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C hapter 1

The Quantum H allE ect

1.1 Introduction

Thequantum Halle ect QHE) isone ofthem ost ram arkable condensed-m atter
phenom ena discovered In the second half of the 20th century. It rivals super-
conductivity In its findam ental signi cance as a m anifestation of quantum m e-
chanics on m acroscopic scales. T he basic experin ental observation is the nearly
vanishing dissipation

xx 0 1.a)

and the quantization ofthe H all conductance
= = 12)

ofa real (as opposed to som e theorist’s fantasy) transistor-like device (sin ilar in
som e cases to the transistors in com puter chips) containing a two-din ensional
electron gas sub fcted to a strongm agnetic eld. T his quantization isuniversal
and independent of allm icroscopic details such as the type of sam iconductor
m aterial, the puriy ofthe sam ple, the precise value ofthem agnetic eld, and so
forth. Asa resul, the e ect isnow used to m aintain® the standard of electrical
resistance by m etrology laboratories around the world. In addition, since the
speed of light is now de ned, a m easurem ent of e’=h is equivalent to a m ea—
surem ent of the ne structure constant of fuindam ental in portance In quantum
electrodynam ics.

1M aintain does not mean de ne. The SI ohm is de ned in tem s of the kilogram , the
second and the speed of light (fom erly the m eter). It is best realized using the reactive
in pedance of a capacitor whose capacitance is com puted from rst principles. This is an
extrem ely tedious procedure and the QHE is a very convenient m ethod for realizing a xed,
reproducihble in pedance to check for drifts of resistance standards. It does not however de ne
theohm . Eq. (1.2) isgiven in cgsunits. W hen converted to STunits the quantum of resistance

ish=e? (cgs) ! ZZ— 25;812:80 (SI) where isthe ne structure constant and Z 0= 0
is the in pedance of free space.
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In the socalled Integer quantum Halle ect (IQHE) discovered by von K 1-
itzing n 1980, the quantum number is a sinpl integer with a precision of
about 10 *° and an absolute accuracy ofabout 10 & (ooth being lin ited by our
ability to do resistance m etrology) .

In 1982, T sui, Stom er and G ossard discovered that in certain devices w ith
reduced (put still non—zero) disorder, the quantum number could take on ra—
tional fractional valies. T his so-called fractionalquantum Halle ect FQHE)
is the result of quite di erent underlying physics involving strong C oulom b in—
teractions and correlations am ong the electrons. The particles condense into
special quantum states whose excitations have the bizarre property of being
described by fractionalquantum num bers, lncluiding fractional charge and frac—
tional statistics that are iIntermm ediate betw een ordinary Bose and Fem i statis—
tics. The FQHE has proven to be a rich and surprisinhg arena for the testing
of our understanding of strongly correlated quantum system s. W ih a sinplk
tw ist of a dial on her apparatus, the quantum H all experin entalist can cause
the electrons to condense Into a bew ildering array of new Vacua’, each ofwhich
is described by a di erent quantum eld theory. The novel order param eters
describing each of these phases are com pletely unprecedented.

W e begin w ith a brief description ofwhy two-dim ensionality is in portant to
the universality of the result and how m odem sem iconductor processing tech-—
nigues can be used to generate a nearly ideal two-dim ensional electron gas
2DEG).W e then give a review of the classical and sem iclassical theories of
the m otion of charged particles in a m agnetic eld. Next we consider the 1im it
of low tem peratures and strong elds where a full quantum treatm ent of the
dynam ics is required. A fter that we willbe In a position to understand the
Jocalization phase transition in the DHE . W e will then study the origins of
the FQHE and the physics described by the novel wave function nvented by
R obert Laughlin to describe the specialcondensed state ofthe electrons. F nally
we w ill discuss topological excitations and broken sym m etries in quantum Hall
ferrom agnets.

The review presented here is by no means complkte. It is prim arily an
Introduction to the basics llowed by a m ore advanced discussion of recent
developm ents in quantum H all ferrom agnetism . Am ong the m any topics w hich
receive little or no discussion are the FQ HE hierarchical states, interlayer drag
e ects, FQHE edge state tunneling and the com posite boson [L]and ferm ion ]
pictures ofthe FQHE .A number of general review s exist which the readerm ay
be Interested in consulting B{11]

111 W hy 2D Is Im portant

A s one kams In the study of scaling In the localization transition, resistivity
(which is what theorists calculate) and resistance (which is what experin ental-
ists m easure) for classical system s (in the shape of a hypercube) of size L are
related by [12,13]

R= 1@ . @.3)
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Figure 1.1: Schem atic illustration of a G aA s/A 1A s heterostructure quantum
well. The vertical axis is band energy and the horizontal axis is position in
the M BE growth direction. The dark circles indicate the S Jions which have
donated electrons into the quantum well. The lowest electric subband wave
function ofthe quantum well is illustrated by the dashed line. It is comm on to
use an alloy of G aA s and A 1A s rather than pure A 1A s for the barrier region as
lhistrated here.

T wo din ensions is therefore specialsince in this case the resistance ofthe sam ple
is scale nvariant and €*=h)R is dim ensionless. This tums out to be crucial to
the universality of the result. In particular it m eans that one does not have to
m easure the physical din ensions of the sam ple to one part n 10*° in order to
obtain the resistivity to that precision. Since the locations of the edges of the
sam ple are not wellkde ned enough to even contem plate such a m easurem ent,
this is a very fortunate feature of having available a 2DEG . It further tums
out that, since the dissipation is nearly zero in the Q HE states, even the shape
of the sam ple and the precise location of the Hall voltage probes are alm ost
com pletely irrelevant.

1.1.2 Constructing the 2DEG

T here are a variety of techniques to construct tw o-din ensional electron gases.
Fig. (1.1) show s one exam pk in which the energy bands in a G aA s/A 1A s het-
erostructure are used to create a Yuantum well’. E lectrons from a Sidonor
Jlayer 211 into the quantum wellto create the 2D EG . T he energy level (¥lectric
subband’) spacing for the Yarticle In a box’ states of the well can be of order
10° K which is much larger than the cryogenic tem peratures at which QHE

experin ents are perform ed. Hence all the electrons are frozen Into the lowest
electric subband (if this is consistent w ith the Pauliprinciple) but rem ain free
to m ove in the plane of the G aA s Jayer form ing the well. T he dynam ics of the
electrons is therefore e ectively two-dim ensionaleven though the quantum well
is not literally two-din ensional.
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H eterostructures that are grown one atom ic layer at a tin e by M olecular
Beam Epitaxy M BE) are nearly perfectly ordered on the atom ic scale. In ad-
dition the Sidonor layer can be set back a considerable distance ( 05 m) to
m Inin ize the random scattering from the ionized Sidonors. U sing these tech-
niques, electron m obilities of 107 an 2=V s can be achieved at Iow tem peratures
corresoonding to ncredibly long m ean free pathsof 0Ol mm . Asa result of
the extrem ely low disorder in these system s, subtle electronic correlation ener-
gies com e to the fore and yield a ram arkable variety of quantum ground states,
som e ofwhich we shall explore here.

The sameM BE and rem ote doping technology is used to m ake G aA s quan-—
tum well High E lectron M obility Transistors HEM T s) which are used in all
cellular telephones and in radio telescope receivers where they are prized for
their low noise and ability to am plify extrem ely weak signals. T he sam e tech-
nology is widely utilized to produce the quantum well lJasers used in com pact
disk players.

11.3 W hy is D isorder and Localization Im portant?

P aradoxically, the extrem e universality of the transport properties in the quan-
tum Hall regin e occurs because of, rather than In spite of, the random disorder
and uncontrolled im perfections which the devices contain. Anderson localiza-
tion In the presence of disorder plays an essential role in the quantization, but
this localization is strongly m odi ed by the strong m agnetic eld.

In two din ensions (for zero m agnetic eld and non-interacting electrons) all
states are localized even for arbitrarily weak disorder. T he essence of this weak
localization e ect is the current ¥cho’ associated w ith the quantum interference
corrections to classical trangport [L4]. These quantum interference e ects rely
crucially on the existence of tin ereversalsym m etry. In the presence ofa strong
quantizing m agnetic eld, tim ereversal sym m etry is destroyed and the localiza—
tion properties of the disordered 2D electron gas are radically altered. W e will
shortly see that there exists a novel phase transition, not between a m etaland
insulator, but rather between two distinctly di erent nsulating states.

In the absence of any in purities the 2D EG is translationally invariant and
there is no preferred fram e of reference? As a result we can transform to a
fram e of reference m oving w ith velocity v relative to the lab frame. In this
fram e the electrons appear to be m oving at velociy + v and carrying current
density

J= nev; 14

where n is the arealdensity and we use the convention that the electron charge
is e. In the lab fram e, the electrom agnetic elds are

E = 0 (1.5)

2T his assum es that we can ignore the periodic potential of the crystal which is of course

xed in the lab fram e. W ithin the e ective m ass approxim ation this potential m odi es the

m ass but does not destroy the G alilean invariance since the energy is still quadratic in the
m om entum .
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B = Bz2: 1.6)

In the m oving fram e they are (to lowest order in v=c)

1
= -v B .7
C
B = B2: 1.8)

T his Lorentz transform ation picture is precisely equivalent to the usual state—
m ent that an electric eld m ust existwhich jist cancelsthe Lorentz force Tev B

in order for the device to carry the current straight through w ithout de ection.
Thus we have

A

B
E=—J B: @.9)
T he resistivity tensor is de ned by
E = J 1.10)

Hence we can m ake the identi cation

) aan
T he conductivity tensor is the m atrix inverse of this so that
J = E ; 1.12)
and
= I 0 1 (1.13)

N otice that, paradoxically, the system looks nsulating sihce 4x = 0 and yet it
Jooks like a perfect conductor since y; = 0. In an ordinary insulator ., = 0
and s0 yx = 1 .Here ,, = %<6 0 and so the nverse exists.

T he argum ent given above relies only on Lorentz covariance. T he only prop—
erty ofthe 2D EG that entered wasthe density. T he argum ent w orksequally well
w hether the system is classical or quantum , w hether the electron state is liquid,
vapor, or solid. It sin ply does not m atter. Thus, In the absence of disorder,
the Halle ect teaches us nothing about the system other than isdensity. The
Hall resistivity is sin ply a linear fiinction ofm agnetic eld whose slope tells us
about the density. In the quantum Hall regin e we would therefore see none of
the novelphysics In the absence of disorder since disorder is needed to destroy
translation invariance. O nce the translation invariance is destroyed there is a
preferred fram e of reference and the Lorentz covariance argum ent given above
fails.

Figure (12) shows the ram arkable transport data for a real device in the
quantum Hall regine. Instead of a Hall resistivity which is sinply a lnear
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Figure 12: Integer and fractional quantum H all transport data show ing the
plateau regions in the Hall resistance Ry and associated dips In the dissipative
resistance R . The numbers indicate the Landau lvel 1lling factors at which
various features occur. A fter ref. [15].
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Figure 1.3: Persistent current circulating in a quantum H all device having the
Corbino geom etry. The radialelectric eld ism aintained by the charges which
can not ow back together because 4x is nearly zero. These charges result
from the radial current pulse associated w ith the azin uthalelectric el pulse
produced by the applied ux (t).

function ofm agnetic eld, we see a serdes of so-called Hallplateaus in which 4,
is a universal constant
1h
Xy ez

Independent of allm icroscopic details (ncluding the precise valie of the m ag—
netic eld). A ssociated w ith each ofthese plateaus is a dram atic decrease in the
dissipative resistivity xx ! 0 which dropsasmuch as 13 orders ofm agnitude
in the plateau regions. C learly the system is undergoing som e sort of sequence
ofphase transitions into highly idealized dissipationless states. Just as in a su—
perconductor, the dissipationless state supports persistent currents. T hese can
be produced in devices having the Corbino ring geom etry shown in g. (1 3).
Applying additional ux through the ring produces a tem porary azin uthalelec—
tric eld by Faraday Induction. A current pulse is induced at right angles to the
E eld and produces a radial charge polarization as shown. This polarization
Inducesa (quasi) pem anent radialelectric eld which in tum causes persistent
azin uthal currents. Torque m agnetom eter m easurem ents [16] have shown that
the currents can persist 16 secs at very low tem peratures. A fter this tin e
the tiny yxx gradually allow s the radial charge polarization to dissipate. W e
can think of the azim uthal currents as gradually spiraling outw ards due to the
Hallangle (petween current and elctric eld) being very slightly less than 90
by 10%3).

W e have shown that the random inpurity potential (and by im plication
Anderson localization) is a necessary condition for Hall plateaus to occur, but
we have not yet understood precisely how this novel behavior com es about.

(1.14)
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T hat is our next task.

12 Classical and Sem i€ lassicalD ynam ics

1.2.1 Classical A pproxim ation

T he classical equations ofm otion for an electron ofcharge emoving in two di-
m ensionsunder the n uence ofthe Lorentz force Tev B caused by am agnetic

ed B = B2 are
eB

mx = —YV 1.15)
c
eB

my = +—x: (1.16)
c

T he general solution of these equations corresponds to motion in a circle of
arbirary radiis R

r= R (cos(!.t+ );sin(lct+ ) @.17)
Here isan arbirary phase for the m otion and

eB
le — (1.18)
mc
isknown asthe classical cyclotron frequency. N otice that the period ofthe orbit

is independent of the radius and that the tangential speed
v=Rl!l, (1.19)

controls the radius. A fast particle travels in a large circle but retums to the
starting point in the sam e length oftim e as a slow particle which (hecessarily)
travels in a sn all circle. The motion is thus isochronous much lke that of a
hamm onic oscillator w hose period is independent ofthe am plitude ofthem otion.
T his apparent analogy is not an accident as we shall see when we study the
Ham itonian which we w illneed for the fill quantum solution).

B ecause of som e subtleties nvolving distinctions between canonicaland m e~
chanicalm om entum in the presence of a m agnetic eld, i is worth review ing
the form alLagrangian and H am iltonian approaches to this problem . T he above
classicalequations of m otion follow from the Lagrangian

L=Em&& X A ; (120)

Qlo

where = 1;2 refers to x and y respectively and A is the vector potential
evalnated at the position of the particle. W e use the Einstein summ ation
convention throughout this discussion.) U sihg
L e
— = Zx Q@A 121)
X c
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and
L e
—=mx -A 122)
X c

the Euleriagrange equation ofm otion becom es

nx = z[@A @A Jx : 1 23)
U sing

B = ¥ x (124)

B - @A 1 25)

show s that this is equivalent to egs. (1.15{1.16).
O nce we have the Lagrangian we can deduce the canonicalm om entum

L
p _—
X
e
= mx —-A ; (126)
c
and the H am iltonian
H f;x] X Pp L #5=%)
1 e e
= — p + -A p +-A 127)
2m c c

Recall that the Lagrangian is canonically a function of the positions and ve-
locities whilke the Ham iltonian is canonically a function of the positions and
m om enta). T he quantity

Pheen P+ EA 128)

is known as the m echanical m om entum . H am ilton’s equations ofm otion

@H 1

£ T @ mPeen G292
QH e e

p = — = — p+-A @A (1.30)
@x mc c

show that it is the m echanicalm om entum , not the canonicalm om entum , which
is equalto the usualexpression related to the velocity

Pnosn = MX (1.31)

U sing Ham ilton’s equations of m otion we can recover Newton’s law for the
Lorentz force given in eg. (123) by sinply taking a tim e derivative of x in
eq. (L 29) and then using eq. (1.30).

T he distinction between canonical and m echanicalm om entum can lead to
confusion. For exam ple it is possble for the particle to have a nie velociy
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while having zero (canonical) m om entum ! Furthem ore the canonicalm om en—
tum is dependent (@s we w ill see later) on the choice of gauge for the vector
potential and hence is not a physical observabk. T he m echanicalm om entum ,
being sin ply related to the velocity (and hence the current) isphysically observ—
able and gauge invariant. T he classicalequations ofm otion only involve the curl
of the vector potential and so the particular gauge choice is not very in portant
at the classical level. W e w ill therefore delay discussion of gauge choices until
we study the full quantum solution, w here the issue is unavoidable.

122 Sem iclassical A pproxin ation

Recall that in the sam iclassical approxin ation used in transport theory we
considerw ave packets & @ ®it)madeup ofa Iinear superposition ofB loch
waves. T hese packets are Jarge on the scale of the de B roglie w avelength so that
they have a wellde ned central wave vector K (t), but they are sm all on the
scale of everything else (extemal potentials, etc.) so that they sin ultaneously
can be considered to have wellkde ned m ean position R (t). N ote that K and R
are param eters labeling the wave packet not argum ents.) W e then argue (@nd
w ill discuss further below ) that the solution ofthe Schrodinger equation in this
sem iclassical lim it gives a wave packet whose param eters K (t) and R (t) obey
the appropriate analog of the classical H am ilton equations ofm otion

@h o px HJ il
R = KR - RE 132)
@hK
@h e HJ gxi
hK_ _ R K R ;K . (133)
@R

Naturally this leads to the sam e circular m otion of the wave packet at the
classical cyclotron frequency discussed above. Forweak eldsand fast electrons
the radius of these circular orbits w illbe large com pared to the size of the wave
packets and the sam iclassical approxin ation w illbe valid. H owever at strong

elds, the approxin ation begins to break down because the orbits are too an all
and because h! . becom es a signi cant (large) energy. T hus we anticipate that
the sem iclassical regin e requires h! . r,Where p isthe Fem ienergy.

W e have already seen hints that the problem we are studying is really a
ham onic oscillatorproblem . Forthe ham onic oscillatorthere is a characteristic
energy scalkh! (in thiscaseh!.) and a characteristic length scale ‘ for the zero—
point uctuations of the position in the ground state. The analog quantity in
this problem is the so-called m agnetic length

r___
hc 257A
A — = g=—": (1.34)
eB B

ltesla

T he physical interpretation of this length is that the area 2 ¥ contains one
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quantum ofm agnetic ux o where®

. = 2. (1.35)
e

B = : 1.36)

To be in the sam iclassical lim it then requires that the Fem iwavelength be
an allon the scale ofthe m agnetic length so that kg 1. This condiion tums
out to be equivalent to h! . r SO they are not separate constraints.

E xercise 1.1 U se the BohrSomm erfeld quantization condition that the orbit
have a circum ference containing an integral num ber of de B roglie wavelkngths
to nd the albwed orbits ofa 2D ekctron m oving in a uniform m agnetic eld.
Show that each successive orbit enclses precisely one additional quantum of

ux in its interior. H int: Tt is im portant to m ake the distinction between the
canonicalm om entum (which controls the de B roglie wavekngth) and the m e~
chanicalm om entum (Which controls the velocity) . The calculation is sin pli ed

1

if one uses the symmetric gauge £ = $r B in which the vector potential

is purely azim uthal and independent of the azin uthal anglk.

1.3 Quantum D ynam ics in Strong B F ields

Sihce we will be dealing w ith the Ham iltonian and the Schrodinger equation,
our rst oxder of business is to choose a gauge for the vector potential. O ne
convenient choice is the socalled Landau gauge:

KE@x)= xBy 1.37)

which cbeys ¥ A = B 2. In this gauge the vector potential points in the y
direction but varies only w ith the x position, as illustrated n  g. (1 4). Hence
the system still has translation nvariance in the y direction. Notice that the
m agnetic eld (and hence all the physics) is translationally invariant, but the
Ham iltonian is not! (See exercise 12.) This is one of m any peculiarities of
dealing w ith vector potentials.

E xercise 1.2 Show for the Landau gauge that even though the H am ilonian
is not invariant for transhtions in the x direction, the physics is still invariant
since the change in the Ham iltonian that occurs under transkhtion is sim ply
equivalent to a gauge change. Prove this for any arbitrary gauge, assum ing
only that the m agnetic el is uniform .

3N ote that in the study of superconductors the ux quantum is de ned w ith a factor of 2e
rather than e to account for the pairing of the electrons in the condensate.
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Figure 14: TMustration of the Landau gauge vector potential & = xBy. The
m agnetic eld is perfectly uniform , but the vector potential has a preferred
origin and ordentation corresponding to the particular gauge choice.

The H am iltonian can be w ritten in the Landau gauge as

1 eB
H=-—"— pi+ (o + —x)° (138)
2m c

Taking advantage ofthe translation sym m etry in the y direction, let us attem pt
a sgparation of variables by w riting the wave function in the form

L (y) = eV ®): 1.39)

T hishas the advantage that it is an eigenstate ofp, and hence we can m ake the
replacement py ! hk in the Ham iltonian. A fter separating variables we have
the e ective one-din ensional Schrodinger equation

hyfi ®) = i ®); (1.40)
w here
1, 1 eB
hy —p,+ — hk+ —x : 1.41)
2m 2m c

This is sin ply a one-din ensionaldisplaced ham onic oscillator®

1 1
b= Sop+ om !l x4 k? 1.42)

4T huswe have arrived at the ham onic oscillator hinted at sem iclassically, but paradoxically
it is only one-dim ensional, not two. T he other degree of freedom appears (in this gauge) in
the y m om entum .



The Quantum HallE ect 13

w hose frequency is the classical cyclotron frequency and whose central position
Xy = k¥ is (som ew hat paradoxically) detemm ined by the y m om entum quan-
tum number. T hus for each plane wave chosen for the y direction there w illbe
an entire fam ily of energy eigenvalies

1
kn = @+ E)h!c (143)

which depend only on n are com pletely Independent of the y m om entum hk.
T he corresponding (unnom alized) eigenfunctions are

(x+k?)?

1. n
)= p—eVH, &+ k¥)e 77 ; (1.44)
L

where H , is (@susual for ham onic oscillators) the nth Hem ite polynom ial (in
this case digplaced to the new centralposition X ).

E xercise 1.3 Verify that eg. (1.44) is in fact a solution of the Schrodinger
equation as clhain ed.

T hese ham onic oscillator levels are called Landau levels. D ue to the lack
of dependence of the energy on k, the degeneracy of each level is enom ous, as
we w illnow show . W e assum e periodic boundary conditions in the y direction.
B ecause of the vector potential, it is In possible to sin ultaneously have periodic
boundary conditions in the x direction. H ow ever since the basis wave fiinctions
are ham onic oscillatorpolynom ialsm ultiplied by strongly converging gaussians,
they rapidl vanish for positions away from the centerposition X o = k®. Let
us suppose that the sam ple is rectangular w ith din ensions L, ;L, and that the
left hand edge isat x = L, and the right hand edge is at x = 0. Then the
values of the wavevector k for which the basis state is substantially inside the
sam ple run from k= 0 to k = L,=". Tt is clear that the states at the Jkft edge
and the right edge di er strongly in theirk values and hence periodic boundary
conditions are in possible?

T he totalnum ber of states in each Landau level is then

Z o o2
Ly % LxLy
N =X dk = =N (L45)
2 2 v
w here
BL,L
N Ty (1.46)

0

isthe num ber of ux quanta penetrating the sam ple. T hus there is one state per
Landau levelper ux quantum which is consistent w ith the sem iclassical result
from E xercise (1.1). N otice that even though the fam ily of allow ed w avevectors

5The best one can achieve is so-called quasiperiodic boundary conditions in which the
phase di erence between the left and right edges is zero at the bottom and rises linearly
w ith height, reaching 2 N LXLY:‘2 at the top. T he eigenfunctions w ith these boundary
conditions are elliptic theta functions which are linear com binations ofthe gaussians discussed
here. See the discussion by H aldane in Ref. [3].
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is only one-din ensional, we nd that the degeneracy of each Landau kvel is
extensive in the two-din ensional area. The reason for this is that the spacing
between wave vectors allowed by the periodic boundary conditions ( = T
decreases w hile the range of allow ed wave vectors [O;Lx=‘2] increases with in—
creasing L. The reader m ay also worry that for very large sam ples, the range
of allowed values of k willbe so large that it w ill 21l outside the rst B rillouin
zone forcing us to nclide band m xing and the periodic lattice potentialbeyond
the e ective m ass approxin ation. T his is not true how ever, since the canonical
mom entum is a gauge dependent quantiy. The value of k In any particular
region ofthe sam ple can be m ade smn allby shifting the origin of the coordinate
system to that region (thereby m aking a gauge transfom ation).

T he w idth ofthe ham onic oscillator w ave finctions in the nth Landau level
isoforder” n ‘. This ism icroscopic com pared to the system size, but note that
the spacing between the centers

)
= L ¥= 2L 147
y

is vastly smaller (assum ing L, >> ‘). T hus the supports of the di erent basis
states are strongly overlapping (out they are still orthogonal).

E xercise 1.4 U sing the fact that the energy for the nth ham onic oscillator
state is 0 + %)h! cr Present a sem iclhssical argum ent explhining the resulk

Ig]ajm ed above that the width of the support of the wave function smals as
n*'.

E xercise 1.5 Using the Landau gauge, construct a gaussian wave packet in
the bwest Landau kevel of the form

2 41
&;y) = ageve 77 R
1
choosing ax in such a way that the wave packet is Iocalized as closel as possiblke
around som e point R. W hat is the am allest size wave packet that can be
constructed w ithout m ixing in higher Landau levels?

Having now found the eigenfinctions for an electron in a strong m agnetic
eld we can relate them back to the sem iclassicalpicture ofw ave packets under-
going circular cyclotron m otion. Consider an initial sem iclassical w ave packet
located at som e position and having som e speci ed m om entum . In the sem i

classical lim it the m ean energy of this packet w ill greatly exceed the cyclotron
h’k ?

energy h!. and hence i willbe m ade up of a linear com bination of a
large num ber of di erent Landau level states centered around n = Z}Q:E !2
Z
X dk im+ 4t
eit) = Ly—an R) nx ®)e 20T (1.48)

2

n

N otice that In an ordinary 2D problem at zero eld, the com plete set of plane
wave states would be labeled by a 2D continuous m om entum label. Here we
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have one discrete Jabel (the Landau level index) and a 1D continuous labels
(the y wave vector). T hus the sum ’ over the com plete set of states is actually
a com bination ofa summ ation and an integration.

T he details of the Initial position and m om entum are controlled by the am —
plitudes ay ®). W e can Inm ediately see however, that since the energy levels
are exactly evenly spaced that the m otion is exactly periodic:

2
(E;t+ |_) = (&Y: (1.49)
- C
If one works through the details, one nds that the m otion is Indeed circular
and corresoonds to the expected sam iclassical cyclotron oroit.

For sim plicity we w ill restrict the rem ainder of our discussion to the lowest
Landau level where the (correctly nom alized) eigenfunctions in the Landau
gauge are (dropping the ndex n = 0 from now on):
2 )2

kyg o K+k (1 50)

x ®)= 1917@
1:2L \
and every state has the sam e energy eigenvalue y = %h!c.

W e in agine that them agnetic eld (and hence the Landau level splitting) is
very large so that we can ignore higher Landau levels. (T here are som e subtleties
here to which we will retum.) Because the states are all degenerate, any wave
packet m ade up of any combination of the basis states will be a stationary
state. The total current will therefore be zero. W e anticipate however from
sem iclassical considerations that there should be som e rem nant of the classical
circular m otion visble in the local current density. To see this note that the
expectation value of the current in the kth basis state is

1D e E
hTi= e- ¢ p+ -K x (1.51)
m c
The y com ponent of the current is
Z
H,i = ——  dxe FT& kY ey oo Freendy
m 1=2Z\ c
elq L x+kv)? 2
= dxe 2 x+ k* 1.52)

1=2 v

W e see from the Integrand that the current density is antisym m etric about the
peak of the gaussian and hence the total current vanishes. T his antisym m etry
(positive vertical current on the left, negative vertical current on the right) is
the rem nant of the sem iclassical circularm otion.

Let us now consider the case of a uniform elctric eld pointing in the x
direction and giving rise to the potential energy

VE)=+eEx: 1.53)

T his still has translation sym m etry in the y direction and so our Landau gauge
choice is still the m ost convenient. A gain separating variables we see that the
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solution is nearly the sam e as before, except that the digplacem ent of the har—
m onic oscillator is slightly di erent. The H am iltonian in eq. (1.54) becom es

_ 1 1 )2 2 2 .
hk_%px-'_ Em.c x+ k + ek x: (1.54)

Com plting the square we see that the oscillator is now centered at the new
position

ek

m !

Xy= k°* (1.55)

anN

and the energy eigenvalue is now linearly dependent on the particlk’s peak po—
sition X x (and therefore linear in the y m om entum )

1 1
«= —h!.+ eEXy + —m V?; (1.56)
2 2
where
E
v e 1.57)
B

Because of the shift in the peak position of the wavefunction, the perfect anti-
sym m etry of the current distribution is destroyed and there is a net current

hlyi= ev (1.58)

show ing that v¢ is sin ply the usualcE B=B ? drift velocity. This result can
be derived either by explicitly doing the integral for the current or by noting
that the wave packet group velociy is

18 _ 8 EXx
h @k h @k

- (1.59)

independent of the value of k (since the electric eld is a constant in this case,
giving rise to a strictly linear potential). T hus we have recovered the correct
kinem atics from our quantum solution.

Tt should be noted that the applied electric eld tilts’ the Landau levels in
the sense that their energy is now linear in position as illustrated n g.(1.5).
This m eans that there are degeneracies between di erent Landau level states
because di erent kinetic energy can com pensate di erent potential energy in
the electric eld. Nevertheless, we have found the exact eigenstates (ie., the
stationary states). It isnot possble foran electron to decay into one ofthe other
degenerate states because they have di erent canonicalm om enta. If however
disorder or phonons are available to break translation symm etry, then these
decays becom e allowed and dissipation can appear. The m atrix elem ents for
such processes are am all if the electric eld is weak because the degenerate
states are w iddely separated spatially due to the sn all tilt of the Landau levels.
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@ (b)

Figure15: Mustration ofelectron Landau energy levels n + % h!. vs.position
X = k*. (@) Zeroekctric eld case. (b) Casewith niteelectric el pointing
in the + R direction.

E xercise 1.6 It is interesting to note that the exact eigenstates in the pres—
ence of the ekctric eld can ke viewed as displaced oscillator states in the
original (zero E  eld) basis. In this hasis the displaced states are linear com —
binations of all the Landau kvel excited states of the same k. Use rstorder
perturoation theory to nd the am ount by which the n = 1 Landau kvel is
m ixed into the n = 0 state. Com pare this with the exact am ount of m ixing
com puted using the exact displaced oscillhtor state. Show that the two resuls
agree to rstorder in E . Because the displaced state is a linear com bination of
m ore than one Landau kvel, it can carry a nite current. G ive an argum ent,
based on perturbation theory why the am ount of this current is inversely pro—
portionalto the B eld, but is independent of the m ass of the particke. H int:
how does the mass a ect the Landau kvel energy spacing and the current
operator?

14 IQOHE Edge States

Now that we understand drift in a uniform electric eld, we can consider the
problem of electrons con ned in a Hall bar of nite width by a non-uniform
ekctric eld. For sim plicity, we w ill consider the situation where the potential
V (x) is am ooth on the scale of the m agnetic length, but this is not central to
the discussion. If we assum e that the system still has translation symm etry in
the y direction, the solution to the Schrodinger equation m ust still be of the
form

1 ik
x;y) = p?e Vi (x): (1.60)
Yy

T he function fx willno longer be a sin ple ham onic wave function aswe found
In the case ofthe uniform electric eld. Howeverwe can anticipate that fix will



18 SM .Girvin

—» X

Figure 1.6: Tustration ofa sn ooth con ning potentialwhich varies only in the
x direction. The horizontal dashed line indicates the equilbrium ferm i level.
T he dashed curve Indicates the wave packet envelope fy which is displaced from
its nom nalposition x; k? by the slope of the potential.

stillbe peaked near (but in generalnot precisely at) the point X k2. The

eigenvalues x will no longer be precisely linear in k but will still re ect the

kinetic energy of the cyclotron m otion plus the local potential energy V X i)
(olus an all corrections analogous to the one In eq. (1.56)). This is ilustrated In
g. (L.6). W e see that the group velocity

V= ——29 1.61)

has the opposite sign on the two edges of the sam ple. Thism eans that in the
ground state there are edge currents ofopposite sign ow ng in the sam ple. The
sam iclassical interpretation of these currents is that they represent “kipping
orbits” .n which the circular cyclotron m otion is interrupted by collisions w ith
the walls at the edges as illustrated In  g. (1.7).

One way to analyze the Halle ect In this system is quite analogous to the
Landauer picture of transport In narrow wires [17,18]. The edge states play
the role of the kft and right m oving states at the two fem i points. Because
(@swe saw earlier) m om entum In a m agnetic eld corresponds to position, the
edge states are essentially real space realizations of the ferm i surface. A Hall
volage drop across the sam ple In the x direction corresoonds to a di erence In
electrochem icalpotentialbetween the tw o edges. B orrow ing from the Landauer
form ulation of transport, we w ill choose to apply this in the form ofa chem ical
potential di erence and ignore any changes in electrostatic potential.’® W hat
this does is Increase the num ber of electrons in skipping orbits on one edge of
the sam ple and/or decrease the num ber on the other edge. P reviously the net
current due to the two edges was zero, but now there is a net Hall current. To
calculate this current we have to add up the group velocities of all the occupied

8T his has led to various confiisions in the literature. If there is an electrostatic potential
gradient then som e of the net Hall current m ay be carried in the bulk rather than at the
edges, but the nalanswer is the sam e. In any case, the essential part of the physics is that
the only place where there are low lying excitations is at the edges.
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L.,

Figure 1.7: Sem iclassical view of skipping orbits at the ferm i level at the two
edges of the sam ple where the con ning electric eld causes E B drift. The
circular orbit illistrated in the center of the sam ple carries no net drift current
if the localelectric el is zero.

states

e L

Ly
Ly . 2

1@y
——ng; 1.62
h ek ~ (62)
w here for the m om ent we assum e that iIn the buk, only a single Landau levelis
occupied and ny is the probability that state k in that Landau level is occupied.
A ssum ing zero tem perature and noting that the integrand is a perfect derivative,
we have

[ L rR1: (1.63)

(T o understand the order of lin its of integration, recall that as k increases, X
decreases.) The de nition ofthe H all voltrage drop is’

t+e)Vy ey W= [k L]t (1.64)

Hence
I= —Vau ; (1.65)

where we have now allowed for the possibility that di erent Landau levels are
occupied in the buk and hence there are  separate edge channels contributing

7To get the signs straight here, note that an increase in chem ical potential brings in m ore
electrons. T his is equivalent to a m ore positive voltage and hence a m ore negative potential
energy €V . Since H N enters the them odynam ics, electrostatic potential energy and
chem ical potentialm ove the electron density oppositely. V. and thus have the sam e sign of
e ect because electrons are negatively charged.
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to the current. T his is the analog ofhaving  Ypen’ channels In the Landauer
transport picture. In the Landauer picture for an ordinary w ire, we are consid-
ering the longiudinal voltage drop (@nd com puting 4x), whilk here we have
the Hall voltage drop (and are computing y). The analogy is quite precise
howeverbecause we view the right and left m overs as having distributions con-
trolled by separate chem ical potentials. Tt just happens in the QHE case that
the right and left m overs are physically ssparated in such a way that the voltage
drop is transverse to the current. U sing the above result and the fact that the
current ow s at right angles to the voltage drop we have the desired resuls

xx = 0 (1.66)

wy = = 1.67)

w ith the quantum number being an integer.

So far we have been ignoring the possbl e ects of disorder. Recall that
for a sihgle-channel one-din ensionalw ire in the Landauer picture, a disordered
region in the m idddl of the w ire w ill reduce the conductiviy to

&2
I= gjl_“fr, (1.68)

where ¥ F is the probability fr an elctron to be tranam itted through the
disordered region. T he reduction In transm itted current isdue to back scattering.
Rem arkably, in the QHE case, the back scattering is essentially zero in very
w ide sam ples. To see this note that in the case of the H allbar, scattering into
a backward m oving state would require transfer of the electron from one edge
of the sam ple to the other since the edge states are spatially separated. For
sam ples w hich are very w ide com pared to the m agnetic length (m ore precisely,
to the A nderson localization length) them atrix elem ent for this is exponentially
an all. In short, there can be nothing but forw ard scattering. An Incom ing wave
given by eg. (1.60) can only be transm itted in the forward direction, at m ost
su ering a sin ple phase shift

15,
out &iy) = p—==e""e Y &) 1.69)
y

T his isbecause no other states of the sam e energy are available. If the disorder
causes Landau kevelm ixing at the edgesto occur pecause the con ningpotential
is relatively steep) then it is possible for an electron in one edge channel to
scatter into another, but the current is still going in the sam e direction so
that there is no reduction in overall tranam ission probability. It is this chiral
(unidirectional) nature of the edge states which is responsible for the fact that
the H all conductance is correctly quantized independent of the disorder.

D isorder w ill broaden the Landau levels in the buk and provide a reservoir
of (localized) states which will allow the chem ical potential to vary sm oothly
w ith density. T hese localized states w ill not contribute to the transport and so
the Hall conductance w ill be quantized over a plateau of nite width m B (or
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density) as seen in the data. T hus obtaining the universal value of quantized
Hallconductance to a precision of10 *° doesnot require ne tuning the applied
B el to a sin ilar precision.

The localization of states In the buk by disorder is an essential part of
the physics of the quantum Halle ect aswe saw when we studied the rol of
translation invariance. W e leamed previously that in zero m agnetic eld all
states are wWeakly) localized In two din ensions. In the presence ofa quantizing
m agnetic eld, m ost states are strongly localized as discussed above. H owever
ifall states were localized then it would be in possble to have a quantum phase
transition from one QHE plateau to the next. To understand how this works
it is convenient to work In a sam iclassical percolation picture to be described
below .

E xercise 1.7 Show that the number of edge channels whose energies lie in
the gap kbetween two Landau kvels scales w ith the length L ofthe sam plk, whik
the num ber of buk states scales with the area. Use these facts to show that
the range of m agnetic eld in which the chem ical potential lies in between two
Landau kevels scaks to zero in the therm odynam ic Im it. Hence nite width
quantized H all plateaus can not occur in the absence of disorder that produces
a reservoir of localized states in the buk whose num ber is proportional to the
area.

1.5 Sem iclassical P ercolation P icture

Letus considera sm ooth random potentialcaused, say, by ionized silicon donors
rem otely located away from the 2DEG in the G aA s sem iconductor host. W e
take the m agnetic eld to be very large so that the m agnetic length is an allon
the scale over which the potential varies. In addition, we ignore the Coulomb
Interactions am ong the electrons.

W hat is the nature of the eigenfiinctions in this random potential? W e have
leamed how to solve the problem exactly for the case ofa constant electric eld
and know the generalform ofthe solution when there istranslation invariance in
one direction. W e found that the w ave functionsw ere plane w aves running along
Iines ofconstant potentialenergy and having a w idth perpendicularto thiswhich
isvery smn alland on the order ofthe m agnetic length. T he reason for this is the
discreteness of the kinetic energy In a strongm agnetic eld. It is in possible for
an electron stuck in a given Landau level to continuously vary its kinetic energy.
Hence energy conservation restricts its m otion to regions of constant potential
energy. In the lim it of in nite m agnetic eld where Landau lvel m ixing is
com pltely negligble, this con nem ent to lines of constant potential becom es
exact (asthe m agnetic length goes to zero).

W e are led to the follow ing som ew hat paradoxicalpicture. T he strong m ag—
netic el should be viewed as putting the system n the quantum Iim it in the
sense that h!. is a very large energy (com parable to ). At the same tine
(if one assum es the potential is an ooth) one can argue that since the m agnetic
length is sm all com pared to the scale over which the random potential varies,
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the system is in a sem iclassical 1im it where sm allw ave packets (on the scale of
‘) ©llow classicalE B drift tra fctories.

From this discussion it then seem s very reasonable that in the presence
of a snooth random potential, wih no particular translation symm etry, the
eigenfunctionsw ill live on contour lines of constant energy on the random energy
surface. Thus low energy statesw illbe ound lying along contours in deep valleys
in the potential landscape whik high energy states will be found encircling
h ountain tops’ In the landscape. N aturally these extrem e statesw illbe strongly
Jocalized about these extrem a in the potential.

E xercise 1.8 U sing the Lagrangian for a charged partick in a m agnetic eld
with a scalar potentialV (¢), consider the high eld lim it by setting the m ass
to zero (thereby sending the quantum cyclbtron energy to in nity).

1. D erive the clssical equations of m otion from the Lagrangian and show
that they yield simpke E B drift along isopotential contours.

2. Find the m om entum conjugate to the coordinate x and show that (with
an appropriate gauge choice) it is the coordinate y:

h
Px = Y 1.70)

so that we have the strange com m utation relation
Kiyl=  i%: (1.71)
In the In nite eld lm it where ' ! 0 the coordinates comm ute and we re—

ocover the sem i-classical result in which e ectively point particls drift along

To understand the nature of states at intem ediate energies, it is usefil

to in agihe gradually 1lling a random landscape with water as illustrated in

g. (1.8). In this analogy, sea level represents the chem ical potential for the
electrons. W hen only a an all am ount of water has been added, the water w ill

11 the deepest valleys and form gn all lakes. A s the sea level is increased the
lakes will grow larger and their shorelines w ill begin to take on m ore com plex
shapes. At a certain critical value of sea level a phase transition w ill occur in
which the shoreline percolates from one side of the system to the other. A s the
sea level is raised still fiirther, the ocean w ill cover the m a prity of the land and
only a few m ountain tops w ill stick out above the water. T he shore line w illno
longer percolate but only surround the m ountain tops.

A s the sea level is raised still higher additional percolation transitions w ill
occur successively as each successive Landau level passes under water. If Lan—
dau levelm ixing is sm alland the disorder potential is sym m etrically distrbbuted
about zero, then the critical value of the chem ical potential for the nth perco—
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Figure 1.8: Contourm ap of a an ooth random landscape. C losed dashed lines
indicate Iocalm ountain peaks. C losed solid lines Indicate valleys. From top to
bottom , the gray lled areas indicate the increasing sea level’ whose shoreline

nally percolates from one edge ofthe sam ple to the other (pottom panel). The
particle-hole excitations live along the shoreline and becom e gapless when the
shoreline becom es in nite in extent.

Jation transition w ill occur near the center of the nth Landau level

a= @+ %)h!c: 1.72)
T his percolation transition corresoonds to the transition between quantized
Hallplateaus. To see why, note that when the sea level isbelow the percolation
point, m ost of the sam ple is dry land. T he electron gas is therefore nsulating.
W hen sea level is above the percolation point, m ost of the sam ple is covered
w ith water. T he electron gas is therefore connected throughout the m a prity of
the sam plk and a quantized H all current can be carried. Anotherway to see this
is to note that when the sea kevel is above the percolation point, the con ning
potentialw illm ake a shoreline along the full length of each edge ofthe sam pl.
T he edge statesw ill then carry current from one end ofthe sam ple to the other.
W e can also understand from this picture why the disspative conductivity
xx has a sharp peak jist as the plateau transition occurs. Recall the data
n g. @12).) Away from the critical point the circum ference of any particular
patch of shoreline is nite. T he period of the sem iclassical orbit around this is
nie and hence so is the quantum Jlevel spacing. T hus there are an all energy
gaps for excitation of states across these realspace ferm i levels. Adding an
In nitesin alelectric eld will only weakly perturb these states due to the gap
and the niteness of the perturbing m atrix elem ent which will be Iim ited to
values on the orderof eED whereD isthe diam eter of the orbit. If however
the shoreline percolates from one end ofthe sam ple to the other then the orbial
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Figure 1.9: Tustration of edge states that wander deep into the buk as the
quantum Hall localization transition is approached from the conducting side.
Solid arrow s indicate the direction of drift along the isopotential lines. D ashed
arrow s Indicate quantum tunneling from one sem iclassicaloroit (edge state) to
the other. T his backscattering localizes the eigenstates and prevents tranan is—
sion through the sam ple using the tdge’ states (which becom e part of the buk
Jocalized states).

period diverges and the gap vanishes. An in nitesim al electric eld can then
cause dissipation of energy.

Another way to see this is that as the percolation level is approached from
above, the edge states on the two sides w i1l begin taking detours desper and
deeper into the buk and begin com m unicating w ith each other as the local-
ization length diverges and the shoreline zig zags throughout the buk of the
sam ple. T hus electrons in one edge state can be back scattered into the other
edge states and ultin ately re ected from the sam plk as illustrated in  g. (1 .9).

Because the random potential broadens out the Landau level densiy of
states, the quantized Hall plateaus will have nite width. As the chem ical
potential is varied In the regin e of localized states in between the Landau level
peaks, only the occupancy of localized states is changing. Hence the transport
properties rem ain constant until the next percolation transition occurs. It is
In portant to have the disorder present to produce this nite density of states
and to localize those states.

Tt is known that as the (classical) percolation point is approached in two
din ensions, the characteristic size (diam eter) of the shoreline orbits diverges
like

397 1.73)

where measures the deviation of the sea lvel from its critical valie. The
shoreline structure is not am ooth and In fact is circum ference diverges w ith a
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largerexponent 7=3 show Ing that these arehighly ram i ed fractalob ctswhose
circum ference scales as the 7=4th power of the diam eter.

So farwe have assum ed that the m agnetic length is essentially zero. T hat is,
we have ignored the fact that the w ave fiinction support extendsa sm alldistance
transverse to the isopotential lines. Iftwo di erent orbitsw ith the sam e energy
passneareach otherbut are classically disconnected, the particle can stilltunnel
between them ifthem agnetic length is nie. T hisquantum tunneling causesthe
Jocalization length to diverge fasterthan the classicalpercolation m odelpredicts.
Num erical sin ulations nd that the localization length diverges like [19{22]

33 1.74)

where the exponent  (not to be confused w ith the Landau level 1ling factor!)
has a value close (but probably not exactly equal to) 7=3 rather than the 4=3
found in classical percolation. It is believed that this exponent is universaland
Independent of Landau level index.

E xperim ents on the quantum critical behavior are quite di cult but there
isevidence R3], at least In selected sam ples which show good scaling, that is
indeed close to 7=3 (@lthough there is som e recent controversy on thispoint. 24])
and that the conductivity tensor is universalat the critical point. R1,25]W hy
Coulomb interactions that are present in real sam ples do not sooil agreem ent
w ith the num erical sin ulations is som ething of a m ystery at the tin e of this
w riting. For a discussion of som e of these issues see [13].

1.6 FractionalQHE

Under som e circum stances of weak (out non-zero) disorder, quantized Hall
plateaus appear which are characterized by sin ple rational fractional quantum
num bers. Forexam ple, at m agnetic eldsthree tim es Jarger than those at which
the = 1integer lling factorplateau occurs, the lowest Landau levelisonly 1/3
occupied. The system ought to be below the percolation threshold and hence
be nsulating. Instead a robust quantized Hall plateau is observed indicating
that electrons can travel through the sam pl and that (shoce xx ! 0) there
is an excitation gap. T his novel and quite unexpected physics is controlled by
Coulom b repulsion between the electrons. It isbest understood by rst ignoring
the disorder and trying to discover the nature of the special correlated m any—
body ground state into which the electrons condense when the 1lling factor is
a rational fraction.

For reasons that will becom e clear later, i is convenient to analyze the
problem in a new gauge

1
K= Ef B 1.75)

know n asthe sym m etric gauge. U nlike the Landau gauge w hich preserves trans—
Jation sym m etry in one direction, the sym m etric gauge preserves rotationalsym —
m etry about the origin. Hence we anticipate that angular m om entum (rather
than y linearm om entum ) w illbe a good quantum num ber In this gauge.
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For sim plicity we w ill restrict our attention to the lowest Landau levelonly
and (sin ply to avoid som e aw kward m inus signs) change the sign oftheB eld:
B = B2.W ith these restrictions, it is not hard to show that the solutions of
the freeparticle Schrodinger equation having de nie angularm om entum are

1 .
U S ke 1L.76)
2 ¥omm !
wherez = (x+ iy)="isa din ensionless com plex num ber representing the position
vector ¥ (x;y) and m 0 is an integer.

E xercise 1.9 Verify that the lasis functions in eg. (1.76) do sole the
Schrodinger equation in the absence of a potential and do lie in the owest
Landau kevel Hint: Rewrite the kinetic energy in such a way thatp A be-
comesB L.

The angularm om entum of these basis states is of course hm . If we restrict
our attention to the lowest Landau lvel, then there exists only one state w ith
any given angularm om entum and only non-negative values ofm are allowed.
This handedness’ is a result of the chirality built into the problem by the
m agnetic eld.

Tt seam s rather peculiar that in the Landau gauge we had a continuous one—
din ensional fam ily of basis states for this two-din ensional problem . Now we

nd that In a di erent gauge, we have a discrete one din ensional label for the
basis states! Nevertheless, we still end up wih the correct density of states
per unit area. To see this note that the peak value of § , F occurs at a radius
Of Rpeak = 2m 2. The area 2 ®m ofa circk of this radius containsm  ux
quanta. Hence we obtain the standard result of one state per Landau levelper
quantum of ux penetrating the sam ple.

Because all the basis states are degenerate, any linear com bination of them
is also an allowed solution of the Schrodinger equation. Hence any finction of
the form 6]

&iy) = f@)e T¥7 @77
is allowed so long as f is analytic In is argum ent. In particular, arbitrary

polynom ials of any degree N

f2)= z Zy) (1.78)
=1

are allowed (at Jeast in the them odynam ic lin i) and are conveniently de ned

A nother usefiil solution is the so-called coherent state which is a particular
in nite order polynom ial

1 Lo, 1
£ (z) p——e2 e 1 : (1.79)
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T he wave function using this polynom ial has the property that it is a narrow
gaussian wave packet centered at the position de ned by the com plex num ber
. Com plkting the square show s that the probability density is given by

R R L. :

e z® 3 (1.80)
T his is the sn allest w ave packet that can be constructed from statesw ithin the
Iowest Landau level. T he readerw ill nd it instructive to com pare this gaussian
packet to the one constructed in the Landau gauge in exercise (1.5).

Because the kinetic energy is com pletely degenerate, the e ect of Coulomb
Interactions am ong the particles isnontrivial. To develop a feel for the problem ,
let us begin by solving the two-body problem . Recall that the standard proce—
dure is to take advantage of the rotational sym m etry to w rite down a solution
w ith the relative angular m om entum of the particles being a good quantum
num ber and then solve the Schrodinger equation for the radialpart of the wave
function. Here we nd that the analyticity properties of the wave functions in
the Iowest Landau kevelgreatly sin pli es the situation. Ifwe know the angular
behavior of a wave function, analyticity uniquely de nes the radial behavior.
Thus Por exam ple for a singlke particle, know ing that the angular part of the
wave function is ™ , we know that the fill wave function is guaranteed to
unigquely be " e e T¥#F = gme TET

Consider now the two body problem for particles w ith relative angularm o—
mentum m and center of mass angularmomentum M . The unigque analytic
wave function is (ignoring nom alization factors)

oy @iz2) = @ )" @+ )M e tE TR, 1.81)

Ifm and M are non-negative integers, then the prefactor of the exponential is
sin ply a polynom ial in the two argum ents and so is a state m ade up of linear
com binations of the degenerate onebody basis states ', given In eq. (1.76)
and therefore lies in the lowest Landau lvel. Note that if the particles are
Soinless ferm ions then m must be odd to give the correct exchange symm etry.
Ream arkably, this is the exact (neglecting Landau kevelm ixing) solution for the
Schrodinger equation for any centralpotentialV (¥ %) acting between the
two particles® W e do not need to solve any radial equation because of the
pow erfil restrictions due to analyticity. T here is only one state In the (lowest
Landau level) H ibert space w ith relative angularm om entum m and center of
mass angularmomentum M . Hence (neglcting Landau levelm ixing) it is an
exact eigenstate ofany centralpotential. v isthe exact answer independent
of the Ham iltonian!
T he corresponding energy eigenvalue v, is independent ofM and is referred
to as them th H aldane psesudopotential
v = m M j/'.]nM.l: 1.82)
ImM M i
8N ote that neglecting Landau levelm ixing is a poor approxim ation for strong potentials
\Y% h!c unless they are very sm ooth on the scale of the m agnetic length.
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Figure1.10: TheH aldanepseudopotentialVy, vs. relative angularm om entum m
for tw o particles interacting via the C oulom b Interaction. Unitsaree?= Y, where

is the dielectric constant of the host sam iconductor and the nite thickness of
the quantum well has been neglected.

T he Haldane pseudopotentials for the repulsive Coulom b potential are shown
In g. (110). These discrete energy eigenstates represent bound states of the
repulsive potential. Ifthere were nom agnetic eld present, a repulsive potential
would of course have only a continuous spectrum w ith no discrete bound states.
However in the presence ofthem agnetic eld, there are e ectively bound states
because the kinetic energy has been quenched. O rdhharily two particles that
have a lot ofpotential energy because of their repulsive Interaction can y apart
converting that potential energy into kinetic energy. Here however (heglecting
Landau levelm ixing) the particles allhave xed kinetic energy. H ence particles
that are repelling each other are stuck and can not escape from each other.
O ne can view this sam iclassically asthe tw o particles orbiting each other under
the in uence of B B drift w ith the Lorentz force preventing them from ying
apart. In the presence ofan attractive potentialthe eigenvalies change sign, but
of course the eigenfuinctions rem ain exactly the sam e (since they are unigque)!

The fact that a repulsive potential has a discrete spectrum for a pair of
particles is (@s we will shortly see) the central feature of the physics under-
Iying the existence of an excitation gap in the fractional quantum Hall e ect.
O ne m ight hope that since we have found analyticity to uniquely determ ine
the two-body eigenstates, we m ight be able to determ ine m any-particlke eigen—
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states exactly. T he situation is com plicated however by the fact that for three
or m ore particles, the various relative angular m om enta Li,;L13;L 23, etc. do
not all comm ute. Thus we can not w rite down general exact eigenstates. W e
w ill how ever be able to use the analyticity to great advantage and m ake exact
statem ents for certain special cases.

E xercise 1.10 Express the exact owest Landau kevel two-Jbody elgenstate

@1i7)= @ ) e simT+rrig

in term s of the kasis of all possible twodody Slhater determ inants.

E xercise 1.11 Verify the clhim that the H aldane pseudopotentialwv, is inde—
pendent of the center of m ass angularmomentum M .

E xercise 1.12 Evaliate the Haldane pseudopotentials for the Coulomb po—
2 2

tential = . E xpress your answer in units of % . For the speci c case of = 10

and B = 10T, express your answer in Kelin.

E xercise 1.13 Take into account the nite thickness of the quantum wellby
assum ing that the one-partick kasis states have the form

m 2Z;8)="n () (8);

where s is the coordinate in the direction nom alto the quantum well. W rite
down (but do not evaluate) the fom al expression for the Haldane pseudo-
potentials in this case. Q ualitatively describe the e ect of nite thickness on
the values ofthe di erent pseudopotentials for the case where the well thickness
is approxim ately equalto the m agnetic length.

161 The = 1many-body state

So far we have found the one-and two-body states. O ur next task is to write
down the wave function fora fully lled Landau level. W e need to nd

P
gl= fRle * 377 1.83)

Slater determ inant w ith all states occupied. C onsider the sim ple exam ple oftwo
particles. W e want one particle in the orbital’ ; and one In ' 1, as illustrated
schem atically In g. (1.11la). Thus (again ignoring nom alization)

2z1)°  (z)°
f 2] (zi)l (22)1 = @) @) @) @)

= (2 3) (1.84)
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Figure 1.11: O rbial occupancies for the m axin al density lled Landau level
state w th @) two particlesand (o) three particles. T here are no particle labels
here. In the Slater determm Inant wave finction, the particles are labeld but a
sum is taken over all possible pem utations of the labels in order to antisym —
m etrize the wave function.

T his is the low est possible order polynom ialthat is antisym m etric. For the case
ofthree particles we have (see g. (1.11b))

@)% @) (z)°
fz] = (Zl)l (22)1 (Z3)1 = zzz§ @zg zllz§ + z%zf + zlz§ ézf
@1)*  (@)*  (z3)
= z 2)z 3) 23)
Y3

= (zi 37) (1.85)

i< j

This form forthe Slater determ nant is known as the Vanderm onde polynom ial.
T he overallm inus sign is unin portant and we w ill drop it.

T he single Slater determ lnant to Ilthe rst N angularmom entum states
is a sim ple generalization ofeq. (1.85)

¥
fy 1= (zi  z): (1.86)

i< j

To prove that this is true for general N , note that the polynom ial is fully
antisym m etric and the highest power of any z that appears is z8 ! . Thus the
highest angularm om entum state that is occupied ism = N 1. But since the
antisym m etry guarantees that no two particles can be in the sam e state, allN
states from m = Otom = N 1 must be occupied. This proves that we have
the correct Slater determ nant.

E xercise 1.14 Show carefully that the Vanderm onde polynom ial for N par—
tickes is in fact totally antisym m etric.

O ne can also use induction to show that the Vandem onde polynom ialisthe
correct Slater determm nant by w riting

¥
fn+1@) = &y @) (i  Z+1) 1.87)

i=1
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which can be shown to agree w ith the resul of expanding the detem nant of
the N + 1) N + 1) m atrix in temm s ofthem norsassociated w ith the N + 1)st
row or column.

N ote that since the Vandem onde polynom ial corresoonds to the lled Lan-—
dau level it is the unigue state having the m axinum densiy and hence is an
exact eigenstate for any form of interaction am ong the particles (neglecting
Landau kevelm ixing and ignoring the degeneracy in the center ofm ass angular
m om entum ).

The (unnom alized) probability distrdbution forparticles in the lled Landau
level state is

(1.88)

i< j

T his seem s lke a rather com plicated ob fct about which it ishard to m ake any
usefiil statem ents. It is clearthat the polynom ialtem triesto keep the particles
away from each other and gets larger as the particles spread out. It isalso clear
that the exponential temm is am all if the particles spread out too much. Such
sin ple questions as, Is the density uniform ?’, seem hard to answer however.

Tt tums out that there is a beautifiil analogy to plasm a physics developed
by R .B.Laughlin which sheds a great deal of light on the nature of thism any
particle probability distribution. To see how this works, ket us pretend that the
nom ofthe wave fiinction

Z Z

Z Bz iir Py j [z]f (1.89)

is the partition fiinction ofa classical statisticalm echanics problem w ith B oltz—
m ann weight

J Rl = Uess (1.90)
w here mi and
X m X
Uclass m ( ]Ilj%_ %?4' Z jzka: (191)

i< 3 k

(The param eterm = 1 in the present case but we Introduce i for later conve—
nience.) It isperhapsnot cbviousat rst glance that we havem ade trem endous
progress, but we have. T his isbecause U 555 tums out to be the potentialenergy
of a fake classical one-com ponent plaan a of particles of chargem in a uniform

(“ellum ’) neutralizing background. H ence we can bring to bear well-developed
intuition about classical plasm a physics to study the properties of j j2. P lease
rem em ber how ever that all the statem ents we m ake here are about a partic—
ular wave function. There are no actual longrange logarithm ic interactions
in the quantum Ham ittonian for which this wave function is the approxim ate
groundstate.
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To understand this, ket us rst review the electrostatics of charges in three
din ensions. For a charge Q particle in 3D, the surface Integral of the electric
eld on a sphere of radius R surrounding the charge obeys
Z

d& E=4 Q: (1.92)

Since the area of the sphere is 4 R? we deduce

E () = Qé (1.93)
Py = 2 (1.94)
r
and
¥ E= r? =409 3@ (1.95)

where ’/ is the electrostatic potential. Now consider a two-din ensional world
where all the eld lines are con ned to a plane (or equivalently consider the
electrostatics of n nitely long charged rods in 3D ). T he analogous equation for
the line integralof the nom alelectric eld on a circke ofradiusR is

Z

ds E=2 Q (1.96)

where the 2  (instead of 4 ) appears because the circum ference of a circle is
2 R (and isanalogousto 4 R?). Thuswe nd

ha
E @) = Q— 1.97)
r
r
"E) = Q h— (1.98)
o
and the 2D version of P oisson’s equation is
¥ E= 1’ =20 *@): 1.99)

Here ry isan arbirary scale factor whose value is inm aterial since it only shifts
" by a constant.
W enow seewhy the potentialenergy of interaction am ong a group ofob Ects
wih chargem is
X
Ug=m? ( hi& zI): (1.100)

i< j

(Shce z = (x + iy)="we are using ryp = ‘.) This explains the st term in
eq. (L.91).
To understand the second temm notice that

1

1
i S=2 s (1101)
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where

1
2 ¢
Eg. (1.101) can be interpreted as Poisson’s equation and tells us that %]Zf
represents the electrostatic potential of a constant charge density g . T hus the
second term in eq. (1.91) is the energy of chargem ob fcts Interacting w ith this
negative background.

Notice that 2 ¥ is precisely the area containing one quantum of ux. T hus
the background charge density is precisely B= ¢, the density of ux in units of
the ux quantum .

T he very long range forces In this fakeplasm a cost huge (2ke) energy’ unless
the plasn a is everyw here locally neutral (on length scales larger than the D ebye
screening length which in this case is com parable to the particlke spacing). In
order to be neutral, the density n of particles m ust obey

(1.102)

B

nm+ g = 0 (1103)
) ! ! (1104)
n = — .
m 2 ¥

since each particlke carries (fke) charge m . For our lled Landau level w ith
m = 1, this is of course the correct answer for the density since every single-
particle state is occupied and there is one state per quantum of ux.
W e agan em phasize that the energy of the fake plasn a has nothing to do
w ith the quantum Ham iltonian and the true energy. The plasna analogy is
m erely a statem ent about this particular choice of wave function. It says that
the square of the wave function is very am all pbecause U, Is large) for con g—
urations in which the density deviates even a sm allam ount from 1=@2 ¥). The
electrons can in principle be und anyw here, but the overw heln ing probability
is that they are found In a con guration which is locally random (liquid-like)
but w ith negligble density uctuations on long length scales. W e w ill discuss
the nature of the typical con gurations again further below in connection w ith
g. (112).
W hen the fractional quantum Halle ect was discovered, R obert Laughlin
realized that one could w rite down a m any-body variational wave fiinction at
Iling factor = 1=m by sin ply taking the m th power of the polynom ial that
descrbes the lled Landau level

¥
fy Bl= @& z)": (1.105)
i< j
In order for this to rem ain analytic, m must be an Integer. To preserve the
antisym m etry m m ust be restricted to the odd integers. In the plasn a analogy
the particles now have fake charge m (rather than unity) and the density of
electrons isn = mi 21‘2 so the Landau lkevel lling factor = mi = %;%;%,
etc. (Later on, other wave functions were developed to describe m ore general
states in the hierarchy of rational fractional 1ling factors at which quantized
Hall plateaus were observed [3,4,6,8,91.)
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The Laughlin wave function naturally builds In good correlations am ong
the electrons because each particke sees an m -fold zero at the positions of all
the other particles. The wave fiinction vanishes extrem ely rapidly if any two
particles approach each other, and this helpsm inin ize the expectation value of
the Coulom b energy.

Since the kinetic energy is xed we need only concem ourselves w ith the
expectation value of the potential energy for this variational wave finction.
D espite the fact that there are no ad jastable variationalparam eters (other than
m which controls the density) the Laughlin wave functions have proven to be
very nearly exact for alm ost any realistic form of repulsive interaction. To
understand how this can be so, it is Instructive to consider a m odel for w hich
this wave finction actually is the exact ground state. N otice that the form of
the wave function guarantees that every pair of particles has relative angular
m om entum greater than or equalto m . O ne should not m ake the m istake of
thinking that every pair has relative angular m om entum precisely equaltom .
This would require the goatial separation between particles to be very nearly
the sam e for every pair, which is of course in possble.

Suppose that we w rite the H am ittonian in tem s of the H aldane pseudopo—
tentials

® X
vV = Vin 0 P oo (1) (1.106)

m%=0 i< j

where P, (ij) is the projction operator which selects out states in which par-
ticles i and j have relative angular momentum m . If Py o (ij) and P, o (k)
comm uted wih each other things would be sinple to solve, but this is not
the case. However if we consider the case of a hard-core potential’ de ned by
Vpo= 0®rm® m,then clearly them th Laughlih state isan exact, zero energy
eigenstate

V o E]= 0: 1.107)
T his follow s from the fact that
Ppo(@j) m =0 (1.108)

Pranym < m since every pair has relative angularm om entum ofat leastm .
B ecause the relative angularm om entum ofa pair can change only In discrete
(even Integer) units, i tums out that this hard core m odel has an excitation
gap. Forexampl orm = 3, any excitation out of the Laughlin ground state
necessarily weakens the nearly ideal correlations by forcing at least one pair of
particles to have relative angular m om entum 1 instead of 3 (or larger). This
costs an excitation energy of order v; .
This excitation gap is essential to the existence of dissipationless ( xx =
xx = 0) current ow . In addition this gap m eans that the Laughlin state is
stable against perturbations. Thus the di erence between the Haldane pseu—
dopotentials v, for the Coulomb interaction and the pseudopotentials for the
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Figure1.12: Com parison oftypicalcon gurations fora com pltely uncorrelated

(P oisson) distribution of 1000 particles (left panel) to the distrbution given by
the Laughlin wave function orm = 3 (right panel). The latter is a snapshot
taken during a M onte Carlo sim ulation of the distrdbution. The M onte C arlo
procedure consists of proposing a random trialm ove of one of the particles to
a new position. Ifthism ove increases the value of j 2 it is always accepted. If
the m ove decreases the value of j 3% by a factor p, then the m ove is acoepted
w ith probability p. A fter equilbration ofthe plasn a by a large num ber of such
m oves one nds that the con gurations generated are distributed according to
j3%. @ fterR.B.Laughln, Chap. 7 in Bl.)

hard core m odel can be treated as a am allperturbation (relative to the excia-
tion gap) . N um erical studies show that for realistic pseudopotentials the overlap
betw een the true ground state and the Laughlin state is extrem ely good.

To get a better understanding of the correlations built into the Laughlin
wave function it is useful to consider the snapshot in g. (1.12) which shows a
typical con guration of particles in the Laughlin ground state (ocbtained from
aM onte Carl sam pling of j §) com pared to a random (P oisson) distrioution.
Focussing rst on the large scale features we see that density uctuations at
long wavelengths are severely suppressed in the Laughlin state. This is easily
understood in term s ofthe plagn a analogy and the desire for localneutrality. A
sin ple estin ate for the density uctuations ¢ at wave vector g can be cbtained
by noting that the fake plasm a potential energy can be written (ignoring a
constant associated w ith self-interactions being included)

. 1 X 2m?
class = S5 a g
2L 4 0 fod

(1.109)

where L? is the area of the system and <2:1_ is the Fourder transform of the

2
logarithm ic potential (easily derived from r? ( h ()= 2 2?@®)).At ong
wavelengths (F n) it is legitim ate to treat ¢ as a collective coordinate ofan
elastic continuum . The distrdbution e Y ciss of these coordinates is a gaussian
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Figure 1.13: P Iot of the two-point correlation function h (r) 1 gl Prthe
Laughlnplasmawih ! = m = 3 (eftpanel) andm = 5 (right panel). N otice
that, unlke the result form = 1 given in eq. (1.112), g (r) exhibits the oscillatory

behavior characteristic of a strongly coupled plagn a w ith short-range solid-like
Iocalorder.

and so obeys (taking into account the fact that 4 = () )
T
h i=LP——: 1110
g g 2 m ( )

W e clearly see that the longrange (fake) forces in the (f2ke) plasm a strongly
suppress long wavelength density uctuations. W e will retum m ore to this
point laterw hen we study collective density w ave excitations above the Laughlin
ground state.

Thedensity uctuationson short length scalesare best studied In realspace.
T he radial correlation g (r) fiinction isa convenient ob fct to consider. g (r) tells
us the density at r given that there is a particle at the origin

Z

Z
N 1
L) d223::: dzzN 3 (O;r;z3;:::;zN)j2 (1.111)

r =
g () —5
where Z h j i, n isthedensity (assum ed uniform ) and the rem aining factors
account for allthe di erent pairs of particles that could contribute. T he factors
ofdensiy are included in the denom inator so that lm,, 1 g() = 1.

Becaussethem = 1 state isa single Slater determ nant g (z) can be com puted

exactly
g@)=1 e ¥, 1112)

Fig. (1.13) show s num erical estim ates of h (r) 1 gk) rthecasesm = 3
and 5. Notice that for the = 1=m state g(z) ¥4 for small distances.
Because of the strong suppression of density uctuations at long wavelengths,
g (z) converges exponentially rapidly to unity at large distances. Form > 1, g
develops oscillations indicative of solid-like correlationsand, the plasn a actually
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freezes® atm 65. The Coulom b interaction energy can be expressed In tem s
ofg(z) as'?

. Z 2
hYIE_oN - 2, € go 1 1113)
hji 2 A
where the ( 1) temm accounts for the neutralizing background and is the
dielectric constant of the host sam iconductor. W e can Interpret g(z) 1 asthe
density of the ¥xchange-correlation hol’ surrounding each particle.
T he correlation energies per particke orm = 3 and 5 are R7]

1 h sy s
1 hsVIst_ 100 0s001 1114)
N h3jsi

and
1 h sy s
L hsVIst 44077 00002 115)
N h 5] 51

in units ofe?= ‘which is 161K or = 1238 (the va]uefgl GaAs),B = 10T.
Forthe lkd Landau kvel m = 1) the exchange energy is 5 ascan be seen
from egs. (1.112) and (1.113).

E xercise 1.15 Find the radial distribbution function for a one-dim ensional
spinkess free electron gas of density n by writing the ground state wave fiinction
as a singke Shter determ inant and then integrating out all but two of the
coordinates. U se this rst quantization m ethod even if you already know how
to do this calculation using second quantization. H int: Take advantage of the
follbow iIng representation of the determ inant of a N N matrix M in tem g
of perm utations P ofN obfcts.

X bal
DetM = ( 1f  Myp

E xercise 1.16 U sing the sam e m ethod derive eg. (1.112).

°T hat is, M onte C arlo sin ulation of j j° show sthat the particles arem ost likely to be found
in a crystalline con guration which breaks translation sym m etry. A gain we em phasize that
this is a statem ent about the Laughlin variationalwave function, not necessarily a statem ent
about what the electrons actually do. It tums out that for m 7 the Laughlin wave
function is no longer the best variationalwave function. O ne can w rite down wave functions
describing W igner crystal states w hich have low er variationalenergy than the Laughlin liquid.
10T his ression assum es a strictly zero thickness electron gas. O therw ise onem ust replace
2 2 1 b
ejzj by & ; dspfl;s—)jz2 where F is the wavefunction factor describing the quantum well
JZ¥+ s
bound state.
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1.7 N eutralC ollective E xcitations

So far we have studied one particular variationalw ave function and found that
it has good correlations built into it as graphically illustrated in Fig.1.12. To
further bolster the case that this wave function captures the physics of the
fractionalHalle ect we m ust now dem onstrate that there is nite energy cost
to produce excitations above this ground state. In this section we w ill study the
neutral collective excitations. W e w ill exam ine the charged excitations in the
next section.

Tt tums out that the neutral excitations are phonon-like excitations sin ilar
to those In solids and in super uid heliim . W e can therefore use a simplke
m odi cation ofFeynm an’s theory ofthe excitations in super uid heliim [R8,29].

By way of introduction lt us start w ith the sin ple ham onic oscillator. T he
ground state is of the form

k) e : (L1.116)

Suppose we did not know the excited state and tried to m ake a variational
ansatz for it. Nom ally we think of the variationalm ethod as applying only to
ground states. However it is not hard to see that the rst excited state energy
is given by

—mpn I 1117

hji

provided that we do the m Inin ization over the set of states which are con-
strained to be orthogonalto the ground state (. One sinple way to produce
a variational state which is autom atically orthogonal to the ground state is to
change the parity by m ultiplying by the rst power of the coordinate

L&) xe * i 1.118)

Variation with regpect to  of course leads (In this special case) to the exact
rst excited state.

W ih this background let us now consider the case of phonons in super uid
4He. Feynm an argued that because of the B ose statistics of the particles, there
are no ow -lying single-particle excitations. T his is In stark contrast to a fermm i
gas which has a high density of low —lying excitations around the ferm i surface.
Feynm an argued that the only Jow -lying excitations in *H e are collective density
oscillations that are welldescribbed by the ollow ng fam ily of variational wave
functions (that has no adjustable param eters) labeled by the wave vector

= P— . o (1.119)

where ( isthe exact ground state and

b
e ik s (1.120)

=1
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Figure 114: (@) Con guration of particles in which the Fourier transform of
the density at wave vector k isnon-zero. (o) T he Fourier am plitude w ilLlhave a
sin ilarm agniude for this con guration but a di erent phase.

is the Fourder transform ofthe density. T he physical picture behind this is that
at longwavelengthsthe uid acts Ike an elastic continuum and , can be treated
as a generalized oscillator nom alm ode coordinate. In this sense eq. (1.119) is
then analogousto eq. (1.118). To see that is orthogonalto the ground state
we sin ply note that

K

1

h oJ i = p?h 0Jgd ol
Z
1 3 ik R : L
= pE_ d’R e h ¢oj ®)j oi: (1.121)
where
bl
®) @ R) 1.122)

=1
is the density operator. If  describes a translationally invariant liquid ground
state then the Fourder transform of the m ean density vanishes fork € 0.

There are several reasons why . is a good variationalwave function, es-
pecially or smallk. First, i contains the ground state as a factor. Hence it
containsallthe special correlationsbuilt into the ground state to m ake sure that
the particles avoid close approaches to each otherw ithout paying a high price n
kinetic energy. Second, ., builds in the featureswe expect on physicalgrounds
ora density wave. To see this, consider evaluating , fora con guration ofthe
particles like that shown in g. (1.14a) which has a density m odulation at wave
vector k. This is not a con guration that m axin izes j o, but as long as the
density m odulation is not too large and the particles avoid close approaches,
j 0¥ willnot fall too far below itsmaxinum value. M ore inportantly, j , §
w illbem uch lJarger than it would foram ore nearly uniform distrdbution ofposi-
tions. Asaresult j , F willbe Jarge and thisw illbe a likely con guration ofthe
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particles in the excited state. For a con guration lke that in g. (1.14b), the
phaseof , willshiftbutj , ¥ w illhave the sam e m agnitude. T his is analogous
to the parity change in the ham onic oscillator exam ple. Because all di erent
phases of the density wave are equally lkely, , has a mean density which is
uniform (translationally invariant).

To proceed w ith the calculation ofthe variationalestin ate for the excitation
energy (k) ofthe density wave state we w rite

f
= &) 1.123)
sk)
w here
£ &) % JH Eo)j 7 (1.124)
w ith E ¢ being the exact ground state energy and
oL 1 DY . s
sk) hkj 1= N—h 0J, ,J oi: (1.125)

W e see that the nom of the variational state s (k) tums out to be the static
structure factor of the ground state. It is a m easure of the m ean square densiy

uctuations at wave vector K. Continuing the ham onic oscillator analogy, we
can view this as a m easure of the zeropoint uctuations of the nom akm ode
oscillator coordinate . For super uid ‘He s (k) can be directly m easured by
neutron scattering and can also be com puted theoretically using quantum M onte

Carlom ethods [30]. W e w ill retum to this point shortly.

E xercise 1.17 Show that for a uniform liquid state of density n, the static
structure factor is related to the Fourier transform of the radial distribution
function by

Z

sk)=N . +1+n dref*gr 1]

The num erator in eg. (1.124) is called the oscillator strength and can be
w ritten
1 D E
- = Y. 14 .
f(k)—N oJ,Hi 1o : (L126)
For uniform system s w ith parity symm etry we can w rite this as a double com —
m utator
1 D h i E
- - Y.y .
f0)=— o LiH; ) o 1 a27)

from which we can derive the justi ably fam ous oscillator strength sum rule

h?k?
fKk)= : 1128
k) M ( )
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whereM isthe (pband) m ass of the particles!! Rem arkably (and conveniently)
this is a universal result independent of the form of the interaction potential
between the particles. This follow s from the fact that only the kinetic energy
part ofthe H am ilttonian fails to com m ute w ith the density.

E xercise 1.18 Derive eg. (1.127) and then eg. (1.128) from eg. (1.126) for
a system of interacting particks.

W ethusarrive at the Feynm an-B ijl form ula forthe collectivem ode excitation
energy
n’k? 1
M sk)’

k)= (1129)
W e can Interpret the rsttem asthe energy cost ifa single particke (initially at
rest) were to absorb allthem om entum and the second tem is a renom alization
factor describing m om entum  (and position) correlations am ong the particles.
O ne of the ram arkable features of the Feynm an-B ijl form ula is that i m anages
to express a dynam ical quantity (), which is a property of the excited state

Spectrum , sokely in term s of a static property of the ground state, nam ely s (k).
This is a very pow erful and usefiil approxin ation.

Retuming to eq. (1.119) we see that , describes a linear superposition of
states In which one single particle has had its m om entum boosted by hK. W e
do not know which one however. The summ ation in eq. (1.120) tells us that it
is equally likely to be particle 1 or particle 2 or ..., etc. T his state should not
be confiised w ith the state In which boost is applied to particle 1 and particle

2 and ..., etc. This state is described by a product
0 1

¥
e  &=3A (1130)
Jj=1
which can be rew ritten
8 0 19
< 1 X\T =
L= exp INK @N— 2 (1131)

show ing that this is an exact energy eigenstate w ith energy N %) In which
the center ofm assm om entum has been boosted by N hK.
In super uid *H e the structure factor vanishes linearly at sm allw ave vectors

s k) k (1132)
so that (k) is linear as expected for a sound m ode

k) B’ 1 k (1.133)
oM ’
L ater on in Eqg. (1.137) we will express the oscillator strength in tem s of a frequency
integral. Strictly speaking if this is integrated up to very high frequencies including interband
transitions, then M is replaced by the bare electron m ass.




42 SM .Girvin

10K

l
20

Y
=~

Figure 1.15: Schem atic illustration ofthe phonon dispersion in super uid liquid
4He. For an allw ave vectors the dispersion is linear, as is expected for a gapless
G oldstone m ode. The roton m ininum due to the peak in the static structure
factor occurs at a wave vector k of approxin ately 20 in units of inverse A . The
roton energy is approxin ately 10 in units ofK elvins.

from which we see that the sound velocity is given by
h 1

<~ o

(1.134)
T his phonon m ode should not be confiised wih the ordinary hydrodynam ic
sound m ode in classical uids. T he latter occurs in a collision dom inated regim e
! 1 In which collision-induced pressure provides the restoring force. The
phonon m ode described here by , is a low-lying eigenstate of the quantum
Ham iltonian.

At Jarger wave vectors there is a peak In the static structure factor caused
by the solid-like oscillations In the radial distrdbbution function g(r) sin ilar to
those shown In Fig.1.13 for the Laughlin liquid. Thispeak in s (k) leads to the
socalled roton m nimum In (k) as illustrated n g. (1.15).

To better understand the Feynm an picture of the collective excited states
recall that the dynam ical structure factor is de ned (at zero tem perature) by

2 H E
SE!) =— o ¥ 0

N o 5 a0 : (1.135)

T he static structure factor is the zeroth frequency m om ent
ST 21 g
s@ = — S@!)= — S@!) (1.136)
1 2 o 2
(w ith the second equality valid only at zero tem perature). Sin ilarly the oscil-
lator strength in eq. (1.124) becom es (at zero tem perature)
21 g 21 g

f@ = — h!S!)= — h!s(g!): 1.137)
1 2 0 2
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Thuswe arrive at the resul that the Feynm an-B ijl form ula can be rew ritten

B1an g, S@@!)
@= R : (1138)
o - S@!)

That is, (g) is the m ean excitation energy Weighted by the square of the

density operatorm atrix elem ent). C learly the m ean exceeds the m Ininum and
so the estim ate isvariationalasclain ed. Feynm an’s approxin ation isequivalent
to the assum ption that only a single m ode contributes any oscillator strength
so that the zero-tem perature dynam ical structure factor contains only a single
delta fiinction peak

S@@'!)=2 s@ ' - @ (1.139)

N otice that this approxim ate form satis es both eg. (1.136) and eg. (1.137)
provided that the collective m ode energy () obeys the Feynm an-B ijl form ula
neq. 1.129).

E xercise 1.19 For a system with a hom ogeneous liquid ground state, the
(linear response) static susoeptibility of the density to a perturmation U =
Vqg g isde ned by

hgi= @Vg: (1.140)

U sing rst order perturation theory show that the static susceptibility is given
in term s of the dynam ical structure factor by
Z
@= 2 iiS(q;!): (1.141)
o 2 h!

U sing the singke m ode approxim ation and the oscillator strength sum rul,
derive an expression for the collective m ode dispersion in term sof (g). (Your
answer should not involve the static structure factor. N ote also that eg.(1.140)
is not needed to produce the answer to this part. Just work with eg.(1.141).)

As we m entioned previously Feynm an argued that in *He the Bose sym —
m etry of the wave flinctions guarantees that unlike In Fem i system s, there is
only a single low-lying m ode, nam ely the phonon density m ode. The paucity
of low -energy single particle excitations in boson system s is what helps m ake
them super uid{there are no dissipative channels for the current to decay into.
D espite the fact that the quantum Hall system is m ade up of fermm ions, the
behavior is also rem iniscent of super uidity since the current ow is dissipa-
tionless. Indeed, within the Yvom posite boson’ picture, one view s the FQHE
ground state as a bose condensate [1,9,10]. Let us therefore blindly m ake the
single-m ode approxin ation and see w hat happens.

From eg. (1.110) we see that the static structure factor for them th Laughlin
state is (for sm allw ave vectors only)

L? & 1 5
- = 4% 1.142
s@ N 4 m 2 ( )
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where we have used L?=N = 2 “m . The Feynm an-B ijl orm ula then yields'?

()—hz—c12 2 = h'.: (1.143)

D= om g e
T his predicts that there is an excitation gap that is Independent of w ave vector
(for an all q) and equal to the cycltron energy. It is In fact correct that at
long wavelengths the oscillator strength is dom inated by transitions in which a
single particke isexcited from then = 0 tothen = 1 Landau level. Furthem ore,
K ohn’s theoram guarantees that the m ode energy is precisely h!.. Eq. (1.143)
was derived speci cally for the Laughlin state, but it is actually quite general,
applying to any translationally invariant liquid ground state.

O nem ight expect that the single m ode approxin ation (SM A ) w illnot work
well in an ordinary Ferm igas due to the high density of excitations around the
Fem i surface!® Here however the Fem i surface has been destroyed by the
m agnetic eld and the continuum of exciations w ith di erent kinetic energies
hasbeen tumed into a set of discrete Interi.andau—Jevel excitations, the lowest
ofwhich dom inates the oscillator strength.

For lling factor = 1thePauliprinciple preventsany intra-levelexcitations
and the excitation gap isin facth!. aspredicted by the SM A .Howeverfor < 1
there should exist intra-L.andau—levelexcitationsw hose energy scale is set by the
interaction scale e’= * rather than the kinetic energy scale h!.. Indeed we can
form ally think of taking the band mass to zero M ! 0) which would send
h!c ! 1 whik keeping €?= ' xed. Unfrtunately the SM A as it stands now
is not very usefil in this lim it. W hat we need is a varational wave function
that represents a densiy wave but is restricted to lie in the H ibert space ofthe
Jowest Landau level. T his can be form ally accom plished by replacing eq. (1.119)
by

¥ x m (1.144)

w here the overbar indicates that the density operator has been profcted into
the Iowest Landau level. T he details of how this is accom plished are presented
In appendix A .

The analog ofeq. (1.123) is

f
&)= &) (1.145)

s k)

where £ and s are the pro cted oscillator strength and structure factor, respec—
tively. A s shown in appendix A
1 D E h 1 j2 2
sk) v nil gin =sk) 1 e
= sk) s-1(k): (1.146)

12| e will continue to use the symbolM here for the band m ass of the electrons to avoid
confusion w ith the inverse 1lling factorm .

13T his expectation is only partly correct how ever as one discovers w hen studying collective
plasm a oscillations in system s w ith long-range C oulom b forces.
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T his vanishes for the lked Landau lkevelbecause the Pauliprinciple forbids all
Intra-T.andau—levelexcitations. For them th Laughlin state eq. (1.142) show sus
that the leading tem in s (k) frsnallk is k? ¥. Putting this into eq. (1.146)
we see that the leading behavior for s k) is therefore quartic

sk) ak“W+ :::: (1147)

W e can not com pute the coe cient a without nding the k ¢ correction to
eq. (1142). It tums out that there exists a com pressbility sum rule for the
fake plasm a from which we can obtain the exact result R9]

m 1_
8

a= (1.148)

T he procted oscillator strength is given by eq. (1.127) w ith the density
operators replaced by their projctions. In the case of *He only the kinetic
energy part of the Ham ittonian failed to comm ute w ith the densiy. It was or
this reason that the oscillator strength cam e out to be a universalnum ber related
to them ass ofthe particles. W ithin the lowest Landau levelhow ever the kinetic
energy is an irrelevant constant. Instead, after pro fction the density operators
no longer comm ute with each other (see appendix A). It ollows from these
com m utation relations that the proected oscillator strength is proportional to
the strength of the interaction tem . T he kading sn allk behavior is 29]

€ 4
fk)=b— k") + ::: (1.149)
w hereb isa dim ensionless constant that depends on the details ofthe Interaction

potential. The Intra-T.andau level excitation energy therefore has a nite gap
at smallk

2 ces

o + O K7)+ ozt (1.150)
This is quite di erent from the case of super uid “He in which the mode is
gapless. However like the case of the super uid, this h agnetophonon’ m ode
has a hagnetoroton’ m nimum at nite k as illustrated n g. (1.16). The

gure also shows results from num erical exact diagonalization studies which
dem onstrate that the single m ode approxin ation is extrem ely accurate. Note
that the m agnetoroton m inim um occurs close to the position of the sm allest
reciprocal lattice vector in the W igner crystalofthe sam e density. In the crystal
the phonon frequency would go exactly to zero at this point. Recall that In
a crystal the phonon dispersion curves have the periodicity of the reciprocal
lattice.)

B ecause the oscillator strength is alm ost entirely in the cyclotron m ode, the
dipole m atrix elem ent for coupling the collective excitations to light is very
gn all. They have however been observed In Ram an scattering [33] and found
to have an energy gap in excellent quantitative agreem ent w ith the single m ode
approxin ation.
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Figure 1.16: C om parison ofthe single m ode approxin ation (SM A ) prediction of
the collective m ode energy for ling factors = 1=3;1=5;1=7 (solid lines) w ith
an allsystem num erical results forN particles. C rosses indicate theN = 7; =

1=3 spherical system , trdangles indicate the N = 6; = 1=3 hexagonalunit cell
system resultsofH aldane and Rezayi [B1]. Solid dotsare forN = 9; = 1=3 and
N = 7; = 1=5 spherical system calculations ofFano et al. [32] A rrow s at the
top Indicate the m agnitude of the reciprocal lattice vector ofthe W igner crystal
at the corresponding 1lling factor. Notice that unlke the phonon collective
m ode In super uid heliim shown In g. (1.15), the m ode here is gapped.
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Finally we rem ark that these collective excitations are characterized by a
well-de ned wave vector K despite the presence of the strong m agnetic eld.
This isonly possible because they are charge neutralw hich allow s one to de ne
a gauge nvariant conserved m om entum [34].

1.8 Charged E xcitations

E xcept Porthe fact that they are gapped, the neutralm agnetophonon exciations
are closely analogous to the phonon excitations in super uid *He. W e firther
pursue this analogy w ith a search for the analog of vortices In super uid Im s.
A vortex is a topological defect which is the quantum version of the fam iliar
whirlbool. A reasonably good variationalwave function for a vortex in a two-—

dinensional In of*He is
8 9
< ¥ . =

= f ¥ Rje ® ® 1151)
.

Here is the azinuthal angl that the partick’s position m akes relative to R,
the Iocation of the vortex center. The function f vanishes as ¥ approaches R
and goes to unity far away. T he choice of sign in the phase determ ines w hether
the vortex is right or left handed.

The interpretation of this wave function is the follow ing. The vortex is
a topological defect because if any particlke is dragged around a closed loop
surrounding R, the phase of the wave function winds by 2 . This phase
gradient m eans that current is circulating around the core. Consider a large
circle of radius  centered on R. The phase change of 2 around the circle
occurs in a distance 2 so the local gradient seen by every particle is "=
Recalling eq. (1.131) we see that locally the center of m ass m om entum has
been boosted by 2 " so that the current density of the whirlpool alls o
inversely w ith distance from the corel? Near the core £ falls to zero because
of the Yrentrifigalbarrier’ associated w ith this circulation. In a m ore accurate
variationalwave function the core would be treated slightly di erently but the
asym ptotic large distance behavior would be unchanged.

W hat is the analog of all this for the lowest Landau kvel? For * we see
that every particle has its angularm om entum boosted by oneunit. In the lowest
Landau lkevelanalyticity (in the symm etric gauge) requires us to replace ' by
z= x+ iy. Thuswe are kd to the Laughlin Yyuasihol’ wave finction

¥
, 1= @3 Z) n k2] 1152)
Jj=1

14T his slow algebraic decay of the current density m eans that the total kinetic energy of a
single vortex diverges logarithm ically w ith the size of the system . This iIn tum leads to the
K osterlitz T houless phase transition in which pairs of vortices bind together below a critical
tem perature. A s we w ill see below there is no corresponding nite tem perature transition in
a quantum Hall system .
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where Z is a com plex num ber denoting the position ofthe vortex and , isthe
Laughlin wave function at lling factor = 1=m . T he corresponding antivortex
(fuastelectron’ state) involves z; suitably procted (asdiscussed in App.A .):

¥ @
, 1= 2—  Z n 2] (1.153)
1 83
where as usual the derivatives act only on the polynom ial part of , . ALl
these derivatives m ake som ew hat di cul to work with. W e w ill therefore
concentrate on the quasthole state ¥ . T he origin ofthe nam es quasi-hok and
quasielectron w ill becom e clear shortly.

Unlke the case of a super uid In, the presence of the vector potential
allow s these vortices to cost only a nite energy to produce and hence the
electrical dissjpation is always nite at any non-zero tem perature. T here is no

nite tem perature transition into a super uid state as in the K osterlitz T houless
transition. From a eld theoretic point of view, this is closely analogous to the
Higg’sm echanisn [L].

Just as In our study of the Laughlin wave function, it is very useful to see

how the plasn a analogy works for the quasihole state

jof=e Vemee (1.154)
where U.s Isgiven by eg. (1.91), = 2=m asbefore and
R
v m ( Inp Z3J: (1.155)

=1

T hus we have the classical statistical m echanics of a one-com ponent plasn a of
(Bke) chargem ob fcts seeing a neutralizing £lluim background plusa new po-
tentialenergy V representing the interaction ofthese ob fctsw ith an ‘m puriy”’
located at Z and having unit charge.

Recall that the chief desire of the plasn a is to m aintain charge neutrality.
Hence theplagn a particlesw illbe repelled from Z . B ecause the plagm a particles
have fake charge m , the screening cloud w ill have to have a net reduction of
1=m particles to screen the im purity. But this m eans that the quasihol has
fractional ferm ion num ber! T he (true) physicalcharge ofthe ob fct isa fraction
ofthe elem entary charge

e
q =20 (1156)
m

This is very strange! How can we possbly have an elem entary excitation
carrying fractional charge In a system m ade up entirely ofelectrons? To under—
stand this let us consider an exam pl of another quantum system that seem sto
have fractional charge, but In reality doesn’t. In agine three protons arranged
In an equilateral trianglk as shown in g. (1.17). Let there be one elctron in
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1S -e-e- 1S

1S

Figure 1.17: Hlustration ofan electron tunneling am ong the 1S orbitals ofthree
protons. The tunneling is exponentially slow for large separations which leads
to only exponentially sm all lifting of what would otherw ise be a three-old de-
generate ground state.

the systam . In the spirit of the tightbinding m odel we consider only the 1S
orbialon each ofthe three Yattice sites’. The B loch states are

1 X

r= p= eI i (1157)
3.
=1

where 7ji is the 1S orbial for the jth atom . The equilateral triangle is lke
a linear system of length 3 with periodic boundary conditions. Hence the al-

Jowed values of the wavevector are k = % ; = 1;0;+1 . The energy
eigenvalues are

x = Eis 27 cosk (1.158)

where E ;5 is the isolated atom energy and J is the hopping m atrix elem ent
related to the orbitaloverlap and is exponentially sm all for large separations of
the atom s.

T he pro fction operator that m easures w hether or not the particl is on site
n is

P, himi (1.159)

Tts expectation value in any of the three eigenstates is

(1.160)

Wl

hy Prnjx i=

This equation sin ply re ects the fact that as the particle tunnels from site to
site it is equally lkely to be found on any site. Hence it will, on average, be
found on a particular site n only 1/3 ofthe tim e. T he average electron num ber
per site is thus 1/3. This however is a trivial exam ple because the value of
the m easured charge is always an integer. T wo-thirds of the tin e we m easure
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zero and one third of the tin e we m easure unity. T his m eans that the charge
uctuates. O nem easure of the uctuations is
r p
P21 B P = % é: -
which show s that the uctuations are larger than the m ean value. This result
ism ost easily cbtained by noting P2 = P, .

A characteristic feature of this “m poster’ fractional charge mi that guaran—
tees that it uctuates is the existence in the spectrum of the Ham iltonian of
a set of m nearly degenerate states. (In our toy exam ple here, m = 3.) The
characteristic tin e scale for the charge uctuations is h= where isthe
energy solitting of the quasi-degeneratem anifold of states. In our tight-binding
exam ple h=J is the characteristic tim e i takes an electron to tunnel from
the 1S orbital on one site to the next. A s the sgparation between the sites n—
creases this tunneling tin e grow sexponentially large and the charge uctuations
becom e exponentially slow and thus easy to detect.

In a certain precise sense, the fractionalcharge ofthe Laughlin quasiparticles
behaves very di erently from this. An electron added at Iow energiestoa =
1=3 quantum Hall uid breaksup into three charge 1/3 Laughlin quasiparticls.
T hese quasiparticles can m ove arbitrarily far apart from each other'® and yet
no quasidegenerate m anifold of states appears. T he excitation gap to the rst
excited state ram ains nite. The only degeneracy is that associated w ih the
positions of the quasiparticles. If we in agihe that there are three in puriy
potentials that pin dow n the positions ofthe three quasiparticles, then the state
of the system is uniquely speci ed. Because there is no quasidegeneracy, we
do not have to specify any m ore inform ation other than the positions of the
quasiparticles. Hence in a deep sense, they are true elem entary partickes whose
fractional charge is a sharp quantum observable.

O f ocourse, since the system ism ade up only of electrons, if we capture the
charges n som e region in a box, wew illalw aysget an integernum ber ofelectrons
Inside the box. H owever In order to close the box we have to locally destroy the
Laughlin state. Thisw illcost (@t am inin um ) the excitation gap. Thism ay not
seem In portant since the gap is am all | only a few Kelvin or so. But In agine
that the gap were an M &V ora GeV . Then we would have to build a particle
accelerator to tlose the box’ and probe the uctuations in the charge. These

uctuations would be analogous to the ones seen In quantum electrodynam ics
at energies above 2m . where electron-positron pairs are produced during the
m easurem ent of charge form factors by m eans of a scattering experin ent.

Put another way, the charge of the Laughlin quasiparticlke uctuates but
only at high frequencies =h. Ifthis frequency which is 50GH z) is higher
than the frequency response lin it of our voltage probes, we w ill see no charge

uctuations. W e can form alize this by w riting a m odi ed progction operator
[35] for the charge on som e site n by

[

; (1.161)

P P p.P (1162)

15R ecall that unlike the case of vortices in super uids, these ob fEcts are uncon ned.
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where P, = hilmjasbefore and
p ) ( H+H®) (1163)

is the operator that pro fcts onto the subset of elgenstates w ith excitation en—
ergis lessthan . P n( " thus represents a m easuram ent w ith a high—-frequency
cuto built in to represent the nite bandw idth of the detector. Retuming to

our tight-binding exam ple, consider the situation where J is Jarge enough that

the excitation gap = 1 oos% J exceeds the cuto . Then
1
pl) = Jx i k T x)hx J
=1
= Jxeih k3 (1164)

is sin ply a pro ector on the ground state. In this case

1
Pn() _ jkoighkoj (1.165)
and
D E D E,
w PAT WP ik, = 0: (1.166)

The charge uctuations in the ground state are then zero (@asm easured by the
nite bandw idth detector).

T he argum ent for the Laughlin quasiparticles is sin ilar. W e again em phasize
that one can not think ofa single charge tunneling am ong three sitesbecause the
excitation gap rem ains nite nom atter how far apart the quasiparticle sites are
located. This is possbl only because it is a correlated m any-particle system .

To gain a better understanding of fractional charge it is usefiil to com pare
this situation to that in high energy physics. In that eld of study one know s
the physics at low energies | this is just the phenom ena of our everyday world.
T he goalis to study the high energy (short length scale) lin it to see w here this
low energy physics com es from . W hat force law s lead to our world? P robing
the proton w ith high energy electronswe can tem porarily break it up into three
fractionally charged quarks, for exam pl.

Condensed m atter physics n a sense does the reverse. W e know the phe-
nom ena at high’ energies (ie. room tem perature) and we would like to see how
the known dynam ics (C oulom b’s law and non-relativistic quantum m echanics)
Jeads to unknow n and surprising collective e ects at low tem peratures and long
length scales. T he analog of the particle accelerator is the dilution refrigerator.

To further understand Laughlin quasiparticles consider the point of view
of ' atland’ physicists living in the cold, two-dim ensionalworld ofa = 1=3
quantum Hall sampl. As far as the atlanders are concemed the Vacuum ’

(the Laughlin liquid) is com pletely nert and featureless. T hey discover how ever
that the universe is not com pletely em pty. There are a few elem entary particles
around, all having the sam e charge gq. The atland equivalent of Benam in
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Franklin chooses a unit of charge which not only m akes g negative but gives it
the fractionalvalue 1=3. For som e reason the F latlanders go along w ith this.

F lJatland cosm ologists theorize that these ob fcts are toan ic strings’, topo—
logical defects keft over from the big cooldown’ that followed the creation of
the universe. F latland experim entalists call for the creation of a national ac—
celerator facility which w ill reach the unprecedented energy scale of 10 K elvin.
W ith great e ort and expense this energy scale is reached and the accelerator
is used to am ash together three charged particles. To the astonishm ent of the
entire world a new short-lived particle is tem porarily created w ith the bizarre
property of having integer charge!

T here is anotherway to see that the Laughlin quasiparticles carry fractional
charge which is usefiil to understand because it show s the deep connection be—
tween the sharp fractional charge and the sharp quantization of the Hall con-
ductiviy. In agine piercing the sam ple w ith an in nitely thin m agnetic solenoid
as shown In g. (1.18) and sbow ly increasing the magnetic ux from 0 to

0= hgc the quantum of ux.Because ofthe existence ofa nite excitation gap
the process is adiabatic and reversble if perform ed slow Iy on a tin e scale
long com pared to h= .
Faraday’s law tellsusthat the changing ux inducesan electric eld cbeying
. 1a
de E = — — (1.167)
c @t
where is any contour surrounding the ux tube. Because the electric eld
contains only Fourier com ponents at frequencies ! obeyingh! < , there isno
dissipation and xx = 3= xx = yy = 0.Theelctric eld induces a current
density obeying

E= ,,J 2 (1.168)
so that
I 1d
J 2 dr)=-—- —: 1.169
xy ( ) et ( )

The integral on the LH S represents the total current ow Ing into the region
enclosed by the contour. T hus the charge inside this region obeys

do 1d

= - . 1.170
¥ dt c dt ( :
A fter one quantum of ux hasbeen added the nalcharge is
1 h

sz Xy Ozg xy * (1171)
Thus on the quantized Hallplateau at 1ling factor where ,, = ‘;—2 we have
the result

Q= e: 1172)

R eversing the sign ofthe added ux would reverse the sign ofthe charge.
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Figure 1.18: C onstruction ofa Laughlin quasiparticlke by adiabatically threading
ux (t) through a point in the sam ple. Faraday induction gives an azim uthal
electric eld E (t) which In tum produces a radial current J (t) . For each quan-
tum of ux added, charge e ows into (or out of) the region due to the quan—
tized Hallconductivity &=h.A ux tube containing an integer num ber of ux
quanta is nvisble to the particles (since the A haranov phase shift is an integer
muliple of2 ) and so can be rem oved by a sihgular gauge transform ation.
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The nalstep In the argum ent isto note that an in nitesim altube containing
a quantum of ux is invisble to the particles. This is because the A haronov—
Bohm phase factor for traveling around the ux tube isunity.
I

. € 2 i
exp lh_ E de=-e =1: 1.173)
c

Here A is the additional vector potential due to the solenoid. A ssum ing the
ux tube is Iocated at the origin and m aking the gauge choice

E= Py 1174)
one can see by direct substitution into the Schrodinger equation that the only
e ect ofthe quantized ux tube is to change the phase of the wave fiinction by

Y . Y o
! = = et 1175)
5 F53 3
The ram oval of a quantized ux tube is thus a sihgular gauge change’ which
hasno physicale ect.

Let us reiterate. A diabatic Insertion ofa ux quantum changes the state of
the system by pulling In (or pushing out) a (fractionally) quantized am ount of
charge. Once the ux tube contains a quantum of ux it e ectively becom es
Invisble to the electrons and can be rem oved by m eans of a sihgular gauge
transform ation.

B ecause the excitation gap is preserved during the adiabatic addition ofthe

ux, the state of the system is fully speci ed by the position of the resulting
quasiparticle. A sdiscussed before there are no low -lying quasidegenerate states.
T his version ofthe argum ent highlights the essential in portance ofthe fact that

xx = 0 and 4, is quantized. T he existence of the fractionally quantized Hall
transport coe cientsguaranteesthe existence of fractionally charged elem entary
excitations

T hese fractionally charged ob cts have been cbserved directly by using an
ultrasensitive electrom eter m ade from a quantum dot [36] and by the reduced
shot noise which they produce when they carry current [37].

B ecause the Laughlin quasiparticles are discrete ob fcts they cost a non-zero
but nite) energy to produce. Since they are charged they can be them ally
excited only in neutralpairs. T he charge excitation gap is therefore

= L+ (1.176)

w here is the vortex/antivortex (quasielectron/quasihole) excitation energy.
In the presence of a transport current these them ally excited charges can m ove
under the in uence ofthe Hallelectric eld and dissipate energy. T he resulting
resistivity has the A rrhenius form

L Dy e 1177)
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where is a dim ensionless constant of order unity. N ote that the law ofm ass
action tells us that the activation energy is =2 not . since the charges are
excited in pairs. T here is a close analogy betw een the dissipation described here
and the ux ow resistance caused by vortices in a superconducting Im .

T heoreticalestin atesof . are In good agreem ent w ith experin entalvalues
determ ined from transport m easurem ents [38]. Typicalvaluesof . areonly a
fow percent ofe’= and hence no largerthan a few K elvin. Tn a super uid tin e-
reversalsym m etry guarantees that vortices and antivortices have equalenergies.
The lack of tin e reversal sym m etry here m eans that ., and can be quie
di erent. Consider for exam ple the hard-core m odel for which the Laughlin
wave function [ isan exact zero energy ground state as shown In eq. (1.107).
Equation (1.152) show s that the quasihol state contains , as a factor and
hence is also an exact zero energy eigenstate for the hard-core interaction. T hus
the quasihole costs zero energy. On the other hand eg. (1.153) tells us that
the derivatives reduce the degree of hom ogeneiy of the Laughlin polynom ial
and therefore the energy of the quasielectron m ust be non—zero in the hard-core
model At ling factor = 1=m this asymm etry has no particular signi cance
since the quasiparticles m ust be excited In pairs.

Consider now what happens when the m agnetic eld is increased slightly
or the particle num ber is decreased slightly so that the lling factor is slightly
gn aller than 1=m . The lowest energy way to accomm odate this is to nfct
m quasiholes nto the Laughlin state for each electron that is rem oved (or for
each m ( of ux that is added). The system energy (ignoring disorder and
Interactions in the dilute gas of quasiparticles) is

E, = E, N m , (1178)

whereE, isthe Laughlin ground state energy and N isthe numberofadded
holes. Conversely for lling factors slightly greaterthan 1=m the energy is (w ith
+ N being the num ber of added electrons)

E =Ep+ Nm : 1a179)

This is illustrated in  g. (1.19). The slope of the lines in the gure determ ines
the chem ical potential

QE

= ——= m : (1.180)

@ N
The chean ical potential su ers a jum p discontinuiy ofm ( 4+ + )=m
Just at 1lling factor = 1=m . This jimp iIn the chem ical potential is the

signature ofthe charge excitation gap jist as it is in a sem iconductoror insulator.
N otice that this form of the energy is very rem iniscent of the energy of a type-
IT superconductor as a function of the applied m agnetic eld Wwhich induces
vortices and therefore has an energy cost E BI.

Recall that In order to have a quantized Hall plateau of nite width i is
necessary to have disorder present. For the integer case we found that disorder
localizes the excess electrons allow ing the transport coe cients to not change
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Figure 1.19: Energy cost for inserting N electrons Into the Laughlin state near
Iling factor = 1=m . The slope of the line is the chem ical potential. Tts

discontinuiy at = 1=m m easures the charge excitation gap.

w ith the lling factor. Here i is the fractionally-charged quasiparticles that are
localized by the disorderl!® Just as in the integer case the disordermay 1lin
the gap In the density of statesbut theD C value of ;y can rem ain zero because
of the localization. T hus the fractional plateaus can have nie width.

If the density of quasiparticles becom es too high they m ay delocalize and
condense Into a correlated Laughlin state of their own. This gives rise to a
hierarchical fam ily of H all plateaus at rational fractional ling factors = p=q
(generically w ith g odd due to the Pauli principl). T here are severaldi erent
but entirely equivalent ways of constructing and view ing this hierarchy which
we w ill not dele into here [3,4,6].

1.9 FQHE Edge States

W e leamed In our study ofthe integer Q HE that gapless edge excitations exist
even when the bulk has a large exciation gap. Because the buk is incom —
pressbl the only gapless neutral excitations m ust be area-preserving shape
distortions such as those illustrated fora disk geom etry in  g. (1 20a). Because
ofthe con ning potential at the edges these shape distortions have a character—
istic velocity produced by the E' B drift. It ispossbl to show that this view

of the gapless neutral excitations is precisely equivalent to the usualFem igas
particle-hole pair excitations that we considered previously in our discussion of
edge states. Recall that we argued that the contour line of the electrostatic
potential ssparating the occupied from the em pty states could be viewed as a
realspace analog ofthe Fermm isurface (sihce position and m om entum are equiv—
alent in the Landau gauge). The charged excitations at the edge are sin ply
ordinary electrons added or rem oved from the vicinity of the edge.

16N ote again the essential im portance of the fact that the ob jgcts are ®lem entary particles’.
T hat is, there are no residual degeneracies once the positions are pinned down.
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Figure 1 20: A rea-preserving shape distortions of the Incom pressible quantum

Hall state. (@) DHE Laughlin liquid Yroplt’ at = 1. () FOQOHE annulus
at = 1=m fom ed by infcting a large number n of ux quanta at the origin
to create n quasiholes. There are thus two edge m odes of opposie chiraliy.
Changing n by one unit transfers fractionalcharge e from one edge to the other
by expanding or shrinking the size of the central hol. Thus the edge m odes
have topological sectors labeled by the W inding num ber’ n and one can view the
gapless edge excitations as a gas of fractionally charged Laughlin quasiparticles.
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In the case of a fractionalQHE state at = 1=m the buk gap is caused
by Coulomb correlations and is an aller but still nite. Again the only gapless
excitations are area-preserving shape distortions. Now however the charge of
each edge can be varied in units of e=m . Consider the annulus of Hall uid
shown in g. (120b). T he extension of the Laughlin wave function , to this
situation is

nnk]l= Q@ ZDA 1.181)
=1

T his sin ply places a large num ber n 1 of quasiholes at the origin. Follow ing
the plagn a analogy we see that this looks lke a highly charged in purity at the
origin which repels the plasn a, producing the annulus shown in g. (120b).
Each tin e we increase n by one unit, the annulus expands. W e can view this
expansion as increasing the electron number at the outer edge by 1=m and
reducing i by 1=m at the inner edge. (Thereby keeping the total electron
num ber integralas it m ust be.)

Tt is appropriate to view the Laughlin quasiparticlkes, which are gapped in
the buk, as being lberated at the edge. The gapless shape distortions In the
Hall liquid are thus excitations in a Yas’ of fractionally charged quasiparticles.
T his fact produces a profound alteration in the tunneling density of states to
Inect an electron into the system . An electron which is suddenly added to
an edge (by tunneling through a barrier from an extemal electrode) w ill have
very high energy unless it breaksup intom Laughlin quasiparticles. T his leads
to an brthogonality catastrophe’ which sin ply m eans that the probability for
this process is sn aller and am aller for nal states of lower and lower energy.
A s a result the current-volage characteristic for the tunnel junction becom es
non-lnear [17,39,40]

N VAR 1.182)

For the lled Landau lkevelm = 1 the quasiparticles have chargeg= em = e
and are ordinary electrons. Hence there isno orthogonality catastrophe and the
IV characteristic is linear as expected for an ordinary m etallic tunnel junction.
T he non-linear tunneling forthem = 3 state isshown In g. (121).

110 Quantum H all Ferrom agnets

1.10.1 Introduction

N aively onem ight in agine that electrons in the Q HE have their spin dynam ics
frozen out by the Zeam an splitting g 5B . In free space with g= 2 (heglecting
QED ocorrections) the Zeem an splitting is exactly equalto the cyclotron splitting
h!. 100 K asillustrated in g. (1 22 a). Thus at low tem peratures we would
expect for lling factors < 1 allthe spinswould be fully aligned. It tums out
how ever that this naive expectation is Incorrect in G aA s ortwo reasons. F irst,
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Figure 1 21: Non-linear current voltage response for tunneling an electron into
a FQHE edge state. Because the electron must break up into m fractionally
charged quasiparticls, there is an orthogonality catastrophe leading to a power—
law density of states. The attening at low currents is due to the nite tem -
perature. T he upper panel show sthe = 1=3 Hallplateau. T he theory [L7,39]
w orks extrem ely well on the 1/3 quantized H all plateau, but the unexpectedly
an ooth variation of the exponent with m agnetic eld away from the plateau
shown in the lower panel is not yet fully understood. A fferM .G rayson et al,,

Ref. @1].
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Figure 122: (a) Landau energy lvels for an electron in free gpace. Numbers
label the Landau lkevels and + ( ) refers to soin up (down). Since the g factor
is 2, the Zeem an splitting is exactly equalto the Landau kevel spacing, h! . and
there are extra degeneracies as Indicated. (o) Sam e for an electron In GaA s.
Because the e ective m ass is an all and g 04, the degeneracy is strongly
liffed and the spin assignm ents are reversed.
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the snalle ectivemass (n = 0:068) in the conduction band ofG aA s increases

the cyclotron energy by a factor ofm =m 14. Second, spin-orbit scattering
tum bles the spins around in a way which reduces their e ective coupling to the

extemalm agnetic eld by a factorof 5makingtheg factor 0:#4.The Zeam an
energy is thus som e 70 tin es sn aller than the cycltron energy and typically

has a value of about 2K , as indicated n g. (1 22 b).

T his decoupling of the scales of the orbial and soin energies m eans that
it is possble to be n a regin e In which the orbitalm otion is fully quantized
kg T h!.) but the low-energy spin uctuations are not com pletely frozen
out kg T g gB). The spin dynam ics in this regin e are extrem ely unusual
and interesting because the system isan itinerantm agnet w ith a quantized Hall
coe cient. A swe shall see, this keads to quite novelphysicale ects.

T he introduction of the soin degree of freedom m eans that we are dealing
w ith theQ HE in m ulticom ponent system s. T his sub fct hasa long history going
back to an early paperby Halperin A2]and hasbeen reviewed extensively 4,43,
44]. In addition to the spin degree of freedom there hasbeen considerable recent
Interest In otherm ulticom ponent system s in which spin is replaced by a pseudo—
soin representing the layer index in double well QHE system s or the electric
subband index in wide single well system s. E xperin ents on these system s are
discussed by Shayegan in this volum e [45] and have also been reviewed In [44].

O ur discussion will focus prim arily on ferrom agnetism near 1lling factor

= 1. In the subsequent section we w ill address analogous e ects for pseudo—
soin degrees of freedom in m ultilayer system s.

1102 Coulomb Exchange

W e tend to think of the nteger QHE as being associated w ith the gap due to
the kinetic energy and ascribe in portance to the Coulomb interaction only in
the fractionalQ HE . H owever study of ferrom agnetism near integer 1ling factor

= 1 has taught us that Coulom b interactions play an im portant role there as
well 46].

M agnetism occurs not because of direct m agnetic forces, but rather because
ofa com bination of electrostatic forces and the Pauliprinciple. In a fully ferro—
m agnetically aligned state all the spins are parallel and hence the soin part of
the wave function is exchange sym m etric

j l: (Zl;:::;ZN ) j""""" :::"l: (1.183)

The spatialpart ofthe wave fiinction m ust therefore be fully antisym m etric
and vanish when any tw o particles approach each other. Thism eans that each
particke is surrounded by an ¥xchange holk’ which thus lowers the Coulomb
energy per particle as shown in eq. (1.113). For ling factor =1

r__
Wi &

- 200K (1.184)
N 8

T his energy scale is two orders of m agnitude larger than the Zeem an splitting
and hence strongly stabilizes the ferrom agnetic state. Indeed at = 1 the
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ground state is spontaneously filly polarized at zero tem perature even in the
absence of the Zeem an tem . O rdinary ferrom agnets lke iron are generally
only partially polarized because of the extra kinetic energy cost of raising the
ferm 1 level for the m a prity carriers. H ere how ever the kinetic energy has been
quenched by the m agnetic eld and all states in the lowest Landau lvel are
degenerate. For = 1 the large gap to the next Landau levelm eans that we
know the spatial wave function essentially exactly. It is sinply the single
Slater determm inant representing the fully lled Landau lvel. That is, i is
m = 1 Laughlin wave function. This sim ple circum stance m akes this perhaps
the world’s best understood ferrom agnet.

1.10.3 Spin W ave Excitations

Tt tums out that the low lying h agnon’ (soin wave) excited states can also be
obtained exactly. Before doing this orthe QHE system It us rem ind ourselves
how the calculation goes in the lattice H eisenberg m odel for N localm om ents
n an insulating ferrom agnet

X X
H = J Sy Sj S §
hiji J
X 1 X
= J s.fs;+E SiS; + ;8] s? (1.185)
hiji j

The ground state for J > 0 is the fully ferrom agnetic state with total spin
S = N=2. Let us choose our coordinates In spin space so that S, = N=2.
Because the soins are fully aligned the soin— ip term s In H are ine ective and
(ignoring the Zeem an tem )
J

H j""" :::"i= ZNb j""" :::"i (1.186)
where N, is the num ber of nearneighbor bonds and we have set h = 1. There
are of course 2S + 1 = N + 1 other states of the sam e total spin which will
be degenerate In the absence of the Zeam an coupling. T hese are generated by
successive applications of the total soin low ering operator

R
S S (1.187)
=1
S j""" :::"l = j#"" :::"l+ j"#" :::"l
+ "M it o (1.188)

Tt is not hard to show that the onem agnon excied states are created by a
closely related operator

o
s, = e Fis, (1.189)
=1
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where g lies inside the B rillouin zone and is the m agnon wave vector.’ D enote
these states by
Jgl= 5S4 Jol (1.190)

where j o1 is the ground state. Because there isone ipped soin In these states
the transverse part ofthe H eisenberg interaction isable tom ove the Ipped soin
from one site to a neighboring site

.. Jz
Hjgql = Eo+ 7 J gl
JX .
2 e R S, .30l (1191)
~ =1
Higqgl = Eot o) Jqi (1.192)

where z is the coordination number, ~ is summ ed over near neighbor lattice
vectors and the8 m agnon energy 195
7z © P R (1193)
— — e
4 2 z H

For an all g the dispersion is quadratic and for a 2D square lattice
Ja?
o 1 o+ (1.194)

where a is the lattice constant.

This is very di erent from the result for the antiferrom agnet which has a
linearly dispersing collective m ode. There the ground and excited states can
only be approxin ately determ ined because the ground state does not have all
the spins parallel and so is sub fct to quantum uctuations induced by the
transverse part of the interaction. This physics w ill reappear when we study
non-collinear states in QHE m agnets away from 1ling factor = 1.

T he m agnon dispersion for the ferrom agnet can be understood in tem s of
bosonic barticke’ (the Ipped soin) hopping on the lattice w ith a tightbinding
m odel dispersion relation. The m agnons are bosons because spin operators on
di erent sites com m ute. T hey are not free bosons how ever because of the hard
core constraint that (for spin 1/2) there can be no m ore than one ipped spin
persite. Hencem ultim agnon excited states can notbe com puted exactly. Som e
nice renom alization group argum ents about m agnon interactions can be found
n B7].

TheQHE ferrom agnet is tinerant and we have to develop a som ew hat di er—
ent picture. N evertheless there w ill be strong sin ilarities to the lattice H eisen—

berg m odel. T he exact ground state is given by eq. (1.183) w ith
Y R ¢
Z1jitsizg ) = @ z)e T xFI: (1.195)

i< j

"W e use the phase factor e 9 ®5 here rather than e %3 sin ply to be consistent w ith
Sq being the Fourier transform oij .
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To nd the spin wave excited states we need to nd the analog ofeqg. (1.190).
T he Fourder transform of the spin lowering operator for the continuum system
is
x
S e S5 (1.196)
=1

where #; is the position operator for the jth particle. Recall from eq. (1.144)
that we had to m odify Feynm an’s theory of the collective m ode in super uid
heliim by profcting the densiy operator onto the H ibert space of the lowest
Landau level. T his suggests that we do the same In eg. (1.196) to obtain the
profcted spin I operator. In contrast to the good but approxin ate result
we obtained for the collective density m ode, this procedure actually yields the
exact one-m agnon excited state much lke we found for the lJattice m odel).

U sing the results of appendix A, the pro gcted soin low ering operator is

LR
Sq = e T q () Sy 1.197)
=1
where g is the com plex num ber representing the dim ensionless wave vector q*
and 4 (j) is the m agnetic translation operator for the jth particle. The com -
m utator of this operator w ith the C oulom b interaction H am iltonian is

1X
H;iS,1 = 2 vk)  x xiSq
k60
1X
= 5 V(k) k k;Sq + k ;Sq k. (1.198)

W e will shortly be applying this to the fiilly polarized ground state j i. As
discussed in appendix A, no density wave excitations are allowed in this state
and so it is annihilated by . Hence we can w ithout approxin ation drop the
second termm above and replace the rst one by
1X
H;iS,13i= - v&k) «xi «xiS

2
k6 0

¢ J1 (1.199)

Evaluation of the double com m utator ollow Ing the rules in appendix A yields
HiSq13i= ¢S4 J1 (1.200)

w here

X 149 , 1
g 2 e ¥ vyk) shn Equ : 1201)
k& 0

Since j i is an eigenstate of H , this proves that S; J i is an exact excited

state of H with excitation energy . In the presence of the Zeem an coupling
! +

g q
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Figure 1 23: Scheam atic ilustration oftheQ HE ferrom agnet spinw ave dispersion.
There is a gap at amallk equal to the Zeam an splitting, ;. At large wave
vectors, the energy saturates at the Coulom b exchange energy scale x+ 3z
100K .

T his resul tells us that, unlke the case of the density excitation, the single—
m ode approxin ation is exact for the case of the spin density excitation. The
only assum ption we m ade is that the ground state is fully polarized and has
= 1.
For an all g the dispersion starts out quadratically

¢« Ad 1202)
w ith
1X 1
A o e 3% v k) xf (1 203)

k60

as can be seen by expanding the sine fiinction to lowest order. For very large g
sin® can be replaced by its average value of% to yield
X 1
. vk)e 737 (1204)
k6 0

T hus the energy saturatesat a constant valuie forg! 1 asshownn g. (123).
(N ote that in the Jattice m odel the w ave vectors are restricted to the st Bril-
louin zone, but here they are not.)

W hilke the derivation ofthis exact resul for the spin wave dispersion is alge—
braically rather sin ple and looks quite sin ilar (exoept for the LLL proection)
to the result for the lattice Heisenberg m odel, i does not give a very clear
physical picture of the nature of the spin wave collective m ode. This we can
obtain from eq. (1.197) by noting that 4 (j) translates the particle a distance
g 2%. Hence the sphh wave operator Sq s the spin of one of the particlkes
and translates it spatially leaving a hole behind and creating a particlke-hol
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Figure1l 24: Tistration ofthe fact that the spin I operator causes translations
when projcted into the lowest Landau Jevel. For very large wave vectors the
particles is translated com pletely away from the exchange hole and loses all its
favorable C oulom b exchange energy.

pair carrying net m om entum proportional to their separation as illustrated in

g. (1 24). For large ssparations the excitonic C oulom b attraction between the
particke and hole is negligble and the energy cost saturates at a value related to
the C oulom b exchange energy of the ground state given in eq. (1.113). The ex-
act digpersion relation can also be obtained by noting that scattering processes
of the type ilustrated by the dashed lnes n g. (1 24) m ix together Landau
gauge states

% qy;# ck;" j""""""i (1.205)

w ith di erent wave vectors k. Requiring that the state be an eigenvector of
translation uniquely restricts the m ixing to linear com binations of the form
X
e Kax V2 C]Z . G, G (L206)

k

Evaluation ofthe Coulom b m atrix elem ents show s that this is indeed an exact
eigenstate.

1104 E ective A ction

Tt is useful to try to reproduce these m icroscopic resuls for the spin wave ex—
citations w thin an e ective eld theory for the spin degrees of freedom . Let
m (r) beavector eld cbeyingm m = 1 which describes the localorientation of
the order param eter (the m agnetization). Because the Coulomb forces are spin
Independent, the potential energy cost can not depend on the orientation ofm
but only on is gradients. Hence we m ust have to leading order In a gradient
expansion
Z Z
2 1 2 Z

UZES dr@m @m En d’rm 1207)
where g isaphenom enological yoin sti ness’ which in two din ensionshasunits
ofenergy and n 5 is the particke density. W e will leam how to evaluate it
Jater.
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W e can think of this expression for the energy as the lading term s in a
functional Taylor series expansion. Symm etry requires that (except for the
Zeem an tem ) the expression for the energy be invariant under uniform global
rotationsofm . In addition, in the absence ofdisorder, it m ust be translationally
Invariant. C learly the expression In (1.207) satis esthese sym m etries. The only
zero-derivative term ofthe appropriate symm etry ism m which is constrained
to be uniy everywhere. There exist temm s with m ore derivatives but these
are irrelevant to the physics at very long wavelengths. (Such tem s have been
discussed by Read and Sachdev @7].)

To understand how tim e derivatives enter the e ective action we have to
recall that spins obey a rst-order (in tim e) precession equation under the in—

uence of the Iocal exchange eld.'® Consider as a toy m odel a single spin in
an external eld ~.

H= h S (1.208)

T he Lagrangian describbing this toy m odel needs to contain a rst order tin e
derivative and so m ust have the form (see discussion in appendix B)

L=hS f mA I+ m + (m m L)g (1.209)

where S = % is the spin length and  is a Lagrange m ultiplier to enforce the
xed length constraint. T he unknow n vector X can be determ ined by requiring
that it reproduce the correct precession equation of m otion. The precession

equation is

d
dat

H;s 1= i B ;s 1
_ 3 (1210)

5

s ~ S (1.211)

which corresponds to counterclockw ise precession around the m agnetic eld.
W em ust obtain the sam e equation ofm otion from the E uleri.agrange equa-—
tion for the Lagrangian in eq. (1 209)

d L L
—— — =0 1212)
dt m m

which m ay be w ritten as
+2m =F m (1213)
w here

F @A @A (1214)

18T hat is, the C oulomb exchange energy which tries to keep the spins locally parallel. In a
H artreeFock picture we could represent this by a tem of the form  H (x) 8(r) wher8 (r)
is the selfconsistent eld.
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and @ means @mL (not the derivative w ith respect to som e spatial coordinate).

Sihce F is antisym m etric let us guess a solution of the form
F = m : (1.215)
U sing this In eq. (1 213) yilds

+2m = m m (1216)

Applying m to both sides and using the identity
_ 1217)
we ocbtain
C m) =m m m m ): (1218)

The last tetm on the right vanishes due to the length constraint. Thuswe nd
that our ansatz In eg. (1 215) does indeed m ake the Eulerl.agrange equation
correctly reproduce eq. (1 211).

Eqg. (1.215) isequivalent to

o Eh]l=m (1219)

indicating that A is the vector potential of a unit m agnetic m onopole siting
at the center of the uni sphere on which m lives as illustrated n g. (125).
Note (the always confusing point) that we are Interpreting m as the coordinate
ofa ctitious particle living on the unit sphere (in soin space) surrounding the
m onopole.

Recallingeqg. (1 20),we see that the Lagrangian fora single soin in egq. (1 209)
is equivalent to the Lagrangian of a m assless ob fct of charge S, located at
position m , m oving on the uni sphere containing a m agnetic m onopole. The
Zeam an term represents a constant electric eld ~ producihg a force S on
the particle. The Lorentz force caused by the m onopole causes the particle to
orbit the sohere at constant ‘atitude’. Because no kinetic term of the fom
m m enters the Lagrangian, the charged particle is m assless and so lies only
in the lowest Landau lvel of the m onopoke eld. Note the sin ilarity here to
the previous discussion ofthe high eld lim i and the sam iclassical percolation
picture of the integer Hall e ect. For further details the reader is directed to
appendix B and to Haldane’s discussion ofm onopol soherical harm onics [48].

If the Yharge’ m oves slow Iy around a closed counterclockw ise path m (t)
during the tin e Interval ;T Jasilustrated In g. (1 25), the quantum am plitude

N RT
e o 4 1 220)
contains a Berry’s phase B9] contrbution proportional to the h agnetic ux’
enclosed by the path

eis , dm 2 —ls Eoadm, 1221)
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Figure 1 25: M agnetic m onopole In sopin space. A rrow s indicate the curl of the
Berry connection ¥ K em anating from the origin. Shaded region indicates
closed path m (t) taken by the spin order param eter during which it acquires
a Berry phase proportional to the m onopole ux passing through the shaded
region.

A s discussed in appendix B, this is a purely geom etric phase in the sense that
it depends only on the geom etry ofthe path and not the rate at which the path
is traversed (since the expression is tin e reparam eterization invariant). U sing
Stokes theorem and eg. (1 219) we can w rite the contour Integral as a surface
Integral

e’ =e = e 1222)

where d” = md is the directed area (solid angl) elem ent and  is the to—
tal solid angle subtended by the contour as viewed from the position of the
m onopole. Note from g. (1 25) that there is an am biguiy on the sphere as to
which is the inside and which is the outside of the contour. Since the total solid
anglk is 4 we could equally well have cbtained!®

ghse@ 1223)

T hus the phase is am biguousunless S is an integer or halfinteger. T his consti-
tutes a broof’ that the quantum spin length m ust be quantized.
H aving obtained the correct Lagrangian for ourtoy m odelw e can now readily
generalize it to the spin wave problm using the potential energy in eq. (1 207)
7 (
L = hsSn d’r m @A R] mZ*@)

1°The change in the sign from +ito i is due to the fact that the contour sw itches from
being counterclockw ise to clockw ise if viewed as enclosing the 4 area instead of the
area.
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Z Z
1
> s Frem @m + &Er @®) @M m 1): 1224)
The classical equation of m otion can be analyzed just as for the toy m odel,
however we w ill take a slightly di erent approach here. Let us ook in the low
energy sector w here the spins all lie close to the 2 direction. Then we can w rite

m = m%5mY; 1 m*m¥ mYmVY
m*;m¥Y;1 -m*m -m¥m?Y 1.225)
2 2
Now choose the symm etric gauge’

1
x 2 ( m¥;m*;0) (1.226)

which cbeyseq. (1219) form close to 2.
K eeping only quadratic tem s in the Lagrangian we obtain

Z
1
L = hSn dr E(m_ymx m*m?Y)
1 1
-m*m* -mYm?Y
2
1 2 X x y y
> s dr@m*@m*+@mY@ mY): 1227)

T his can be conveniently rew ritten by de ning a complex eld

m*+ im ¥
2 @ @
L = Snh d°r i— i
Qt Qt
Z
1 1 5
1 2 > s dra @ (1228)

T he classical equation ofm otion is the Schrodinger like equation

+jh@—= —2@% +h 1229)
Qt ns

T his has plane wave solutions w ith quantum energy

L=h + —k%: (1230)
ns

W e can t the phenom enological sti ness to the exact dispersion relation in
eg. (1202) to obtain
ns X
= 2 e ¥ gkt (1231)

S
4
k60
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Figure 126: Iistration of a skym ion spin texture. The soin is down at the
origin and gradually tums up at in nie radius. At Intermm ediate distances, the
XY com ponents ofthe spin exhibit a vortex-likew inding. Unlkea U (1) vortex,
there is no singularity at the origin.

E xercise 1.20 Derive eq. (1.231) from rst principlkes by evaluating the loss
of exchange energy when the Landau gauge = 1 ground state is distorted to
m ake the spin tum bk in the x direction

Y

ji=  cs_d.+sh—q, Pi 1232)
k
where | = k% and = S—x is the (constant) spin rotation anglk gradient
(shhcee x = k*® in this gauge).

1.10.5 TopologicalE xcitations

So far we have studied neutral collective excitations that take the form of soin
waves. They are neutralbecause as we have seen from eg. (1.197) they consist
of a particle-hol pair. For very large m om enta the spin— ipped particke is
translated a large distance g 2% away from its originalposition as discussed in
appendix A . T his looks locally like a charged excitation but it is very expensive
because it loses all of its exchange energy. It is sensble to Inquire if it ispossible
to m ake a cheaper charged excitation. T his can indeed be done by taking into
acocount the desire of the spins to be locally parallel and producing a sm ooth
topological defect in the goin ordentation KB6,50{56] known as a skym ion by
analogy w ith related ob fcts In the Skym e m odel of nuclear physics B7]. Such
an ob ect has the beautiful form exhibited n g. (126). Rather than having
a single spin suddenly ip over, this ob fct gradually tums over the soins as
the center is approached. At Interm ediate distances the soins have a vortex-lke



72 SM .Girvin

con guration. However unlke a U (1) vortex, there is no singularity in the core
region because the spins are abl to rotate dow nwards out of the xy plane.

In nuclkar physics the Skym e m odel envisions that the vacuum is a ‘fer—
rom agnet’ described by a four com ponent eld sub Ect to the constraint

= 1. There are three m asskss (ie. lnearly dispersing) spin wave exci-
tations corresponding to the three directions of oscillation about the ordered
direction. T hese three m assless m odes represent the three (hearly) m assless pi-
ons *; 9 . Thenuckons (proton and neutron) are represented by skym ion
soin textures. Rem arkably, it can be shown (for an appropriate form ofthe ac—
tion) that these ob fcts are ferm ions despite the fact that they are in a sense
m ade up of a coherent superposition of (an in nite number of) bosonic spin
w aves.

W e shall see a very sin ilar phenom enology In Q HE ferrom agnets. At 1lling
factor , skym ionshave charge e and fractional statisticsm uch like Laughlin
quasiparticles. For = 1 these obcts are ferm ions. Unlke Laughlin quasi
particles, skym ions are extended ob gcts, and they Invole m any Iped (and
partially ipped) soins. This property has profound im plications as we shall
see.

Let us begin our analysis by understanding how it is that spin textures can
carry charge. It is clear from the Pauliprinciple that it is necessary to I at
least som e spins to Iocally ncrease the charge density n a = 1 ferrom agnet.
W hat is the su cient condition on the spin distortions in order to have a den—
sity uctuation? Rem arkably i tums out to be possble, as we shall see, to
unigquely express the charge density sokely In tem s of gradients ofthe local spin
orientation.

Consider a ferrom agnet w ith local spin ordentation m (¢) which is static. As
each electron travels we assum e that the strong exchange eld keeps the soin
follow Ing the local ordentation my . If the electron has velocity x , the rate of
change of the local spin ordentation it sees ism. = x_ @%m . This In tum
Induces an additional Berry’s phase as the spin ordentation varies. Thus the
single-particlke Lagrangian contains an additional rst order tin e derivative in
addition to the one induced by them agnetic eld coupling to the orbitalm otion

e
Lo= —-xA +hSm A [m]: (1.233)
c
Here A refers to the electrom agnetic vector potential and A refers to the
m onopole vector potential obeying eq. (1 219) and we have set them ass to zero
(ie. dropped the %M X x temm ). This can be rew ritten

Lo= z& A +a) @ 234)

where wWih o beingthe ux quantum )
@
a 0S —m A ] (1.235)
@x

represents the Berry connection’, an additional vector potential which repro—
duces the Berry phase. T he addiional akem agnetic ux due to the curlofthe
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B erry connection is

b = ia
@x
@ @
= s — @ — A
0 ax ax m fr ]
@ @
= s — A
0 ax  Gx m fr ]
A
¢ 2, oo 1236)
@x @x @Qm

The rsttem vanishesby symm etry leaving

@m @m 1
b= 0S — —— =F 1237)
@x @x 2
whereF  isgiven by eg. (1.215) and we have taken advantage of the fact that
the ram aining factors are antisym m etric under the exchange S . Using
eq. (1215) and setting S = 1 we obtain

be g~ (1.238)

m @ Q@m (1239)

is (for reasons that w ill becom e clear shortly) called the topological density or
the P ontryagin densiy.

Im agine now that we adiabatically deform the uniform Iy m agnetized spin
state into som e spin texture state. W e see from eg. (1.238) that the orbial
degrees of freedom see this as adiabatically adding additional ux b(r). Recall
from eq. (1.171) and the discussion of the charge of the Laughlin quasiparticle,
that extra charge density is associated w ith extra ux in the am ount

1
- 2 .b (1. 240)
C

= e~: (1241)

Thus we have the rem arkable result that the changes In the electron charge
density are proportionalto the topologicaldensity.

O ur assum ption of adiabaticity is valid as long as the spin uctuation fre—
quency is much lower than the charge excitation gap. This is an excellent
approxin ation for = 1 and stillgood on the stronger fractionalH all plateaus.

Tt is interesting that the fem ionic charge density in this m odel can be ex—
pressed sokly in term s of the vector boson eld m (¢), but there is som ething
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even m ore signi cant here. The skym ion soin texture has total topological
charge
Z

Q top 8i Fr m @ @m (1242)
which is always an integer. In fact for any sm ooth spin texture in which the
spinsat in nity are allparalle], Q «op is always an integer. Since it is in possible
to continuously deform one integer into another, Q «p is a topological invariant.
That is, £ Qop = 1 because a skym ion (antiskym ion) is present, Quop Is
stable against am ooth continuous distortions of the eld m . For exampl a
spin wave could pass through the skym ion and Q +,p would rem ain Invariant.
T hus this charged ob fct is topologically stable and has ferm ion num ber (ie.,
the num ber of ferm ions (electrons) that ow into the region when the ob gct is
form ed)

N = Oup: (1.243)

For = 1,N isan integer ( 1 say) and has the form ion num ber of an electron.
Tt is thus continuously connected to the single ipped soin exam ple discussed
earlier.

W e are thus Jed to the rem arkable conclusion that the soin degree of freedom
couples to the electrostatic potential. Because skym ions carry charge, we can
a ect the spin con guration using electric rather than m agnetic elds!

To understand how Q ., always tums out to be an integer, i is usefulto
consider a sim pler case ofa one-din ensionalring. W e follow here the discussion
of B8]. Consider the uni circle (known to topologists as the one-dim ensional
sphere S1). Let the angle [0;2 ]param eterize the position along the curve.
Consider a continuous, suitably weltbehaved, com plex finction ()= & )
de ned at each point on the circle and obeying j j= 1. Thus associated w ith
each point is another unit circle giving the possible range of values of ( ).

The function ( ) thus de nes a tra gctory on the torus S; S illustrated In
g. 127). Thepossibl functions ( ) can be classi ed into di erent hom otopy
classes according to their w inding numbern 2 Z
Z
172 d
n — d =
2 d
Z,
= ! d r_1 re) "O1I: (1244)
2 d 2 )
Because thepoints = 0Oand = 2 are identi ed asthe sam e point
o= @)) ") "@O0=2 integer (1245)

and so n is an integer. Notice the crucial role played by the fact that the
topological density’ Zi i—' is the Jacobian for converting from the coordinate
In the dom ain to the coordinate ’ In the range. It is this fact that m akes the

Integral In eq. (1.244) independent of the detailed local form of the m apping
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/X

Figure 1 27: Iustration ofm appings’ ( ) wih: zero w inding num ber (left) and
w inding number + 2 (right).

0 0

’ () and depend only on the overallw inding num ber. A s we shall shortly see,
this sam e feature w ill also tum out to be true for the P ontryagin density.

Think ofthe function ’ ( ) as de ning the path of an elastic band w rapped
around the torus. Clearly the band can be stretched, pulled and distorted in
any an ooth way w ithout any e ect on n. The only way to change the w inding
num ber from one integer to another is to discontinuously break the elastic band,
unw ind (or w ind) som e extra tums, and then repin the cut pieces.

Another way to visualize the hom otopy properties of m appings from S; to
S; isillustrated in g. (1 28). The solid circle represents the dom ain and the
dashed circle represents the range ’ . It isusefulto In agine the circle asbeing
an elastic band W ith points on it labeled by coordinates running from 0 to 2 )
w hich can be lifted up’ to the ’ circle in such a way that each point of lies just
outside the Im agepoint ’ ( ). The gure illustrates how the winding numbern
can be Interpreted as the numberoftin esthedom ain  circle w raps around the
range’ circle. NN ote: even though the elastic band is Stretched’ and m ay w rap
around the ’ circle m ore than once, is coordinate labels still only run from 0
to 2 .) This Interpretation is the one which we will generalize for the case of
skym ions in 2D ferrom agnets.

W e can think of the equivalence class of m appings having a given w inding
num ber as an elem ent of a group called the hom otopy group 1 (S1). T he group
operation is addition and the winding number of the sum of two functions,
() ()+72(),isthesum ofthe twowindingnumbersn = m + n,. Thus

1 (S1) is isom orphic to Z, the group of Integers under addition.

Retuming now to the ferrom agnet we see that the unit vector order param e—
term de nesam apping from theplaneR ; to thetwo-sphere S, (ie. an ordinary
sphere in three dim ensions having a two-din ensional surface). Because we as—
sum e that m = 2 for all spatial points far from the location of the skymm ion,
we can safely use a profpctive map to tom pactify’ R, into a sphere S;. In
this process all points at in nity in R, are m apped Into a singlke point on S,
but sihce my (¥) is the sam e for all these di erent points, no ham is done. W e
are thus Interested in the generalization of the conocept of the w Inding num ber
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Figure 128: A di erent representation of the m appings from to’. The
dashed line represents the dom ain  and the solid line represents the range ’ .
The dom ain is Yifted up’ by them apping and placed on the range. T he w inding
num ber n is the num ber of tin es the dashed circle w raps the solid circle W ith
a possible m inus sign depending on the ordentation).
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Figure 129: In niesim alcircui in soin space associated with an In nitesim al
circuit In real space via the m apping m (¥) .

to the mapping S, ! S,. The corresponding hom otopy group 2 (S2) is also
equivalent to Z aswe shall see.

C onsider the follow ing four points in the plane and their in ages ({lluistrated
in g. (129)) under the m apping

x;y) ! om (x;y)
x+ dx;y) ! m X+ dx;vy)
&;y + dy) ! m xjy+ dy)
x+ dx;y + dy) ! om &+ dxjyt+ dy): (1246)

T he four points in the plane de ne a rectanglk of area dxdy. T he four points on
the order param eter (soin) sohere de ne an approxin ate parallelogram whose
area (solid anglk) is

a! &+ dg;y) mEy)] I iyt dy) mEy)] o mEy)
4 ~dxdy: (1.247)
T hus the Jacobian converting area In the plane into solid angle on the sphere
is 4 tines the Pontryagin density ~. This means that the total topological
charge given iIn eq. (1242) must be an integer since it counts the number of
tim es the com pacti ed plane is w rapped around the order param eter sphere by
them apping. The Wrapping’ is done by lifting each point # In the com pacti ed
plane up to the corresponding point m () on the sphere jist as was descrbed
for 1 (Sl) in g. (1.28)

Forthe skym ion illustrated n  g. (1 26) the order param eter function m ()
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was chosen to be the standard form that m inin izes the gradient energy [(8]

x 2 r cos ( ") 1248 )
m B 24 2 ( a
2 r sin ( ")
mY = 2+r2_ (1.248Db)
r? 2
m — Faa (1.248c)

where (r; ) are the polar coordinates in the plane, isa constant that controls
the size scale, and ’ is a constant that controls the XY spin ordentation. Ro-
tations about the Zeam an axis leave the energy Invariant.) From the gure it is

not hard to see that the skym ion m apping w raps the com pacti ed plane around

the order param eter sphere exactly once. T he sense is such that Q ¢op = 1.

E xercise 1.21 Show that the topolgical density can e writen in polar spa—
tial coordinates as

1 @my Qrm

=~ m —
4 r Qr @
U se this resul to show

1 2
4 24 r2
and hence

Qtop = 1

for the skymm ion m apping in egs. (1.248a{1.248c).

Tt is worthw hile to note that i is possible to w rite down sin ple m icroscopic
variational wave fiinctions for the skym ion which are closely related to the
continuum eld theory resuls obtained above. Consider the follow Ing state in
the plane [B1]

Y
= “ 1 1 249)
3 j

where 1 is the = 1 Iled Landau lvel state ( j)refers to the spinor for
the jth particle, and isa =xed lngth scale. This is a skym ion because it
has its spin purely down at the origin Where z; = 0) and has spin purely up
at in nity Wwhere ¥5J ). The parameter is sinply the size scale of the
skym ion [46,58]. At radius the soinorhasequalweight forup and down spin
states (since }5;Jj= ) and hence the spin lies in the XY plane just as it does
for the solution In eg. (1 248c). Notice that in the lim it ' 0 Where the
continuum e ective action is invalid but this m icroscopic wave function is still
sensble) we recover a fully spin polarized lled Landau lkevelw ith a charge-l
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Laughlin quasiholk at the origin. H ence the num berof ipped spins interpolates
continuously from zero to n niy as Increases.

In oxder to analyze the skym ion wave fiinction in eq. (1249), we use the
Laughlin plasn a analogy. Recg]l from our discussion In sec. 1.6.1 that in this
analogy thenom of ,Tr 4 D [2]] [z]j2 is view ed as the partition function
ofa Coulom b gas. In order to com pute the density distribution we sin ply need
to take a trace over the spin

e f

2 bgki zs3 37 g+ H+i | . (1250)

7 = D[z]e i> 3 2 k

T his partition function describes the usual logarithm ically interacting C oulom b
gas w ith uniform background charge plus a spatially varying in purity back—
ground charge 1 (¥v),

2
v =+ ; 1251
b (¥) 5 () 21 2y ( )
1 2 2
Vi = > g+ °): (1252)
For lJarge enough scale size ', ocal neutrality of the plasm a [B9] forces

the electrons to be expelled from the vicinity of the origin and in plies that
the excess electron num ber density is precisely b (r), so that eq. (1 251) is
In agreem ent w ith the standard resul [B8] for the topological density given in
ex.121.

Just as twaseasy to nd an explicit wave fiinction for the Laughlin quasi-
hokbutproved di cul tow rite down an analyticw ave fiinction forthe Laughlin
quasielectron, it is sim ilarly di cult to m ake an explicit wave function for the
antiskymm ion. F inally, we note that by replacing * by 2", we can generate
a skym jon w ith a Pontryagin index n.
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E xercise 1.22 The argum ent given alove for the charge density of the m i~
crosoopic skymm ion state wave fiinction used ocalneutrality of the plasm a and
hence is valid only on large ¥ngth scales and thus requires ‘. Find the
com pkte m icroscopic analtic solution for the charge density valid for aroi-
trary , by using the fact that the proposed m anybody wave function is nothing
but a Shter determ inant of the singke partick states , (z),

z" z 225

m (2)= & e 1 (1.253)

2 2 *Imim+ 1+ —

Show that the excess ekectron num ber density is then
N 1

1
n (z) in @)7F o (1254)
m =0
which yieds
Z 1
1 1 2 25
n‘”(z)=2— S 4 Te 0 ) gFe %) 1o (1 255)

0

Sim ilarly, nd the spin density distribution S* (r) and show that it also agrees
with the eld-theoretic expression in eg. (1.248c) in the arge  Iim it.

T he skym ion solution in egs. (1 248a{1l 248c) m Inin izes the gradient energy
Z
1 2
EOZES dr@m @m : (1256)
N otidce that the energy cost is scale Invariant since this expression contains two
Integrals and tw o derivatives. H ence the total gradient energy is lndependent of
the scale factor and for a single skym ion is given by [46,58]

1
E0=4 szzj_ (1.257)

where ; isthe asym ptotic lJarge g 1im it of the spin wave energy In eq. (1 201).
Since this spn wave excitation produces a w idely separated particlke-holkpair, we
see that the energy ofa w idely separated skym fon-antiskym fonpair : + ¢ 1
is only half as Jarge. Thus skym ions are considerably cheaper to create than
sinple ipped spins2°

Notice that eq. (1 257) tells us that the charge excitation gap, whilk only
halfas large as naively expected, is nite as long asthe spin sti ness  is nie.
Thuswe can expect a dissipationless H allplateau. T herefore, as em phasized by
Sondhiet al. 46], the Coulom b interaction playsa centralrole in the = 1 inte-
gerHalle ect. W ithout the Coulom b interaction the charge gap would sin ply
be the tiny Zeem an gap. W ih the Coulomb interaction the gap is large even

20T his energy advantage is reduced ifthe nite thickness of the inversion layer is taken into
account. The skym ion m ay in som e cases tum out to be disadvantageous in higher Landau
Jevels.
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in the lin i of zero Zeem an energy because of the spontaneous ferrom agnetic
order induced by the spin sti ness.

Atprecisely = 1 skymn ion/antiskym ion pairs w illbe them ally activated
and hence exponentially rare at low tem peratures. O n the other hand, because
they are the cheapest way to injct charge into the system , there will be a

nite density of skym ions even in the ground state if 6 1. Skym ions also
occur In ordinary 2D m agnetic Im s but sihce they do not carry charge (@nd
are energetically expensive sihce ¢ is quite large) they readily freeze out and
are not particularly in portant.

The charge of a skym ion is sharply quantized but its number of ipped
soins depends on is area 2. Hence ifthe energy were truly scale invariant,
the number of Jpped spins could take on any value. Indeed one of the early
theoretical m otivations for skym ions was the discovery in num erical work by
Rezayi [46,60]that adding a single chargeto a lled Landau lkevel converted the
m axin ally ferrom agnetic state nto a spin singlt. In the presence of a nie
Zeam an energy the scale nvariance is lost and there isa term in the energy that
scalesw ith 2 and tries to m inin ize the size ofthe skymm ion. C om peting w ith
thishowever isa Coulom b tetm which we now discuss.

The Lagrangian In eq. (1 224) contains the correct leading order term s in
a gradient expansion. T here are severalpossble termm s which are fourth order
in gradients, but a particular one dom nates over the others at long distances.
T his is the H artree energy associated w ith the charge density of the skym ion

12 e ®
VH=2— d°r drw (1258)
w here
=% r & en (1 259)

8

and  is the dielectric constant. The long range of the Coulomb interaction
m akes this e ectively a three gradient temm that distinguishes it from the other
possbletem sat thisorder. R ecallthat the C oulom b Interaction already entered
in Jowerorder in the com putation of 5. T hat howeverw as the exchange energy
while the present tem is the Hartree energy. The H artree energy scales like
L and so prefers to expand the skym ion size. T he com petition between the
Coulom b and Zeem an energies yields an optin alnum ber of approxin ately four
Ipped soins according to m icroscopic H artree Fock calculations [61].

Thus a signi cant prediction for this m odel is that each charge added (or
rem oved) from a lled Landau kvelwill Ip several ( 4) spins. This is very
di erent from what is expected for non-interacting electrons. A s illistrated in

g. (1.30) rem oving an electron laves the non-interacting system stillpolarized.
The Pauli principle forces an added electron to be spin reversed and the m ag—
netization drops from unity at = 1 to zeroat = 2 where both soin states of
the lowest Landau level are fully occupied.

D irect experin ental evidence for the existence of skym lons was rst ob-
tained by Barrett et al. [62] using a novel optically pum ped NM R technique.
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Figure 1 30: Iustration ofthe spin con gurations for non-interacting electrons
at 1ing factor = 1 in the presence of a hol (top) and an extra electron
(bottom ).

T he Ham iltonian for a nuclus is [63]

Hy = nIF+ T s (1260)

where T isthe nuckarangularm om entum , y isthenuclear Zeem an frequency
(@bout 3 orders of m agnitude sm aller than the electron Zeem an frequency),
is the hyper ne coupling and s is the electron spin density at the nuclear site.
If, asa st approxin ation we replace 8 by its average value

Hy ( y + hs?i) 17 1261)

we see that the precession frequency ofthe nuclkusw illbe shifted by an am ount
proportional to the m agnetization of the electron gas. T he m agnetization de-
duced using this so-called K night shift is shown In g. (1.31). The electron
gas is 100% polarized at = 1, but the polarization drops o sharply (and
sym m etrically) as charge is added or subtracted. T his is in sharp disagreem ent
w ith the prediction of the free electron m odel as shown in the gure. The ni-
tial steep slope of the data allow s one to deduce that 3.5{4 spins reverse for
each charge added or rem oved. T his is In excellent quantitative agreem ent w ith
H artreeFock calculations for the skym ion m odel [61].

O ther evidence for skym ions com es from the large change in Zeam an energy
wih eld due to the large number of ipped spins. This hasbeen ocbserved in
transport [64] and in optical spectroscopy [65]. Recall that spin-orbit e ects In
G aA s m ake the electron g factor 0:4. Under hydrostatic pressure g can be
tuned tow ards zero which should greatly enhance the skym ion size. Evidence
for this e ect hasbeen seen [66].
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Figure 1.31: NM R Knight shift m easurem ent of the electron spin polarization
near Iling factor = 1. Circles are the data ofBarrett et al. 62]. T he dashed
Iine is a guide to the eye. The solid line is the prediction for non-interacting
electrons. T he peak represents 100% polarization at = 1. T he steep slope on
each side indicates that many ( 4) soins I over for each charge added (or
subtracted). The observed symm etry around = 1 is due to the particle-hole

sym m etry between skym Jonsand antiskym ionsnot present in the freeelectron
m odel.
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Figure 132: NM R nuclear soin relaxation rate 1=T; as a function of ling
factor. A fter Tycko et al. [68]. The relaxation rate isvery smallat = 1, but
rises dram atically away from = 1 due to the presence of skym lons.

111 Skyrm ion D ynam ics

NM R [62] and nuclear soeci c heat [67] data Indicate that skym ions dram at—
ically enhance the rate at which the nuckar soins relax. This nuclkar spin
relaxation is due to the transverse tem s in the hyper ne interaction which we
neglected In discussing the K night shift
8 9
1 S X =
@'s +1 s*)=5 . I" s, +he. (1262)

’
q

T he free electron m odelw ould predict that i would be in possible for an electron
and a nuclkusto undergom utualspin Jpsbecause the Zeaem an energy would not
be conserved. Recallthat 103 ) The soin wavem odel show s that the
problem iseven worse than this. Recall from eq. (1 201) that the soin Coulomb
Interaction m akes spin wave energy m uch larger than the electron Zeam an gap
except at very long wavelengths. The lowest frequency spin wave excitations
lie above 20{50 GH z while the nuclei precess at 10{100 M Hz. Hence the two
sets of spins are unablk to couple e ectively. At = 1 this sin ple picture is
correct. The nuclar relaxation tin e T; is extrem ely long (tens of m inutes to
m any hours depending on the tem perature) as shown in g. (1.32). However
the gure also showsthat for € 1 the relaxation rate 1=T; rises dram atically
and T; fallsto 20 seconds. In order to understand this dram atic variation we
need to develop a theory of spin dynam ics in the presence of skym ions.



The Quantum HallE ect 85

The 1=T; data is telling us that for % 1 at least som e of the electron
soin  uctuations are orders of m agniude lower n frequency than the Zeem an
splitting and these low frequency m odes can couple strongly to the nuclei. O ne
way thism ight occur isthrough the presence ofdisorder. W e see from eg. (1 262)
that NM R is a local probe which couples to spin I exciations at all wave
vectors. Recall from eg. (1.197) that lowest Landau levelpro gction in plies that

S . contains a translation operator 4. In the presence of strong disorder the
Zeem an and exchange cost ofthe spin  ips could be com pensated by translation
to a region of lower potential energy. Such a m echanian was studied in 69]but
does not show sharp features in 1=T; around = 1.

W e are kft only w ith the possibility that the dynam ics of skymm ions som ehow
Involves low frequency spin uctuations. For sinplicity we will analyze this
possbility ignoring the e ects of disorder, although this m ay not be a valid
approxin ation.

Let us begin by considering a ferrom agnetic = 1 state containing a single
skymm ion of the form param eterized in egs. (1 248a{1248c). There are two de—
generacies at the classical level in the e ective eld theory: T he energy does not
depend on the position of the skym ion and it does not depend on the angu—
lar ordentation ’ . T hese continuous degeneracies are known as zero m odes [58]
and require special treatm ent of the quantum uctuations about the classical
solution.

In the presence of one or m ore skym ions, the quantum Hall ferrom agnet
is non-oolinear. In an ordinary ferrom agnet where all the spins are paralkl,
global rotations about the m agnetization axis only change the quantum phase
ofthe state | they do not produce a new state?! Because the skym ion has
distinguishable orientation, each one induces a new U (1) degree of freedom in
the system . In addition because the skym ion has a distinguishable location,
each one Induces a new translation degree of freedom . A s noted above, both
ofthese are zero energy m odes at the classical level suggesting that they m ight
wellbe the source of Iow energy excitations which couple so e ectively to the
nuclei. W e shall see that this is indeed the case, although the story is som ew hat
com plicated by the necessity of correctly quantizing these m odes.

Letusbegin by nding the e ective Lagrangian for the translation m ode [B].
W e take the spin con guration to be

m@E;f)=mo r K@) (1.263)

wherem ( isthe static classical skymm ion solution and R (t) is the position degree
of freedom . W e ignore all other soin wave degrees of freedom since they are
gapped. (The gapless U (1) rotation m ode w ill be treated separately below .)
Eqg. (1 224) yields a Berry phase tem

Z

Lo= hS &rm A mln@E) (1264)

r gz
21R otation about the Zeem an alignm ent axis is accom plished by R = e »'S". Buta

colinear ferrom agnet ground state is an eigenstate of S?, so rotation leaves the state invariant
up to a phase.
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w here

@

and unlke In eq. (1.224) we have taken Into account our new —-found know ledge
that the densiy is non-uniform

1
n(r)=n0+8— m @ Qr (1266)

The second term in eq. (1 266) can be shown to produce an extra Berry phase
when two skym ions are exchanged leading to the correct m inus sign for Fem i
statistics (on the = 1 plateau) but we will not treat it further. Eq. (1264)
then becom es

Lo= +hR-a () 1267)

where the Vector potential’

Z
a ) Smy dr@m )A 1.268)
has curl
@ @
—a = —a
@R Rr 7
= Sy Fre f@m )A g
Z
. ea
= Sy dr@m )@m )—
@m
Sn z
= TO Fr @m @m F
= 2 I'thop 1.269)

Thus eq. (1 267) corresoonds to the kinetic Lagrangian for a m asslkss particle
ofcharge  €Qtop M OVING In @ uniform m agnetic eld ofstrength B = 7% . But
this of course is precisely what the skym ion is B].

W e have kept here only the lowest order adiabatic tin e derivative term in
the action ?? This is justi ed by the existence of the spin excitation gap and
the fact that we are interested only in much Iower frequencies (forthe NMR).

If we ignore the disorder potential then the kinetic Lagrangian sim ply leads
to a Ham iltonian that yields quantum states in the lowest Landau level, all
of which are degenerate In energy and therefore capable of relaxing the nu-
clei Whose precession frequency is extrem ely low on the scale of the electronic
Zeam an energy).

Let us tum now to the rotational degree of freedom represented by the co—
ordinate ’ In egs. (1248a{1248c). The full Lagrangian is com plicated and

22T here m ay exist higher-order tim e-derivative tem s w hich give the skym ion a m ass and
there w ill also be dam ping due to radiation of spin waves at higher velocities. [70]
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contains the degrees of freedom ofthe continuous eld m (¥). W e need to intro—
duce the collective coordinate / describing the orientation of the skym ion as
one of the degrees of freedom and then carry out the Feynm an path integration
overthe quantum uctuations in allthe In nite num ber of rem aining degrees of
freedom 23 This is a non-trivialtask, but ortunately we do not actually have to
carry it out. Instead we w ill sin ply w rite down the answer. The answer is som e
functionalofthe path forthe shglevariabl’ (). W ew illexpressthis fiinctional
(using a functional Taylor series expansion) in the m ost general form possble
that is consistent w ith the sym m etries in the problem . Then we w ill attem pt to
dentify the m eaning of the various term s In the expansion and evaluate their
coe cients (or assign them values phenom enologically). A fter integrating out
the high frequency soin wave uctuations, the lowest-order sym m etry-allow ed
tem s in the action are
h2
L. =hK "+ —"%+ ::: (1270)
2U

Again, there isa rstordertem allowed by the lack oftin ereversal sym m etry
and we have included the lading non-adiabatic correction. The fill action
nvolving m (¢;t) containsonly a rst-order tin e derivative but a second order
tem is allowed by symm etry to be generated upon integrating out the high
frequency uctuations. W e will not perform this explicitly but rather treat U
as a phenom enological tting param eter.

The coe cilent K can be com puted exactly since it is sin ply the Berry phase
term . Undera slow rotation ofallthe spinsthrough 2 theBerry phase is (using
eq. B 22) in appendix B)

z 121
Frne) ( S2 ) 0 rf@)l= - L =2K: @271)
0

(T he non-adiabatic term givesa 1=T contrbution that vanishes in the adiabatic
Imit T ! 1 .) Thus we arrive at the im portant conclusion that K is the
expectation value of the number of overtumed spins for the classical solution
m (). W e em phasize that this is the HartreeFock (ie. tlassical) skymm ion
solution and therefore K need not be an integer.

T he canonicalangularm om entum conjigate to ’/ in eg. (1 270) is

Lo h*
LZ = —, = hK + F, (1.272)

and hence the H am iltonian is

H. = L, L
h? n’
= hK+—" 7 hk —"°
U 2U
h? U
- +22- — @, hKY (1273)
20 = op? "t

23F xam ples ofhow to do this are discussed in various eld theory texts, including R a jaram an
B8l.
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Having identi ed the Ham iltonian and expressed it In temm s of the coordinate
and the canonicalm om entum con jigate to that coordinate, we quantize H » by
sin ply m aking the substitution

@
L, ! Jh@—, 1274)
to obtain
U @ 2
H/ =+ — i— K : (1275)
2 Qr

T his can be interpreted as the Ham iltonian of a (charged) XY quantum rotor
w ith m om ent of inertia h®=U circling a solenoid contalning K ux quanta. (The
Berry phase term In eg. (1270) is then interpreted as the Aharonov-Bohm

phase.) The eigenfunctions are

1 o
o ()= B 1 276)

and the elgenvalues are
0)
n= o K Jf: a277)

The angularm om entum operator L, isactually the operator giving the num ber
of Jpped spins in the skym ion. Because of the rotational sym m etry about the
Zeam an axis, this is a good quantum num ber and therefore takes on integer val-
ues (as required in any quantum system of nite size w ith rotational sym m etry
about the z axis). T he ground state value ofm isthe nearest integerto K . The
ground state angular velocity is

Q@H / U

r = = — K): 127
_ oL, h(m ) 1278)

Hence ifK isnot an integer the skym ion is spinning around at a nite veloc—
ity. In any case the actual ordentation angle ’ for the skym ion is com pletely
uncertain since from eq. (L 276)
. 2 1
IJn ()J = > 1279)
" hasa at probability distrdbution (due to quantum zero point m otion). W e
Interpret this as telling us that the globalU (1) rotation symm etry broken in
the classical solution is restored in the quantum solution because of quantum
uctuations in the coordinate ’ . This issue w ill ardse again in our study of the
Skym e lattice where we will nd that for an in nite array of skym ons, the
sym m etry can som etin es rem ain broken.
M icroscopic analytical [71] and num erical [61] calculations do indeed nd
a fam ily of low energy excitations w ih an approxin ately parabolic relation
between the energy and the number of Iped soins just as is predicted by
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Figure 1.33: E lectronic structure of the skym ion lattice as detem ined by nu-
m erical H artreeFock calculations for 1ling factor = 1:1 and Zeem an en-
ergy 0015%.. (@) Excess charge density (n units of 1=2 %)) and () Two-
dim ensional vector representation of the XY com ponents of the spin density.
T he spin sti nessm akes the square lattice m ore stable than the triangular lat-
tice at this 1ling factor and Zeem an coupling. Because of the U (1) rotational
symm etry about the Zeem an axis, this is sin ply one representative m em ber of
a continuous fam ily of degenerate H artreeFock solutions. A frerBrey etal [71].
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eg. (1277). Asmentioned earlier, K 4 for typical param eters. Exocept for
the special case where K is a half integer the spectrum is non-degenerate and
has an excitation gap on the scale ofU which is In tum som e fraction of the
Coulomb energy scale 100 K . In the absence of disorder even a gap of only
1 K would m ake these excitations irrelevant to the NM R . W e shall see however
that this conclusion is dram atically altered in the case where m any skym ions
are present.

1111 Skymm e Lattices

For 1ling factors slightly away from = 1 there willbe a nite density of
skymm ions or antiskymm ions (@llw ith the sam e sign oftopologicalcharge) in the
ground state [66,72,73]. H artreeFock calculations [72] indicate that the ground
state is a Skym e crystal. Because the skym ions are charged, the Coulomb
potentialin eq. (1 258) is optim ized for the triangular lattice. T his is indeed the
preferred structure for very sm allvalies of j 1jw here the skym ion density is
low . H owever at m oderate densities the square lattice ispreferred. The H artree—
Fock ground state hasthe angularvariable’ 5 shifted by between neighboring
skym ions as illustrated in g. (1.33). This antiferrom agnetic’ arrangem ent
of the XY spin ordentation m inim izes the soin gradient energy and would be
frustrated on the triangular lattice. Hence it is the soin sti ness that stabilizes
the square lattice structure.

The HartreeFock ground state breaks both global translation and global
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U (1) spin rotation symm etry. It is a kind of supersolid’ w ith both diagonal
G* hfE)s®@&)i (1 280)
and o -diagonal
G’ st e)s &9 (1281)

long-range order. For the case of a single skym ion we found that the U (1)
symm etry was broken at the H artreeFock (classical) levelbut fully restored by
quantum uctuations of the zero m ode coordinate ’ . In the therm odynam ic
lim it of an In nite num ber of skym ions coupled together, it is possble for the
globalU (1) rotational symm etry breaking to survive quantum uctuations.??

If this occurs then an exciation gap is not produced. Instead we have a new

kind of gapless spin wave G oldstonem ode [74,75]. Thism ode is gapless despie
the presence of the Zeam an eld and hence has a profound e ect on the NM R

relaxation rate. T he gapless G oldstone m ode associated w ith the broken trans—
lation symm etry is the ordinary m agneto-phonon of the W igner crystal. This
too contributes to the nuclear relaxation rate.

In actual practice, disorder w ill be in portant. In addition, the NM R ex—
perin ents have so far been perform ed at tem peratures which are lkely well
above the lattice m elting tem perature. N evertheless the zero tem perature lat-
tice calculations to be discussed below probably capture the essential physics
of this non co-linear m agnet. N am ely, there exist spin uctuations at frequen-
cies orders ofm agnitude below the Zeeam an gap. At zero tem perature these are
coherent G oldstone m odes. Above the lattice m elting tem perature they willbe
overdam ped di usive m odes derived from the G oldstone m odes. T he essential
physics w ill still be that the spin uctuations have strong spectral density at
frequencies far below the Zeem an gap.

Tt tums out that at long wavelengths the m agnetophonon and U (1) spin
m odes are decoupled. W e w ill therefore ignore the positional degrees of freedom
when analyzing the new U (1) m ode. W e have already found the U (1) Ham ik
tonian for a single skym ion in eq. (1 275). The sin plest generalization to the
Skym e Jattice which is consistent w ith the sym m etries of the problem is

uXx X
BH=— & KY J cosCi '3 (1282)
j hiji
wheJ:eKAj @@—J isthe angularm om entum operator. T he globalU (1) symm e~
try requires that the interactive term be Invardant ifallofthe ’ 's are increased
by a constant. In addition H must be mvariant under ' y ! ' 5+ 2 for any
single skym ion. W e have assum ed the sin plest possble nearneighbor cou—
pling, neglecting the possbility of longer range higher-order couplings of the
form cosn (" 3 ’y) which are also symm etry allowed. T he phenom enological

24Loosely speaking this corresponds to the in nite system having an in nite m om ent of
inertia (for global rotations) which allow s a quantum wave packet which is initially localized
at a particular orientation ’ not to spread out even for long tim es.
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coupling J m ust be negative to be consistent w ith the antiferrom agnetic’ XY
order found in the H artreeFock ground state illustrated in g. (1 33). However
we will nd it convenient to instead m ake J positive and com pensate for this
by a Yauge’ change’ ;! '3+ on one sublattice. This is convenient because
it m akes the coupling Yerrom agnetic’ rather than ‘antiferrom agnetic.

Eg. (1282) is the Ham iltonian for the quantum XY rotor m odel, closely
related to the boson Hubbard model [/6{78]. Readers fam iliar wih super-
conductivity w ill recognize that this m odel is comm only used to describe the
superconductor-insulator transition in Josesphson arrays [76,77]. The angular
mom entum eigenvalue of the KAj operator represents the num ber of bosons
(Cooper pairs) on site j and the U tem describes the charging energy cost
when this num ber deviates from the electrostatically optim alvalie ofK . The
boson num ber is non-negative while KAj has negative eigenvalies. However we
assum e that K 1 so that the negative angular m om entum states are very
high in energy.

The J term in the quantum rotor m odel is a m utual torque that transfers
unis of angularm om entum between neighboring sites. In the boson language
the wave function for the state wih m bosons on site j contains a factor

n () =¢e" 3 (1283)

The raising and lowering operators are thus’® e ¥ 5. This show s us that the
cosine term 1n eq. (1.282) represents the Josephson coupling that hops bosons
betw een neighboring sites.

ForU J the system is in an insulating phase welldescribed by the wave
function

C1i 2505 y)= & (1284)

wherem isthe nearest integerto K . In this state every rotorhasthe same xed
angularm om entum and thus every site has the sam e xed particle num ber in
the boson language. T here is a Jarge excitation gap

U@ 2n KJ (1.285)

and the system is nsulating ?°

Clearly § F 1 In this phase and i is therefore quantum disordered. T hat
is, the phases f’ yjg arew ildly uctuating because every con guration is equally
likely. The phase uctuations are nearly uncorrelated

e’ie? ri e¥i ExF (1286)
25T hese operators have m atrix e entsh n+18 ¥ jni= 1 whereas a boson raising
operatorwould havem atrix element m + 1. ForK 1,m K and thisisnearly a constant.

A rgum ents like this strongly suggest that the boson Hubbard m odel and the quantum rotor
m odel are essentially equivalent. In particular their order/disorder transitions are believed to
be in the sam e universality class.

26An exception occurs if jn = K j= % where the gap vanishes. See [78].
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For J U the phases on neighboring sites are strongly coupled together
and the system is a superconductor. A crude variational wave function that
captures the essential physics is

P

cos ("; '
hiji s 5)

(’1;,21---1,N) e (1.287)

where is a variationalparam eter [/9]. T his is the sin plest ansatz consistent
with nvarianceunder’ ;! '3+ 2 .ForJd U, 1 and j F is large only
for spin con gurationsw ith allofthe XY spins locally paralkel. E xpanding the
cosine term In eq. (1 282) to second order gives a ham onic H am iltonian which
can be exactly solved. The resulting gapless soin waves' are the G oldstone
m odes of the superconducting phase.
For sin plicity we work w ith the Lagrangian rather than the H am iltonian
X h? 5 X
L= | hK 74+ E’_j +J cos("s '35) (1.288)
3 hiji
The Berry phase temm is a total dervative and can not a ect the equations
of motion 2’ D ropping this term and expanding the cosine in the ham onic
approxin ation yields
2 X
L= h r2

u
3 hiji

[ Ij)Z: (1289)

This bhonon’ m odel has linearly dispersing gapless collective m odes at am all
W avevectors

P__
hlg= UJdaa (1290)

where a is the lattice constant. The parameters U and J can be xed by

tting to m icroscopic H artreeFock calculations of the soin wave velocity and
them agnetic susceptibility (boson com pressibility’) [61,75]. This in tum allow s
one to estin ate the regin e of 1ling factor and Zeem an energy in which theU (1)
symm etry is not destroyed by quantum uctuations [75].

Let us now translate all of this into the language of our non-colinear QHE
ferrom agnet [74,75]. Recallthat the angularm om entum (the tharge’) conjigate
to thephase angle’ isthe spin angularm om entum ofthe overtumed spins that
form the skym ion. In the quantum disordered ‘nsulating’ phase, each skym ion
has a well de ned integervalied tharge’ (number of overtumed spins) much
like we found when we quantized the U (1) zero m ode for the plane angle ’ of
a single isolated skymm ion In eg. (1 276). T here is an excitation gap separating
the energies of the discrete quantized values of the soin.

The “uper uid’ state with broken U (1) symm etry is a totally new kind of
soin state unigque to non-colinear m agnets [/4,75]. Here the phase anglk is

2TIn fact in the quantum path integral this term has no e ect except for tim e histories in
which a Vortex’ encircles site j causing thephasetowind’ (b )= " 35(0) 2 .W eexplicitly
ignore this possibility when we m ake the ham onic approxim ation.
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wellde ned and the num ber of overtumed spoins is uncertain. The o -diagonal
long-range order of a super uid becom es

b i! ke’le® xi (1291)
or in the spin language?®
s"@e)s @9 : 1292)

Thus In a sense we can interpret a spin I Interaction between an electron
and a nuckus as creating a boson in the super uid. But this boson has a
nie probability of Yisappearing’ into the super uid tondensate’ and hence
the system does not have to pay the Zeeam an price to create the Ipped spin.
That is, the super uid state has an uncertain number of ipped spins (even
though SZ, commutesw ith H ) and so the Zeem an energy cost is uncertain.

In classical lJanguage the skym ions locally have nie (slowly varying) x
and y spin com ponents which act as e ective m agnetic elds around which the
nuclear spins precess and which thus cause I* to change with tine. The key
here is that s* and s¥ can, because ofthe broken U (1) symm etry, uctuate very
slow Iy (ie. at M H z frequencies that the nuckican follow rather than jist the
very high Zeem an precession frequency).

D etailed num erical calculations [75] show that the Skym e lattice is very
e cient at relaxing the nucli and 1=T ; and is enhanced by a factor of 10
over the corresponding rate at zero m agnetic eld. W e expect this qualitative
distinction to survive even above the Skrym e lattice m elting tem perature for
the reasons discussed earlier.

Because the nuclkar relaxation rate Increases by orders of m agniude, the
equilbration tin e at low tem peraturesdrops from hoursto seconds. Thism eans
that the nuclei com e Into them alequilbrium w ith the electrons and hence the
lattice. T he nucli therefore have a well-de ned tem perature and contribute to
the speci ¢ heat. Because the tem perature is m uch greater than the nuclear
Zeem an energy scale 1 mK, each nucleus contributes only a tiny am ount

ks T—22 to the speci c heat. On the other hand, the electronic speci c heat
perpartice Kk TfeTm - is low and the electron density is low . In fact there are
about 10° nuckiper quantum wellelectron and the nucleiactually enhance the
soeci c heat m ore than 5 orders ofm agniude [67]!

Surprisingly, at around 30 m K there is a further enhancem ent ofthe speci ¢
heat by an additional order of m agniude. Thism ay be a signalof the Skym e
lattice m elting transition [67,75,80], although the siuation is som ew hat m urky
at the present tim e. The peak can not possbly be due to the tiny am ount of
entropy change In the Skym e Jattice itself. R ather it is due to the nucleiin the
thick A A s barrier betw een the quantum wells?®

28There is a slight com plication here. Because the XY spin con guration of the skym ion
has a vortex-like structure hst* i  hS + isYiw inds in phase around the skym ion so the bose
condensation’ is not at zero wave vector.

29For som ew hat com plicated reasons it m ay be that the barrier nuclei are e ciently dipole
coupled to the nuclei in the quantum wells (and therefore in them alequilibrium ) only due to
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1.12 D ouble-Layer Quantum H allFerrom agnets

1.12.1 Introduction

W e leamed in our study of quantum H all ferrom agnets that the Coulomb in-
teraction plays an in portant rok at Landau level ling factor = 1 because
it causes the electron spins to spontaneously align ferrom agnetically and this
in tum proundly alters the charge excitation spectrum by producing a gap °
A closely related e ect occurs in double-ayer system s n which layer index is
analogous to soin [#43,44,81]. Buiding on our know ledge of the dynam ics of
ferrom agnets developed in the last section, we w ill use this analogy to explore
the rich physics of double-layer system s.

N ovel fractional quantum Halle ects due to correlations [B2] In m ulicom —
ponent system s were anticipated in early work by Halperin [42] and the now
extensive literature has been reviewed in [43]. T here have also been recent in-—
teresting studies of system s In which the spin and layer degrees of freedom are
coupled in novelways [B3,84].

A sdescrbed in thisvolum e by Shayegan A5],m odem M BE techniquesm ake
it possble to produce double-layer (@nd m ultidayer) two-din ensional electron
gas system s ofextrem ely low disorder and high m obility. A s illistrated schem at—
ically In Fig. (1.34), these system sconsist ofa pairof2D electron gases separated
by adistanced so small d 10®) asto be com parable to the typical spacing
between electrons in the sam e layer. A second type of system has also recently
been developed to a high degree of perfection [B5]. These system s consist of
single w ide quantum wells In which strongm ixing of the two low est electric sub—
bands allow s the electrons to localize them selves on opposites sides of the well
to reduce their correlation energy. W e w ill take the point of view that these
system s can also be approxin ately viewed as doublewell system s with some
e ective layer separation and tunnelbarrier height.

As we have already lamed, correlations are especially in portant in the
strong m agnetic eld regin e because allelectrons can be accom m odated w ithin
the lowest Landau level and execute cyclotron orbits wih a comm on kinetic
energy. The fractional quantum Halle ect occurs when the system has a gap
form aking charged excitations, ie. when the system is incom pressible. T heory
has predicted B2,82,86]that at som e Landau level lling factors, gaps occur in
double-ayer systam s only if nterlayer interactionsare su ciently strong. T hese
theoretical predictions have been con med B7]. M ore recently work from sev—
eraldi erent points of view [B8{93] has suggested that inter-ayer correlations
can also lkad to unusualbroken sym m etry states w ith a novel kind of sponta—
neous phase coherence betw een layersw hich are isolated from each other exospt
for inter-layer C oulom b interactions. It is this spontaneous interlayer phase co-
herence which is responsble U3,51,73,94] for a variety ofnovel featiires seen In

the critical slow ing dow n of the electronic m otion in the vicinity ofthe Skymm e lattice m elting
transition.

30B ecause the charged excitations are skym ions, this gap is not as Jarge as naive estim ates
would suggest, but it is still nite as long as the spin sti ness is nite.



The Quantum HallE ect 95

Figure 1.34: Schem atic conduction band edge pro ke for a doubl-layer two—
din ensional electron gas system . T ypicalw idths and separations are W d
100A and are com parable to the spacing betw een electronsw ithin each inversion
layer.

the experim entaldata to be discussed below [44,81].

1122 P seudospin A nalogy

W ew illm ake the sin plifying assum ption that the Zeam an energy is large enough
that uctuations of the (true) soin order can be ignored, kaving out the pos—
sbility of m ixed spin and pseudospin correlations [B3,84]. W e will lim i our
attention to the lowest electric subband of each quantum well (or equivalently,
the two lowest bands of a single w ide well) . Hence we have a tw o-state system
that can be labeld by a pseudospin 1/2 degree of freedom . P seudospin up
m eans that the electron is in the (lowest electric subband of the) upper layer
and pseudospin down m eans that the electron is in the (lowest electric subband
ofthe) Iower layer.
Just as In our study of ferrom agnetiam we w ill consider states w ith total
lling factor «+ 4 = 1. A state exhbiting interlayer phase coherence
and having the pseudospins ferrom agnetically aligned in the direction de ned
by polarangle and azinuthalangle’ can bew ritten in the Landau gauge jast

as Por ordinary spoin
Y n o

ji= cos( =2)¢, + sin( =2)é’ ¢, Pi: 1293)

k
Every k state contains one electron and hence this state has = 1 as desired.
N ote how ever that the layer index foreach electron isuncertain. T he am plitude
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to nd a particular electron in the upper layer is cos( =2) and the am plitude to

nd i i the lower layer is sin ( =2)&’ . Even if the two layers are com pletely
Independent w ith no tunneling betw een them , quantum m echanicsallow s for the
som ew hat peculiar possibility that we are uncertain which layer the electron is
n.

For the case of ordinary spin we found that the Coulomb interaction pro—
duced an exchange energy w hich strongly favored having the spins locally paral-
kel U sing the fact that the Coulom b Interaction is com pltely spin independent
(it is only the Pauli principle that ndirectly induces the ferrom agnetism ) we
w rote down the spin rotation Invariant e ective theory in eq. (1224). Herewe
do not have full SU (2) invariance because the Interaction between electrons in
the sam e Jayer is clearly stronger than the interaction between electrons in op-—
posite layers. T hus for exam ple, if all the electrons are in the upper (or lower)
layer, the system w ill ook lke a charged capacior and have higher energy than
ifthe layer occupancies are equal. H ence to leading order in gradientsw e expect
the e ective action to bem odi ed slightly

Z

L= &r fhSnm. (€)A ] €)M m 1)g
2 1 z z z X
dr > s@m @m + m'm m ntm : (1294)

The soin sti ness  representsthe SU (2) Invariant part of the exchange energy
and is therefore som ew hat an aller than the valie com puted In eg. (1 .231). The
coe cient isam easure ofthe capacitive charging energy.>! T he analog ofthe
Zeem an energy represents an extemal electric eld applied along the M BE
grow th direction which unbalances the charge densities in the two layers. T he
coe cient t represents the am plitude for the electrons to tunnel between the
two layers. It prefers the pseudospin to be aligned in the R direction because
this corresoonds to the spinor

1 1
p_§ . (1.295)

w hich representsthe symm etric (ie. bonding) linear com bination ofthetwowell
states. T he statew ith the pseudogoin pointing in the R direction representsthe
antisym m etric (ie. antdbonding) linear com bination which is higher in energy.
For the m om ent we w ill assum e that both t and vanish, lkaving only the
term which breaks the pseudospin rotational symmetry. The case < 0
would represent Tsing anisotropy’. C learly the physically realistic case for the
capacitive energy gives > 0 which represents so-called ®asy plane anisotropy.’
The energy ism inim ized when m * = 0 so that the order param eter lies in the

31W e have taken the charging energy to be a local quantity characterized by a xed, wave
vector independent capacitance. T his is appropriate only ifm * () represents the local charge
in balance between the layers coarse-grained over a scale larger than the layer separation.
A ny w ave vector dependence of the capacitance w illbe represented by higher derivative term s
which we will ignore.
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XY plane giving equal charge densities in the two layers. Thuswe are keft w ith
an e ective XY m odelwhich should exhibit Iong-range o -diagonal order>?

@)=t *@®)+ m?¥ (&)i: (1.296)
Theorderis b -diagonal because it correspondsm icroscopically to an operator
€)=hs" @)i=h @) ;)i 1297)

which is not diagonal in the s* basis, much as in a super uid where the eld
operator changes the particle num ber and yet it condenses and acquiresa nite
expectation value.

O ne other comm ent worth m aking at this point is that eq. (1 297) shows
that, unlke the order param eter In a superconductor or super uid, this one
corresponds to a charge neutral operator. Hence i will be able to condense
despite the strong m agnetic eld which IIs charged condensates w ith vortices
and generally destroys the order).

In the next subsection we review the experim entalevidence that long-range
XY correlationsexist and that asa resul, the system exhbitsexcitationswhich
are highly collective in nature. A fter that we w ill retum to further analysis and
Interpretation of the e ective Lagrangian in eq. (1 294) to understand those
excitations.

1123 Experimn ental B ackground

A s illustrated by the dashed lines in g. (1.34), the Iowest energy eigenstates
solit into sym m etric and antisym m etric com binations separated by an energy
gap sas = 2twhich can, depending on the sam ple, vary from essentially zero
to m any hundreds of K elvins. The spolitting can therefore be much less than
or greater than the interlayer interaction energy scale, E. é= d. Thus it
is possible to m ake system s which are In either the weak or strong correlation

W hen the layers are w dely separated, there w illbe no correlations betw een
them and we expect no dissipationless quantum Hall state since each layer has
©5] = 1=2. For am aller separations, i is observed experim entally that there
is an excitation gap and a quantized Hall plateau [B1,85,96]. This has either
a trivial or a highly non-trivial explanation, depending on the ratio gas=E..
For large gsas the electrons tunnel back and forth so rapidly that it is as if
there isonly a single quantum well. The tunnel splitting a5 isthen analogous
to the electric subband splitting in a W ide) singlke well. A 1l sym m etric states
are occupied and all antisym m etric states are em pty and we sin ply have the
ordinary = 1 integerHalle ect. Correlations are irrelevant In this lim it and
the excitation gap is close to the singleparticle gap sas (©r h!., whichever
is an aller). W hat is highly non-trivial about this system is the fact that the

32At nite tem peratures (r) will vanish but w ill have long-range algebraically decaying
correlations. Above the K osterlitz-T houless phase transition tem perature, the correlations
willfallo exponentially.
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Figure 1 35: Phase diagram for the double layer QHE system (@fterM urphy et
al Bl]). Only sam ples whose param eters lie below the dashed line exhibit a
quantized H all plateau and excitation gap.

= 1 quantum Hall plateau survives even when gas Ec.. In this lim it
the excitation gap has clearly changed to becom e highly collective In nature
since the observed [B1,85] gap can be on the scale of 20K even when gsas
1 K. Because of the spontaneously broken XY symmetry [B1,73,88,89,92],
the excitation gap actually survivesthe lm it sas ! 0! This crossover from
single-particle to collective gap is quite analogousto that for spin polarized single
layers. T here the excitation gap survives the lim it of zero Zeem an splitting so
Iong as the Coulomb interaction m akes the spin sti ness non—zero. This e ect
In double-layer system s is visble In g. (135) which shows the QHE phase
diagram obtained by M urphy et al. 44,81]as a function of lJayer-separation and
tunneling energy. A = 1 quantum Hall plateau and gap is observed In the
regin e below the dashed line. Notice that far to the right, the singl particle
tunneling energy dom inates over the coulomb energy and we have essentially
a onebody integer QHE state. However the QHE survives all the way into

sas = 0 provided that the layer separation isbelow a criticalvalie d=Y% 2.
In this 1im it there isno tunneling and the gap ispurely m any-body in origin and,
as we will show, is associated w ith the rem arkable bseudospin ferrom agnetic’
quantum state exhibiting spontaneous interlayer phase coherence.

A second Indication of the highly collective nature of the excitations can be
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Figure 1.36: The charge activation energy gap, , as a function of tilt angle

In a weakly tunneling double-layer sample ( sas = 0:8K). The solid circles
are for ling = 1, open trangls for = 2=3. The arrow indicates the
critical angle .. The solid line is a guide to the eye. The dashed line refers
to a sim ple estin ate of the renom alization of the tunneling am plitude by the
parallelm agnetic eld. Relative to the actual decrease, this onebody e ect is
very weak and we have neglected it. Inset: A rrhenius plot of dissipation. T he
low tem perature activation energy is = 8:66K and yet the gap collapses at

amuch lower tam perature scale of about 04K (1=T 25). A fter M urphy et
al B1]).

seen In the A rrhenius plots of themm ally activated dissipation [B1l] shown in the
Inset of g. (1.36) The low tem perature activation energy is, asalready noted,
much largerthan sas. If were nevertheless som ehow a single-particle gap,
one would expect the A rrtheniis law to be valid up to tem peratures of order

Instead one observes a fairly sharp leveling o In the dissppation as the
tem perature increases past values as low as 005 . This is consistent w ith
the notion ofa them ally induced collapse of the order that had been producing
the collective gap.

T he third signi cant feature of the experim ental data pointing to a highly—
ordered collective state is the strong response of the system to relatively weak
m agnetic elds B applied In the plane of the 2D elctron gases. In g. (1.36)
we see that the charge activation gap drops dram atically as the m agnetic eld
is tilted (keeping B, constant).

W ithin a m odel that neglects higher electric subbands, we can treat the
electron gases as strictly two-din ensional. T his is In portant sihce By can a ect
the system only if there are processes that carry electrons around closed loops
containing ux. A prototypical such process is illustrated In g. (1.37). An
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I

Figure 1.37: A process In a double-layer two-din ensional electron gas system
which encloses ux from the parallel com ponent of the m agnetic eld. One
Interpretation of this process is that an electron tunnels from the upper layer
to the lower layer (near the kft end ofthe gure). The resulting particle-holk
pair then travels coherently to the right and is annihilated by a subsequent

tunneling event in the reverse direction. T he quantum am plitude for such paths
is sensitive to the parallel com ponent ofthe eld.



TheQuantum HallE ect 101

electron tunnels from one layer to the other at point A , and travels to point B .
Then it (or another Indistinguishable electron) tunnels back and retums to the
starting point. The parallel eld contrbutes to the quantum am plitude for this
process (n the 2D gas lin it) a gauge-invariant A haronov-Bohm phase factor
exp 2 1= () where istheenclosed ux and ¢ isthe quantum of ux.

Such loop paths evidently contribute signi cantly to correlations in the sys-
tem sihce the activation energy gap is observed to decrease very rapidly with
By, 2lling by factors of order two or m ore until a critical e]d,Bk 08T,
is reached at which the gap essentially ceases changing [Bl]. To understand
how rem arkably snallB, is, consider the ©llow ing. W e can de ne a length Ly
from the size of the loop needed to enclose one quantum of ux: LB, d= o.
LyRI1= 4137 10=dp B, 1) ForB, = 08T and d= 150A, Ly = 2700A
which is approxin ately twenty tim es the spacing between electrons in a given
layer and thirty tin es larger than the quantized cyclotron orbit radius
(hc=eB , )'™? w ithin an individual layer. Signi cant drops i the excitation gap
are already seen at elds of 01T im plying enom ous phase coherent correlation
lengths m ust exist. Again this show s the highly-collective long-range nature of
the ordering in this system .

In the next subsection we shallbrie y outline a detailed m odelw hich explains
all these cbserved e ects.

1124 Interlayer P hase C oherence

T he essential physics of spontaneous Inter-layer phase coherence can be exam —
Ined from a m icroscopic point of view [B1,73,90{92] or a m acroscopic C hem—
Sinons eld theory point of view [B1,73,88,89], but i is perhapsm ost easily
visualized in the sim ple variationalw ave function which places the spins purely
in the XY plane [B1]
Y n o
ji= g.+ g, Pi: (1298)
k

Note for exam ple, that if ¥ = 0 then we have precisely the non-interacting
single Slater determ inant ground state in which electrons are in the symm etric
state which, as discussed previously in the analysis of the e ective Lagrangian
In eq. (1294), m inin izes the tunneling energy. T hism eans that the system has
a de nite total num ber of particles ( = 1 exactly) but an inde nite num ber
of particles in each layer. In the absence of inter-ayer tunneling, the particle
num ber n each layer is a good quantum number. Hence this wave function
represents a state of spontaneously broken symm etry [51,88,89] in the same
sense that the BCS state for a superconductor has inde nie (total) particke
num ber but a de nite phase relationship between states of di erent particle
num ber.

In the absence of tunneling (= 0) the energy can not depend on the phase
angle ’ and the systam exhibits a globalU (1) symm etry associated w ith con—
servation of particle num ber in each layer B8]. O ne can in agine allow ing ’ to
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vary slow Iy w ith position to produce excited states. G iven the U (1) symm etry,
the e ective H artreeFock energy functional for these states is restricted to have
the leading form

Z

H= -4 dzrjf’j7'+:::: 1299)

The origih of the nie Yoin sti ness’ ¢ is the loss of exchange energy which
occurs when / varies w ith position. Im agine that two particles approach each
other. They are In a linear superposition of states n each of the layers (even
though there is no tunneling!). If they are characterized by the sam e phase
", then the wave fiinction is sym m etric under pseudospin exchange and so the
spatialw ave function isantisym m etric and m ust vanish asthe particles approach
each other. This lowers the Coulomb energy. If a phase gradient exists then
there is a larger am plitude for the particles to be near each other and hence the
energy is higher. This loss of exchange energy is the source of the nie soin
sti ness and is w hat causes the system to spontaneously i agnetize’.

W e see Inm ediately that the U (1) symm etry leads to eq. (1 299) which de-

nesan e ective XY m odelw hich w ill contain vortex excitations which interact
logarithm ically. ©97,98] In a superconducting In the vortices interact loga-—
rithm ically because of the kinetic energy cost of the supercurrents circulating
around the vortex centers. Here the sam e logarithm appears, but i is due to
the potential energy cost (loss of exchange) associated w ith the phase gradients
(circulating pseudo-spin currents).

HartreeFock estim ates [pBl] indicate that the spin sti ness ¢ and hence
the K osterlitz-Thouless K T) critical tem perature are on the scale of 05 K In
typicalsam ples. Vortices In the’ eld are ram iniscent of Laughlin’s fractionally
charged quasiparticles but in this case carry charges %e and can be kft-or
right-handed fora totaloffour ‘ avors’ [b1,73]. Ik isalso possible to show [B1,94]
that the presence of spontaneous m agnetization due to the nite soin sti ness
m eans that the charge excitation gap is nite (even though the tunnel splitting
iszero). Thusthe QHE suxwvives Bl]thelmi g5as ! O.

Since the tharge’ conjigate to the phase’ isthe z com ponent of the pseudo
soin S?, the pseudospin supercurrent’

J= &’ (1.300)

represents oppositely directed charge currents in each layer. Below the K T tran—
sition tem perature, such current ow w illbe dissipationless (in linear response)
Just as in an ordinary super uid. Likew ise there w illbe a linearly digpersing col-
Jective G oldstonem ode as In a super uid [B1,73,88{90] rather than a m ode w ith
quadratic dispersion as in the SU (2) sym m etric ferrom agnet. (T his is som ewhat
akin to the di erence between an idealbose gas and a repulsively interacting
bose gas.)

If found, this K osterlitz-T houless transition would be the 1rst exam pl of
a nitetem perature phase transition In a QHE system . The transition iself
has not yet been observed due to the tunneling am plitude t being signi cant in
sam ples having the layers close enough together to have strong correlations. A s
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w e have seen above how ever, signi cante ectswhich In ply the existence of long—
range XY order correlations have been found. W hether or not an appropriate

sam ple can be constructed to observe the phase transition is an open question
at this point.

E xercise 1.23 Following the m ethod used to derive eg. (1.230), show that
the colkective m ode for the Lagrangian in eg. (1.294) has linear rather than
quadratic dispersion due to the presence of the term. @Assume = t=

0.) Hint: Consider sm all uctuations of the m agnetization away from m =
(1;0;0) and choose an appropriate gauge for A for this circum stance.

P resent a qualitative argum ent that Jayer im balance caused by does not fn-—
dam entally change any ofthe results described in this section but rather sim ply
renom alizes quantities like the collective m ode velocity. T hat is, explain why
the = 1 QHE state is robust against charge imlbalance. (This is an in por—
tant signature of the underlying physics. Certain other interlayer correlated

states (such as the one at total lling = 1=2) are quite sensitive to charge
nkalance #3].)

1125 Interlayer Tunneling and T ilted Field E ects

A sm entioned earlier, a nite tunneling am plitude t between the layers breaks
the U (1) symm etry
Z

1
He = dr 2 sjr’f ntoos’ (1.301)

by giving a preference to sym m etric tunneling states. T his can be seen from the
tunneling H am iltonian
Z n

Hr= t Fr 7@ @0+ {@ @ (1.302)

which can be w ritten in the spin representation as
Z

Hr = 2t &PrS*@): (1.303)

(R ecall that the eigenstates of S* are sym m etric and antisym m etric com bina—
tions ofup and down.)
A s the sgparation d increases, a critical point d is reached at which the
m agnetization vanishes and the ordered phase is destroyed by quantum uctu-—
ations [B1,73]. This is illustrated in g. (1.35). For nite tunneling t, we will
see below that the collective m ode becom es m assive and quantum uctuations
w illbe less severe. H ence the phase boundary in g. (1.35) cuxves upward w ith
Increasing sas-
T he introduction of nite tunneling am plitude destroys the U (1) sym m etry
and m akes the sin ple vortex-pair con guration extrem ely expensive. To lower
the energy the systam distorts the soin deviations into a dom ain wallor string’
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Figure 1.38: M eron pair connected by a dom ain wall. Each m eron carries a

charge e=2 which tries to repel the other one.
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connecting the vortex cores as shown n  g. (1.38). The soins are ordented in
the R direction everyw here except in the centraldom ain wall region w here they
tum ble rapidly through 2 . Thedom ain wallhasa xed energy per unit length
and so the vortices are now con ned by a linear String tension’ rather than
logarithm ically. W e can estin ate the string tension by exam ining the energy
ofa dom ain wall of in nite length. The optin al form for a dom ain wall lying
along the y axis is given by

! (¢) = 2arcsin ftanh ( x)J; (1.304)

w here the characteristic w idth of the string is

EY
2

2 2
1= > (1.305)
t
T he resulting string tension is
1
P t S :
To= 8 2 e (1.306)
P rovided the string is long enough R 1), the totalenergy of a segm ent of
length R willbe wellapproxin ated by the expression
&2
E0 =2E0 + — + ToR: (1307)
pair mc 4R 0«

Thisism Inin ized atR = P €?=4T,. T he linear con nem ent brings the charged
vortices closer together and rapidly increases the Coulom b energy. In the lim i
ofvery large tunneling, the m eron pair shrinks and the single-particle excitation
(hole or extra soin-reversed electron) lim i m ust be recovered.

Thepresence ofparallel eld By eld can be conveniently described w ith the
gauge choice

B, = xB,2 (1.308)

where 2 is the grow th direction. In this gauge the tunneling am plitude trans-
form s to

t! te* (1.309)
and the energy becom es

Z
1
H = dzrzsjfv’jz

> < cos (’ Q x) (1.310)
where Q = 2 =L, and Ly is the length associated wih one quantum of ux
for the Ioops shown In g.1.37. This is the so-called P okrovsky-Talopov m odel
which exhibits a com m ensurate-incom m ensurate phase transition. At low B,
Q is analland the low energy state has’ Q x; ie. the local spin ordentation
tum bles’. In contrast, at lJarge B the gradient cost is too large and we have
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! constant. It ispossible to show [b1,94]that thisphase transition sem iquan—
titatively explains the rapid drop and subsequent leveling o of the activation
energy vs. By seen in g. (1.36).

E xercise 1.24 Derive eg. (1.304) for the form ofthe “oliton’ thatm inim izes
the energy cost for the Ham itonian in eg. (1.301).
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A ppendix A

Lowest Landau Level
P ro pction

A convenient formulation of quantum m echanics within the subspace of the
lowest Landau kevel (LLL) was developed by G irvin and Jach 6], and was
exploited by G irvin, M acD onald and P latzm an in the m agneto-roton theory of
collective excitations of the incom pressible states responsible for the fractional
quantum Halle ect 29]. Herewebrie y review this form alisn . SeealsoRef. B].
W e 1rst consider the onebody case and choose the sym m etric gauge. T he
single-particke eigenfinctions of kinetic energy and angular m om entum in the
LLL aregiven In Eqg. (1.76)
m(Z)=WZm exp jZTf ; @l
wherem is a non-negative integer, and z = (x + iy)='. From @A .1) it is clear
that any wave function in the LLL can be w ritten in the form

» i

()= f@)e @a2)

where f (z) isan analytic function ofz, so the subspace in the LLL is isom orphic
to the H ibert space of analytic functions 8,26,99]. Follow ing Bargm an 26,99],

we de ne the Inner product of two analytic functions as
Z

f;99= d @)f @)g@); @A 3)

w here

2

d @ @) dxdye 7 : @ 4)

Now we can de ne bosonic lJadder operators that connect , to , 1 (and
which act on the polynom ialpart of , onl):

& = pe; @ 5a)
2!
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pP—a
a = 2—; A 5Sb)

Qz

so that
y p—

a''n = m+ 1" 0415 @A .6a)
arm = Tmta o @ .6b)
E;a¥9) = (@f;q9); @A 60)
(f;ag) = @ f;9): @ 6d)

A 11 operators that have non-zero m atrix elem ents only w ithin the LLL can be
expressedpirl term s ofﬁ"l_and a¥. It is essential to notice that the adpint of a¥
isnotz = 2buta 2@=@z, because z connects sfga_tesm the LLL to higher
Landau kvels. Actually a is the profction of z = 2 onto the LLL as seen
clearly in the follow ing expression:

Z Z
(f;19—E g) = (19—E f;g9) = @ f;9)= (f;aqg):

Sowe nd

@

z=2—;
Qz

@7
where the overbar indicates profction onto the LLL. Since z and z do not
comm ute, we need to be very carefil to properly order the operators before
profction. A little thought show s that In order to pro fct an operator which is
a combination ofz and z,wemust rst nom alorder allthe z ’s to the lkft of
the z’s, and then replace z byz_. W ith this rule in m ind and @ .7), we can
easily proct onto the LLL any operator that involves space coordinates only.
For exam ple, the onebody density operator in m om entum space is

1

. 1
g= p=e™
A

i i
= p_ze 2T o 297,

r

_ 1el_e (@ ztaz )
A

where A is the area of the system , and g= g + ig,. Hence

1 : i 1 ja 2
_qufelq@@;zeiqz=p§ejq+q; @ 8)
w here
q= e 97 797 @ .9)

is a unitary operator satisfying the closed Lie algebra
ak = at k e%qu; @A 10a)
a’ k
2

[q;k] = 21 q+ksjn 7 (A 10b)
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Zx (-K)

N
ZX(

Figure A 1: Iistration ofm agnetic translations and phase factors. W hen an

electron travels around a paralkelogram (generatedby 4 x g « ) itpicksup a

phase =2 — = g” k,where isthe ux enclosed in the parallelogram and
o Isthe ux quantum .

where g~ k @ k) 2. Wealohave gx ¢ x = €¥*. Thisisa
fam iliar feature of the group of translations In a m agnetic eld, because g” k is
exactly the phase generated by the ux i the parallelogram generated by g
and k ¥.Hencethe 'sfom a representation ofthem agnetic translation group
feeFig. @ 1)]. Ih fact 4 translatesthe particke a distance ¥2 q. Thismeans
that di erent wave vector com ponents of the charge density do not com m ute.
Tt is from here that non-trivial dynam ics arises even though the kinetic energy
is totally quenched in the LLL subspace.

T his form alisn is readily generalized to the case ofm any particlesw ith spin,
aswe will show next. In a system wih area A and N particles the procted
charge and spin density operators are

_ 1 X 1 X e

3 = P= elari= p— e T 4@ @A lla)
A Ao

- l ){\I T l )@ IICIJ2

Sq = P= e TS, = p= e i qW@s;; A 1lb)
A . A .

where 4 (i) isthem agnetic translation operator forthe ith particlk and S; isthe
th com ponent of the spin operator for the ith particle. W e Inm ediately nd
that unlke the unprocted operators, the profcted soin and charge densiy
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operators do not com m ute:

21 mraf k32 932 . k~» q
[xiSql= ?—Xe g Syt o S0

6 0: A 12)

Thisin pliesthat w ithin the LLL, the dynam icsofspoin and charge are entangled,
ie., when you rotate spin, charge gets m oved. A s a consequence of that, soin
textures carry charge as discussed in the text.



A ppendix B

B erry’s P hase and
A diabatic Transport

Consider a quantum system with a Ham iftonian H . which depends on a set of
extemally controlled param eters represented by the vector R . A ssum e that for
som e dom ain ofR there isalwaysa nie excitation gap separating the ground
state energy from the rest of the spectrum of H . . Consider now the situation
w here the param eters R (t) are slow Iy varied around a closed loop in param eter
Soace In a tin e intervalT

R@O)=R(T): ®.1)

If the circuit is transversed su ciently slow Iy so that h=T nwin Where i
is the m ininum exciation gap along the circuit, then the state will evolve

adialatically. T hat is, the state w illalw aysbe the localground state (Ozt) ofthe

instantaneous H am ittonian H G iven the com plete set of energy eigenstates

R (t) °
for a given R
G _ @ G,
He ¢ =% &7 ® 2)
the solution of the tin e-dependent Schrodinger equation

I 2]
JhT =H R () (‘]f’;t) (B .3)
is
t o0 ()
et = 1(203t> )et De ™ o e
X (3)
oA e ® 4)

T he adiabatic approxin ation consists of neglecting the adm xture of excited
states represented by the second term . In the lin i of extrem ely slow variation
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0of R (t), this becom es exact as long as the excitation gap ram ains nite. The
only unknown at this point is the Berry Phase 9] (t) which can be found
by requiring that (¢;t) satisfy the tin edependent Schrodinger equation. T he
LHS ofeq. B 3) is

h i
RN )]
h— "2 = hom+ O @
et R (©)
R
@ ) - o far
PR o ) e ©e ™ o™ =en ® 5)

ifweneglect thea;(t) or j> 0. TheRHS ofeq. B 3) is

= O .
Hpy @®wO= o, &Y B 6)

w ithin the sam e approxin ation. Now using the com pleteness relation

@ - @
o = — : ®B.7)
3= 0
In the adiabatic 1im it we can neglect the excited state contrbutions so eq. B 5)
becom es
d o @ ) ©)

E = h_(t) + iR~ K @T e + K © M (:B ,8)

Thism atcheseq. B 6) provided

©) @ ©

-0=% © R @R K (©

®.9)

E
(0) (0)
R R

T he constraint = 1 guarantees that _ ispurely real.

N otice that there is a kind of gauge freedom here. For each R we have a
di erent set ofbasis states and w e are free to choose their phases independently.
W e can think of this as a gauge choice In the param eter space. Hence _ and
are Yauge dependent’ quantities. It is often possble to choose a gauge in w hich
_ vanishes. The key Insight of Berry B9] however was that this is not always
the case. For som e problem s involving a closed-circuit in param eter space the
gauge invariant phase

Z . I

. o @ o)
Berry . dc_=1 drR X @R = ® .10)
is non—zero. This is a gauge nvariant quantiy because the system retums to
its starting point In param eter space and the arbitrary phase choice drops out
ofthe answer. T his is precisely analogous to the result in electrodynam ics that
the line integral of the vector potential around a closed loop is gauge invariant.
In fact it isusefiilto de ne the Berry connection’ A on the param eter space by

A R)=1 — ® 11)
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w hich gives the suggestive form ula
I
Berry — dR A (e): B 12)

N otice that the Berry’s phase is a purely geom etric ob ct independent of the
particular velocity R~ (t) and dependent sokly on the path taken in param eter
Soace. It is often easiest to evaluate this expression using Stokes theorem since
the curlof A is a gauge invariant quantity.
As a sinpl example [4A9] ket us consider the Aharonov-Bohm e ect where
A willtum out to literally be the electrom agnetic vector potential. Let there
be an n niely long solenoid running along the z axis. C onsider a particle w ith
charge g trapped inside a box by a potentialV
1 q_ 2
H=— p A +V = R : B .13)
2m c
The position of the box is moved along a closed path R (t) which encircles
the solenoid but keeps the particle outside the region of m agnetic ux. Let

© ¥ R () Dbe the adiabatic wave finction in the absence of the vector

potential. Because the particle only sees the vector potential in a region where
i hasno curl, the exact wave function in the presence of A is readily constructed
) sl LR

R (t) w)=e " =@ r RO B 14)

w here the precise choice of integration path is Inm aterial since it is interior

to the box where A has no curl. It is straightforward to verify that lfzt)

exactly solves the Schrodinger equation for the H am itonian in eg. B .13) in the
adiabatic lim it.

T he arbitrary decision to start the line integralin eq. B 14) at R constiutes
a gauge choice in param eter space for the Berry connection. Using eq. B .11)
the Berry connection is easily found to be

A R)=+2A R) @ 15)
hc

and the B erry phase for the circuit around the ux tube is sin ply the A haronov—
Bohm phase

Berry — dR A =2 — (B.l6)
0

where isthe ux In the solenoid and | hc=qg is the ux quantum .
A s a second exam ple [49] ket us consider a quantum spin w ith H am iltonian

H= "@© S: B 17)

The gap to the rst excited state ishj jand so the circuit in param eter space
m ust avoid the origin "= 0 where the spectrum has a degeneracy. C learly the
adiabatic ground state has
D E ~
s © -ns—: ® 18)
J3J
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If the ordentation of ™ is de ned by polar angle and azinuthalanglk ’, the
sam e m ust be true or hSi. An appropriate set of states ocbeying this for the

cases=%js

COS 5

] o i= 2, 19

j i s, & ®.19)
since these obey

h , $*3 ,1i=hs oosz5 sjnzE = hS cos ® 20)
and

h ,$*+isYy ,i= , s* , =hSsn & : ® 21)

7

C onsider the Berry’s phase for the case where ™ rotates slow Iy about the z axis
at constant

Z
— 3 : 14 @
Berry lZO d 5 @—, o
. 2 . i’ O
= i d’” cos=- sin—-e . i
0 2 2 lSJl'lE e
Z ;
= S da’ @ s )
Zoz Z
= S ar dcos = S B 22)
0 cos

where is the solid angle subtended by the path as viewed from the origin of
the param eter space. This is precisely the Aharonov-Bohm phase one expects
for a charge S particle traveling on the surface of a uni sphere surrounding
a m agneticm onopol. It tums out that i is the degeneracy in the spectrum at
the origin which produces the m onopole [49].
N otice that there is a sihgularity in the connection at the south pole’ =
This can be viewed as the D irac string (solenoid containing one quantum of
ux) that is attached to the m onopol. If we had chosen the basis

e’ 3 i ® 23)
the singularity would have been at the north pole. The reader is directed to
Berry’s original paper 49] for further details.

In oxder to correctly reproduce the Berry phase in a path integral for the
soin whose Ham iltonian is given by eq. B .17), the Lagrangian m ust be
=hS f mA + m + (@ m 1)g B 24)

wherem isthe spin coordinate on a unit sphere, enforcesthe length constraint,
and

Fn K=m B 25)

is the m onopole vector potential. A s discussed In the text in section 1.10, this
Lagrangian correctly reproduces the soin precession equations ofm otion.
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