:7K and

0= n 1011=cm2). The soin phase ( = 0), the canted
phase (0 < < 1) and the ppin phase ( = 1) are realized
Br pias < phasr bias < bias < pasand Eoo < piass
respectively. T here are 3 phases forn = 14 but only 2 phases
forn= 09.

Recall that S, = S, = 0 and Py, = 0. Ushg (28) in
@;2_3), we perform all the necessary substitutions and

obtain

p 1!
Ryxx + Ryx = SRS 1 2 et ;
0
Z P p il
Ryy+ Ryy=+— 1 2 1 2&°;
0
p pP—
. SA S
Ry, + iRy, = + 1 21 2Y; @2

while the rest com ponents vanish, R, = 0. W e have
expressed all the isospin com ponents S, P, and Ry, In

term s of three variables , and !.
Using 2S£ = S, + Ra; and 252 =S, Ry, we nd
1 P P —
st= 9= Z_SAS 1 21 2cos!;
2 o
l SA S p p—
st = == 1 2 1 2sn!': @&3
v= 9= 3 ; 43)

W e see that ! describes the ordentation of St and St i
the xy-plane. It is the zero-energy m ode associated w ith
the rotational nvariance In the xy-plane.

Emplbying the om ulae derived in_A ppendix _-:, the
m atrix g can be reconstructed from {@.1) and {42). For
the sake of sin plicity we take ! = 4 and come to

P+ b+ Poi @4)

w here
i . i .
f=§ 1+ »= §’pm, gl;:i ysf’m 1+ PPy
ib — . iP— _ . )
B=5 &y i 9§=5 2 7R
i . i .
94?:5 1 Zspm 51311’1; g}g=§ ;’pm 1 Epm ;
4.5)
and
1+ iP
..——p:l 2 1+ 21 2
2 2 0
0=0;
1 £ P
f="p=— 1 21 L1 2z ;
2 2 0
P _ l_ 1+ SAS
£ 2 . 7
i sasP
(1)D= = BS 2!
2 0
i
Po — 1 SRS 4.6)
2 0

E quivalently, the ground state is expressed as

Ph)i= TP @it §Ho @i+t JBy )i
+ PPem)i+ §Pomit PP @)
where
B )i=ch m)g. o) Pi;
. ), )+ < ). @)
Bo ()i=— S p;* i Di;

By 0)i=cf ), 0)Pi;
Pem)i=c, M), 0)Pi;

d, @), ) . )
Pol)i=— ) P= 45 Pi;

:Pb (n)iz(%" (n-)(%# (n-):pl (4.8)

This reveals the m icroscopic structure of the ground
state.

A]lquanurjes are param etrized by and .W hen we
solve (3.36a ) and 63.36b) for them, we nd < 0 Pr
bias <  therand > 1 Br  ppg > by with cer-
tain values of 5,  and_ {7 : see (5.]). Accordingly
the ground-state energy @;3_5{) isminin izedby = 0 for
bias < licias’ and = 1 or pips > Il;:l:as' Then,

the spin component S, and the density imbalance P,
are calculated from {.1). Tn FIG i we illustrate S, and
0 P, together wih as functions of s fOor typ—
ical sample param eters; d = 23nm, gsas = 67K and
o=n 10'=m? withn= 14 and= 09.

F irst, when p= 0, it Pllowsthat S, = 1 and P, = 0
sihce o= 4 1 2. Note that disappears from




all ormulas in {4.4). The spin phase is characterized
by the fact that the isospin is fully polarized into the
spoin direction w ith S, = 1 and allothersbeing zero. The
spoins in both layerspoint to the positive z-axis d.Be to the

Zeemane ect. Substituting = Oand o z 1 2
into 4.4) we nd the ground state to be
Y
Pepinl= 0. ) Pi: 4.9)

Tt is interesting to notice that, even if the bias voltage is
applied, no charge transfer occurs betw een the two layers
(0= 0)asfaras pis< s Where the system is in
the spin phase FIG ;_]:].

Second, when = 1, i followsthatS, = OandP, 6 0
(actually P2 + P2 = 1). The ppi phase is characterized
by the fact that the isospin is fully polarized into the
pseudospin direction w ith

(4.10)

and allothersbeing zero. Because P, representsthe den—
sity di erence between the two layers, isidenti ed with
the inbalance parameter (. Substiutihg = 1 into
Cfl- ;Z}) we obtain the ground state as

Y 1 p_ p—
Dppini= 5 L+ 0Cp )+ 1 oq. @)

o o
0y ) Pi:

(4.11)

Tt is found that all electrons are in the front layer w hen
0= 1,and in the back ayerwhen = 1.

For intermm ediate values of (0 < < 1) none of the
son and pseudospin vanish, where we m ay control the
density inbalance by applying a bias voltage as In the
Prin phase T he ground state ycantl is given by I4 7)
w ith Cfl_q A 11 states except o ()i contrbute to HmM
the ground state. This is so even In the balanced con—

guration ( = 0). Ik Pllows from |(4.1) and (4 3) that,
as the system goes away from the soin phase, the spin
begin to cant and m ake antiferrom agnetic correlations
between the two ]ayers.. Henoe, it is called the canted
antiferrom agnetic phase‘f

W e conclude that there are three phases In general; the
soin phase, the canted phase and the ppin phase. They
are as characterized by

soin canted |ppin
s?=1ls’6 0|s*= 0| 4a2)
p2=o0lp?s 0lPp%=1

T he order param eters are s? andP?
Let us study the system w ih no bias voltage in m ore

Eppln

var
: gfs As A ﬂgf.s
LN P et
spin canted ppin

FIG .2: The ground-state energies E™, EEP™ and ES*"" are
given In the spin, ppin and canted phases In the balanced
con guration by takingd= 0:56% . The horizontalaxis is the
tunneling gap sas In the Coulomb um’i:Ef;J = e2:(4 "R,
A phase transition occurs along the heavy curve continuously
from the spin phase to the canted phase, and then to the ppjn
phase, as sas increases. The phase t txansi:Jon points  £as
and ©°. are given by {4.17) and {418) in the rst order of
perturbation. The energy ESpl" is not m odi ed but Eppln is
m odi ed into EEP® by higher order quantum corrections. T he
point A stands for the would-be crossing of the spin and ppin
eneryy levels In the rst order ofperturbation,wih A given
by (4 .16) The point B stands for the one when higher order
quantum corrections are taken into account, wih s given
by ('_6;151"), suggesting that the canted phase is considerably
shrunk.

detail. The spin and pseudospin are

Z 2
S =P 1 ’
2 2
sas ot oz @ %)
SAS 2
P,=p ; “413)
2 2
sas otz @ %)

where 2 iseasily obtained from @.36a) with = 0,

2 2 2
2 SA S Z Z
= : (4.14)
2 2
4( "X )2 SA S Z
T he ground-state energy in each phase is given by
PR~ 27 2y 4
2 2 2mn 2
cant _ w SA S Z X SA S
E - 2 X gn + gn 2 2
X X SAS Z
EFPT = 2% sas: (4.15)

W e have depicted them asa function of gsas M FIG :;i
If the canted phase were ignored, the two kvels EP™

and EPP™ would cross at

s

sas = (4.16)

A + 2"X
and a transition would occur suddenly from the spin

phase (82 = 1, p? = 0) to the ppin phase (S2 = 0,



P?=1). A ctually, a m ixing of states occurs and lowers

the ground state energy. As a result the level crossing
tums into an level anticrossing F IG ;_2], and the canted
state em erges between the spin and ppin phases. As

sa s Increases, the phase transition occurs continuously
from the soin phase to the canted phase, and then to the
ppin phase. T he phase transition points are

a

sc _ 2 n
= 7T 4"% 3z

SAS 4.17)

from Egpj“ = ES*", and

a
pc  _
sas = 2"y * % + 2" )2 (4.18)
from EPP® = . These two m ulas agree w ith the
variational result due to M acD onald et al.'1:3:, w here the
variationalstate hasbeen chosen from a subset ofthe fill

set {_5_.-%) satisfying @;E})

cant
Eg

V. PHASE DIAGRAM S

T he phase diagram can be studied based on analytic
form ulas given In the previous section. W e  rst present
the phase diagram in the gsas— z plane Portypicalval-
ues Qf- pms to compare our result wih the standard
one??. W e search for the boundaries separating the
canted phase from the soin and ppJn phases;’l i:he sys—
tem . These are extracted from (3.36a) and .364). The
m erit of our form alisn is that analytic expressions are
available to determ ne the phase boundaries even for in —
balanced con gurations.

A long the spin—canted b_oyl_’ldary we have = 0. Sub-
stituting this value into (l3 .36b) we get
bias Z
i< = : 51)
"1 2 sas gzt 4"
W e solve this or  and substitute it into (.36a) to get
2 2 2 o4
= Z4an s . 52)
SAS b4 X 2 L+ 4"
T his determ ines the spin—canted boundary.
A long the ppin-canted boundary we have = 1. Sub-

stituting this value into @-;3-_6-@:) and @-_.3-_6-1_:;) we get

P .
sas= 1 2 —E oang 63)
and
2= PR g PR ogmoygln (54

after some m anpulation. These two equations give a
param etric representation of the ppin-canted boundary
In temm s of

c||=|: Biin =0 AT
rd
3 |
| .
& spin
z
4 it
H.'ll'l
1
w 0.8
& a6l
=] |
H 04f
,ﬂ ol
o | prin ppin

0 02 04 08 08 1
Turinelreg gap &g,

0 0.2 04 06 08 1
Tunredinng gag &g, 0

FIG . 3: The phase diagram is given in the sas— z plane
by changing the bias energy pias. Herewe have setd= %,
and taken the Coulom b energy unit E 8 for the tunneling gap
(horizontalaxis) and the Zeem an gap (verticalaxis). It is ob-
served that both the canted and ppin phases are stabilarized
even or sas = 0 by applying the bias volage. T he dotted
curves in the top left pa.nelreplesent the exact diagonalization
resul due to Schliem ann et aL- for the 12 electron system . It
is observed that the ppin-canted phase boundary ism odi ed
considerably by higher oder quantum corrections.

In draw Ing the phase diagram in the gsas— z plne
weneed to x the layer separation d. Follow ing the stan—
dard ]Ji:eraturef’ﬁ i, we have exam ined the cased = %
and presented the phase diagram in FIG 3 Our resulks
agree qua];tat:yely w ith results obtamed num erically by
Brey et al? and M acD onal et 213 f©r i balknced con—

gurations.

Our analytic formulas reveal som e new features not
reported in literature. W e have found som e peculiar be—
haviors for the ppin-canted boundary as in F1G »'fl, w hich
occurs for 2") < 3", ord . 0:{75% . W hen the bias
voltage is Increased, a sm all ppin region appears in the
vicinity of the origin at

=2 "cap (5.5)

B

T his region is isolated from the basic ppin region by the
canted phase. By ncreasing pis, the isolated and basic
pPpin regions com e closer, and they m erge at

3
2" 2
@-g D mo. 5.6)

T hen the isolated region disappears.
T hese phase diagram s are, however, not so usefil to
analyze experin ental data, sihce we need m any sam ples
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FIG .4: Thephass diagram isgiven n the sas— z planeby
changing the bias energy  pias. Herewehave set d= 04%,
and taken the Coulom b energy unit E 8 for the tunneling gap
(horizontalaxis) and the Zeem an gap (verticalaxis). A sm all
ppin region appears In the vicinity ofthe origin ford . 0:75% .
T his region is isolated from thebasic ppin region by the canted
phase. This is shown in the top lft panel. The upper part
of each panel is the enlarged in age of the viciniy of origin
w here the isolated ppin region appears.

with di erentd to realize,eg., d= 3 ,butthisisinpos-
sble. Tt is m ore Interesting to see experin entalk? how

the phase transition occurs by controlling the total den—
sity o and also the mmbalance param eter  In a single
sample wih xed valiesofd and gsas. Here we wish
to describe new aspects of the phase diagram from this
point of view .

W e start w ith the spin phase in the balanced con gu-
ration wih pis= 0. (The soin phase realizes provided
the electron density ism ore than a certain criticalvalie.)
W hen the bias voltage is applied ( pias 6 0) the param -
eter becom es nonzero according to (5.1). However,
no charge inbalance is Induced between the two layers
(o= 0)asfaras = 0.A charge inbalance occursonly
above a certain criticalvalie £ of the bias voltage as

bias

n F1G i, which is given by solving {52) as

2 1+ 4-%

( Bis)” =

2+ 4" ) Gas:t 6B

0 &0 160 150 200 260

FIG .5: The phase diagram is given in the ypias— o plane for
the ssmple with d= 23nm ,where (= n 10**=an %. The
tw o curves stand for the spin—canted phase boundary and the
ppin-canted phase boundary in the rst orderofperturbation.

T he four large points are experin ental data indicating phase
transition points taken from Sawada et al¥.

canted

Total density n

0.8 1

1
0.6
Imbalance parameter o

0 0.2 0.4

FIG .6: Thephase diagram isgiven in the (- ¢ plane, where
the sam ple param eters are the same as in FIG 5 The spin
phase is realized only in the balance con gumt]gn (o= 0)
along the heavy line. The solid curve represents the ppin-—
canted phase boundary in the rst order ofperturbation. T he
four Jarge points are experin entaldatgindicating phase tran—
sition points taken from Sawada et al?. The dotted curve is
a speculated ppin-canted phase boudary. The dotted hori-
zontallneatn = 0:9 oonelsgmnds to the plateau-w idth curve
indexed by n = 09 in FIG 8 (D).

T his gives the spin-canted phase boundary n the
o plne FIG 15] For pias>
Into the canted phasewith 6 0. As the bias volage
increases above a second critical value blas’ the sysl:em
tums Into the ppin phasewith = lasihFIG LL The
criticalvalue  y. is obtained by elin fnating i 53)
and C? 4{ T his gives the ppin-canted phase boundary in
the pias— o plne FIG 15] W e ram ark that, as the elec—

tron density decreases, the critical point . . decreases

bias

bias™

£oas the system is driven



and eventually becom es zero so that the spin phase disap—
pearsatall: The criticaldensity is o= 119 10'/an 2
in the case of F IG 1'5 .-

To com pare the experin entaldata-l"i‘% it ism ore con-—
venient to present the phase diagram in the (- ¢ plane
FIG 6], which is constructed by using the relation be-
tween the _b_Jas voltage and the In balance param eter in —
plied by ¢3) and (54).

It is also usefulto study the phase diagram in the (-

sas plane, since it is not di cul to prepare sam ples
with di erent gas wih allotherparam etersunchanged
F G (1]. This is constructed from 4.17) and @.18).

w30 | PPIN

=X

[44]
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& 20 /

(=] ,_

E f " canted
@ 10| / 7

c

é ;’l e spin

0 o5 1 15 2 25
Total density n

FIG.7: The phase diagram is given In the ¢- sas plane
at the balance po'jnt, where the sam ple param eters are the
sam e as In FIG . 5. The horizontal axis denotes the total
density o = n 10* = 2, while the vertical axis denotes
the tunneling gap sas In Kelvin. The dotted curve is a
speculated ppin-canted phase boundary. T he two Jarge points
are experin entaldata indicating phase transition points taken
from Sawada et al?.

VI. HIGHER ORDER CORRECTIONS

W e have explored the ground-state structure in the

rst order of perturbation theory. O ur H am iltonian con—
sists of the SU (4)-nvariant term H_ and the SU (4)-
noninvariant tem H 0, = H. + Hzpz - W € are Interested
in the regine where H | H pon - Hence we have diag-
onalized H asin (34) and treat H ,,,, perturbatively.
T he eigenstates are degenerate w ith respect to H . , con—
sisting of 6 states at each Landau site. T he degeneracy

is rem oved by the SU 4)-noninvariant temm s H o . W e
m ay construct 6 states ;1 satisfying
hgsgii= 455 hgsH Bii= E; 4 (6.1)

as ollow s. F irst we determm ine Ppiby m inim izinghgH pi
w ith the use of a general state {_ZI;]) . W e then construct
a Fock space made of 5 states that are orthogonal to
Poi. W ithin this space we can m inin ize g i, which
determ ines the lowest energy state 1. In thisway we
m ay construct 6 states o i, si wpith E g Eq
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s, which satisfy {6.1). The full Ham itonian is

diagonalized w thin the rst order perturbation theory.

W e have constructed the phaseboundariesbetw een the
spin phase, the canted phase and the ppin phase. Herewe
recall the exact-diagonalization result® of a few -electron
system show ing that the boundary between the spin and
canted phases is practically unm odi ed but the bound-
ary between the canted and ppin phases is considerably
modi ed from themean—- eld result [E‘IG:_'S]. In order to
explain this we discuss e ects due to higher order per—
turbations.

W e start w ith the soin phase. It is in portant that the
fully spin polarized state {4.9) is an exact eigenstate of
the totalH am iltonian H . T his follow s from

Pz(i;j):gspjniz Px(i;j):gspjni: 0 62)
and
Sz W) Pepni= 1: 6.3)
W e obtain H Pepini= EFP " Popniwith
EFR = 2m 2" 4+, 64)

T he elgenvalue agreesw ith them ean— eld value in :24:.1:5) .
Hence them ean- eld equations :_(?>_.§6_:‘:1) 3 §§c) are ex—
act ones in the soin phase, In plying that the spin-canted
phaseboundary isnota ected by higher order perturba—
tions.

W e proceed to discuss the ppin phase. For sin plicity
w e consider the balanced point, where

Sz (31 Pppini= 1; Po (1) Pppmi= 0: ©65)
H ow ever, since
P, %) Pppnis 0 for i€ j; (6.6)

though hgppin P2 7 3) Pppini = 0, the state Pppini isnot
an eigenstate of the capacitance term H . . Hence the
fully pseudospin polarized state {4.11) is not an eigen—
state of the totalH am iltonian H even in the absence of
the tunneling interaction ( sas = 0).

Tt is practically im possble to carry out the second or—
der perturbation since aln ost no eigenstates of the un-
perturbed Ham iltonian H g are known. W em ake a vari-
ational analysis. W e decom pose the total H am iltonian
H into two pieces, Hy and H,, where H is the m axi
malpart of H one of whose eigenstates is Pppini. We
do not give their explicit form s here since they are very
com plicated . W e obtain

HoPppini= EEP" Pppini 6.7)
w ith
EPPR = 2% om 2 pilSASZ: ©63)



Thisagreesw ith the rst-orderperturbation result ::(4:.i5)
at ¢ = 0. Hence the variational analysis surely presents
a higher order correction . A ccording to the standard pro-—
cedure, wem inin ize the totalenergy w ith the variational
state

s var

:gppini= 1+ Hl):gppjni; (6.9)

where is the variational param eter. Then the energy
reads

jgppjn H fﬁppinif
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VII. EXPERIM ENTAL STATUS

Based on our theoretical results we w ish_to interpret
the experin entaldata due to Sawada et el yielding an
unam biguous evidence for phase transitions. T hey have
presented the activation-energy data for ( FIG g(a)]
and the plhteau-w idth data or o FIG §0)]. In this
sectionweset o=n 10'=mm?, and use n to represent

ppin _ mppin
T g 3 e
ppin 31 1 Hppin
(6.10)

T he calculation is straightforward though quite tedious.
To _perform various integrals explicitly we approxin ate

L) as

1 1
Vi@ = —exp —@uf E;
I 2
d 1, 0
vV @ = e SHf EC (6.11)
withEJ = &€’=@ "% ),which isvalid ord=%  1.The
resul is given by
) ) d2 1 2 ZEO
E\};;er — Egpm - p_ ( O) C — .
6.12)

T he correction is larger for larger layer separation d, and
1t is Jargest at the balanced point ( ¢ = 0).

Tt is not easy to derive higher order corrections for the
canted phase, since Peantl is not an eigenstate of any
sin ple Ham iftonian and fartherm ore it is a com plicated
state nvolving 5 statesasin @.7). Though we areunablk
to determm ine the In proved ppin-canted phase boundary,
we may make som e argum ents how i ismodi ed. For
sim plicity we study the balanced point. W e have shown
that the would-be phase transition point is :i s given by
(4 16) i the ignorance of the canted phase. W e exam ine
how this point ismodi ed by equating }64) and (6.12).

N am ely, from Egpj" = EPP we nd

0 s 1
var 1 sp Sp 2 d2
sgsz_@ sgs 04 + SISS_,_O_l _‘ZA:
ES 2 E c 4%

(6.13)

It is observed that this ismuch sm aller than the st or-
der perturbia‘gjgn result FIG ;_2]. Sihce the spin-canted

boundary {4.17) is not modi ed we expect that the
canted phase is shrunk considerably. T hese features are

precisely what are fouynd In the exact diagonalization of
a f&w electron systam? FIG ;_3’].

hpemH 1HoH 1 Bppind

the totaldensity.
(a)
4 T T T T T T
- J{)=0 '.‘.’
% 3ar ..’ 1
& L
;2 T
= e
=
2 11 canted J" 1
.--'---.-—'1-'
0 06 08 . I1d 1.2 1.4 1.6
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(b) Y
08 = T T T T -
0O n=1.4
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06F o n=09 -
£ + n=0.6
=
=
= 0.4+ 1
]
& 0.2} ]
0.0% =

-0.4 0.0 0.4 0.8
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FIG . 8: The activation-energy data for ( and the plateau—
w idth data or o are taken from Sawada et alz . In the upper

gure (@), thepointn = 0:9 is identi ed w ith the spin—canted
phase transition point. In the lower gure (©), them Inin um
point in each curve indexed by n is identi ed w ith the ppin-
canted phase transition point. The heavy curve traces these
m inin um points.

W e see a phase transition point ( g;n) = (0;0:9)
from the activation-energy data FIG & (@)], r which
d=% = 123 in the samplewih d= 23nm . W e give the
phase diagram in  sas— z plane, upon which we plt
the data point FIG :g]. On one hand, the ponnt is al
m ost on the spin-canted boundary. Furthem ore, though
the spin-canted boundary is exact, i is obtained in the
deal two-dim ensional system and t willbemodi ed in
actualsam plesw ith nite quantum wells. Then it is rea—
sonable that the point is slightly o  the theoretical es-
tin ation. On the other hand, as we have argued, the
ppin—canted phase boundary is considerably m odi ed so
that the canted phase occupiesa tiny dom ain In the phase



diagram FIG |_2 and FIG :3]. W e cannot com pare the ex—
act diagonalization resulr w ith the data directly since it
is available only at Vs = 0 and d=% = 1. Since the
phase diagram ford=% = 123 is sim ilar to the one for
d=% = 1, i would be allowed to extrapolate the exact
diagonalization data from d=% = 1. W e have plotted
i on the same gure as indicated by the dotted curve
FIG ;_9]. T hen the point is also near to the ppin-canted
phase boundary. It is hard to decide on which phase
boundary this point exists from this phase diagram .

0.06
5 spin
D.Dm_'
@ 0.047 A
o 1 28 f
c s ppln
(U ..‘
£ 0.02-
E 1
@D
N

o 02 o4 o o8

Tunneling gap Asas

FIG . 9: The phase diagram is given In the sas— z plane
for pis= 0and d= 123% . W e have taken the Coulomb
energy unit Eg for the tunneling gap (horizontal axis) and
the Zeem an gap (vertical axis). T he large point is the exper—
in ental data #dicating a phase transition point taken from

Sawada et als«. The two solid curves represent the phase
boundaries in the rst order of perturbation. The dotted
curve stands for the ppin-canted phase boundary extrapolated
from the exact diagonalization result obtained atd= % for
the 12 electron system €. It is hard to decide on which phase
boundary this point exists from this phase diagram .

W e answer this problem based on the phase diagram
In the (- plane FIG ;_é]. W e focus on the horizontal
line at n = 0:9. This corresponds to the curve indexed
by n = 09 In the plateau-w idth data FIG B(b)]. The
curve takes a maxinum at o = 0 and a m Ininum at

o ' 02 as the density mbalance is made. I is rea—
sonable to identify the region > 02 wih the ppnh
phase. Then the region 0 < ¢ < 02 must be the canted
phase. N ote that the spin phase isrealized onlyat o = 0.
W e conclude that thepoint ( ¢;n) = (02;0:9) represents
the ppin-canted phase transition point and that the point
( osn) = (0;0:9) ound in the activation-en data rep—
resents the spin-canted phase transition F IG .§]. Thisin—
terpretation is consistent w ith the fact that no ndication
ofphase transion is found Pr0:9< n < 16 in the same
data FIG d(@)].

W e continue to exam ne the plateau-w idth data forthe
sam ple w ith variousdensity n FIG i (b)]. T he data w ith
n= 1l4dandn = 12 show sin ilar behaviors as the one
wih n = 0:9.Nam ely, they possess them Inin um points
to be identi ed wih the ppin-canted phase transitions
around the inbalance param eter o’ 0:3. It is observed
that the ppin—canted transition point ( decreases asn
decreases. It is not clear from the data when the ppin-
canted phase transition disappears asn decreases. How —
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ever, i seem s that the entire region belongs to the ppin
phase at n = 0%6. Let us tentatively regard the critical
point exists near the point n = 0:6. In thisway we have
speculated the real ppin-canted boundary in the phase
diagram in the -, plne FIG @] and in the (- gas
plne FIG :j].

V III. DISCUSSIONS

T here are three phases, ie., the soin phase, the canted
phase and the ppin phase at _ = 2. The ground state is
the fully soin polarized state @;SI) In the soin phase, while
it isthe fully pseudospin polarized state @.11) in the ppin
phase. In the canted phase, however, it is not sinply
m ade of a certain combination of these two states,.as
postulated In a phenom enologicalbosonic spin m odeld,
but m ade of m ore states In a very com plicated way. W e
have constructed the ground states explicitly in the st
order of perturbation.

The phase diagram has been studied num erically
w ithin thg HartreeFock approxin ation in the standard
literature®®#43 | In this paperw e have presented analytic
form ulas or it based on perturbation theory. O ur resuls
In the rst order approxin atipn reproduce precissly the
H artree Fock variational resutti at the zero bias volage,
and agree qugalitatively w ith num ericalresults for nonzero
bias voltage”i. W e have also argued how the phase di-
agram ismodi ed by higher order quantum corrections.
W e have shown that the spin-canted phased boundary
isnot modi ed but the ppin-canted phase boundary is
considerably m odi ed. It is necessary to develop a reli-
able theory including higher order quantum ocorrections
to determm ine the accurate ppin-canted boundary in vari-
ous phase diagram s.

Ournew contribution is the phase diagram s In the (—

0o plane aswellas in the pias— o plane. W e have an—
alyzed the relation between the inbalance param eter |
and the bias voltage Vpias. At = 1 the density Imnbal-
ance occurs as soon as the bias voltage becom es nonzero.

However, thisisnotthecaseat = 2asih FIG :_i,where
bias = &Vpias. As far as Vpus < Vi, the density im -

balance isnot induced and the system is still in the spin
phase. A charge mnbalance occurs only above a certain
critical value V.5 . of the bias voltage, where the sys-
tem is driven into the canted phase. A s the bias voltage
Increases above a second critical value V.S, the system
tums into the ppin phase. Taking these facts into account
w e have constructed the phase diagram in the ¢— g plane
aswellas In the pus— o plane. These phase diagram s
w illbe usefiil to identify the three phases experin entally
by usihg a single sample. W e have also presented the
phase diagram in the (- sas plne. Ik will be useful
to identify the three phases experim entally by using sev—
eralsam plesw ith di erent gsas butallotherparam eters
unchanged.

W ghave interpreted experim entaldata due to Sawada
et al®4. W e adm i that our analysis is far from satis-



factory. This ism ainly because of the lack of quali ed
data. Recall that the prin ary concem of these experi-
m ents were to reveal the existence of the Interlayer co-
herent phase at = 2, which is identi ed w ith the ppin
phase In the present tem nology. In passing detailed
experin ents w ith several sam ples are urged to be per-
form ed In order to establish the ground-state structure
In the = 2bikhyerQH system.
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APPENDIX A:PHYSICAL VARIABLES

T hebasisofthe algebra SU (4) is spanned by 15 Hem
tian tracelessm atrices. For our purposes it is convenient

to choose them as #, PP and P0 PP¥ given by

spin _ a 0 . ppin _ 0I .
2 o . = F 10 '
! |
; 0 iT ; I 0
ppm _ . ppm _ (Al)
Y +itr o 7 1’

w here I denotes the 2
Paulim atrices.

A basis In the space of 4 4 antisym m etric m a—
trices, comprised of 6 matrices, can be chosen as
S b PP and  PPR P PP Hence, introducing
four tree-dim ensional vectorsA ,B ,C and D , wemay

param eterize the m atrix g as

2 dentity m atrix, and , are the

) SPJH ppin
Z

2g= By + By) PP PP 4 C,+ Dy

+ @y + By)( iPPP)+ Cy+ Dy ( 12T
+ @+ dB,)( FPPEPPT) 4 C, 4 D, (PR PP
= i@+ iB) P+ C +iD) PPN PR opER,
@2)
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W ecometo

1
ggy=Z(A2+ B?+C?+D?)
+} spin w A.B +} ppinw C+.D
a abcAbb ¢ a abc“ bl c
2 2
1. )
+§§pm P @aCpt BaDp): @3)
C om paring this w ith (:::]:) we get
Sa = "abcApBcj @A 4a)
Pa ="apcCuD ¢ @A 4b)
Rap=A,Cp+ BaDy; @A 4c)
from which we derive the constraints
SaRap = 0; @A 5a)
RapPp = 0; (A 5b)
SaPp  "acd"theRchRge = 0 (A 5¢)

on S,,P, and R,,. The constraint (1'1-\ g')jsveri ed based
on the dentity

ce bd)

A 6)

" " —
acd bhe — ab ( ch de ce dh) ah (cb de

+ ae (o dn ch bd) 7

) and @41:\) trivially ollow from

%
S
N
|g;_

{Z—\ 5a) and

@CE
W e construct Rp satisfying {_ASa){ CASG: To satisfy
the constraint (A 5a) we use the two nom alized vectors
s’P. SP)S . Q..

SO ’ Q'

which are orthogonalto S,, and orthogonal one to an-—
other. To satisfy the constraint @ 5K) we use the two
nom alized vectors

@

P’S,  (SP)B,. Qb

PQ Q

which are orthogonal to Py, and orthogonal one to an—
other. Hence we are abl to expand R,, In tem s of
4 tensors m ade out of these vectors with 4 coe cients

RPSIRPQIRQ_S andRQQ as in {:_3.23 :IntEXt W e now
substitute (325) into the constraint (A 5¢) to nd that

@A 8)

RQSRPQ RpsRQQ:SP: @9)

Consequently three variables are independent am ong
Rps, Rpgs Rgs and Rgg . They are param etrized as
in @26)

APPENDIX B:UNPHYSICAL VARIABLES

W e have identi ed 9 ndependent physical variables in
the 12 param eters of the antisymm etric m atrix g. In
this appendix we identify the 3 unphysical variables. In



so doing we derive the kinem atical condition @17), ie.,
s+ P+ R? 1.

The matrix g is expanded In terms of 4 three-
dinensional vectorsA , B, C and D asih @3Z). We
Investigate how they are given in tem s of the physical
variables. For this purmpose we reverse the constraints

({_A_4-_a',) and @:4@:) . The m ost general expressions read

N _S’P,  (SP)S Qa
a SQ A Q A
s°P, SP a
Ba = ( )Si B T Q_ B s
SQ Q
c _P’Sa  (P)P  Qa
a PQ C Q cCr
P%2S, (SP)P. Qa
Dy=—>—""2  + =22 ; ®1)
PQ S T

where the param eters 5 ;5 and p; are restricted by

A B A B =3S; B2)
D C p c=P: B3)

tions,
L #" # " #
A B c _ Res |
14
A B D Ros
n #" # n #
R
A B C PQ CB4)
A B D Roo
W e solve these as
_Res s Ros s | _Rosa Resa
c 3 ’ D S ’
_Reos Koo s, _Rooa Roga,
C S ’ D S .
®B5)

It is trivial to check that B 3) is autom atically satis ed
due to (Z_-\_-gl) and @:2) . W e count the num ber of nde—
pendent variables. There are 9 physical variables; Sg,
P.,Rps,RpgsRgs and Rgg with one constraint @ 9).
T here are 3 extra vardabls; ,, g, a and g wih one
constraint @:2) . W enow show that they are the unphys—
icalvariables.

A welltknown unphysical variable is the overall phase
ofthe ground state. F irst we identify it. W e considertw o
vectors (a; ) and (a; s ). W e rotate the two vectors
(a; ) and (a; s) by a shglke angle , which is the
overallangl comm on to them . It tums out that the two
vectors ﬁ_c; p) and (¢ ; p ) rotate by the sam e angle
dueto 85). Then, B,;B,) and (C,;D ) rotate In the
sam e way due to @:52::) . Finally, {ZT\_Z) In plies that the
m atrix g acquires the angle , which is the overallphase
of the ground state.

14

A nother welkknow n unphysical variable is associated

w ith the nom alization ofthe ground state. T he nom al-
ization condition {3.3) is equivalent to

A?+B?+Cc?+D?%=2: B 6)

Substituting 8 1) into this and using 85), we cbtain

1
2 _ 2 2 2 2 2
S—5 At 5 S°+RggtRG,
1 3 2 2 2 2
+5 At 5 S+RPS+RPQ
(a at+ B 8) RogsRps + RoggRpg): B7)
W e m ake a change of variables. Let be the anglk be-
tween the vectors (a; ) and (a; g ). Om itting the
overallanglke wem ay w rite
(ais)= oS ; SIE i
(a7iB)= OOSE; 531'15 B8)
N ext, we introduce new variables x and y by
n # " #
R2 .+ RZ R2. + R2
x= 2 14 _@9s Q0 2 94 _BS PO ;
S2 s2
" # " #
2 2 2 2
_o2 g, Ris + RY, 2 14 Ris + Rig
Y - —
B9)

which we use instead of # and ?.Now, there are three
variablesx,y and wih two constraints [B%) and [B7).

W e denote
S?2 5?2+ p?+ R?
a= ;7  (B10)
2 2 2 2 2 2
S*+ Rgs + R{g S?+ Rpg + Rp g
or
a % S%+ P2+ R?
= 5t B11)
1 a CRQSRPS-I'RQQRPQ)
Here
R® R,=Rig+Ri, +Ris+R3,; ®12)

w here the last equality follow s from @22:5) .
_Using the above notations two constraints {13_2) and
B7) are rearranged into

X 2
s =p—;
1 aE ¥)
- FEvervre
sin = e B13)
ax?  v)

These are wellde ned shce ¥ > y* and 0< a< 1,as

fllows from de nitions'BY) and B 10). Tt Hllow s that

o 2
e aE v

4%+ P?+ R?)

=1
ax?®  ¥)

B14)



from cof + si® = 1,or

a)y = s P R

2f +a :
B15)

(ax 401 a)l

W e ask the question whether G'_B-_l-_ﬂ) adm is solutions for
x and y which leads to positive values of ? and 2 via
@:Q) . The solvability condition tums out to be
s2+ P2+ RZ 6 1: B16)

This is the condition (:_3-_1-:2) for the m agnitude of the
isospin.

Ifthe condition is satis ed,wem ay solve x and y from
@19),and cbtain , and _ from {(BY9) and 1B 13). Solu—
tionsarenot unique. Eq. B 15 de nesan ellipse. M oving
along the ellipse the param eters , and takedi erent
values, and therefore lead to di erent vectorsA , B, C
and D . However, all these vectors lead to one and the
sam e set of physical elds S, P, and R,p. This is the
unphysicalvariabl inherent to the _ = 2bilayerQH sys-
tem , which is comm ented below 32§). This unphysical
m ode decouples on the ground state since the ellipse is
shrunk to a point, as we see in the follow Ing appendix.

APPENDIX C:GROUND STATE COND ITION

T he eigenvalue equation @g)_ in the SU (4)-invariant
system leads to the condition $.13), or
g g =0: c1
O n the other hand, the varational ground state J'p_t_he
full1 SU (4)-noninvariant system is found to satisfy @;1_4:),
or
s+ P?+R?=1: C2)
W e verify the equivalence of these two conditions.
For this purpose, w e substitute @2) into @]. and use
@_6) to obtain
AB =CD: C3)
O n the otherhand, exam Ining this step oftransfom atJon
we see that CJ) Plows from €3). Namely, [C1) is
equivalent to {C} ) based on the form ula @2 .
Theder:watJon of {CZ ) from (C3) is easy. Using @4)
weexpressS _+_P + R? Jn_t_ennsofA,B,C and D .
W e then use C3) to derive CJ).
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T he derivation of @31 from {:CZZ) ism ore com plicated.
W hen the condition €4) holds, the ellipse de ned by
@©13) is shrunk to a point set given by ax = 2 andy = 0.

In thiscase, and are detem ined by solving '8 9),
B 2 E 2 2
_ 2 . - 2
= S2+Rigti,i = SP+Rig+RY,; (C4)
d613-_1-_)beoomes
p ) _
cos = 1 a; sin = a; C5)
where a is given by 0_3" . First we note that
A’+D?= 24+ 2+ 24+ 2, ce)

to which we substitute %) and [B§). W e then use 81),
@:4) and {_6_3). In thisway weproveA2 +D?=1after
som e straightforw ard calculation. Sim ilarly we can verify
allequations In @:3)

A s we have seen, the unphysical variables , and
are xed In tem s ofthe physicalvariables on the ground
state, where the condition {52 is satis ed. Thus, every
ground-state con guration has a un:que matrixg .We

substitute {326), 834) and .364) into C4) and £3).

Choosing ! = =4, for sin plicty, we nd
p
7. 2z 1 2P
SRS LA AT ()
0
and
cos— =P 0
2 g fa
pl >
sh— =% c8)
2 TT3r a9
Usihg €7) and {f:_é) in @_3-8) we obtain
p
A= AT 1 21
, P P
B — B = — 1 21 2 C9)

Now, it is straightforward to expressA ,B ,C andD in
tem s of _a_nd , and hence to reconstruct the m atrix
g asih 44).
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