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In som erangeofinterlayerdistances,theground stateofthetwo-dim ensionalelectron gasat�lling

factor� = 4N + 1 with N = 0;1;2;:::isa coherentstripephasein theHartree-Fock approxim ation.

Thisphase hasone-dim ensionalcoherentchannelsthatsupportcharged excitationsin the form of

pseudospin solitons.In thiswork,we com pute the transportgap ofthe coherentstriped phase due

to the creation ofsoliton-antisoliton pairs using a supercellm icroscopic unrestricted Hartree-Fock

approach. W e study this gap as a function ofinterlayer distance and tunneling am plitude. O ur

calculations con�rm that the soliton-antisoliton excitation energy is lower than the corresponding

Hartree-Fock electron-holepairenergy.W ecom pareourresultswith estim atesofthetransportgap

obtained from a �eld-theoretic m odelvalid in the lim itofslowly varying pseudospin textures.

PACS num bers:73.43.-f,73.21.Fg,73.20.Q t

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

It is well known that the ground state of the two-

dim ensionalelectron gas(2DEG )in singlelayerquantum

Hallsystem snearhalf-odd integer�lling factorsin Lan-

dau levelsN � 2 i.e. for� = 9=2;11=2;:::is a striped

state responsible for a strong anisotropy in the conduc-

tivity tensor ofthe 2DEG .This state was predicted on

the basisofHartree-Fock calculations1 and hasbeen ex-

tensively studied experim entally.2

W hen the interlayerdistance,d,in a bilayerquantum

Hallsystem at�llingfactor� islarge,oneexpectsthesys-

tem to behave as two isolated two-dim ensionalelectron

gases(2DEG )with �lling factor�=2. Itisthen natural

to infer thatthe ground state ofthe 2DEG in a bilayer

should be a striped state at � = 4N + 1 at su�ciently

largeinterlayerdistances.O n theotherhand,itisknown

that,at � = 4N + 1 interlayer interactions can lead to

a hom ogeneousground statewith spontaneousphaseco-

herence between the layerswhen the interlayerdistance

is com parable with the separation between electrons in

a single layer. O ne m ight then conjecture that,as the

interlayer separation is decreased,the striped state ac-

quiresa certain degreeofcoherencedueto theinterlayer

interaction. This conjecture was �rst studied by Brey

and Fertig3 who showed that,asd isincreased from zero

the bilayer ground state goes from a uniform coherent

state(UCS)atsm allinterlayerseparationsto a coherent

striped phase(CSP)atd � d1 and then intoam odulated

striped state (oranisotropic W ignercrystal)atd � d2.

The interlayercoherence islostin the m odulated stripe

state.Therange[d1;d2]increaseswith N .4

The coherentstriped phase shown in Fig.1 isa state

where chargedensity wavesin the two layersare shifted

by �=2 where � isthe period ofthe stripesin one layer.

The m ost interesting aspect ofthe CSP is that in the

regionswhere the charge densities in both layers\over-

lap" (in the plane ofthe two-dim ensionalelectron gas

(2DEG )),theelectronsaree�ectivelyin alinearsuperpo-

sition ofstatesofthe form j i= (jRi+ jLi)=
p
2 where

R;L indicatestherightand leftwells.Theinterlayerco-

herenceisthen m aintained butonly alonglinearly coher-

entregions(LCR’s)whosewidth decreasesasdincreases.

The CSP is m ost easily represented in the pseudospin

language where an up (down) pseudospin is associated

with the right(left)well.The CSP isa pseudospin den-

sitywavewherethepseudospinsoscillatesin thexzplane

and theLCR’saretheone-dim ensionalregionswherethe

pseudospinsliealong the x direction in the xy plane.

LCR

ξ

FIG .1:G uiding centerdensity in theright(dark surface)and

left(lightsurface)wellsand pseudospin pattern in thecoher-

ent stripe phase. The arrow indicates one linearly coherent

channel(LCR).

In a previouswork5,we have com puted the collective

excitationsofthe CSP and showed that the low-energy

m odes ofthis phase could be described by an e�ective

pseudospin waveham iltonian.W ehavealso shown6 that

the application of a parallel m agnetic �eld gives rise

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0507062v1
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to a very rich phase diagram for the 2DEG involving

com m ensurate-incom m ensuratetransitionswith distinc-

tivesignaturesin thecollectiveexcitationsand tunneling

I� V .A very exhaustivestudy ofthe phasediagram of

the2DEG in thepresenceofa parallelm agnetic�eld,in

higher Landau levels,has also been published by Daw-

W eiW ang etal.7,8.

The band structure ofthe CSP is shown in Fig. 2.

In the Hartree-Fock approxim ation,the energy gap of

thissystem correspondsto the excitation ofan electron-

hole pair in a coherent channel (a pseudospin 
ip in

the xy plane) and is �nite if the tunneling param eter

t 6= 0: An estim ate of this gap, taking into account

som e quantum 
uctuations,has been done by E.Papa

etal.9. However,Brey and Fertig3 pointed outthat,in

analogy with spin (pseudospin) skyrm ion excitation in

single (double) layer quantum Hallsystem s at � = 1,

the lowest-energy charged excitation should be a pseu-

dospin soliton (orantisoliton)in a coherentchanneland

the gap should be given by the energy required to cre-

ate a soliton-antisoliton pair. A pseudospin soliton of

charge q = e corresponds to a 2� rotation ofthe pseu-

dospin in the xy plane. As for skyrm ions or bim erons,

the size ofthese solitonsisdeterm ined by a com petition

between tunneling energy (which favors sm allsolitons)

and interwellexchange energy and Coulom b interaction

which favors slowly varying pseudospin textures (large

solitons).

In this work,we com pute the energy gap ofthe CSP

due to the excitation ofa soliton-antisoliton pair as a

function of tunneling and interlayer distance. W e use

a supercell m icroscopic unrestricted Hartree-Fock ap-

proach to extracttheenergy ofa singlesoliton from that

ofa crystalofsolitons localized in the LCR’s at �lling

factor � = 4N + 1 + ��. O ur calculation shows that

a soliton-antisoliton pair has a lower energy than the

electron-hole pair so that these topologicalexcitations

willbeim portantin determ iningthetransportproperties

oftheCSP.Forcom pleteness,wealsocom putetheenergy

gap oftheCSP usingasim ple�eld-theoreticm odelbased

on thesine-G ordon Ham iltonian wherean exactsolution

forthe pseudospin soliton can be obtained. Thism odel

doesnotcontain alltheterm sincluded in them icroscopic

approach,but,forslowly varying pseudospin textures,it

should give a fairestim ate ofthe energy gap. W e actu-

ally im prove on this m odelby taking into accountthat

thechannelshavea width thatdependson theinterlayer

distancedand alsoby takingintoaccounttheinteraction

ofthepseudospinsin di�erentchannelsand theCoulom b

interaction between di�erentportionsofthe topological

chargedensities.

The paper is organized asfollows. In Sec. II,we de-

scribethephasediagram ofthe2DEG in thebilayersys-

tem at�llingfactors� = 4N + 1and � = 4N + 1+ �� and

de�nethedom ain ofexistenceofthesoliton crystalfrom

which we want to com pute the soliton energy. In Sec.

III,weintroducethesim ple�eld-theoreticm odeland the

exact solution for the pseudospin sine-G ordon solution.

Section IV discussesthesupercellm ethod thatweuseto

extracttheenergy ofa singlesoliton from thatofa crys-

talofsolitons.Therem ovalofthe soliton-soliton energy

isdiscussed in Sec.V.Section VIdiscussesournum erical

results. W e conclude in Sec. VII.Detailsofthe deriva-

tion ofthe m icroscopic expression forthe param etersof

the �eld-theoreticm odelaregiven in the appendix.

FIG .2: Band structure of the coherent stripe phase. The

greyed states represent �lled states at � = 4N + 1. The

Hartree-Fock gap isalso indicated.Itcorrespondsto the ex-

citation ofan electron-holepairin oneofthelinearly coherent

channels.

II. P H A SE D IA G R A M O F T H E 2D EG A R O U N D

� = 4N + 1

In this section,we review the phase diagram ofthe

2DEG at �lling factor � = 4N + 1 where the coherent

striped stateisfound and at�lling factorsslightly above

� = 4N + 1 in orderto �nd the range ofinterlayerdis-

tanceswhereacrystalofsolitonslocalized in theLCR’sis

stable.W eneed theenergy ofthissoliton latticein order

to com pute the gap energy asweexplained in the intro-

duction.Toestablish thephasediagram ,wecom putethe

energy ofdi�erentelectronicphasesin the Hartree-Fock

approxim ation in order to �nd the one that m inim izes

thetotalenergy ata given valueof�;d;and t.Theorder

param eters for the di�erent phases are the expectation

valuesofthedensity operatorprojected onto theLandau

levelN ofthe partially �lled Landau level(the guiding

centerdensity),i.e.,

D

�
i;j

N
(q)

E

=
1

N �

X

X ;X 0

e
� iqx (X + X

0
)=2
�X ;X 0� qy ‘

2 (1)

�

D

c
y

X ;i;N
cX 0;j;N

E

;

where i;j are layerindices and X ; X 0 are guiding cen-

tercoordinates10. W e m ake the usualapproxim ation of

assum ing thatthe �lled levelsareinert.W e also neglect

Landau levelm ixing and assum ethattheelectron gasin

thepartially �lled levelisfully spin polarized.In a crys-

talphase,

D

�
i;j

N
(q)

E

isnon zero only forq = G whereG
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isa reciprocallattice vectorofthe crystal.De�ning the Hartreeand Fock interactions

H i;j(N ;M ;q)=
1

q‘
�i;j(q)e

� q
2
‘
2
=2
L
0
N

�
q2‘2

2

�

L
0
M

�
q2‘2

2

�

; (2)

and

X i;j(N ;M ;q)=
[m in(M ;N )]!

[m ax(M ;N )]!

Z 1

0

dy

�
y2

2

� jN � M j

e
� y

2
=2

�

L
jN � M j

m in(N ;M )

�
y2

2

�� 2

�i;j

�
y

‘

�

J0 (q‘y); (3)

where LM
N (x) is a generalized Laguerre polynom ial,

J0 (x)isthezeroth-orderBesselfunction ofthe�rstkind

and the form factor

�i;j =

(

1; ifi= j;

e� qd; ifi6= j;
(4)

theHartree-Fockenergyperelectronattotal�llingfactor

� = 4N + e� can be written as

E

N e

= "

�
e2

�‘

�

; (5)

with

" = �
2et

�
Re

h

h�
R ;L

N
(0)i

i

(6)

+
1

2�

X

i;j

X

G 6= 0

H i;j (N ;N ;G )

D

�
i;i

N
(� G )

ED

�
j;j

N
(G )

E

�
1

2�

X

i;j

X

G

X i;j(N ;N ;G )

D

�
i;j

N
(� G )

ED

�
j;i

N
(G )

E

�
2

�

X

n< N

X

n0< N

X R ;R (n;n
0
;0)

�
1

�

X

n< N

X i;i(n;N ;0)e�:

In thislastequation,N e isthetotalnum berofelectrons

in the 2DEG ,et is the tunneling strength (in units of�
e2=�‘

�
,with � thedielectricconstantofthehostm ate-

rialand ‘=
p
~c=eB the m agneticlength).

The lasttwo term sin Eq.(6)givethe interaction be-

tween electronsin the�lled levelsand between electrons

in the�lled levelsand electronsin thepartially�lled level

N . Aswe willshow later,the �lled levelscontribute to

the quasiparticleenergies,butnotto the chargegap.

The setofh�
i;j

N
(G )i’scorresponding to one particular

electronic phase isfound by solving the equation ofm o-

tion fortheone-particleG reen’sfunction in theHartree-

Fock approxim ation. The m ethod isdescribed in detail

in Ref.10.

The band structure of the CSP contains two bands

E � (X ),as shown in Fig. 2. At exactly � = 4N + 1,

the lowest-energy band is com pletely �lled and the sys-

tem is gapped even in the absence of tunneling. In

fact,in the uniform coherent state that occurs for val-

ues ofd for which stripe ordering had not set in, the

band structure consists oftwo straight lines separated

by a gap � U C S =
�
2et+ 2X R ;L(N ;N ;0)

��
e2=�‘

�
with

� U C S ! 2etasd ! 1 :In theCSP,theenergy bandsare

periodically m odulated in space with the m axim a (m in-

im a) ofthe valence (conduction) band at the locations

ofthe LCR’s.Atthe Hartree-Fock level,the energy gap

isthe energy needed to excite an electron from a m axi-

m um ofthevalenceband toam inim um oftheconduction

band.Thisexcitation correspondstoa singlespin 
ip lo-

calized in one LCR.The decrease in the HF gap in the

CSP isduenotsom uch tothereduction ofX R ;L(N ;N ;0)

with d as to the increase in intralayercorrelationsthat

increasesthe with ofthe m odulations in E � (X ). As d

increases,the charge m odulationsgetsharperup to the

pointwherethestripesbecom esquarewavesatverylarge

d. Correspondingly,the width ofthe LCR’s decreases

with d since interwellcoherence and charge m odulation

com pete with each other.

In analogy with the excitationsofskyrm ionsin single

quantum welland bim eronsin bilayersystem sat� = 1,

Brey and Fertig3 noted that a lower-energy excitation

could beachieved by exciting a pseudospin soliton in the

LCR instead ofa sim ple electron-hole pair. The pseu-

dospin soliton correspondsto a 2� rotation ofthe pseu-

dospin in one LCR.A slowly varying pseudospin con�g-

uration like thatin a soliton haslowerexchange energy

than a single pseudospin 
ip but the cost in tunneling

energy is increased. As for skyrm ions or bim erons,an

optim alsize for the soliton is obtained at given values

of�;d and t. The energy cost for this optim alsoliton

should becom pared with theHartree-Fock electron-hole

pairexcitation to determ ine whetherornotthese topo-

logicalexcitationsareenergetically favorable.

In a quantum Hallsystem ,the relation between the

charge density ofthe solitonsand theirpseudospin tex-

ture (at e� = 1) is given by the Pontryagian density11
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�h�(r)i=
1

8�N �

"abcSa (r)"ij@iSb(r)@jSc(r); (7)

where "ij and "abc are antisym m etric tensors and S (r)

is a classical�eld with unit m odulus representing the

pseudospinsand �h�(r)iistheguiding-centerdensity.If

wewrite a generalsolution as

Sx (r) = sin�(r)cos’ (r); (8)

Sy (r) = sin�(r)sin’ (r); (9)

Sz (r) = cos�(r); (10)

then the induced density takesthe sim ple form

��(r)=
1

4�N �

sin�(r)[r ’ (r)� r �(r)]�bz: (11)

In a LCR,the polar angle ofthe pseudospins � = �=2.

If a soliton is present in this LCR,then ’ (r) rotates

by � 2� along the channel(oriented in the y direction).

As discussed below,this is a generalization ofa soliton

in the sine-G ordon m odel12. W e also have that,in the

CSP,r �(r)6= 0 in the LCR’sand so the solitonscarry

a chargeby virtue ofEq.(11).

In the case where pseudospin solitonsare the lowest-

energy excitationsoftheCSP,weexpectthattheground

stateat� = 4N + e� willbea crystalofsolitonslocalized

in the LCR’s.Table Ishowsthatthe rangeofinterlayer

distanceswherethe CSP isthe system ’sground stateat

� = 4N + 1increaseswith theLandau levelindex.In this

work,we choose to study the phase diagram in Landau

levelN = 2. W e show in Fig. 3 the energy perelectron

fordi�erentelectronic phasesin N = 2 asa function of

interlayerdistancesand forthreevaluesofthetunneling

param eteret= 0;0:01 and 0:06:The �lling factoris� =

9:2.Thecontribution from the�lled levelsisnotincluded

in thiscalculation sinceitdependsonly on � and isthus

the sam e for allphases. At sm allinterlayer distances,

where the ground state at � = 9 is a UCS,the ground

state at � = 9:2 is a one-com ponenthexagonalW igner

crystal(HW C).In this phase,a crystalofelectrons of

pseudospin Sx = � 1=2 and �lling e� = 0:2 sitson top of

a liquid ofpseudospinsSx = + 1=2 and �lling 9:0.There

isno pseudospin texturein thatstateand,in particular,

no bim eronsin contrastwith the situation in the lowest

Landau level13 where the ground state is a crystalof

bim erons. In fact,we �nd thatbim eron excitationsare

notrelevantin N = 2 even in the lim itofvanishing et.

For interlayer distances where the CSP is found at

� = 9,the ground state ofthe 2DEG at � = 9:2 is a

centered crystalofpseudospin solitons localized in the

LCR’s.W enotethattherearem any possiblechoicesfor

the lattice structure ofthis crystal,since solitons m ay

orm ay notbe presentin every LCR,depending on the

com m ensuration ofthelatticeofsolitonsand theunder-

lying stripe state,and it is likely that there are phase

Landau level d1=‘ d2=‘ D =‘

0 1.2 1.65 0.45

1 0.8 1.45 0.65

2 0.6 1.6 1.00

TABLE I:Criticalinterlayer distances d1=‘ and d2=‘ at et=

0 for the transition UCS-CSP and CSP-m odulated striped

state.The lastcolum n givestherange ofinterlayerdistances

D =‘= d2=‘� d1=‘ for which the CSP isthe ground state in

Landau levelN :

transitionsam ong thesedi�erentstatesasthe�lling fac-

torisvaried.Forthe choice ofparam etersin thisstudy,

thelowestenergy statehassolitonsin every channel.W e

found however that a sim ilar state with solitons in ev-

ery second channelbut with the sam e �lling factor has

very nearly thesam eenergy.Figure4 showsan exam ple

ofthe chargedistribution aswellasthe pseudospin tex-

ture associated with a centered rectangularsoliton crys-

tal. Since the focusofthisstudy ison the energeticsof

single solitons,we willuse only the structure illustrated

in Fig.4 forourquantitativeanalysisbelow.

Atlarge interlayerdistances,we �nd thatthe ground

state of the 2DEG at � = 9:2 is a superposition of

two shifted triangularbubble crystals1 with partial�ll-

ing e� = 0:6 in each well. Because e� > 0:5 the bubbles

areclustersofholesand notelectrons.W e �nd thatthe

num berofholesperbubble isM = 3 in agreem entwith

previousHartree-Fock calculation in singlequantum well

system s14.

III. FIELD -T H EO R ET IC M O D EL

W eusetwodi�erentapproachestocom putetheenergy

gap duetotheexcitation ofsoliton-antisoliton pairs.The

�rstone isa �eld-theoretic calculation valid in the lim it

ofslowly varying pseudospin textures.Itisexplained in

this section. The second one is a m icroscopic approach

where the energy ofone soliton is com puted from that

ofa crystalofsolitons by rem oving the soliton-soliton

interaction.W ecallthism ethod thesupercellapproach.

In principle,thissecond m ethod isnotrestricted tosm all

gradient ofthe pseudospin texture and includes term s

neglected in the �eld-theoretic m odel. W e expect it to

be m oreaccuratethan the �eld-theoreticapproach.

In the �eld-theoretic approach, we evaluate the en-

ergy to create a pseudospin soliton by m aking a long-

wavelength expansion ofcertain term s in the Hartree-

Fock Ham iltonian. W e follow the procedure developped

in details in Ref.11. To keep the discussion as briefas

possible,wegivehereonly them ain resultsofthism odel.

Fulldetailsareprovided in the appendix.

There are three m ain contributions to the energy

needed to createa pseudospin texturein a LCR.Sincein

the ground state the in-plane pseudospin com ponentin

a LCR is fully polarized along Sx,adding a pseudospin
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FIG .3: Hartree-Fock ground state energy per electron as a

function ofinterlayer distances at �lling factor � = 9:2 and

for (a) et = 0;(b) et= 0:01;(c) et = 0:06. The verticallines

indicate the position ofthe phase transitions.

FIG .4:Representation ofthesoliton crystalatd=‘= 1:2,et=

0:01 and � = 9:1:Thedistancebetween two solitonsin a chan-

nelisa:(a)G uiding-centerdensities�R R (x;y);�L L (x;y)and

�(x;y)= �R R (x;y)+ �L L (x;y)aty = 0;(b)pseudospin tex-

ture showing the solitonslocalized in the channels.

texture hasa tunnelenergy costwhen t6= 0 because of

theinteraction ofthetexturewith theotherchannels.A

second contribution com esfrom the interlayerexchange

interaction which isresponsible forthe pseudospin sti�-

ness �s. As we m entioned above,the exchange interac-

tion favorspseudospin texturesthatvary slowly in space.

A third contribution m ustbeconsidered in ourm odelin

order to get agreem ent with the m icroscopic approach.

Itisthe Coulom b interaction between di�erentportions

ofthe soliton in a channel.Thisinteraction favorslarge

solitons.

Ifthe coherentchannelsare oriented along y and are

considered as e�ectively one-dim ensional,then the en-
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ergy cost to m ake a pseudospin texture on top ofthe

ground state where allpseudospinspointin the x direc-

tion in each channelis

�E =

Z

dy

"

1

2
�s

�
@’(y)

@y

� 2

� T [cos’(y)� 1]

#

: (12)

where ’(y) in the azim uthalangle ofthe pseudospins.

Eq.(12)isvalid ifweignorethethird contribution m en-

tionned above.Theparam eters�s and T arethee�ective

sti�nessand tunnelingparam eters.Theseparam etersde-

pend on thepreciseshapeoftheLCR’saswellason the

interaction between pseudospinsofdi�erentchannels.In

theappendix,wederiveam icroscopicexpression foreach

ofthese param etersin term softhe orderparam etersof

theCSP.W eshow thatthee�ectivesti�nessisgiven by

�s =
� 1

16�2‘2

�
e2

�‘

� Z

dqxj
(qx)j
2 d2X R ;L (N ;N ;q)

dq2y

�
�
�
�
qy ! 0

;

(13)

where


(qx)= �
X

G x

h�
x
N (G x)i

sin[(G x � qx)�=4]

(G x � qx)�=4
; (14)

isa form factorthattakesinto accountthe shapeofthe

channelcentered atx = 0.Also,� isthe interstripe dis-

tancein theCSP,G x = 2�n=� with n = 0;� 1;� 2;:::and

h�xN (G x)i= Re

hD

�
R ;L

N
(G x)

Ei

:Ifwe de�ne the param e-

ter eG x = 4�n=� and

J? (q)= � X R ;L (N ;N ;q); (15)

then the param eterT can be written as

T =
1

2�‘2

�
e2

�‘

�
2

4et
(qx = 0)�
1

�

X

eG x

J?

�
eG x;0

�

j
(G x)j
2 +

1

2

1

Lx

X

qx

J? (qx;0)j
(qx)j
2

3

5 : (16)

The second and third term sin Eq. (16)com e from the

fact that, because ofthe pseudospin sti�ness, there is

an energy costto rotate the pseudospinsin one channel

when thepseudospinsin theotherchannelsrem ain �xed

in theirground stateposition.Thecontribution ofthese

two term s increases the e�ective tunneling strength T.

Since the energy cost to create a pseudospin soliton is

given by E s = 8
p
�sT weseethatthissecond term keeps

E s �nite even when et= 0.

In this �eld-theoretic m odel,the energy to create an

antisoliton isthesam easthatneeded to createa soliton

and the chargegap issim ply given by

� = 16
p
�sT: (17)

From the energy functionalofEq.(12),we getthatthe

staticsolution thatm inim izestheenergym ustsatisfythe

sine-G ordon equation

@2’(y)

@y2
=

T

�s
sin’(y): (18)

The sine-G ordon (or kink) soliton is a solution ofthis

equation.Itisgiven by

’(y)= 4tan� 1
�

e
�

q
T

�s
y

�

: (19)

Thelength ofthe soliton can be de�ned as

Ls =

r
�s

T
: (20)

W ith theenergyfunctionalofEq.(12),we�nd num er-

ically thatboth �s and T decreaserapidly with d butthe

size ofthe soliton Ls decreaseswith increasing d. This

behaviorisoppositetowhatweobtain in them icroscopic

calculation wherethesoliton sizeincreaseswith d.Aswe

m entionned above,itisnecessarytoincludetheCoulom b

interaction between di�erentpartofthesolitonsin order

to getthe soliton size to increase with d. This leadsto

the term (fulldetailsaregiven in theappendix)

�EC oul=
‘2

32�2

Z

dy

Z

dy
0d’ (y)

dy
Ve� (y� y

0)
d’ (y0)

dy0

(21)

Inclusion ofthis term in in the energy functionalintro-

ducesa nonlocalnon-linearterm in thedi�erentialequa-

tion forthesoliton and theresulting equation isvery dif-

�cultto solve.Following S.G hosh and R.Rajaram an15

who use a sim ilar procedure in their calculation ofthe

energy ofCP3 skyrm ions in bilayers,we m ake the fol-

lowing approxim ation. W e insert a pseudospin texture

’(y)= 4tan� 1
�
e� y=L

�

s

�
into the totalenergy functional

including theCoulom b integraland evaluateisasa func-

tion ofL�
s. W e then m inim ize the totalenergy with re-
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spect to the length L�
s to obtain the energy and length

ofthe soliton. In thisway,we �nd a soliton length that

increases with d as in the m icroscopic approach. The

procedureisdescribed in detailsin the appendix.

IV . T H E SU P ER C ELL M IC R O SC O P IC

H A R T R EE-FO C K M ET H O D

Let "C SP be the energy per electron in the CSP at

� = 4N + 1 and m agnetic �eld B 0 in unitsofe2=�‘0.If

thenum berofelectronsiskeptconstantand them agnetic

�eld isdecreased (to B 1)orincreased (to B 2)such that

the�llingfactorbecom es� = 4N � e�,then a�nitedensity

nqp = je� � 1j=2�‘21;2 ofquasiparticles(solitonsfore� > 1

andantisolitonsfore� < 1)arecreatedin theCSP.Atzero

tem perature,weexpectthesequasiparticlestocrystallize

and to belocalized in theLCR’softheCSP.In thelim it

where only one quasiparticle iscreated (e� ! 1),we can

de�ne the quasiparticleenergy as

E
�
qp = lim

N qp! 1

�

je� � 1j

�

"SC

�
e2

�‘1;2

�

� "C SP

�
e2

�‘0

��

;

(22)

where"SC istheenergyperelectron in thesoliton crystal

(SC) in units ofe2=�‘ with N qp solitonsand E +
qp

�
E �
qp

�

isthe energy to createonesoliton (antisoliton).

The quasiparticleenergy de�ned in thisway,with the

num ber ofelectrons kept constant,is refered to as the

\proper" quasiparticle energy by M orfand Halperin16.

O ther de�nitions are also possible. For exam ple, the

\gross"quasiparticleenergies(orchem icalpotentials)are

de�ned by

�
+ = E (N e = N � + 1)� E (N e = N �); (23)

�
� = E (N e = N �)� E (N e = N � � 1); (24)

where N � is the degeneracy ofthe Landau levels at a

m agnetic �eld B 0 such that � = 4N + 1:The energy

E (N �) is the totalenergy ofthe CSP,and E (N � � 1)

isthe totalenergy ofthe CSP with one m ore (less)par-

ticle in the form ofa soliton (antisoliton). In this case,

the m agnetic �eld iskeptconstantwhile the num berof

particleschanges. Atzero tem perature,thisisprecisely

thede�nition ofthechem icalpotentialsat�lling factors

slightly aboveorbelow � = 4N + 1:

The di�erentde�nitionsofthe the quasiparticle ener-

gieslead to di�erentnum ericalvalues. As discussed by

M acDonald and G irvin17,however,the num ericalvalue

ofthegap,�;isthesam eforboth de�nitionsso thatwe

can write

� = �
+
� �

� = E
+
qp + E

�
qp: (25)

W ith theform alism described in Sec.II,wecan easily

com putethe Hartree-Fock energy ofa crystalofsolitons

located in the coherentchannelsofthe bilayer.Thatis,

we can com pute "SC ,�nd E �
qp and then the energy gap.

However,there are severaldi�culties with this m ethod

thatwe addressin this paper. The �rstone isthatthe

lim itnqp ! 1 cannotbe achieved num erically since that

would requirein�nitem atricesin theequation ofm otion

forthe single-particleG reen’sfunction.In thiswork,we

have succeeded in com puting "SC at �lling as sm allas

e� = 1 � 0:02:The second di�culty is that,when a �-

nitedensity ofquasiparticlesispresent,"SC includesthe

interaction energy between quasiparticles. Thisinterac-

tion energy m ust be com puted and rem oved from "SC :

A third di�culty is related to the size of the solitons

(antisolitons). In Sec. III,we saw that the soliton size

becom esvery large when the tunneling energy et! 0 or

when d islarge.In thiscasethesizeofthesoliton isnot

given by Eq.(20)butislim ited by thelatticeconstantof

the soliton crystal. The quasiparticle energy,then,can-

notbecom puted reliably when thetunneling term istoo

sm allorthe interlayerdistancetoo big.

W enow describein m oredetailsourevaluation ofE �
qp:

To avoid com puting num erically the energy ofthe anti-

soliton crystalaswellasthatofthesoliton crystal,weuse

the particle-hole sym m etry ofthe Ham iltonian around

� = 4N + 1to relatetheenergiesofthetwo crystalswith

the sam e �lling ofquasiparticles. W e de�ne state 0 as

the CSP at� = 4N + 1,state 1 asthe soliton crystalat

�1 = 4N + e�1 and state2 asthecrystalofantisolitonsat

�2 = 4N + e�2.The�lling factorse�2 = 2� e�1 so thatthe

latticeconstantsa1 and a2 ofthetwo crystalsarerelated

by ‘1=a1 = ‘2=a2.The Hartree-Fock energy per electron

ofthethreestatesaregiven by Eq.(6)which werewrite

hereas

E m

N e

=

��
e�m

�m

�

"m (e�m )+
1

�m
�(e�m )

��
e2

�‘m

�

: (26)

W e havede�ned

"m (e�m )= �
2et

e�m
Re

h

h�
R ;L

N
(0)im

i

(27)

+
1

2e�m

X

i;j

X

G 6= 0

H i;j(N ;N ;G )

D

�
i;i

N
(� G )

E

m

D

�
j;j

N
(G )

E

m

�
1

2e�m

X

i;j

X

G

X i;j(N ;N ;G )

D

�
i;j

N
(� G )

E

m

D

�
j;i

N
(G )

E

m
;

which is the energy per electron in the partially �lled

level.Thelastterm in Eq.(26)istheinteraction energy

with the �lled levelwith

�(e�i)= � 2�1 � �2e�i; (28)

where

�1 =
X

n< N

X

n0< N

X R ;R (n;n
0
;0); (29)

�2 =
X

n< N

X i;i(n;N ;0): (30)

From Eqs. (23) and (24),it is easy to see that the

cyclotron and Zeem an energiesdo notcontribute to the
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transportgap � and so can beignored in Eq.(26).This

isalso true ofthe �lled levelssince theircontribution to

the quasiparticleenergiesaregiven by

�
E
+
qp

�

f:l:
= lim

N qp ! 1

�1

je�1 � 1j

�
e2

�‘1

�
1

�1
�(e�1) (31)

� lim
N qp! 1

�1

je�1 � 1j

1

4N + 1
�(1)

�
e2

�‘0

�

=

�
e2

�‘0

��
1

2
�2 + 3�1

�

;

and

�
E
�
qp

�

f:l:
= lim

N qp ! 1

�2

je�2 � 1j

�
e2

�‘2

�
1

�2
�(e�2) (32)

�

�
e2

�‘0

�

lim
N qp ! 1

�2

je�2 � 1j

1

4N + 1
�(1)

= �

�
e2

�‘0

��
1

2
�2 + 3�1

�

;

so that
�
E +
qp

�

f:l:
+
�
E �
qp

�

f:l:
= 0:In deriving these two

equations,wehaveused

�
e2

�‘1

�

=

�
e2

�‘0

� r
�0

�1
: (33)

From the electron-holesym m etry,weget

"2 =

�
e�1

2� e�1

��

"1 +

�
e�1 � 1

e�1

�

X (0)

�

; (34)

where

X (0)= X R ;R (N ;N ;0): (35)

NotethatEq.(34)isexactonlyin thelim itwhereN qp !

1 because the inter-wellHartree and Fock interactions

contained in "m depend on the ratio d=‘ and we have

d=‘1 6= d=‘2.

Com bining allresults,we haveforthe energy gap

� = lim
� �! 0

1

��
e�1

�r
�0

�1
+

r
�0

�2

�

"1

�
e2

�‘0

�

(36)

+ lim
� �! 0

1

��

�r
�0

�2
X (0)� 2e"C SP

��
e2

�‘0

�

;(37)

wherewehavede�ned

"C SP =
1

4N + 1
e"C SP : (38)

Sim plifying,weget�nally

� = lim
� �! 0

�

2
e�1

��
"1 �

2

��
e"C SP + X (0)

��
e2

�‘0

�

: (39)

W erem ark thatthechangein them agneticlength ‘due

to the change in the m agnetic �eld m akes no contribu-

tion to the energy gap.W e could haveignored itin Eq.

(26).In fact,the gap de�ned using Eq.(22)and taking

e2=�‘i= e2=�‘0 istheso-called neutralenergy gap
17 and

it is equalto the other two gaps that we introduced in

thissection.

Eq.(39)can also be written as

� = 2E +
qp + [2"C SP + X (0)]

�
e2

�‘0

�

: (40)

In the lowest Landau level, the energy gap at � =

1 is due to the excitation of a bim eron-antibim eron

pair and the energy per electron in the UCS is

"U C S (d) =

h

�et� 1

4

h

X (0)+ eX d (0)

ii

where eX (0) =

X R ;L (N ;N ;0). Eq. (40) can then be written,for this

specialcase,as

� = 2E +
qp + 2["U C S (d)� "U C S (d = 0;t= 0)]

�
e2

�‘0

�

;

(41)

which isjustthe form weused in Ref.13.

V . IN T ER A C T IO N B ET W EEN

Q U A SIPA R T IC LES

W ith the sim pli�cations introduced in the preceding

section,the energy "SC that enters Eq. (22) and Eq.

(39)isgiven by

"SC = �
2et

e�
Re

�
h�

R ;L (0)i
�

(42)

+
1

2e�

X

i;j

X

G 6= 0

H i;j(G )


�
i;i(� G )

�

�
j;j(G )

�

�
1

2e�

X

i;j

X

G

X i;j(G )


�
i;j(� G )

�

�
j;i(G )

�
;

where,to sim plify thenotation,wehaveleftim plicitthe

index N oftheLandau level.Thesoliton crystalisa su-

perposition ofaCSP with orderparam eters
�

�i;j (G )

�	

(com puted at � = 4N + 1) and a pure soliton crystal

(PSC)with orderparam eters
�

�i;j (G )

�	
such that



�
i;j(G )

�
=


�
i;j (G )

�
+


�
i;j (G )

�
: (43)

Ifweinsertthisdecom position into Eq.(42),we�nd

"SC = "C SP (e�)+ "C SP � P SC + "P SC ; (44)

where

"C SP (e�)= �
2et

e�
Re

�
h�

R ;L (0)i
�

(45)

+
1

2e�

X

i;j

X

G 6= 0

H i;j(G )


�
i;i(� G )

�

�
j;j (G )

�

�
1

2e�

X

i;j

X

G

X i;j(G )


�
i;j (� G )

�

�
j;i(G )

�
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is the energy per electron ofthe CSP (i.e. "C SP (e�) =
1

e�
e"C SP ),

"P SC = �
2et

e�
Re

�
h�

R ;L (0)i
�

(46)

+
1

2e�

X

i;j

X

G 6= 0

H i;j(G )


�
i;i(� G )

�

�
j;j(G )

�

�
1

2e�

X

i;j

X

G

X i;j(G )


�
i;j(� G )

�

�
j;i(G )

�

isthe energy perelectron ofthe PSC and

"C SP � P SC = (47)

+
1

e�

X

i;j

X

G 6= 0

H i;j(G )


�
i;i(� G )

�

�
j;j(G )

�

�
1

e�

X

i;j

X

G

X i;j(G )


�
i;j(� G )

�

�
j;i(G )

�

istheinteraction energy (perelectron)between theCSP

and the PSC.

Thecontribution "P SC causesproblem becauseitcon-

tains not only the energy to create the N qp solitons

but also the interaction energy between the solitons.

This interaction energy goes away in the lim it �� !

0. As we said, however, we cannot go to arbitrarily

sm all�� num erically because solving the equation of

m otion for the single-particle G reen’s function then in-

volvesdiagonalizing very large m atrices. W e m ustthen

�nd a way to rem ove the interaction energy in "P SC .

Two m ethods can be used. The �rst one is to re-

place "P SC by "P SC � "int where "int is the M adelung

energy ofthe crystalofcharged quasiparticles,assum -

ing the quasiparticles to be point particles13. W e re-

fer to this m ethod as the \M adelung" m ethod. In the

lim it �� ! 0, the quasiparticles are very far apart

and, if they have an isotropic charge distribution, it

is a reasonable approxim ation. In the second m ethod,

which we refer to as the \form factor" m ethod, we

com pletely replace "P SC
��


�i;j(G )
�	�

by the energy

N qp"P SC
��


�i;jqp (q)
�	�

where"P SC
��


�i;jqp (q)
�	�

isthe

energy per electron ofa \crystal" ofonly one quasipar-

ticle. In the case ofsolitons,which are quite extended

and highly anisotropicobjectsitisnecessary to use this

second approach.

To evaluate "P SC
��


�i;jqp (q)
�	�

,we m ake use ofthe

factthat,when thequasiparticlesareveryfarapart(lim it

e� ! 1)so thatthere isno overlap ofthe density orspin

textureduetodi�erentquasiparticles,then wem aythink

ofthe orderparam etersin realspaceasgiven by



�
i;j (r)

�
=
X

R

hi;j(r� R ); (48)

whereR isa lattice site.W e know that



�
i;j(r)

�
=

1

V

X

G



�
i;j(G )

�
e
� iG � r

; (49)

but it is not possible to get hi;j(r) from this equation.

W e m ustm ake an approxim ation.Since we work in the

low-density lim it for the quasiparticles,itis a good ap-

proxim ation to assum ethatfora \crystal" ofonequasi-

particle



�
i;j (r)

�

qp
=

(
1

V

P

G



�i;j(G )

�
e� iG � r; if r2 vc

0; if r =2vc
;

(50)

wherevc isthevolum eoftheunitcellcentered atr= 0:

Fouriertransform ing Eq.(50),wehave



�
i;j(q)

�

qp
=

Z

V

dre
iq� r



�
i;j(r)

�

qp
(51)

=
1

N qp

X

G



�
i;j(G )

�
�(q � G );

wherethe form factor

�(q � G )=
1

vc

Z

vc

dre
iq� r

e
� iG � r

; (52)

dependson theshapeoftheunitcellofthesoliton crys-

tal.

It now rem ains to com pute the Hartree-Fock energy

corresponding to the density and pseudospin textures

given by the h�i;j(q)iqp’s. The energy is stillgiven by

an equation sim ilar to Eq. (46) where the sum m ation
1

2e�

P

G
isnow replaced by 1

2e�

P

q
. To go from the sum

to the integral,weuse

1

2e�

X

q

(:::) !
S

2e�

Z
dq

(2�)
2
(:::) (53)

!
2� eN e

2e�2

Z
dq‘2

(2�)
2
(:::):

Aso,because


�i;j(0)

�

qp
� 1=N ’,we introduce a new

�eld � i;j(q)by the de�nition

� i;j(q)= N ’



�
i;j (q)

�

qp
: (54)

W ith thislastde�nition,we have

N qp"P SC
��


�
i;j
qp (q)

�	�
(55)

=
���

e�

X

i;j

Z
dq‘2

(2�)
2
H i;j(q)�

i;i(� q)� j;j(q)

�
���

e�

X

i;j

Z
dq‘2

(2�)
2
X i;j(q)�

i;j(� q)� j;i(q):

Asa testofour\form factor" m ethod,we have com -

puted the energy gap due to the creation ofbim eron-

antibim eron pairs at � = 1 in the lowest Landau level

N = 0:Figure 5 showsthe energy gap com puted from a

triangularlatticeofbim eronsat� = 1:02and et= 0:0025:

In thiscase,theM adelung and form factorm ethodsgive

identicalresults at sm allinterlayer distances while the



10

M adelung m ethod slighlty overestim atesthe energy gap

athigherdistances. The di�erence between the two ap-

proches at large d is due to the fact that the charge

density pro�le ofthe bim eron becom es m ore and m ore

anisotropic as d increases. Also,the Coulom b interac-

tion isstrongerbetween pointparticlesthan between ex-

tended particlesso thatthe M adelung approach overes-

tim atesthe gap energy.

FIG .5: The energy gap due to the excitation ofa bim eron-

antibim eron pair � = 1 com puted using the form factor or

the M adelung m ethod and com pared with the Hartree-Fock

energy gap to the excitation ofan electron-hole pair.

To check the convergenceofthe supercellapproach as

the lattice constant gets very large,we show in Fig. 6

the energy gap ofthe UCS at� = 1 com puted atdi�er-

entvaluesof� from a crystalofbim erons.Thedi�erent

curves in this �gure are for di�erent values ofthe tun-

neling strength.Therealgap ofthesystem is,ofcourse,

de�ned for � ! 1:W e see that the gap convergesm ore

rapidly toits� ! 1valuewhen thetunnelingisstronger.

This is understandable since the size ofa bim eron de-

creases when et increases and, for su�ciently strong et,

this size is independent ofthe lattice constant even at

relatively high �. Forsm alleretthe gap convergesto its

� ! 1 value,but only at lower �lling �. In the appli-

cation ofthe supercelltechnique to the soliton gap in

the nextsection,we willuse the form factorm ethod to

rem ove the interaction energy. As we have just shown,

this m ethod is m ore appropriate in the case where the

quasiparticleishighly anisotropicin shape.

FIG .6:Energy gap oftheUCS at� = 1 com puted by thesu-

percellapproach using theform factorm ethod.Thedi�erent

curvesare fordi�erentvaluesofthe tunneling strength et:

V I. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

W e now discuss our num ericalresults for the energy

gap of the CSP.O ur calculations are done in Landau

levelN = 2 around � = 9 using the form factorm ethod.

Figures7(a)-(c)contain ourm ain results.Di�erentsgaps

are plotted as a function ofthe interlayer distance for

tunnelings(a)et= 0:007;(b)et= 0:01;and (c)et= 0:02.

The �lled line is� U C S;the energy needed to create an

ordinary electron-holepairfrom thecoherentliquid state

at� = 9:At� = 9,theliquid stateisunstableford > d1

wherethecoherentstriped stateistheground state.The

Hartree-Fockgap represented by thecurvewith the�lled

squaresisgiven by the energy to createan electron-hole

pair in a coherent channel (see Fig. 2 where this gap

isde�ned). The othercurvesgive the energy gap calcu-

lated in the supercellm ethod fordi�erent�lling factors

� and the energy gap calculated with the �eld-theoretic

approach explained in the appendix.

From Fig. 7,it is clear that,in the CSP,the energy

needed to createa soliton-antisoliton pairissm allerthan

that needed to create an electron-hole pair for typical

experim entalvalues ofthe tunneling param eter et. The

transportgap isthusdeterm ined by thecreation ofthese

topologicalexcitations(asitwasthecaseforskyrm ionsin

quantum Hallferrom agnetat� = 1 orwith bim eronsin

bilayerquantum Hallsystem s).13 Figures 7(a)-(c) show

a rapid decrease ofthe energy gap near the transition

between the coherent liquid and the CSP that should

be observableexperim entally.The curvescorresponding

to di�erent �lling factors show that the convergence of

the supercellm ethod isquite good nearthe liquid-CSP
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FIG .7:D i�erentenergy gapsin theUCS and CSP calculated

as a function ofthe interlayer distance d=‘ and for di�erent

valuesofthetunneling param eter.Forthesupercellm ethod,

the gap is evaluated at di�erent �lling factors to show the

convergence of the results to the true gap at � = 9. The

gradientapproxim ation refersto the �eld-theoretic m ethod.

transitionbutslow atlargervaluesofinterlayerdistances.

Thisslow convergenceisdue to the factthatthe size of

the soliton increases with interlayer distance as shown

in Fig. 8 and the shape ofthe soliton isthen restricted

by the lattice constant as we explained previously. As

d=‘increases,itbecom esnecessary to go to lower�lling

factorsto achieve convergence,som ething we cannotdo

num erically.In any case,the soliton gap isalwayslower

than the Hartree-Fock gap athighervaluesofd=‘ since

our approach overestim ates the energy gap. Increasing
et decreases the size ofthe solitons,however,so that it

is possible to achieve better convergence by increasing

the value ofthe tunneling param eteret. Thisis seen by

com paring Fig. 7 (a),(b)and (c). Notice also that,for

sm allersolitons,the soliton gap iscloserto the Hartree-

Fock result,asexpected.

FIG .8:Soliton size calculated with the supercell(�lled sym -

bols)and �eld-theoretic (em pty sym bols)m ethodsasa func-

tion ofthe interlayer distance at � = 9:02:In the supercell

approach thesizeofthesoliton isfound by �ttingthey depen-

denceofthephasein achannelwith ’(y)= 4tan
�1

h

e
�y=L s

i

:

W e also show in Fig. 7 the gap calculated with the

�eld-theoretic m ethod (see Eq. (17)). Thisgap hasthe

sam e qualitative behavior with interlayer distance,ex-

cept at sm alld near the phase transition. It is larger

than thegap calculated in them icroscopicapproach.As

we explain in the appendix,the �eld-theoretic result is

incorrectatsm alld orlargeet(�g.7(c))wherethestripes

arenotfully developped.Atlarged,we cannotsay how

di�erent the two gaps (m acroscopic and �eld-theoretic)

are because the gap found in the m icroscopic approach

hasnotyetconverged atthe lowest�lling factorwe can

achieve.

In the �eld-theoretic m ethod,the soliton size,L �
s;is

obtained by the procedure outlined in Sec. III .W hen
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the Coulom b interaction between partsofthe soliton is

properly included,we�nd num erically thatL �
s increases

with d asin the supercellcalculation. Both approaches

give the sam e trend forthe soliton length. The detailed

behaviour with d=‘ is quite di�erent,however. Cearly,

the �eld-theoretic calculation does not capture allthe

subtletiesoftheW erecallthat,astheinterlayerdistance

increases,the width ofthe LCR’sbecom essm aller.The

behavior ofthe soliton size m ay be understood as aris-

ing from theCoulom b energy,which favorsspreadingthe

charge ofthe soliton. O urresultsare plotted in Fig. 8.

In this�gure,weseethatthesupercelland �eld-theoretic

resultsdo notm atch forlargeet.Thisisagain dueto the

factthatthestripesarenotfully form ed atlargeetsothat

theexpression ofEq.(A.32)forthetopologicalchargeis

notcorrect. Asexpected,Fig. 8 showsthatthe soliton

sizedecreaseswith et.

W e haveneglected quantum 
uctuationsin ourcalcu-

lation.These
uctuationsincreasesin im portanceasd=‘

increases.They renorm alizethepseudospin sti�nessand

willprobably also changethesizeofthesolitonsand the

quantitativevaluesoftheenergy gaps.Inclusion ofthese


uctuationsis,however,beyond the scopeofthispaper.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N

W ehavecom puted theenergy gap dueto thecreation

ofasoliton-antisoliton pairin thelinearly coherentchan-

nelofthecoherentstriped phasefound in higherLandau

levelsin a bilayerquantum Hallsystem . W e have com -

puted thisgap using a m icroscopicunrestricted Hartree-

Fock approach aswellasa �eld-theoreticapproach valid

in the lim itofslowly varying pseudospin texture. W ith

both m ethods,we �nd thatthe thisenergy gap islower

in energy than the Hartree-Fock gap dueto the creation

ofan electron-hole pair in a coherent channel(a single

spin 
ip) so that solitonic excitationsm ust play an im -

portantrole in the transportpropertiesofthe coherent

striped phase.
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A P P EN D IX :M IC R O SC O P IC EX P R ESSIO N S

FO R T H E PA R A M ET ER S O F T H E

FIELD -T H EO R ET IC M O D EL

In this appendix we presentthe detailsofthe deriva-

tion ofthem icroscopicexpressionsfortheparam eters�s
and T used in the �eld-theoretic m odelofSec. III.W e

drop the Landau levelindex N here since allorder pa-

ram etersare to evaluated in the partially �lled levelN .

W e begin by de�ning the pseudospin density operators

�(q)= �
R ;R (q)+ �

L ;L(q); (A.1)

�z(q)=
1

2

�
�
R ;R (q)� �

L ;L(q)
�
; (A.2)

�x(q)=
1

2

�
�
R ;L(q)+ �

L ;R (q)
�
; (A.3)

�y(q)=
1

2i

�
�
R ;L (q)� �

L ;R (q)
�
: (A.4)

ThetotalHartree-Fockenergyoftheelectronsin thepar-

tially �lled levelfor an unbiased bilayercan be written

as

E H F = "

�
e2

�‘

�

; (A.5)

where

" = � 2N �
eth�x (0)i (A.6)

+
1

4
N �

X

q

�(q)h�(� q)ih�(q)i

+ N �

X

q

Jz (q)h�z (� q)ih�z (q)i

+ N �

X

q

J? (q)[h�x (� q)ih�x (q)i

+ h�y (� q)ih�y (q)i]:

W e haveintroduced theinteractions

Jz (q)= H R ;R (q)� H R ;L (q)� X R ;R (q); (A.7)

�(q)= H R ;R (q)+ H R ;L (q)� X R ;R (q); (A.8)

and

J? (q)= � X R ;L (q): (A.9)

In Eq.(A.6),H R ;R (0)= H R ;L (0)= 0 becauseofthein-

teractionbetween the2DEG and thepositivebackground

ofthe donors.

W e now introduce a unitless and unitary pseudospin

�eld S�(r),with � = x;y;z related to the guiding cen-

terdensity operatorsin thepseudospin form alism by the

relation

S�(r)= 4�‘2N � h��(r)i; (A.10)

and a projected19 electron density by the relation

n(r)= N � h�(r)i: (A.11)
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Using the de�nition ofthe pseudospin operators S�(r)

and taking the Fouriertransform ofEq.(A.6),we have

" =
�et

2�‘2

Z

drSx(r) (A.12)

+
1

8�‘2

Z

dr

Z

dr
0
J? (r� r

0)S? (r)� S? (r
0)

+
1

8�‘2

Z

dr

Z

dr
0
Sz(r)Jz(r� r

0)Sz(r
0)

+
�‘2

2

Z

dr

Z

dr
0
n(r)�(r� r

0)n(r0):

W riting S�(r) in sphericalcoordinates,it is easy to

describethe CSP ground stateas

Sx(r)C SP = sin�(x); (A.13)

Sy(r)C SP = 0; (A.14)

Sz(r)C SP = cos�(x); (A.15)

while the density hn(r)i = cst is uniform . For a state

wherethereisaspin textureonly in thechannelcentered

atx = 0 (channel0)while the otherchannelsrem ain in

theirCSP ground statecon�guration (werecallthat� is

the interstripedistance),wewrite

Sx(r)=

(

sin�(x)cos’(y); ifjxj�
�

4
;

sin�(x); ifjxj>
�

4
;

(A.16)

Sy(r)=

(

sin�(x)sin’(y); ifjxj�
�

4
;

0; ifjxj>
�

4
;

(A.17)

Sz(r)= Sz(r)C SP ; (A.18)

n(r)= n(r)C SP + �n(r): (A.19)

In theseequations,�(x)isgiven by itsvaluein theCSP.

De�ning

Ji;j(y� y
0)�

Z

C i

dx

Z

C j

dx
0
J? (r� r

0)sin�(x)sin�(x0);

(A.20)

where Ci corresponds to the i-th channelofwidth �=2

centered atxi and
R

C i
=
Rxi+ �=4
xi� �=4

,itiseasy to show that

the energy di�erence between the thislaststate and the

CSP ground statei.e.theenergy to createonesoliton in

a channelisgiven by

�"=
�et

2�‘2

Z

C 0

dxsin�(x)

Z

dy[cos’(y)� 1]

+
1

4�‘2

X

i6= 0

Z

dy

Z

dy
0
Ji;0(y� y

0)[cos’(y0)� 1]

+
1

8�‘2

Z

dy

Z

dy
0
J0;0(y� y

0)[cos(’(y)� ’(y0))� 1]

+
�‘2

2

Z

dr

Z

dr
0
�n(r)�(r� r

0)�n(r0)

+ �‘
2

Z

dr

Z

dr
0
�n(r)�(r� r

0)n(r0)C SP :

(A.21)

The�rsttwo term scontributeto thee�ectivetunnelling

term T while the third term is directly related to the

pseudospin sti�nessofthesystem .Thefourth term takes

into accountthe Coulom b interaction between di�erent

partsofthe soliton and the lastterm is the interaction

between thechargeofthesoliton and thatoftheCSP.In

an antisoliton,this�fth contribution would haveexactly

the sam e value but with opposite sign so that this last

term doesnotcontributeto the transportgap.

1. C alculation ofthe pseudospin sti�ness �s

Toextractthepseudospin sti�nessfrom thethird term

ofEq. (A.21),we m ake a long-wavelength expansion of

thecos(’(y)� ’(y0))� 1term .Thisexpansion ispossible

ifthepseudospin texturevariesslowlyin com parisonwith

J0;0(y).W e get

1

8�‘2

Z

dy

Z

dy
0
J0;0(y� y

0)[cos(’(y)� ’(y0))� 1]

= �
1

16�‘2

�Z

dy
0
y
02
J0;0(y

0)

�Z

dy

�
d’(y)

dy

� 2

:

(A.22)

Com paring thislastresultwith Eq.(12),wesee that

�s = �
1

8�‘2

Z

dy y
2
J0;0(y): (A.23)

Thepseudospin sti�nesscan bewritten,m oreexplicitely

as

�s = �
1

8�‘2

Z

dy y
2 1

LxLy

X

q

J? (q)e
iqy y (A.24)

�

Z

C 0

dx

Z

C 0

dx
0sin�(x)sin�(x0)eiqx (x� x

0
)
;

with Lx and Ly thelength and width ofthesam ple.This

allowstheintegralsoverx and x0tobetotally decoupled.



14

In fact,de�ning the form factor


(qx) =

Z

C 0

dxsin�(x)eiqx x (A.25)

= �
X

G x

h�x(G x)i
sin[(G x � qx)�=4]

(G x � qx)�=4
;

wecan write

�s =
1

16�2‘2

Z

dqxj
(qx)j
2 d2J? (q)

dq2y

�
�
�
�
qy ! 0

: (A.26)

The form factor 
(qx) takes into account the in
uence

ofthe shape ofthe charge m odulation along the x axis

in the CSP phaseon thee�ectivepseudospin sti�nessin

the onedim ensionalsine-G ordon m odel.

2. C alculation ofthe tunneling param eter T

Thee�ectivetunnelcoupling T can beextracted from

the �rsttwo term sofEq. (A.21). The �rstterm renor-

m alizes the tunnelcoupling in the 1D e�ective theory,

taking into accountthatinterlayercoherenceexistsonly

in the LCR’s.This�rstterm issim ply

�et

2�‘2

(0)

Z

dy[cos’(y)� 1]: (A.27)

The second contribution to the e�ective tunnelcou-

pling com esfrom theexchangeenergy between channel0

(where a pseudospin texture wascreated)and the other

channels. In these other channels, the in-plane pseu-

dospin com ponent is totally polarized along the x di-

rection and the exchange interaction between channeli

and channel0 favorsa con�guration in channel0 where

the pseudospin is also polarized along + x,just like the

sim ple tunnelcoupling et.In otherwords,thereisan en-

ergy cost,even in the absence oftunneling,to m ake a

rotation ofthepseudospinsin onechannelbecauseofthe

interaction with the pseudospinsin the otherchannels.

Itispossibleto extracta sim pleform forthiscoupling

from the second term ofEq.(A.21)since

X

i6= 0

Z

dyJi;0(y) =
1

Lx

X

i6= 0

X

qx

J? (qx;0)j
(qx)j
2
e
iqx (xi� x0)

=
1

Lx

X

i

X

qx

J? (qx;0)j
(qx)j
2
e
iqx (xi� x0)

�
1

Lx

X

qx

J? (qx;0)j
(qx)j
2
; (A.28)

with xn � x0 = n�=2 the center-to-center distance be-

tween channelsn and 0.Becausethereisa sum overthe

channels,the sum on the wave-vectors qx reduces to a

sum overthe reciprocallattice vectorsofa 1D lattice of

latticeconstant�=2,noted eG x,and

1

2

X

i6= 0

Z

dy

Z

dy
0
Ji;0(y� y

0)[cos’(y0)� 1]

=
1

�

X

eG x

J? (eG x;0)j
( eG x)j
2
�
1

2

1

Lx

X

qx

J? (qx;0)j
(qx)j
2
:

(A.29)

Com bining the two term s,we�nd

T =
1

2�‘2

2

4
(0)et�
1

�

X

eG x

J? (eG x)

�
�
�


�
eG x

��
�
�
2

(A.30)

+
1

2

1

Lx

X

qx

J? (qx;0)j
(qx)j
2

#

:

3. Sine-G ordon soliton and the C oulom b energy

Ifwe com bine the tunneling and exchange term s,we

�nd that the energy cost to m ake one soliton localized

in a channelofthe CSP is given by Eq. (12). As we

m entionned in Sec.III,thestaticsolution thatm inim izes

thisenergyfunctionalisthesine-G ordon (orkink)soliton

’(y)= 4tan� 1
�

e
�

q
T

�s
y

�

:

W e now add to Eq. (12)the Coulom b interaction en-

ergy between di�erentpartsofthe soliton

�EC oul=
�‘2

2

Z

dr

Z

dr
0
�n(r)�(r� r

0)�n(r0):

(A.31)

To relate �n(r0) to the angles � and ’,we use the def-

inition of the topological charge density given in Eq.

(11).W eassum ethat,in theone-soliton state,only ’ (y)

changes along a channeland that �(r) is given by its

valuein the CSP.W e have

�n(r) = �
1

4�
r ’ (r)� (r cos�(r))�bz (A.32)

=
1

4�

d’ (y)

dy

d

dx
cos�(x):

At this point, we m ust rem ark that if we use

the sine-G ordon solution in Eq. (A.32) and integrate

the projected density �n(r) in a channel, we �nd
R+ �=4
� �=4

dx
R+ 1
� 1

dy�n(r) = 1 only ifcos�(x) varies from

� 1 to + 1 in thechanneli.e.only in thelim itorlargein-

terlayerdistanceswherethestripesarefully developped.

In consequence, we do not expect our �eld-theoretic

m odelto be valid near the transition between the UCS

and the CSP.

W e insertEq. (A.32)into Eq. (A.31),and de�ne the
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form factor(fora channelcentered atx = 0)

A (qx) =

Z

C 0

dxe
� iqx x

d

dx
cos�(x) (A.33)

= i�
X

G x

h�z (G x)iG x

sin(qx � G x)�=4

(qx � G x)�=4
;

and the e�ective interaction Ve� (y� y0)in a channel

Ve� (y� y
0)=

1

S

X

q

jA (qx)j
2
�(q)e

iqy(y� y0): (A.34)

W e then �nd forthe Coulom b interaction

�EC oul =
‘2

32�2

Z

dy

Z

dy
0d’ (y)

dy
Ve� (y� y

0)
d’ (y0)

dy0
:

(A.35)

Ifwe add the contribution �EC oul to Eq.(12)and m in-

im ize the energy with respect to ’ (y),we �nd that it

introducesa nonlocalterm to thesine-G ordon equation.

The resulting equation isthen very di�cultto solve.To

get an approxim ation for the Coulom b energy,we de-

cided to proceed in thefollowing way.W etake,asa trial

solution,the kink soliton

’(y)= 4tan� 1
h

e
� y=L

�

s

i

; (A.36)

whereL�
s isthewidth ofthesoliton.TheCoulom benergy

isthen

�EC oul(L
�
s)=

�‘2

32�2

Z

dqjA (qx)j
2
�(q)sech

2

�
�qyL

�
s

2

�

:

(A.37)

Thetotalenergy forthe soliton is

E = 4
�s

L�
s

+ 4TL�
s + �EC oul(L

�
s): (A.38)

W e �nd L �
s by m inim izing num erically the totalenergy

E .In ournum ericalcalculation,we use �(q)= H N (q)

instead ofEq.(A.8).Thisisalso theinteraction consid-

ered in sim ilar calculations11,12. The use ofEq. (A.8)

leadsto non-physicalresults.

�
Current address: D epartm ent ofPhysics and Astronom y,

University ofBasel,4056 Basel,Switzerland.
y
Electronic address:Rene.Cote@ Usherbrooke.ca

1
A.A.K oulakov,M .M .Foglerand B.I.Shklovskii,Phys.

Rev.Lett.76,499 (1996);M .M .Fogler,A.A.K oulakov,

and B.I.Shklovskii, Phys.Rev.B 54, 1853 (1996); R.

M oessnerand J.T.Chalker,Phys.Rev.B 54,5006 (1996);

M .M .Foglerand A.A.K oulakov,Phys.Rev.B 55,9326

(1997).For a review of the bubble and stripe phases in

higher Landau levels, see M . Fogler in High M agnetic

Fields: Applications in Condensed M atter Physics and

Spectroscopy,ed.by C.Berthier,L.-P.Levy,G .M artinez

(Springer-Verlag,Berlin),99 (2002).
2
M .P.Lilly,K .B.Cooper,J.P.Eisenstein,L.N.Pfei�er

and K .W .W est,Phys.Rev.Lett.82,394(1999);R.R.D u,

D .C.Tsui,H.L.Storm er,L.N.Pfei�er,K .W .Baldwin

and K .W .W est,Solid State Com m .109,389 (1999).
3
L.Brey and H.A.Fertig,Phys.Rev.B 62,10268 (2000).

4
D . Bouchiha, M . Sc. Thesis, Universit�e de Sherbrooke,

2002.
5
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