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W e consider the C oulom b drag betw een tw o tw o-din ensionalelectron layersat 1lling factor = =

1
2

each, using a strong coupling approach w ithin the com posite ferm ion picture. D ue to an attractive
Interlayer interaction, com posite ferm ions are expected to form a paired state below a critical tem —
perature T.. W e nd that above T. pairing uctuations m ake the longitudinal transresistivity

Increase w ith decreasing tem perature. T he pairing m echanisn we study is very sensitive to density
variations in the two Jayers, and to an applied current. W e discuss possible relation to an experim ent

by Lilly et al Phys.Rev.Lett. 80,1714 (1998)].

Doubl layer systems in the quantum Hall regine
exhibit a rich variety of physical phenom ena, includ-
Ing transitions between com pressible and ncom pressible
states, as well as interlayer coherence 'gj]. A powerfl
probe to such system s is a Coulom b drag experin ent, in
which a current I; is driven through one layer, and the
voltage V, is m easured on the other layer. T he transre—
sistivity isde ned as , = %=I; for a square sampl.
A Coulomb drag m easurem ent probes the interlayer in—
teraction, the single layer response, and interlayer corre—
lations.

W e concentrate here on the Coulomb drag between
identical layers at lling factor = % each, which has
been recently m easured by Lilly et al g:]. Theweak cou—
pling lim it of this problem was considered using a com —
posite ferm ion picture g;’_ll] and an electronic picture i_:Jz],
lading to threem ain results. First, , isexpected to be
much larger (ypically by 3{4 orders ofm agniude) than
at zero m agnetic eld, due to the slow decay of density

uctuations Ej]. Second, the low tem perature dependence
is , / T*° B{B]. Finaly, within a weak coupling the-
ory , vanishesatT = 0. The cbserved low tem perature
behavior I_Z:!] seem s to contradict the last conclusion, and
Indicates the need to go beyond weak coupling theory.

In this paper we consider the Coulomb drag using a
strong coupling approach w ithin the com posite ferm ion
picture. Part of the interlayer interaction between
com posite-ferm ions is attractive [53], and as a result a
com posite ferm ion paired state is expected to form be-
low a critical tem perature T i_'/!]. In electronic tem s,
such a state is an Incom pressible quantum H all state of
the double layer system , and is expected to have a lJarge
transresistivity, sin ilar to that discussed in Ref. H]. Ex-
perin entally this state isnot observed, and , isalways
much sn aller than the singlke layer resistivity , B1.M o~
tivated by this experin ental nding, we consider here the
contrbution of uctuations of the paired state above T..
O ur central resul is that by including the contrdbution
of pairing uctuations the transresistiviy becom es
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w here is the weak ocoupling con—

tribution i_S]. This expression is valid provided that
T T T but, wx.Unlke [, the rsttem in
@') increases w ith decreasing tem perature. W hilke a sin —
iartem a ects xx aswell, , ismuch m ore sensitive to
it, being typically three orders ofm agnitude sm aller than

xx - W ithin them echanisan we study, the drag voltage is
always parallel to the current, ie., there isno Halldrag.

In the com posite-ferm ion approach i_Ei'], the system

of electrons is transform ed by a suitable Chem-Sin ons
transform ation to a system of com posite ferm ions in an
average zero eld, carrying ux lines attached to them .
In the doubl layer system , if the interlayer spacing d
is lJarge, a single-layer transform ation is to be perform ed
on each lyer separately, leading to the Ham ittonian, in
unitswhereh = c= 1,
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Here, i’(r) is the creation operator for a com posite
ferm jon at point r In layer i, m, is the electron’s band
mass, i@ = 1@ i@ n is the density (with
the average valie n subtracted), a;(r) is the Chem-
Sinons gauge eld Wih the extemal vector poten-—
tial subtracted), and the colons stand for nom al or-
der. The density and the gauge eld are related by
4 @2 = r qg). The Coulomb interaction is
given by vij () = €= r*+ & (@1 i), where isthe
buk dielectric constant. Since the Chem-Sin ons trans—
form ation is carried out separately on each layer, the elec—
tronic transresistivity (ooth longitudinal and Hall com —
ponents) is identical to that of the com posite ferm ions.
At = %, com posite ferm ions experience no m agnetic
eld on average. Consequently, their H all transresistiv—
iy vanishes, and so does the electronic one. W e nd this
resul to hold also around = % .
T he com posite ferm ions interact through the Coulomb
Interaction and through an intralayer C hem-Sin ons in—
teraction Introduced by the transfom ation 6'_2) . W ihin
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the random phase approxin ation, the m ost singular ele—
m ent of the gauge propagator is betw een antisym m etric
transverse com ponents. T his elem ent m ediates an inter—
layer Interaction betw een transverse currents f_é],

ki 0 k2 @ Q =k,
Uy = : 3
Yoo m Tk ) 1 ©

Here, com posite ferm ions of m om enta ki, k, are scat—
teredtok:+Q , k> %,_theenergytrans@rjs ,theFem i
momentum isk, = 4 n, and the lim its gk, =m
and g k; are used. The energy scale Ty is, in the
lin it of strong screening, Top = e°nd= :_[5]. The ratio of
Ty and E, 8k, = isproportionalto k d. W e assum e
To E: T. We use a dressed interaction vertex,
Inversely proportionalto the com posite ferm ion e ective
massm . The contrbution of all other com ponents of
the gauge propagator is neglected. T he strong singular-
jtyofé’_ﬂ) inthelmi Q; ! 0, which resulks from the
slow dynam ics of charge relaxation in the = 1=2 state
E_:J;], poses them ain di culty in the present calculation.

From Eq. @) i fllows that the interlayer interaction
between ferm ions m oving in opposie directions k, =

k) is attractive i_é]. The only bare interlayer interac-
tion is the electrostatic one. Thus, this attractive in—
teraction m ay be understood in tem s of the electronic
Coulom b interaction: a com posite ferm ion in m om entum
state k carrdes a current j/ k. In electronic tem s, such
a current is acocom panied by a chem ical potential gradi-
ent 2h=e’)2 j.The =1 state iscompressble, so that
a chem icalpotential gradient leads to a density gradient,
which is proportionalto 2 k. The attraction between
a com posite ferm ion of mom entum k in the rst layer
and a com posite ferm ion ofm om entum  k in the second
layer resuls, then, from the Coulom b attraction between
the density gradients accom panying the two com posite
ferm jons, which are oppositely directed.

T he com posite ferm ion attraction isexpected to lead to
Interlayer C ooper pairing below T ij]. Above T, pairing
uctuations enhance the com posite-ferm ion conductivity
tensor, and hence , . As In conventional superconduc—
tivity f_l-C_i], there are A slam azov-Larkin f_l-]_;] and M aki-
T hom pson t_fz_i] contrbutions. P airbreaking m echanisn s
are signi cant in this problem (see ﬁj.] and below ). Con—
sequently, the A slam azov-Larkin term dom inates close to
T.. Physically, it corresponds to the enhancem ent of the
conductivity due to the form ation of com posite ferm ion

C ooper pairs by them al uctuations.
W e now outline the calculation lading to Eq. ('_]:) . A
detailed presentation w ill appear elsew here. W e use the
nie tem perature M atsubara G reen function m ethod.
To treat the divergences resulting from the singular n—
teraction ('_3) at nie tem peratures, we sgparate the in—
teraction, depending on the bosonic M atsubara energy
transfer ( , = 2 m T), into a static part, US™*, when
a = 0, and a dynam ic part, U%", when , 6 0. The

Infrared divergences result from the static part, which
m ay be viewed as analogous to a singular disorder po—
tential that is iddentical in both layers. T hese divergences
are exactly canceled in the calculation, a result which is
a m anifestation of A nderson’s theorem .

W e use the follow ng notation: Calligraphic letters
(eg.U) denote m atrices, w ith indices corresponding to
both m om entum and M atsubara energy. M atrix m ulti-
plication is de ned w ith the accom panying factors,
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T he trace overa m atrix ofthis type (denoted by tr ) and
a muliplication w ith a vector, which ism arked w ith an
arrow , are sin ilarly de ned.
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FIG .1. D iagram s for (a) The A slam azov-Larkin contribu-
tion to the com posite~ferm jon transconductivity ~3° () The
particleparticle ladder K (c) T he static ladderC. H ere, U **
ism arked w ith a dashed line, and UN" with a dashed w ig—
gly Iine. The G reen function is denoted by a bold Iine. The
vertex function qJ in (a) is derived from Eq. @8).

The diagram s involved in the calculation of the
A slam azov-Larkin contrbution are given in Fig. Q:' . The
com posite-ferm ion transconductivity is given by
( Z
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Here, K (g; ! ) is the particleparticle ladder Fig. i ©)
and (c)], wih total incom ing mom entum g and total
Incom ng (posonic) M atsubara energy !y, . The vertex
function is given by qJ , where J , unlke K, is reqular
In the Iong-wavelength low-energy limit at T = T.. The
extermal frequency is V. . The calculation is carried out
to lrading order n T .

Because of the separation of the interaction into a
static and dynam ic part, the equation for the particle-
particle ladder K is also separated into two parts. The
integralequation HrK [see Fig.l ()] is given by
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w here the static lJadder C is the solution of the integral
equation [see Fjg.:}' @]

C@i'n)=G@i!n)+G@iln) U @ C@ik):
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where , = @m + 1) T is a ferm jonic M atsubara en—
ergy. T he static Jadder is analogous to the C ooperon in
disordered system s. For the G reen fiinction, G k; , ) =
i x+ &; m)l', we use the selfconsistent Bom
approxin ation for the static interaction,
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Eqg. (:_9) results from the ocbservation that the m ost sin—
gular term in the Intralayer interaction is Uj;. The
factor T appeared from the separation ofthe M atsubara
sum . T he contrdbution of U¥" to the selfenergy is non—
divergent. Thus, is Inclision here is not essential. The
angular averagihg of Ut is, oramnall k K5
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where k and k° are assumed be cbse to k., and is
the angle between k and k. The divergence due to the
Interaction is thus logarithm ic. To regularize the diver—
gence, the shgulartem 1=% ¥jm ay be replaced w ith
tanh[ k k9FEk ¥),andthelimi ! 1 taken at
the end ofthe calculation. In our case the tem s involring
U St are canceled exactly.

W e rst describe the solution of the particle-particle
ladder Egs. él_é){ (l_d)] atg= !, = 0, where the pairing
Instability em erges at the critical tem perature T.. The
static ladder C has a sihqularity at = 0 (after analytic
continuation i, ! + 1 ), where resonant scattering
occurs. The tem s contributing to the singular part C°
are those w ith m ultiple scattering lines. A s a resul, C°
is separable in the m om entum variables:
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whereN g isthe density of states at the Fermm ienergy and
the energy ism easured from the Femm isurface.

T he particleparticle ladderK (g = !, = 0) is singu—
larat T = T.. To calkulate the singular part K° [using

Eqg. ('_6)], an angular averagjrj.g over the Fem i surface of
UY" (@ = 0) isneeded [f. (L0)]. Form 6 m it is
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ThisresulrassumesTo (k  ¥¥k.)> J o  an assump-
tion justi ed a posterioriby Eg. @-5) . A fter averaging,
the dynam ic interaction ism om entum independent, and
thusK*® ism om entum independent and separable In the
energy variables. W e therefore w rite
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ponent is , ,satis es’ = U¥*  C ', ie,
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T he highest tem perature for which (_Z[Z_I) has a solution is
T.. Note that Eq. (;LZ_I) is independent of US®*, Solving
C_ll_i) num erically, we nd
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whereweusedNo=m =2 andE, = k?=2m .Eq. C_iﬁ)
is in agreem ent with Ref. ij]. A s pointed out by Bones—
teelet al. {1], T is reduced by symm etric density uctua-
tions, which the com posite ferm ionsview asa uctuating
pairbreaking m agnetic eld. Im purities, which exert a
di erent disordered potential In each of the two layers,
further suppress T. . A dditional controllable m echanisn s
for T, suppression are discussed below .

An expansion ofthe results foram allg and ! isneeded
for the denom inator of K 1n @2;), while the num era—
tor is reqular in the long-wavelength low -energy lim i at
T=T..At nitegand !, > 0,Eq. {;L-ff) is w ritten w ith
U 4Y? and the denom inator of C° taken at g and !, , and
thesum lmitedtom® 0Oandm®< m . The temper
ature at which Eq. (_l-é_l) has a solution, which is T. at

g= !y = 0, isthen expanded for smallg and ! (@fter
analytic continuation i!, ! !+ 1 ).We nd,
1 T
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Num erically we nd 0:d2. The calculation of , and

of the vertex function is di cult since both depend on
U St | However, they are related by

2N o
Tc

Ly ! a7

Here, the expansion of the vertex function to rst order
hgat!y, = " = 0isgd. This equality is a con—
sequence of a W ard identity. It is shown by writing J
as
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and com paring w ith the expansion for , described above.

W e note that diagram s with Ya? vertices appear i
{1d) when a derivative w ith respect to g is applied to
a transverse current vertex of U [see Eq. 6_3 1. Eq. {_l:})
leads to a cancelation ofboth J and from , .

Finally, , may be calculated. The calculation of
the com posite-ferm jon transconductivity ~2* (:_5), using
Egs. Clé and cﬂ is sin ilar to the A slam azov-Larkin
calculation fl]:] T he conductivity tensor is then inverted
to obtain the com posite-ferm ion transresistivity, which is
equalto the (physical) electronic transresistivity , . As—
sum Ing xxs We nally ocbtain Eq. @). W e now
comm ent on som e aspects of that resul.

F irst, we note that pairing uctuations lad to an in—
crease of the transresistivity as the tem perature is de—
creased, In sharp contrast to the tem perature dependence
of the weak coupling contribution.

Second, the pairing contrdbution to p ismuch more
sensitive to a sn all density di erence n between the
layers than the weak coupling one. Such a densiy dif-
ference am ounts to a di erence = (@ =@n) n be-
tween the chem ical potentials of the two layers, where
@ =@n &= k . Pairhhg between the layers is gradu—
ally suppressed by , In a way sin ilar to the suppres—
sion of conventionalC ooper pairing by soin polarization.
C om plete suppression of the pairing contribution to
happens when T.,ie,when n=n T=E, .Sin-
ilarly, the pairing m echanisn is also sensitive to a sym —
m etric deviation of the density in both layersto a lling
factor = 2+ . Inthatcaseboth layersare sub fct to
auniom Chem-Sin onsm agnetic eld B / ,which
suppresses pairing. In realistic sam ples we expect both
dependences, on sym m etric and asym m etric density de—
viation from = 1=2, to be m ostly determ ined by the
nevitable disorder-induced uctuations in the density.

Third, we note that the pairing contrbution is also
easily suppressed by the current 3 ow ing in one of the
layers. Q ualitatively, such a current shifts the com posite
ferm ion Fermm i sphere in the current carrying layer rela—
tive to the one in the other layerby k / ji, and thus
suppresses the critical tem perature to T, (k)>. Ina
very naive estin ate ¥=T.and k m j=ne.

Expermm entally, Lilly et al i_j] observed a non-—
m onotonic tem perature dependence of , over som e nar-
row rangesofm agnetic eld in thevicihiy of = % .The
precise position of these ranges seem s to be sam ple soe—
ci ¢, and the non-m onotonic tem perature dependence is
observed only at very low currents. T he analysis above
suggests that this phenom enon is the result of pairing

uctuations in those parts of the sam pke at which both
lyers are at 1lling factor very clse to % T he precise

values ofm agnetic eld at which such parts exist depend
on the speci ¢ disorder con guration.

A quantitative com parison between theory and exper-
In ent is hard to achieve at this stage, since the one pa—
ram eter in Eq. (r_]:), T., ishard to calculate, and there is
not enough experin entaldata to allow fora t.

Tt was recently suggested [_IZ_%] that the low tem pera—
ture behavior of , observed by Lilly et al. was due to
the interlayer distance being close to the critical value
w here the two layers form an incom pressble state of the
(1;1;1) type. Them echanism we suggest isdi erent from
the one lkradingto a (1;1;1) state. In particular, the Hall
transresistivity is zero in our m echanism , In contrast to
the nite valie predicted in [;L-§:] A m easurem ent which
separates the ongiudinal and Hall com ponents of the
transresistivity m ay distinguish between the two m echa—
nism s.

In summ ary, we have calculated the contribution of
pairing uctuations to the transresistivity in a system
oftwo layers at = % each. We nd that above the
critical tem perature, pairing uctuations, introduced by
the interlayer attractive interaction between com posite—
ferm jons, enhance the transresistivity. In particular, the
transresistivity does not vanish as the low tem perature
Iim it is approached.
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