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T heory of integer quantum H alle ect in graphene

Igor F . Herbut
D epartm ent of Physics, Sin on Fraser University, Bumaby, B ritish Colum bia, Canada V5A 1S6

T he observed quantization ofthe H allconductivity in graphene at high m agnetic elds isexplained
as being due to the dynam ically generated spatial m odulation of either the electron spin or the
density, as decided by the details of Coulomb interaction on the scale of lattice constant. It is
predicted that at a large in-plane com ponent of the m agnetic eld such ordering m ay be present

only at the lling factor £ =
theory are outlined.

G raphene is a two-dim ensional sem im etal w ith gap—
Jess D iraclke excitations near two points in the Bril-
Jouin zone [1], B]l. W hen placed in the uniform m agnetic

eld of severalTeslh it exhibits plateaus in the Hall con—
ductivity at integer lling factors £ = 4n + 2, [3], H4],
Just as mplied by the Landau level (LL) spectrum of
the single-particle D irac equation [B], wih each LL be-
Ing four-old degenerate n spin and sublattice indices.
A though the strength of the Coulomb interaction be-
tween the conducting electrons in graphene is sin ilar to
the bandw idth, the sam im etallic ground state at zero
m agnetic eld indicates that it isbelow the criticalvalue
needed for insulation [€], [1].

At magnetic elds above 10T , however, additional
quantum Hall QH) statesat £ = 0; 1; 4 appearld].
P Jateaus In the H all conductivity at other integers, such
asat f = 3orf = 5 for exam ple, are at the same
tin e conspicuously absent, even at the highest m agnetic

eld of 45T . The experim ent [8] also suggests that the
activation gaps at £ = 4 are likely to be due to the
Zeem an splitting ofthe rstLL.The quantization at £ =

1, however, in plies that the fourfold degeneracy of the
zeroth LL hasbeen com pletely lifted, which calls for the
Inclusion ofthe Coulomb interactions into consideration.
T he theory of the integer QH e ect in graphene would
thus have at least to provide answers to the follow ing
questions: a) why has the fourfold degeneracy ofonly the

= 0 LL been com pltely liffed at the m agnetic elds
and sam ples under study, b) why do new incom pressble
statesat £ = 0; 1; 4 require higherm agnetic eldsto
appear than those at £ = 4n + 2, and nally, c) what is
the nature of the interacting ground states at di erent

lling factors?

The rst question m ay be inm ediately answered by
postulating that the D irac ferm ions have acquired an ef-
fective gap n a form of a relativistic m ass” due to the
Coulomb interaction [@]. Such a gap reduces the degen—
eracy ofonly the zeroth LL . Including the Zeam an solit-
ting then leads to the spectrum of the e ective single—
particle Ham iltonian precisely as required by the ob-
served pattem of quantization ofH all conductivity. It is
unclear, how ever, under w hich circum stances, and which
one of the multitude of such gaps that could exist, as
discussed below , is generated dynam ically. T his problem
is addressed here w ithin the extended Hubbard m odel
on a honeycom b lattice, w ith both on-site and nearest—

1 and absent otherw ise. O ther experim ental consequences of the
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FIG .1: The proposed phase diagram ofgraphene in them ag—
netic ed.D, = g;B isthe Zeem an energy, r is the chem ical
potential, and m o = 2gxB, = is the characteristic size of
the Yelativistic’ m any-body gap m . gx is the larger of the
couplings in the CDW and AF channels (see the text).

neighbor repulsions. This is the sin plest Ham iltonian
that m In ics the e ect of Coulom b repulsion and which
contains the possbilities of charge-density-wave (CDW )
and antiferrom agnetic AF) orders. P revious work indi-
cated [1], [LA] that these two are in direct com petition at
zero m agnetic eld and when the interaction is strong.
Here we solve the m odel In the physical weak coupling
regin e and in an extemalm agnetic eld, allow Ing only
for the sin plest AF state w ith the staggered m agnetiza—
tion parallelto the m agnetic eld. The results are sum —
m arized as the phase diagram s in Figures 1 and 2. At
half- lling and for a weak enough Zeeam an energy the
system ocould be eithera CDW or an AF, degpending on
which coupling dom inates Fig. 2). For a larger Zee-
m an energy the ground state at £ = 0 becom esm agnetic
w ith fill Jattice sym m etry. N evertheless, even in the lat—
ter case increasing the chem ical potential produces an
Incom pressible state at £ = 1, wih the activation gap
becom Ing equalto the Yrelativistic’ gap Fig. 1). In con—
trast, at weak Zeem an coupling we nd a direct transi-
tion between £ = 0 and £ = 2 states. At £ 2 the
Yelativistic’ gap vanishes. Experim ents that would test
the presented against other theordes [12], [L3], [L4], [L5]
are discussed.
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FIG .2: The phase diagram at half- lling (r= 0). The trans—
Jationally symm etric m agnet exists org.;g. < g:B=2B- .

W e de ne the extended Hubbard modelasH = Hy +
H 1, where

X
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T he sites A denote one triangular sublattice of the hon—
eycom b lattice, geneéa;ced by linear com binations of the
basis vectorsa; = ( 3; 1)@=2) and s = (0;a). The
second sublattice isthen at B = A + B, w ith the vectord
being ettherty = (1= 3;1)@=2),% = (1= 3; 1)@=2),
orks = ( a= 5;0). a 254 is the Jattice spacing, and
t 25ev,U 5 12eV,and U=V 2 |2a).

The spectrum of Hy becomes linear in the vicin—
hin g og_the two Dirac points at K, wih K =
1;1= 3)2 =a 3) NI, Z]. Retaining only the Fourier
com ponents near K one can write, in the continuum
notation,

X
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i= 1;2, where it was convenient to rotate the reference
frrmesothat g = ¢ K=K and g = ® &) K=K ?,
and sest h = eec= w = 1, wherew = ta 3=2 is the
Fem ivelocity. Here i g 1 =
wih I, as the 2

xriO 2= E yr
2 unit matrix, and ~ as the Pauli

m atrices. 1=a is the ultraviolet cuto over which
the linear approxin ation for the dispersion holds. The
orbitale ect ofthem agnetic eld is included by de ning
D;= i@ A;,wih iscom ponent perpendicular to the
graphene’s plane being B, = @14, @A;.
Consider an auxiliary single-particle H am ittonian H :
H=mM + i, iDj; )

whereM isa Hemn itian 4
H o, Hreach spin state. A Iso, ifM 2

4matrix.W henm = 0,H =
1=1M ;o 9= 0,

H?=D2+B(, ,+m?: ®6)
T his is the case ifeither
M = M1= a(IZ Z)+ b( X x)+ C( v x) (7)

with reala;b;jcwhich satisfy a? + ¥ + & = 1, or
M=M= , z: 8)
In either case the eigenvalues of H'? are at 2nB + m ?,
wih n = 0;1;2;:: Forn > 0 this i ediately in plies
that eigenvalues of H' iself are at 2nB + m?2, wih
the degeneracies of B= peruni area being the sam e as
form = 0.Forn = 0, on the other hand, an elem entary
calculation gives that the eigenvalues of H', a) for any
M, are at dn j each wih halved degeneracy of B =2
(oer unit area), and, b) forM ,, are at m , still w ith the
full degeneracy of B= . The invariance of the spectrum
in the rst case under rotations ofthe unit vector (a;b;c)
is the consequence ofthe thiral’ SU (2) symm etry ofH g
generated by £ 357 3; sg,where 3= , ¢, 5=
yrand 35 = 13 5, orexample [1], [L1]. Any speci c
choice ofM ; in H” breaksthis SU ) down to U (1), and
Jeads to the sam e eigenvalies. M , preserves the chiral
sym m etry, and hence in plies a di erent spectrum .
Assum ing that such an e ective chiralsymm etry-
breaking gap m becom es generated by interactions and
then splitting the resulting energy levels further by the
standard Zeem an e ect could thus lkad to the QH states
atalleven £,f = 0,and £ = 1, In accordance w ith ex—
periment [E]. Here the 1ling factorisf = 2 N=B,wih
N asthe number ofelectronsm easured from a half- lled
band. This still, however, laves a com plete freedom of
choice of the vector (@;bj;c). In particular, this choice
may di er for the two soin states aswell. For exam ple,
at B = 0 and at strong V, one expects the interactions
to prefer a = 1 for both profctions of spin, i. e. the
CDW []. For strong U and at B = 0, on the other
hand, it isa = , i e. the AF, that has lower energy
[1]. a = 0 would correspond to the com peting X ekul’
ordering [L€]. W hich direction on the chiralm anifold is
actually chosen by the system is thus obviously a ques—
tion of dynam ics, to which we tum next.
The low energy Lagrangian for the extended Hubbard
m odelm ay be w ritten as [1]
X X

L=1i D €+ g.B) ? ©)



g ( ¥ Gl )
w here = Y®; )o9,Dog= i@ ,with asthe inag-
jnary tine, = 0;1;2,and (=1L zr 1= oz yr
and ,=1, y.Hereqg, U&=8,9. (3V U)a=8,

g, isthe (din ensionless) e ective g-factor ofthe electron,
andB = B2 + B?)'™?, with By asthe eld’s n-phne
com ponent. W e have retained only the two Jast irrele—
vant short-range interactions am ong those present in the
full e ective Lagrangian at B = 0 [1]. This will prove
Justi ed at the m agnetic elds of interest, as discussed
shortly. W e have also set the m ass of the electron m ¢ to
unity.

P erform ing the Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation
and neglecting the quantum uctuations the free energy
perunit area and at T = 0 m ay be w ritten as

2 2
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wherem = m.+ m 5, and the function
£ (sm)= @Gnj ¥+ gBI+ 11
C( ?)(oth(sB,) 1):
P P
m.=g. = h i, ma=gy = h i, are the

CDW and the AF order param eters [1], respectively.
C (x) isthe cuto function that satisesC x ! 1 )= 1
andC (x ! 0)= 0.Summ ing overthe LLsbelow a sharp
cuto In energy, orexample, yieldsC k) =1 e *.The

rst tetn In Eq. (11) represents the crucial zeroth LL
contribution, and the second the ram aining LLs. Zeaem an
energy is taken to alwaysbe an aller than the sepﬁratjon
between the zeroth and the rstLL,i.e.g,B < 2B, .

Let us st consider the system at r = 0. The fiee
energy ism inim ized by the solution of

Z
m m 4B, m ods
L — = =t e g im.); 2)
3% g o, s
m m 4B, m 'ods
+ L= ———  —e™ f Em ); (3)
g+ g 3=z 0 s
whereg ' = g,! g'.Assumeboth g. and g, to be

weak, gca 1, and positive, and g. > g, orexam pl.
T here are then three types of solutions:

1) Ifm m >qgB,thenm;, =m ,iemy;=0
andm. = 2g.B,= . This is the CDW . It exists when
gd. > g,B=2B, .Forg; > g;,ofcourse,one ndsm .= 0
andm, = 2g;B,=,1i e. the AF Fig. 2). This, in
particular, includes the case of the pure H ubbard m odel
wih V = 0. The linear dependence on B, re ects the
proportionality ofeitherm to the degeneracy ofthe LLs.

2) Forg,B > m ., m one ndsa param agnet w ith
m.= m, = 0, unless the stronger coupling exceeds the

B = 0 criticalvalue of =8 ,which lies outside the weak—
coupling regin e.

3) Finally, when m; > g,B > 1 3j the solution is
my = gyB,= ,where x = c;a. Both the CDW and AF
orderparam etersare nite, which would correspondsto a
ferrim agnet. T his solution exists forg.+ g, > g,B=B-,,
and .  @J< 9:B=B-.

At weak coupling only the rsttem , representing the
zeroth LL In Eq. (11), actually m atters for the gap m .
T he second term would becom e In portant only at strong
couplings, or in the Im it B, ! 0. Com paring the ener—
gies ofthe bur possible solutions, we nd only three sta—
bl phases represented in Fig. 2. A llthree have the lling
factor £ = 0. Even if both g. and g, are positive i is
alw ays energetically favorable to open a single but larger
gap that corresponds to the dom inant coupling. The
aforem entioned ferrim agnet, which would have £ = 1, is
thusneverthem ininm um oftheenergy atr= 0. Thism ay
also be understood as follows. At low m agnetic elds,
such that k awhere 3 = 1= B, isthe magnetic
length in ourunits, the ow of the couplings in plied by
the invariance ofthe gaps in Egs. (12)—(13) w ith respect
to change ofthe cuto , In the regin e 1=13 isthe
same asatB, = 0 [L7]. Allweak couplings are thus ir-
relevant at Interm ediate length scalesbetween the lattice
constant and them agnetic length [i]. AtB, & 0the ow
of the iInteraction couplings tow ards the stable G aussian

xed point is temm nated at the cuto 1=% , with the
least irrelevant coupling being left as dom inant in the
low energy theory. This sihgle surviving coupling then
selects and generates the Yyelativistic’ gap at B, € 0.
A 11 other m ore irrelevant couplings can be neglected, as
we partially did in Eg. (9), from the outset. Inciden-—
tally, this also justi es the H artree approxin ation to the
free energy utilized in Eq. (10): as long as the ground
state is sam in etallic and gaplssat B, = 0, for a weak
enough m agnetic eld the low energy theory at the cuto
1= 1=a is Indeed weakly interacting, as assum ed.

Tt is useful to display explicitly the relevant energy
scales in the problem . First, the Yeltivistic’ gap is
m U=8) B> =By), where By, = 1=a? 10T is the
characteristic scale for the m agnetic eld set by the lat-
tice constant. A ssum ing U 10eV gives m Im eV
for B, 10T . The LL separation, on the other hand,
isDy t®, =B ¢)'~?, and thus by roughly two orders
of m agniude larger. The Zeem an energy, on the other

hand, Br g, 1 is D, ®=1¢T)ev, and thus of a
sin ilar size asm . Since the widths of the plateaus at
f=0; 1; 4 areproportionalto ettherm orD,, both

much sm allerthan D 1, , thiswould naturally explain why
these Q H states require higherm agnetic eldsto becom e
discemdble in presence of some xed disorder-induced
broadening of the LLs.

The above discrepancy between the kinetic and the
Interaction energy scales isonly the st In a generalhi-
erarchy of energy scales that is in plied by the stability
ofthe sem in etallic xed point at zerom agnetic eld.As
discussed above, the m agnetic eld a ects the ow of



the interaction couplings only at the length scales above
the m agnetic length 1. T he developm ent of an order pa—
ram eterm , In som e channelm ay be understood as the
divergence of the corresponding coupling constant x at
the length scale Ly = 1=m 4 1. This is detem ined
by x, via essentially dim ensional analysis, by the relation
myl x1",where x1 " isthe din ensionless coupling,
w ih 1=1 now playing the role of the ultraviolt cuto .
Forx = gand n = 1 this way we reproduce the above
relation for the interaction gap m , and for x = t and
n = 0 we get the characteristic kinetic energy scale Dy, .
T he crucial point is that m ore irrelevant Interactions at
B = 0, wih higher negative din ensions n, translate at
B & 0 into energy scales that depend on higher pow—
ers of B=B: my ® =B )"* V=2 | W particular, this is
what justi es the replacem ent of a realistic niterange
Interaction w ith the sim pler -function in Eqg. (9).

At r = 0 there are thus two fundam entally di erent
ground states: one at larger interactions that breaks the
A B sublattice sym m etry, either in the charge CDW )
orthe spin AF) channel, w ith vanishing m agnetization,
and the otherm agnetic, at weaker interactions, w ith the
full translational sym m etry of the lattice. Both are in—
com pressible and yield the plateau In the Hall conduc—
tivity at £ = 0. If the param eters are such to place the
system for By = 0 into the fom er, increasing By would
eventually cause the transition into the latter state. This
certainly holds for the CDW , aswellas for the AF wih
is Neel order directed along the m agnetic eld, as we
assum ed here [L8].

Hereafter we will thus retain only the larger quartic
coupling, call it gy, and its corresponding order param —

eter in Eq. (10), m . At snallm the free energy then
becom es
2
m 4
F= —@0+0(gx)+0Mm") (14)
49
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where D, = g,B . The non-analytic term Jn joom es
from the zeroth LL . In the weak-coupling regin e possible
Iocalminina arethen at m=my = 0;1=2;1,with m¢ =

2gyB -, = . D eterm ination of the globalm inimum of the

free energy at a nite cheam ical potential then lads to
the phase diagram presented n Fig. 1. Let us determm ine
the ling factorwhen m = m (=2 solution is stable, i. e.
Ihthestripr+ D,>mpoand ¥ D,j< me=2nFig.1.
From the st inequality we seethatr+ D, > m, and
thusr> m D, > m D,, so the values of two out
of four spin—and sublattice-degeneracy-resolved energies
of the zeroth LLs lie below the chem icalpotential. The
second Inequality in pliesthat between the tw o rem aining
energies one is above and the other below the chem ical
potential. To see this, rstassumer> D ,. ThenD,

m < r< D, + m,asannounced. Ifr< D ,, on the other
hand,D,+ m > r> D, m again, so in either case
f = 1. The detem hation of the 1lling factor for the
rem aining states is even sim pler and follow s analogously.

For £ 2 the yelativistic’ gap ism = 0, and there
is a direct transition between £ = 0 to £ = 2 at
D,=m, < 1=4. Fora xed and largerD ,, by Increasing
the chem icalpotentialthe system alwayspasses through
the interm ediate £ = 1 QH state, which ism agnetic and
breaks the discrete sublattice symm etry. The width of
f=1stateis2D, (mo=2) forD ,=m o < 3=4,0rm  for
D ,=m o > 3=4. A 1l transitions are discontinuous. A s the
ratio D ,=m ¢ can be changed by varying By, it llows
that at a large enough B, the width and the activation
energy of the £ = 1 state becom es B and inde-
pendent of By, which should be experin entally testable.
Since in the experin ent [B] the width of the plateau at
f = 0 appears to be som ewhat larger than at £ = 1
and f = 4, the lJatter being always 2D,, we speculate
that 1=4 < D ,=m g < 1=2. If this is indeed the case the
activation energy at £ = 0 should st decrease before
Increasingw ith By, whereasthat of f = 1 would increase
and saturate.

Them echanisn of l agnetic catalysis’ ofthe relativis—
tic’ gap [@]utilized here has also been considered recently
as an explanation ofthe nteger Q H e ect in graphene in
ref. [L2]. The crucialdi erence from the present work
is that only 1=r tail of the Coulomb interaction was
Inclided, which could p]:%dge only the CDW , and that
w ith the large gap m B, Dy . To havem much
an aller from the LL separation, as observed experin en—
tally, requires then what appears to be an unrealistically
strong screening of the Coulomb interaction by the sub-
strate [12]. In this theory the gap isalso always inhibited
by a nite chem ical potential, and thus cannot exist at

= 1 if it did not already at £ = 0. Thiswould Imply
that the activation gap in [L2] at £ = 1 is always the
Zeem an energy. Both results are iIn sharp contradiction
w ith ours.

The QH e ect in graphene was also recently discussed
In [L3]. The principaldi erence from the present work is
that the AF ordering w as entirely neglected, so that the
existence ofthe QH stateat £ = 1 In [L3] is always due
to the CDW , which then requires a lJarge enough V. In
contrast, In the present theory £ = 1 state can exist even
forV = 0,when it isdue to the AF ordering. In particu—
lar, settingV = g, = O we nd thepure (Vv = 0) weakly
coupled Hubbard m odel at half 1ling and in m agnetic

eld to be an AF, and not the Stoner's ferrom agnet, as
assumed In [L3]. This is because a nie AF order pa—
ram eter, unlke the m agnetization, besides splitting the
zeroth LL, also lowers the energy of all other occupied
LLs. Put di erently, n considering the dynam ics w ithin
only the zeroth LL, the couplings need to be renom al-
ized up to the length scale ofthem agnetic length rst.
Theng, () gr () always, where g¢ isthe coupling in
the ferrom agnetic channel [1], for this reason om ited in
Eg. (9). Retaining such a ferrom agnetic couplingm ay be
shown to only Increase the activation energy whenm = 0
toD, + ngB 2= .

CDW form ation due to lattice distortion hasbeen pro—
posed as a m echanism behind the QH e ect In graphene



In [14]. This explanation di ers from the present and
allthe other ones in that C oulom b repulsion plays essen—
tially no role in it. In particular, an £ = 1 incom pressble
state would in that scenario appear w ith increase of the
chem icalpotential for any Zeem an energy, In contrast to
our Fig. 1, where for weak Zeem an energy there is a
direct transition from £ = 0to £ = 2.

F inally, the present m echanism di ers essentially from
the recent proposal [L5], n which disorder is invoked to
explain the absence of QH statesatodd £6 1.

In this paper we have neglected entirely the e ect of
disorder. A susual, it w illbroaden the LLs, and thus pro—
vide an intrinsic energy scale that needs to be exceeded
In order for an ncom pressble state to be resolved. W e
believe that this is why the statesat £ = 0, £ = 1,
and £ = 4 becomevisbl only at higher eldsthan the
maln sequence at £ = 4n + 2, shoe their energy gaps
according to our scenario are inherently sm aller. They
m ay be therefore understood as the ne structure of the
QH e ect in graphene.

To summ arize, we assum ed that the principale ect of
the Coulom b interaction in graphene is to Introduce the
on-site and nearest-neighbor repulsion for electrons on a
honeycom b lattice. Postulating further a sem im etallic

ground state n zero eld, we argued that ata nie eld
there exists a hierarchy of energy scales, determm ined by
the degrees of irrelevancy of the corresponding couplings
at B = 0. In this work we considered only the e ects
of the last irrelevant Interaction, which we expect to
give the leading correction to the Landau level struc—
ture for the non-interacting electrons. The phase dia—
gram ofgraphene at laboratory m agnetic elds 10T is
proposed. T he theory predicts the Incom pressible states
at alleven integer 1ling factors ncluding £ = 0, and at
f= 1. The ground state ofthe system at f = 0 either
breaks the sublattice sym m etry, in either charge or spin
channels, or is m agnetic, depending on the m agnitude
of the Zeem an energy. At f = 1 the systam is always
In the translhtionalsym m etry-breaking phase and w ith

nite m agnetization, whereas at I j 2 the sublattice
symm etry is preserved. T he phase diagram In the Zee-
m an energy — chem ical potential plane is proposed, and
severalof is features that m ay be used to distinguish the
present from other proposed scenarios are discussed.
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