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E�ectsoflong-rangeCoulombinteractionon thequantum transport

in fractionalquantum Halledges

Ken-ichiro Im ura and Naoto Nagaosa

Departm entofApplied Physics,University ofTokyo,Bunkyo-ku,Tokyo 113,Japan

W e study the e�ects of long-range Coulom b interaction (LRCI) on the quantum transport in FQ H edges with

� = 1=(2k + 1). W e considertwo m odels,i.e.,the quasi-particle tunneling (Q PT)m odeland the electron tunneling

(ET) m odelat the point contact. The tunneling conductance G (T) is obtained using the renorm alization group

treatm ent. In Q PT m odel,it is found that LRCIfurther reduces G (T)below a crossover tem perature �w . In ET

m odel,on theotherhand,thereisa tem eperatureregion whereLRCIenhancesG (T),and nonm onotonictem perature

dependence ispredicted.
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Q uantum Hallliquid is an incom pressible liquid

with the gap in the charge excitation [1]. Then the

low-lying excitations are localized near the edge of

the sam ple,which determ ine the low energy physics

ofthe incom pressible liquid. These edge m odes of

a fractionalquantum Hall(FQ H)system areconsid-

ered to be described asa chiralTom onaga-Luttinger

(TL) liquid [2,3], and recent experim ents seem to

supportthisidea showing thepowerlaw dependence

ofthe conductance on the tem perature and voltage

[4,5]. Consider a two-term inalHallbar geom etry

wherethebulk FQ H liquid hasboth upperand lower

edges.W e assum e thatthe bulk system exhibitsthe

FQ H e�ect with a �lling factor � = 1=(2k + 1). In

thiscase itisexpected thatonly one edge m ode ex-

ists for each ofthe edge when the con�ning poten-

tialis steep. The edge m odes for upper and lower

edgeshave the opposite chiralities. By applying the

negativegateveltageonecan introducethe depleted

regionofelectronssqweezingtheHallbar.Thisstruc-

ture,called pointcontact,introducesinteraction be-

tween the upperand loweredges,i.e.,the backward

scattering between the edges due to the quasiparti-

cle tunnneling (Q PT)through the bulk FQ H liquid.

This can be described by a TL m odelwith a scat-

tering potentialatx = 0 (Q PT m odel) [6,7]. This

m odelpredictsa low tem peraturetunneling conduc-

tance as G (T) � T2=�� 2 [6,7,8,9,10], which is

consistent with the recent experim ent [4]. Another

m odelis the electron tunneling (ET) m odel,where

thedepleted region isconsidered tobeavacuum ,and

the electron can tunnelthrough thisregion between

the leftand rightFQ H liquids.Thism odelalso pre-

dictsG (T)� T2=�� 2. Recently,however,M oon and

G irvin (M G )pointed outa descrepancy between the

above theory and the experim ents at very low tem -

peratures [11]. They propose that this discrepancy

isresolved by incorpolating the e�ectsoflong-range

Coulom b interaction (LRCI)in the ET m odel[11].

In this paper,we study the e�ects ofLRCI on

the quantum transport[12,13,14]in the above two

m odelsofFQ H edges.W e obtain the tunneling con-

ductance G (T) through the potentialbarrier using

the renorm alization group treatm ent,and show that

Q PT and ET m odelsgive qualitatively di�erentbe-

haviorsforthe low tem perature conductance,which

depend on thelength scaleofthe system .In the fol-

lowing weem ploy the unitwhere�h = kB = 1.

Quasiparticle tunneling m odel-The m odeldescribes

a two-term inalHallbargeom etry wherea two-

dim ensionalelectronsystem betweentheleftandright

term inalshasupperand loweredgeswith ascattering

potentialatx = 0.

S = S0 + Sa + Sw + u

Z

d� cos�+ (�;x = 0) (1)

The�rstterm S0 describestheusualchiralTL liquid

[2,3,15],

L0 =
vR
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wheretheshort-rangeinteractionsareincluded in the

velocity vR .The second and third term scorrespond

to theintra-and inter-edgeCoulom b interactionsre-

spectively [11],

Sa =
1

2

Z

dxdyVa(x � y)f�u(x)�u(y)+ �l(x)�l(y)g

Sw =

Z

dxdyVw (x � y)�u(x)�l(y);

where

Va(x)=
e2

�
p
x2 + a2

;Vw (x)=
e2

�
p
x2 + w 2

with a being an ultraviolet cuto� on the scale of

lattice constant and � being the dielectric constant.

Bosonizationofthedensitieson upperandloweredges

aregiven by

�u;l(x)=
1

2�

@

@x
�u;l(x)
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with �� = �u� �l.Thelastterm in Eq.(1)describesa

Q PT through thebulkFQ H liquid  y
u l+  

y

l
 u,since

thecreation and annihilation ofquasiparticleson the

upperand loweredgesare described respectively by

the operators u;l = e� i�u ;l. Integrating out�� ,we

obtain an e�ectiveaction for�+ ,

S0 + Sa + Sw

=
1

�

X

!

Z
dk

2�

vR

8��

�

�+ k
2 +

!2

�� v
2
R

�

j�+ j
2
; (2)

where�� (k)= 1+ �

2�
fVa(k)� Vw (k)gwith Va(k)and

Vw (k)being the fouriertransform ation ofVa(x)and

Vw (x).Noting thata � w,wecan evaluate�� (k)as

�+ (k) � 1+ � ln
1

jkja
;

�� (k) =

�
1+ � lnw

a
(jkjw � 1)

1+ � ln 1

jkja
(jkjw � 1)

where� = (��=��)(c=v)m easuresthestrength ofthe

inter-edge Coulom b interaction,with � = e2=�hc be-

ing the�nestructureconstant.Eq.(2)givesthedis-

persion relation !(k)= vR jkj
p
�+ (k)�� (k) [16,17].

Theproblem ofthetunnelingthrough asinglebarrier

in TL liquidswas�rststudied by K aneand Fisher[6]

and laterextended byFurusakiandNagaosa[7].They

derived an e�ective action forthe phase �eld atthe

barriersiteby integrating outthecontinuum degrees

offreedom .

SQ P T [�]=
1

4���

X

!

�w (!)j!jj�(!)j
2+ u

Z

d� cos�(�);

where� isthephase atthe pointcontact,and

�w (!)�

s

�+ (k0)

�� (k0)
=

� p
1+ 2� ln vR

!w
(! < �w )

1 (! > �w )

with �w = vR =w and k0 = j!j=
p
�+ (k0)�� (k0).

Firstwe discussthe RG analysisathigh tem per-

atures,weconsiderthelim itwherethescatteringpo-

tentialisvery weak.W estudy thescalingbehaviorof

thescattering potentialusing thestandard perturba-

tive RG treatm ent[6,7].The scaling equation foru

is derived perturbatively by successively integrating

overthe high frequency com ponents,and the result

is[6,7,18],

d(u=�)

u=�
=

�
�

�w (�)
� 1

�
d�

�
: (3)

Itturnsoutthatasthe cut-o� �,which can be rel-

paced by thetem peratureT,thescattering potential

u scalesto strongervalues,i.e.,relevant. The above

perturbativetreatm entwith respecttou breaksdown

asu=�becom estheorderofunity,wherethecrossover

from weak to strong coupling occurs.Thiscrossover

tem perature �1 isobtained by setting u(�1)=�1 = 1

and is given by �1 = (u0=�
�
0)

1=(1� �)
,where u0 and

�0 are the bare strength ofthe potentialand cuto�,

respectively.Then theconsiderationhereisrestricted

to thehighertem peraturesT > �1.W hen �1 < �w ,

u(�) exhibits two di�erent behaviors corresponding

tothetwotem peratureregions.Above�w ,LRCIhas

no e�ecton theRG equation,and u(�)/ � �� 1.The

tem perature dependence ofG (T)isobtained by the

second order perturbation in the renorm alized cou-

pling constantu(�)with thecut-o� � being replaced

by the tem perature T. Then we obtain the usual

tem perature dependence G (T)� �e2=h � � T2�� 2.

W hen �1 < �w , there is the tem perature region

�1 < T < �w ,where the solution ofEq.(3)isgiven

by

u(�)= u(� w )exp

"

�
�

�

( r

1+ 2� ln
�w

�
� 1

) #

;

leading to the tunneling conductance

G (T)� �
e2

h

� �
1

T 2
exp

"

�
2�

�

( r

1+ 2� ln
�w

T
� 1

) #

: (4)

If we expand the exponent in Eq.(4), the leading

correction to G (T)� �e
2

h
is

�

�
T

�w

� 2�� 2

exp

"

2��

�

ln
�w

T

� 2
#

;

which m eansthatthe LRCIfurtherreducesG (T).

NextwediscusstheRG analysisatlow tem pera-

tures,whereweconsidertheoppositelim itwherethe

scattering potentialisvery strong.Thiscorresponds

to the low tem perature T < �1. In this lim it,the

electron transportcan be viewed asthe tunneling of

thephase� from apotentialm inim um to an adjacent

m inim um . This process corresponds to an instan-

ton oran anti-instanton.By the duality m apping in

the dilute instanton gas approxim ation (DIG A),we

transform the originalm odelto an analogousm odel

in the weak potentiallim it [19],

SD IG A [~�]=
�

4��

X

!

j!j

�w (!)
j~�(!)j2+ 2z

Z

d� cos~�(�);

where z isthe instanton fugacitiy,which isthe tun-

neling m atrix elem entsfrom � = 0 to � 2�. Itturns
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outthatonly when � = 0,which correspondsto the

case ofshortrange interactions,the dualaction can

be identi�ed with the originalone in term s of the

correspondences� $ 1=�,~� $ � and 2z $ u. Ac-

cording to the standard perturbative RG treatm ent

forthe instanton fugacity z,weobtain

d(z=�)

z=�
=

�
�w (�)

�
� 1

�
d�

�
:

z(�) exhibits a crossoverwith a characteristic tem -

perature �w when �w < �1. In the region �w <

T < �1,theLRCIhasno e�ecton theRG equation.

W hen T < �w ,theaboveRG equation can besolved

in the sam e way as the high tem perature case. W e

�nd that the tunneling ofan instanton is supressed

by the LRCI.The conductance G (T)is obtained in

thesecond orderperturbation in therenorm alized fu-

gacity z(�),i.e.,the tunneling am plitude,with the

cut-o� � being replaced by T:

G �
1

T 2
exp

"

�
2

3��

( �

1+ 2� ln
�w

T

� 3=2

� 1

) #

;

which hasthe asym ptoticform sfor�2 � T < �w ,

G � T
2=�� 2exp

"

�
�

�

�

ln
�w

T

� 2
#

;

while forT � �2,

G �
1

T 2
exp

"

�
4

3�

p
2�

�

ln
�w

T

� 3=2
#

;

where �2 = �w e
� 1=2�. At very low tem peratures,

tunnelingconductancedecreasesfasterthan anypower

law. Here we evaluate the crossover tem peratures.

W eassum ethatbulkFQ H liquid exhibitsthe� = 1=3

plateau. According to M G ,we use vR � 105m =s,

� � 0:2,and w � 60�m . In the Q PT m odelthese

values give �w � 10m K ,and �2 becom es the or-

derof1m K . �1 iscontrolled by the strength ofthe

potentialbarrieratthe pointcontact. Then we be-

lievethatthee�ectofLRCIin theQ PT m odelm ight

resolveoneofthediscrepanciesbetween thetheoret-

icalprediction and the experim ent pointed out by

M G .[11]

Electron tunnelingm odel-Hereweconsiderthem odel

where the bulk FQ H liquid is divided into left and

rightcondensateswith acharacteristicseparationd �

w,and electronscan tunnelbetween theleftand right

edgesthrough ainsulatingregion atthepointcontact

(Fig.2).

W estartwith thecasewherew issu�cientlylarge

com pared to the energy scales in question. In this

case left and rightedgesare assum ed to be pararell

and in�nitely long. Experim entally such a situation

can berealized by putting a thin �lm insulator(with

width d � w)between the FQ H liquids. Using this

experim entalgeom etry,theriseofthetunneling con-

ductance willbe observed experim entally. W e start

with the e�ective action for the phase at the point

contact�:

SE T [�] =
1

4���

X

!

�d(!)j!jj�(!)j
2

+ 

Z

d� cos
�(�)

�
; (5)

where �d(�) has the sam e form as �w (�) with � w

replaced by �d = vR =d. Here,note that the phase

� in the ET m odelhas a m athem atically equivalent

but physically di�erent origin from the one in the

Q PT m odel,due to the di�erentoringinsoftwo chi-

ralTL liquids. The �rst term ofEq. (5) describes

theedgem odesoftheleftand rightFQ H liquid with

intra-and inter-edgeCoulom b interactions.Thesec-

ond term com esfrom ET between the leftand right

edges:	
y

L
	 R + 	

y

R
	 L � cos

�+

�
,where the electron

operators on the left and right edges are given by

	 L ;R � exp[� i�L ;R =�]with �� = �L � �R ,and  is

the strength ofET.In Eq.(5),we have already in-

tegrated outthe continuum degreesoffreedom .Fol-

lowing the standard perturbative RG treatm ent,we

obtain
d(=�)

=�
=

�
1

��d(�)
� 1

�
d�

�
:

Asisthepreviouscases,abovethecrossovertem per-

ature �d,LRCI has no e�ect on the RG equation,

i.e. G (T) � T2=�� 2. Below the crossover tem per-

ature �d,it is easy to see that LRCI m akes G (T)

decreasem oregradually than T 2=�� 2.W hatism ore

drastic is, however, that the ET becom es relevant

when thetem peratureisfurtherlowered below �3 =

�d exp[� (1=�2 � 1)=2�]. Asthe tem perature islow-

ered from �d,G (T) decreases m ore gradually than

T 2=�� 2,and at�3 itturnstotheincreaseif�3 > �w .

W hen the tem perature is further lowered below

�w ,onehastotakecareoftheedgesextended toright

and left rather than the edges facing to each other

(Fig.2).Todecibethepresentsituation westartwith

theusualQ PT m odelwith LRCI.Afterincorporating

theLRCI,wethrow away thex > 0 partand require

the constraint that 	 L + 	 R = 0 at x = 0 for the

Q PT m odel,which m eans�L (x;t)= � �R (� x;t)+ ��

[20].Thusweobtain theleftbranch oftheET m odel

at T < �w . M aking the right branch in the sam e

way,westudy thetunneling between them to obtain

thesam elow tem peraturedependenceofG (T)asthe

Q PT m odel.
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Now we can explicitly write down ourprediction

forthe tunneling conductance in the ET m odel. As

thetem peratureislowered from �d � �w ,G (T)de-

creases m ore gradually than T 2=�� 2, and at �3 it

turns to the increase. At lower tem peratures than

�d,G (T)scalesas

G (T)�
�d

T 2
exp

"

�
2

��

 r

1+ 2� ln
�d

T
� 1

! #

which have the following asym ptotic form for T �

�3,

G (T)� T
2=�� 2exp

"
�

�

�

ln
�d

T

� 2
#

;

which m eansthattheconductanceisenhanced com -

pared with theT 2=�� 2 fortheshort-rangeinteraction

case. In the region �w � T � �3,G (T) scales as

T � 2. At very low tem peratures (T < �w ), LRCI

furtherreducesG (T)asin the Q PT m odel.

O ur treatm entofET m odelis not equivalent to

theonein M G [11],wherewebelievethatthecharge

phaseandtheJosephsonphaseareconfused,although

the �nalresults are sim ilar to ours. The Josephson

pahse isa phase of	 L y	 R y,and itsgradientispro-

portionalto the currentand notto the density. ET

should be described asa cosinepotentialin term sof

the chargephase.

In sum m ary,we study the e�ectsofLRCIon the

quantum transportin FQ H edgeswith � = 1=(2k+ 1).

W e consider two m odels,i.e.,quasi-particle tunnel-

ing(Q PT)m odeland electron tunneling(ET)m odel.

VariouscrossoversofthetunnelingconductanceG (T)

asa function ofthetem peratureT arefound.In the

Q PT m odeltheLRCIreducestheconductanceG (T)

com pared with thecaseofshortrangeinteraction.In

the ET m odel,on the otherhand,thereisa tem per-

ature region where G (T) is enhanced,and even the

nonm onotonictem peraturedependence ispossible.

The authors are gratefulto A.Furusakiand T.

M orinarifor useful discussions. The work is sup-

ported by the Centerofthe Excellence.
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