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Abstract

An interlayer phase coherence develops spontaneousl ibildyer quantum Hall system at the filling
factorv = 1. On the other hand, the spin and pseudospin degrees of freadentangled coherently in
the canted antiferromagnetic phase of the bilayer quantathgyistem at the filling factor = 2. There
emerges a complex Nambu-Goldstone mode with a linear digpein the zero tunneling-interaction limit
for both cases. Then its phase field provokes a Josephsortsupat in each layer, which is dissipationless
as in a superconductor. We study what kind of phase cohetbrcddambu-Goldstone mode develops in
association with the Josephson supercurrent and its effeitte Hall resistance in the bilayer quantum Hall

system av = 1, 2, by employing the Grassmannian formalism.
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. INTRODUCTION

Quantum Hall (QH) effects are remarkable macroscopic quamthenomena observed in the
2-dimensional electron system(1, 2]. They are so speciabimdensed matter physics that they
are deeply connected with the fundamental principles ossy Moreover, QH system provides
us with an opportunity to enjoy the interplay between comseematter physics and particle and
nuclear physics|3].

In particular, the physics of the bilayer quantum Hall (QM$tem is enormously rich owing
to the intralayer and interlayer phase coherence contrtiethe interplay between the spin and
the layer (pseudospin) degrees of freedom([3, 4]. The eerlphase coherence is an especially
intriguing phenomenon in the bilayer QH system [3], whelis @nhanced in the limiAgas — 0.

For instance, at the filling factar = 1 there arises a unique phase, the spin-ferromagnet and
pseudospin-ferromagnet phase, which has been well sthdtedheoretically and experimentally.
One of the most intriguing phenomena is the Josephson tngriEtween the two layers predicted

in Refs.[5, 6], whose first experimental indication was oied in Ref.[Y]. Other examples are
the anomalous behavior of the Hall resistance reported umtesflow experiments[8, 9] and in
drag experiments[10]. They are triggered by the Josephgparsurrent within each layer[12].
Quite recently, careful experiments [11] were performeeXplore the condition for the tunneling
current to be dissipationless. These phenomena are prbéydbe pseudospins at= 1, where

the Nambu-Goldstone (NG) mode describes a pseudospin wave.

On the other hand, at = 2 the bilayer QH system has three phases, the spin-ferrorhagne
and pseudospin-singlet phase (abridged as the spin phlsejpin-singlet and pseudospin fer-
romagnet phase (abridged as the pseudospin phase) anded eawiferromagnetic phase[14—
17] (abridged as the CAF phase), depending on the relatreagth between the Zeeman en-
ergy Az and the interlayer tunneling energysas. The pattern of the symmetry breaking is
SU4)-U(1)®SU(2)2SU(2), associated with which there appear four complex N@ea[i3].
We have recently analyzed the full details of these NG madesich phase[19]. The CAF phase
is most interesting, where one of the NG modes becomes gaplet has a linear dispersion
relation[19] as the tunneling interaction vanishas{s — 0). It is an urgent and intriguing prob-
lem what kind of phase coherence this NG mode develops.

In this paper, we investigate the interlayer phase cohetetie® associated NG modes, its

effective Hamiltonian, the Josephson supercurrent presddly these NG modes and its effect



to the Hall resistance in the bilayer QH systemvat 1,2, by employing the Grassmannian
formalism[18].

The basic field is the Grassmannian field consisting of coxptejective (CP) fields. We
introducen CP® fields to analyze the = n bilayer QH system. The CHield emerges when
composite bosons undergo Bose-Einstein condensation8lfirst make a perturbative analysis
of the NG modes and reproduce the same results as obtaink®]infe next analyze the nonper-
turbative phase coherent phenomena developed by the NG hawdeg linear dispersion, where
the phase field}(x) is essentially classical and may become very large, whiatecessary to
analyze the associated Josephson supercurrent. We shatvishthe entangled spin-pseudospin
phase coherence in the CAF phase. The Grassmannian fampabsides us with a clear physical
picture of the spin-pseudospin phase coherence in the CAsepland, furthermore, enables us to
describe nonperturbative phase-coherent phenomenamiyfm the bilayer QH system.

We then show that the Josephson supercurrent flows withitayfee when there is inhomo-
geneity ind(x). A related topic has been investigatedin [20]. The supeeatin the CAF phase
leads to the same formulal12] for the anomalous Hall restigtior the counterflow and drag ge-
ometries as the one at= 1. What is remarkable is that the total current flowing in theFQ#ase
is a Josephson supercurrent carrying solely spins in thetedlow geometry. We also remark
that the supercurrent flows both in the balanced and imbathsgstems at = 1 but only in

imbalanced systems at= 2.

[I. THE SU(4) EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN

Electrons in a plane perform cyclotron motion under perpmardr magnetic field3, and
create Landau levels. The number of flux quanta passingghrthe system i&Ve = B, .S/ ®p,
where S is the area of the system adg, = 2x%/e is the flux quantum. There af¥; Landau
sites per one Landau level, each of which is associated wighflox quantum and occupies an
areaS/Ny = 2n(%, with the magnetic lengths = \/h/eB..

In the bilayer system an electron has two types of index,pgireisdex(1, | ) and the layer index
(f,b). They can be incorporated in four types of isospin index; f1,f|,bt,b|. One Landau site
may contain four electrons. The filling factoris= N/Ng with N the total number of electrons.

We explore the physics of electrons confined to the lowestiaarevel (LLL), where the elec-

tron position is specified solely by the guiding cen®r= (X, Y'), whoseX andY components



are noncommutative,

The equations of motion follow from this noncommutativeteln rather than the kinetic term for
electrons confined within the LLL. In order to derive the effee Hamiltonian, it is convenient to

represent the noncommutative relation with the use of tlok Btates,

1
— T n — =
In) = m(b) 0), n=0,1,2,..., b|0)=0, (2)
whereb andb' are the ladder operators,
b ! (X —1Y) bl ! (X +1Y) 3)
= — 17 s = VA s
V20p V20p

obeying[b,b] = 1. Although the Fock states correspond to the Landau sitelseirsgmmetric
gauge, the resulting effective Hamiltonian is independéthe representation we have chosen.

We expand the electron field operator by a complete set obodg-wave functions,,(x) =
(x|n) inthe LLL,

Yal@) = 3 cal)ipn(®), @)

wherec,(n) is the annihilation operator at the Landau sitewith oo = f1,f],bf,b|. The operators

Co(m), cL(n) satisfy the standard anticommutation relations,

{ca(m),ch(n)} = mnbap,  {ea(m),cs(n)} = {ch(m), ch(n)} =0. (5)

The electron field), (x) has four components, and the bilayer system possessesdidyimg
algebra SW4), having the subalgebra S§i\(2) x SUppin(2). We denote the three generators of the
SUspin(2) by 757", and those of Spjin(2) by 7PP". There remain nine generatar® """, whose
explicit form is given in Appendix A.

All the physical operators required for the descriptionred system are constructed as bilinear

combinations of)(x) and«(x). They are 16 density operators

o) = v @)i(e),  Su(x) = o)),
Pu() = S0 @)iPM(@),  Ru(@) = S0 (@)rPrP"y (), ©)

where S, describes the total spin arzd®. measures the electron-density difference between the
two layers. The operataR,, transforms as a spin under $}42) and as a pseudospin under



The kinetic Hamiltonian is quenched, since the kinetic gmés common to all states in the
LLL. The Coulomb interaction is decomposed into the SU@gariant and SU(4)-noninvariant

terms
1 2, 72 1+
He = §/d zd*yV ™ (x —y)p(z)p(y), (7)

He =2 / dad*yV ™ (z — y) P.(x)P.(y), (8)
where
2 1 1
Vi) = — [ — 2 —o ], 9
with layer separatioa. The tunneling and bias terms are summarized into the pséadman

term. Combining the Zeeman and pseudo-Zeeman terms we have

Hzp7 = — / d*z(AzS, + AsasPy + Apiash.), (10)
with the Zeeman gapz, the tunneling gap\sas, and the bias voltagApias = eVhias
The total Hamiltonian is
H = H + H + Hzpz. (11)
Note that the SU(4)-noninvariant terms vanish in the liuhif\z, Asas, Apias — 0.
We project the density operatofs (6) to the LLL by substitytihe field operatof{4) into them.

A typical density operator reads

Ra(p) = ¢ 57"/ Ryy(p), (12)
in momentum space, with
» _ 1 —ipX t in_ppin
Ray(p) = 7 Y (nle” ™ |m) el (n)7P"rfP"c(m), (13)

mn

wherec(m) is the4-component vector made of the operatqren).
What are observed experimentally are the classical dessitvhich are expectation values
such asp®(p) = (S|p(p)|&), where|S) represents a generic state in the LLL. The Coulomb

Hamiltonian governing the classical densities are givg@bly

H =7 / d*pVi5 (p)i® (—p)p® (p) + 4 / d*pVy; (p) P (—p) P2 (p)

2
—7 / d*pVx (p)[SS(—p) S (p) + P (—p) P (p) + REL(—p) R, (p)]

/ dpVi(p)152 (—p)SE(p) + P2 (—p) Py (p) + Riy(—p) Ry (p)]

¢ [ Evs i pio), (14



whereV, andVy are the direct and exchange Coulomb potentials, respsgtive

62 2 2 vV 271'62€B 2 2
V, - P2y = YT P (2p?/4)e P74 15
(P) = ol , Vx(p) 1 Dollpp7/4)e : (15)

with Vy = Vi + Vg, Vd=V{ -V, and

62

Vi (p) = Srelp (1 4 e7Ipld) 57772,
Ve 202, [
Vi (p) = S (G [4)e B £ 20 / dke 3B (2 plk).  (16)
0

Here,Io(x) is the modified Bessel function, an@(x) is the Bessel function of the first kind.

Since the exchange interactidfi*(p) is short ranged, it is a good approximation to make
the derivative expansion, or, equivalently, the momentupaasion. We may set®(p) = p,
S%(p) = paS.(p), P(p) = paP.(p), and k% (p) = psRa(p) for the study of NG modes.
Taking the nontrivial lowest-order terms in the derivagxgansion, we obtain the SU(4) effective
Hamiltonian density

HE = I (3OS, + (P + (ORw)?) + 20 (D (0S0)* + (0P + (R )?)

+ 9o [eca(P2)? = 265 (D2 (Sa)? + (Ra)?) = (AzS. + AsasPs + AoadP2)| . (A7)

whereps = po/v is the density of states, and

1 2 d A2\ 20
J, = E2 Jd =], —\ﬁ— 14+ — | e /?serfc(d/V/2¢
16v2r < 7 [ MB+( +£2B>6 Berc< /\[B> :

1
JE = §(Js + J9),
1 /r 1 d
€Ex — 5\/;E8, EBt( = 5 [1 + €d2/2£2BerfC (d/\/igB)] €x, EB == @Eg,
Ecap = 465 — 26}, (18)
with
0o _© 19
€T 4nely (19)

This Hamiltonian is valid at = 1, 2 and3.
It should be noted that all potential terms vanish in the Jiitfdariant limit, where perturbative
excitations are gapless. They are the NG modes associdatedpantaneous breaking of SU(4)

symmetry. They get gapped in the actual system, since Siy@netry is explicitly broken.
Nevertheless, we call them the NG modes.
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1. BILAYER QUANTUM HALL SYSTEM AT v =1

In this section, we first show the ground state structure hadssociated NG modes. We then

show the interlayer phase coherence, the associated 3osegipercurrent, and its effect on the

Hall resistance, in the limiAgas — 0.

A. Ground state structure

We introduce the CPfield based on the composite boson theory. An electron isestew
into a composite boson by acquiring a flux quantum in the Qkestdhe CP field emerges
when composite bosons undergo Bose-Einstein condensatl@dimensionless SU(4) isospin

densities are given hy[3]:

1 :
S.(x) = —n'7rP"n,

2
1 .
Pa(m) = §nTT£plnn’
1 N
Rap(x) = gnl P n, (20)
wheren is the CP field of the formn(z) = (n'", n™*, nT, nP)".
The ground state at the imbalanced configuratipis given by
(ng",n3%,nbT nbv) = (1,0,0,0), (21)
in the bonding-antibonding representation, which reads
nft VIito, 0 VI=og 0 nBt Ve
n‘} 1 0 V1+ o 0 V1 —o9 not B 0
ngT V2 | 1= oo 0 -1+, 0 n’;T 1_200
nbt 0 VvIi-oo 0 —Tto/) \nit 0
(22)

in the layer representation. The ground-state values astspin fields are

1 1 1
Sg = 55(127 775 = 5 ( 1 - Ugéam + 005az) ) RZb = iéaz ( 1- Ugébr + Uoébz) , (23)

all others being zero, giving a unique phase. The residuahsstry keeping the ground state

invariant is U(3). Thus, the symmetry-breaking patterni§48—U(3). The target space is the
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(a) Asas>Az (b) Asas<Az

v=4 \ WA v=4 \ LAY
n o

= : A = : S

V=3 A : Asas| ™! V=3 A : Az |3
n, | N, |

v=2 : ISy v=2 3 : YA

1153 Az T]p§ Asas
v=] —— St v=] =— St

FIG. 1. The lowest Landau level contains four energy levelsasponding to the two layers and the two
spin states. They are shown in (a) fdgas > Az and (b) forAsas < Az. The lowest-energy level consists
of up-spin symmetric states in the balanced configuratiand,is filled atv = 1. It is the spin-ferromagnet

and pseudospin-ferromagnet state. Small fluctuations &enNdes;s, 1, andn.
coset space
CP’ = SU(4)/U(3) = U(4)/[U(1) ® U(3)], (24)

which is the complex projective (CP) space.

B. Effective Hamiltonian for the NG modesat v = 1

From the previous subsection, we see that the symmetrydbgepattern is given by (24), and
therefore three complex NG modes emerge, which are deddoipthe CP fields.
We analyze the perturbative excitations around the grotatd.sWe parameterize the bonding-

antibonding state as

nBT - \/1 - |n5|2 - ‘np|2 - ‘nf‘27 nBi = Tls, nAT = Tlp, nAi =", (25)

requiring the commutation relations
(@) n}(y)] = i b (@ — v), (26)
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in order to satisfy the SU(4) algebraic relatiegdescribes the spin waveg, the pseudospin wave,
andr), the R-spin wave connecting the ground state to the highest lavbki lowest level (Fid.]1).
The layer field reads

nft Vito, 0 V1—0 0 nBT
nft 1 0 VIitoo 0  VIi-op []|n® 27)
nbT V2| VT—oy, 0 —VIto, O nAt |
nPt 0 V1-og 0 -1+ nAt
Expanding
(nBT, nBi’nAT’nAi) — (1’ Nss Mp, 77r) +e, (28)

for small fluctuations around the ground state, we obtain

1"—0'0 1—0’0 1+O’0 1—0’0
s (1——(\ns|2+|77p\2+|77r )+np STy s
]_—|—0'0 1—0’0 ]_—|—0'0
wt = 1 (1——(|ns|2+\np|2+|nr )—np SR L.

(29)

7

7

We then set
2 )
wherepyo;(x) is the number density excited from the ground state tattnéevel designated by

ni(x) = (30)

(29), andv;(x) is the conjugate phase field, satisfying the commutaticaticei
£ loi(@), v;(y)] = id6(2 — y). (31)

We express the isospin field in terms of the’Gield (29),
1 1 9 9
28(1 = Us_'_i(apar_'_ﬁpﬁr),ﬁs—i_§(O-p/l9r_19po-r>,1 _2|775‘ _Q‘Ur‘ P

1
2Pa = <pm(sa P, r)7 _ﬁp - 5(057% - ﬁsar)upz(& P, r)) ’

1
2R e = (rm (s,p,r), =0 + §(O'p195 — Up0s), 722(S, P, r)) ,
1
2Rya = (ry:c(sa pa r)v Or — 5(0’50'[) + ﬁsﬁp)a Tyz(sv pa r)) )
1
2Rza = (rzy(sa pa r)a _ﬂp + 5(0-51% - 'ﬁsgl’)a /rzz(s7 p7 r)) ) (32)



with

/ / oy
(S p, ) =001 4/ 11— U()Up — 209 (‘np‘ + |77r| )

/ o 1— o}
TII(S, p, r) == 1 — 0-80-5 — anr — 30 (Usap + ﬁsﬁp) — TO (O-po-r + ﬁpﬁr) y

Tyx(s7 p, r) = 1 — 0-8/193 — O‘O’lgr + % (O’sﬁp — 7930‘p) —

(Usar + Tgsﬁr)a

—_
[\
q
o

2
/1_ 2
Tmz(s7 p, r) — ans+ \/ 1 - Ugar - % (O’pO‘r + ﬁpﬁr) TO-O (USUP _'_ ﬁs/ﬁp)’
1—o0}

Ty (S, P, 1) = oo¥s + /1 — o3 — % (0o — Vpor) —

2 2 2 1 - 03
72:(S,P,1) = 09 + /1 — 0gop — 20 (|77p| + [ns] ) - T(Usgr + Ist).

Substituting these intd (17), we obtain the effective Héonilan

/dzkHeﬁ - /dzkapin+/d2k%mix,

with
Mo = = aé)gs + 03¢ (Ohop)? + % el(1—o2) + ?S_Asgg o2
+ ;Js (OkVp)? %%ﬁ&
Honix = % [(Bko1)? + (3k01)?] + % (Az + %ASAS%) (02 + %]
+ % [(002)? + (092)?] + % (Az + %ASAS%) (02 + 2]

_%ASAS(UIU2 + 1U193),

where we change the variables[inl(36) as

1"—0'0 1—0'0 1—0'0 1+O’0
Ns = m + M N = 5 m — 5 '

andApias andecap are given by

0o
V1 —acf
v=1

€cap — 4(61_) - 6)_()7

v=1
Apias = Asas+ 00€¢ap 5

10

(33)

(34)

(35)

(36)

(37)

(38)

(39)



respectively. The pseudospin mode is decoupled from otbees) and froni (35) we have coher-

ence lengths of the interlayer phase figjdand the imbalanced fiels,

574
a1, T\ 1 —o§J8

5ppm

e o \/ 7 [(1 — 02)J, + 02J4] o)
6cap (

1—0’0 +ASAS/\/1_UO

Thed, mode is gapless fahsps = 0, though thes, mode is gapful due to the capacitance term

v=1
cap *

On the other hand, frorh (86) fdxsas = 0, the two modeg, andr), are decoupled. There exist

€

no gapless modes in the Hamiltonian](36) provided:~ 0.

C. Effective Hamiltonian for the NG modesin thelimit Agas — 0

We concentrate solely on the gapless mode in the lilits — 0, since we are interested
in the interlayer coherence in this system. We now analyeentinperturbative phase-coherent
phenomena, where the phase fiéld:) is essentially classical and may become very large. We

parameterize the CHield as

n'(x) e?@)/2\ /1 + o(x)
fl 0
LGN T . (41)
nP () 2| eW@/2, /1 — o(x)
nPH(x) 0
Then the isospin fields are expressed as
1 1
Sz(m) = 57 Pz(w) - R22<m> 50’(.’.5),
Po(@) = Ron(@) = =/T— (@) cos (@), Py(@) = Ruy(@) = —=/T — 02(@) sin (),

2
(42)

with all others being zero. Frorh (42) we obtain the effectianiltonian

d o?(x
Hett = %(1 — o?(x))(09(x))? + % (J + T (52()90) ) (Opo(x))?

n Po€cap (o(z) — 09)? — pOAQSAS ( 1 —o0%(x)cos(x) + LUC@) : (43)

11



The canonical commutation relation is given by

5 lo(@).0(@)] = id(@ ~ y). (44)

From (43) and[(44), the Heisenberg equations of motion caraleellated as

d

2 , 2. -
h&tﬁ = %8]€(Js 8k0') + 2 o (8k19) 1— 02

(Oro)?

e o cos? o
_ Ecapl (O' — 0'0) - ﬁASAS -+ \/TWASA& (45)
hoy,o = —zﬁk(Jfﬁkﬁ) + AsgasV'1 — o2sin 9, (46)
Po
with

2

(o
J=1—-0HJE J=J+ T Je. (47)

D. Josephson supercurrents

We now study the electric Josephson supercurrent carrigdebgapless modé(x). In gen-
eral, the total current consists of three types of currdm,Josephson in-plane currefif®s the
Josephson tunneling currefif°s which is proportional ta\sas, and the Hall current7Ha". What
has been argued in [13] is that in the case of 1, there exists an interlayer voltad .. and
thus no dissipationlesg’°s exists, whenr, # 0. On the other hand, the Josephson in-plane cur-
rent, which is dissipationless does exist, evervipes 0. Here, we assume the sample parameter
oo # 0 andAsas = 0 so that there is no dissipationless tunneling cur(@ffé between the two
layers.

The electron densities apd® = —ep, (1/2+P.) = —epo (1 £ o(x)) /2 on each layer. Tak-
ing the time derivative and using (46) we find

f b el s
Ope = —Ope = -V (). (48)
The time derivative of the charge is associated with theeturvia the continuity equation,
8ot = 5,77® . We thus identify7® = +.77°Yx)+constant, where

TN x) = ef 0;9(x). (49)

Consequently, the curregt’*Yx) flows when there exists inhomogeneity in the ph&ge). Such

a current is precisely the Josephson supercurrent. Indegd, supercurrent because the coherent

mode exhibits a linear dispersion relation.

12



E. Quantum Hall effects

Let us inject the curreny, into thex direction of the bilayer sample, and assume the system
to be homogeneous in thedirection (Fig.2). This creates the electric filf so that the Halll
current flows into thec-direction. A bilayer system consists of the two layers amel wolume
between them. The Coulomb energy in the volume is minimizejdpy the conditionE; = EL’

We thus imposeE; = Ef} = FE,. The current is the sum of the Hall current and the Josephson
current,

jf(x) _ LP—BE + jJOS jb(x) _ LP—BE o jJOS (50)
x _RKpOy r x _RKpOy x

with R = 2mh/e? the von Klitzing constant. We obtain the standard Hall tesise when7°s =
0. That is, the emergence of the Josephson supercurreneigte@if the Hall resistance becomes
anomalous.

We apply these formulas to analyze the counterflow and drpgrarents since they occur
without tunneling. In the counterflow experiment, the caotrg, is injected to the front layer and
extracted from the back layer at the same edge. Since theogtisineling we havgr® = — 7 =
—Jin. Hence, it follows from[(8D) thak’, = 0, or

Ef EP
f . b __ _
R,, = —jz =0, R, = —ji;) =0. (51)

All the input current is carried by the Josephson superaty(&)°° = 7. It generates such an
inhomogeneous phase field thidte) = (A/eJ”) Jinz.

On the other hand, in the drag experiment, since interlagherent tunneling is absent, no
current flows on the back layer, gf® = 0. Hence, it follows from[(B0) thatf, = J' =
(v/Rk)E,, or

E, R
foo_ K
R:cy = 73 7 ) (52)

A part of the input current is carried by the Josephson supeat, 7705 = %(1 — 00)Jin-

13



a) 09>0 b) 0p<0

w 1131131 @ t 1 1 1

~<--f----- Somme o g T , <
no spin current R=3 t no spin current R 3
77777777777777777777 >

T 111 “T1i11171

1444

-

FIG. 2: Schematic illustration of the spin supercurrent ffaypalong ther axis in the counterflow geometry
for v = 1 bilayer QH system. (a) In the = 1 bilayer QH system fosy > 0, all spins are polarized into the
positive z axis. The interlayer phase differenéér) is created by feeding a charge currgfy to the front
layer, which also drives the spin current. Electrons flowdntelayer as indicated by the dotted horizontal
arrows. The direction of the spin current flowing in the fréeger becomes opposite to the direction of
that flowing in the back layer, and therefore no spin currenwdlas a whole. (b) In the = 1 QH bilayer

system forog < 0, similar phenomena occur and therefore no spin current fisaswhole.
F.  Spin Josephson supercurrents

The spin density in each layer is definedd§"(x) = s, ., wheres, = %hfor a=f1b?t

ands, = —%hfor a =f],b . By using the formula

pir(x) 1 1 1 1 00
pr () 1 1 -1 1 -1 25, (x) | (53)
Py () 4111 -1 -1 2P, (x)
poy(T) 1 -1-11 2R,.(x)
and (42) we have
(@) 1+ o(a)
@) | _ o " (54)
por () 2 | 1—o(x)
poy(x) 0

14



Then taking the time derivative for,, we have

2" (@) dio (@)

O (@) | _ o " (55)
a(z) | 4 | ~do(@)

o)) 0

The time derivative of the spin is associated with the spimeru via the continuity equation (in

this article we neglect the tunneling current):

ApP(a) = 0, TP (), (56)
for eacha. We thus identify
. . Jv
TP (@) = — T (x) = —=-0:9(x), all others=0. (57)

Therefore from[(57) we see that the total spin cur@it" = >~ 75P"is zero, and therefore the

spin Josephson supercurrent does not flowat1 (Fig.[2).

IV. BILAYER QUANTUM HALL SYSTEM AT v =2

The standard Hall resistance is given By, = 2Rx = Rg atv = 2. On the other hand, it
has been found experimentally [8--10] ma;y = Rx atv = 2. It seems that the interlayer phase
coherence together with the supercurrent does not develop-a2. Note that the experiments
[8-10] were performed at the balance paigt= 0. As we now demonstrate, the interlayer phase
coherence develops only at the imbalance paing 0 in the CAF phase.

In this section, we first show the ground state structure had\tG modes for each phase. We
then discuss the entangled spin-pseudospin phase cobetba@ssociated Josephson supercur-
rent and its effect on the Hall resistance in the CAF phaskanimit Asas — 0.
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A. Ground state structure

It has been shown[22] at = 2 that the order parameters, which are the classical isospin

densities for the ground state, are given in terms of tworpatarse andj as

8= D2 — I, Pl = ST, P - S,

B\ VT=a%, Rl = —S2aVI=@VI= P, R, = S¥ayT=a? /1= 7,
0 0 0

RO, = -
(58)

with all others being zero. The parameterandf, satisfying|a| < 1 and|3| < 1, are determined

by the variational equations as

A2 — Aéas . dex (A — B*Adns) (59)
T8 AR
Abpias _ 4 ((—:)_( +2a%(eg — (—:)_()) N 1 7 (60)
BAsas Ay /1— 32
where
Ao = /Ao + A3(1 - a?)(1 - 7). (61)
As a physical variable it is more convenient to use the imixgarameter defined by
oy = PP = 2825 (62)

z Ag
instead of the bias voltag&y,,s. This is possible in the pseudospin and CAF phases. Thedbilay
system is balanced at, = 0, while all electrons are in the front layer@ = 1, and in the back
layer atoy = —1.

There are three phases in the bilayer QH system-at2. We discuss them in terms afand
B.

First, whena = 0, it follows thatS? = 1, P? = RY, = 0, sinceA, = Azy/1 — 52. Note that
S disappears from all formulas in_(68). This is the spin phadgch is characterized by the fact
that the isospin is fully polarized into the spin directioittw

SV =1, (63)

all others being zero. The spins in both layers point to thsitpe > axis due to the Zeeman effect.
Second, whem = 1, it follows thatS? = 0 and(P?)? + (P?)? = 1. This is the pseudospin

phase, which is characterized by the fact that the isospiullis polarized into the pseudospin
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direction with
Pr=+1-p2  Pl=p=o, (64)
all the others being zero.

For intermediate values af (0 < o < 1), not only the spin and pseudospin but also some
components of the residual spin are nonvanishing, and wecoriyol the density imbalance by
applying a bias voltage as in the pseudospin phase. It felfoem [58) that, as the system goes
away from the spin phader = 0), the spins begin to cant coherently and make antiferrontagne
correlations between the two layers. Hence it is called émtexl antiferromagnetic phase.

The interlayer phase coherence is an intriguing phenomiertbe bilayer QH system][3]. Since
it is enhanced in the limifAsas — 0, it is interesting to also investigate the effective Haaorilan
in this limit atv = 2. We need to know how the parameterand are expressed in terms of the

physical variables. The solutions for (61) are

ﬁ_j: 1— (ASAS)2+O(A4 ) (65)
- A SAS/»

Z
with
AO — ASAS + O(AgAS)v (66)

as we shall derive in.(157). By using (62) we have

The parameters ands are simple functions of the physical variabliegas/ Az andoy in the limit
Asas — 0.

In particular, one of the layers becomes empty in the psqid@hase and also near the pseu-
dospin phase boundary in the CAF phase, since we have +1 asa — 1. On the other hand,
the bilayer system becomes balanced in the spin phase andess the spin phase boundary in

the CAF phase, since we hawg — 0 asa — 0.

B. Grassmannian approach

We employ the Grassmannian formalism[18] to make the phygicture of this NG mode
clearer and to construct a theory which is valid nonpertivbly. The Grassmannian field(x)

consists of two CPfieldsn, (x) andn,(x) atv = 2, since there are two electrons per one Landau
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site. Due to the Pauli exclusion principle they should béagbnal one to another. Hence, we
require
nl(z) - n;(x) = 5, (68)

with i = 1, 2. Using a set of two CPfields subject to this normalization condition we introdace
4 x 2 matrix field, the Grassmannian field given by

Z(x) = (ny,ny), (69)

obeying
27 =1. (70)

Though we have introduced two fields (x) andn,(x), we cannot distinguish them quantum
mechanically since they describe two electrons in the saamelau site. Namely, two field$(x)
andZ'(x) are indistinguishable physically when they are related bycal U(2) transformation
U(x),

Z'(x) = Z(x)U(x). (71)

By identifying these two fields (x) and Z'(x), the4 x 2 matrix field Z (x) takes values on the

Grassmann manifold G defined by

SU(4)

G2 = U = SU@) & SU2)"

(72)

The field Z(x) is no longer a set of two independent Tields. It is a new object, called the
Grassmannian field, carrying eight real degrees of freedom.

The dimensionless SU(4) isospin densities are given by
Su(z) = ;Tr VARSA Z nl P,
Pu(z) = Tr [ZFrPPnz] = Z i,
R%():—n[ﬂsmpmz} §:n 7SPIn-PPIn,, (73)
wheren, consists of the basis;(x) = (n'", n'*, n"", nbi)t. The ground state is given by E@. (58),

which we express in terms of the two Cfeldsn?. It is straightforward to show that it is given
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by n! = Un{ with

U= exp{ — 7PN, ¢ 2)} exp{ Sp'”TPp'ne } exp{ Smeppmg }

29 2 Ta
20 _ . (20 . (20 20 . e
cos { ’34”) cos 29“ —sin ¢ TW) sin 9“;9“ —sin ¢ [“'4+7r) cos 9‘5;9& cos { ’34”) sin & 29“
. (20 e 20 20 . (20 N
sin { ’34”) sin % 29‘* cos ¢ ’34”) cos 65;9“ — cos ’34+7T) sin 9539“ —sin { TW) cos % 29‘*
- . (26 _ 20 . 26 . (20 . fe_
sin { ’34+7T) cos % 29“ cos { ’("4”) sin 95;9“ cos { ’34”) cos 95;9“ sin { ’("4”) sin % 29“
20 e (20 (20 . 26 _
— cos 54”) sin % 29“ sin { 54”) cos 95;9“ — sin ﬁ4+7r) sin 95;9“ cos { ﬁ4+7r) cos % 29“
(74)
whered,,, 65, andf; are given by
cosfy, =V1—a? sinf, =a, cosls=+/1-/p% sinfg=-0,
Az\/1— 32 Asps
cosbs = —Y———+1—0a?, sinbs= a, (75)
Ag Ay
and
_ t g ¢
— (1,0,0,0)", @ = (0,0,1,0)" (76)

We may introduce perturbative excitation modesy introducing the two CPfieldsn; = Un;
with

— 3 [? = Lins)? —ining — Lnln
= 1Tn11T M= 1 1724 1 2 |’ (77)
—5MM — 5713 1 — 3[ml® — 5ln4l
UE Up)

where we parameterize as
oi(x) + i (x)

i = ) 78
() 7 (78)
with ¢ = 1, 2, 3, 4, obeying the equal-time commutation relations betwgemdr;, or
2
e, 0) (. 0)] = —-36(x — ), (79)
or
21
[oi(x, 1), V(2. t)] = %5@‘5(«73 - Y). (80)

They are required so the SU(4) algebraic relation holdsfof,, andS,,. For a detailed discus-
sion, see Appendix]A.

We calculate the isospin componerits| (73) with the use;of Un;, and substitute them into
the effective Hamiltoniari (17). In this way we obtain theeetfve Hamiltonian fom;, which is

shown to be the same as the one for the NG modes derived iiLElef.[
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(a)Spin Phase (b) Pseudospin Phase

v=4 A A “A¢ v=4 A A AA¢
o o
v=3 A \ Az | V=3 A A Asas At
i A
nli | n, n]i | n,
v=2 = AL v=2 - By
Asas Az
v=] = ' St v=] = ' B}

FIG. 3: The lowest two energy levels are occupied in the gicgtate atv = 2. Small fluctuations are
the NG modes);, 12, 13, andns. (a) For the spin phasey andrn, describe the fluctuation from the
up-spin symmetric state to the down-spin symmetric statefienm the up-spin antisymmetric state to the
down-spin antisymmetric state, respectively. Their epésgels are degenerated with the Zeeman fap

On the other handys andn,4, which are fluctuations from the up-spin symmetric statehtodown-spin
antisymmetric state and from the up-spin antisymmetritesia the down-spin symmetric state, have an
energy gap ofAz + Asas, respectively. (b) For the pseudospin phasendn, describe the fluctuation
from the up-spin bonding state to the up-spin antibondiagesand from the down-spin bonding state to
the down-spin antibonding state, respectively. Their gnéavels are degenerated with the tunneling gap
Asas. On the other handj; andn,, which are fluctuations from the up-spin bonding state tadthen-spin
antibonding state and from down-spin bonding state to thepip antibonding state, have an energy gap of

Asas + Az, respectively.
C. NG modesin the spin phase

As an illustration we study the spin phaserat= 0, where the transformation_(i74) is given by

10-10

U:L 01 0 -1 (81)
V21101 o
01 0 1
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by settingo, 5 = 0. We note that

nSt nft
n = =Ut =U'n, (82)

nAT nbt

nAt nbt

where
1 1
Sa ba fa Aa ba fa

n>*=—m*+n?), n*=—n*—n"), 83
\/5( ) \/5( ) (83)

with o =1, |. The lowest-energy one-body electron state is the up-spmeetric state, and the
second lowest energy state is the up-spin antisymmettie.stdey are filled up at = 2. The
perturbative excitations; are as illustrated in Fig. 3 (a).

It follows from (73), [74), and[{(47) that the isospin derestare explicitly given in terms of
oi(x) andd;(x) by

o1+ 09 _191+192

S, = =5, S, = =11, Row= =53, Ry = = U,
V2 b A ' V2 S V2 ?
04 — 03 . Ug — 0y - o4+ 03 _ Uy +03 -
Ry, = =—03, Ry = =3, Ra - =04, Ry.=-— = vy,
weTR T e g T it tem e T
2 o2 4 92 252 4 92 o _ _
Szzl_ZO-ZT_I—Z:l—ZUZ;— Z, P$:5'35'4+793194, Py:5'4792—5'2794,

P = — (5253 + @263) C Rew—— (5152 + @162) . R., = d30; — 6105, Rus=— (5154 + &1@4> .
(84)

Substituting them intd_(17), we obtain the effective Haarilan of the NG modes in terms of the

canonical sets of; andd; as

1= 7, 3 [0 + (@da)?] + T Y [0 + (@10.)7]

a=1,4 a=2,3

+ pofz > [53 + @Z} + <'OO4AZ + poe;<> 3 [52 + 62}

=14 a=2,3

A o - A . o -~ ~
— Po 2SAS [0'30'4 + 193’(94] + p(]Tblas |:0’20'3 + 192’(93} . (85)
The annihilation operators are defined by

Fi(x) 4 i0;(x)
7 ,

n;(x) = (86)
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with
i =pd 6 U= pd s, (87)

and they satisfy the commutation relations

or
[, 1), (9,1)] = 6,02 — ), (89)
withi,j =1,2,3, 4.

The effective Hamiltoniari(85) reads in terms of the creatind annihilation variables (B6) as

- 4],

HPN = == N " el ohs + Z OenSOkms + Dz Y il + [Az +4ex] > nSing
PO T4 a=2,3 a=1,4 a=2,3
Apiasl15 175 + 05 5] — A S+ nsng (90)

+ Dviad15 05 + 13 175 SAS[U?, ny -+ 15 03]

The variables)3, n3, andn; are mixing byAsas andApjas.
In the momentum space, the annihilation and creation operater? andnfj,c together with

the commutation relations
For the sake of the simplicity we consider the balanced cordigon withApias = 0 in the rest of

this subsection. Then the Hamiltonian density is given by

Hspin — /dzk /Hspin

stpln stpln_l_ Hsp|n+ ,Hspln7 (92)
where
(4.,
Hipm B el PE Az} i k771 > (93)
spin _ 4J§i 2
H, P —>k” + Az +4dex 772 k772 k> (94)
41 A,
ngln P kj2 —+ AZ + 46)(} )3 kn3 T |:Ek;2 —+ Az} ’r]iknik — ASAS ’/];rknik + nikn;k] .
(95)
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We first analyze the dispersion relation and the coheremggheof$ ... From [93), we have

47
Ey(k) = + Az, (96)
Po
mJy
& =2y 5 (97)

The coherent length diverges in the limi — 0. This mode is a pure spin wave since it describes
the fluctuation ofS, andS, as in (84). Indeed, the energy (96), as well as the cohenegthd9T),
depend only on the Zeeman gap and the intralayer stiffness.

We next analyze those of . :

4Je
Eys(k) = p —2k" + Az + 4ey, (98)
mJ4
s = 21 — 5 99
&g = 2Up Az +4ex (99)

They depend not only o\ but also on the exchange Coulomb enetgyand the interlayer
stiffness originating in the interlayer Coulomb interaati This mode is a-spin wave since it
describes the fluctuation &, andR,,.. From [96) and(98) we see that, in the one body picture,
n; andn3 have the same energy gap. Indeed, they are described in termsypfandr,, having
the same energy gap; (Fig.[3 (a)).

We finally analyze those of; ,, andr ., which are coupled. Hamiltoniah (95) can be written,

.I.
Hspm 77§,k Ak _ASAS 77;1@ (100)
3 )
M3k —Asps By M1 ke

in matrix form,

where
4.J4 4.,
A = Js “S K+ Az +dey, Bp= J + Az (101)
Po Po

Hamiltonian [[(Z0D) can be diagonalized as
T =S ~
zHSpm ﬁg,k E773 O /r/g,k (102)
Tk 0 BT )\ i

a1
[Ak+Bk+\/Ak—Bk) +4ASAS}, Em :§|:Ak+Bk—\/(Ak—Bk)2+4A%AS :

(103)

where

E™ =

N —
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and the annihilation operataf,, (: = 3, 4) given by the form

s (\/ Cp + 4085+ Ck) N3k — 2AsAsa ke

773,k = )
¢ 2 (2 + 40%us + Cioy/CF T 10%5)

(\/ CI?: + 4A%AS - Ck:) N3k + 20spsN4 ke

ﬁz,k = ) (104)
\/ 2 (c,g +AAZ— O /CT T 4A§As)
with Cy, = A — By. The annihilation operatorks (1I04) satisfy the commutatéations
~3 ~S|' . /
[0l | = 0ol — ), (105)

with i, j = 3, 4. We obtain the dispersions for the modgsg (i = 3, 4) from (101) and[(103).
By taking the limitk — 0 in (L03), we have two gaps

Bl = Mg+ 265 + [Alex)? + A2x]? . EjL = Az +2ex — [4(ex)? + Adag?.  (106)
The gapless conditio@E,’ZZ:O = 0) implies
Az(Az +4ey) — Aps =0, (107)

which holds only along the boundary of the spin and CAF phases (4.17) in Ret.[22]. In the
interior of the spin phase we havk, (A7 + 4e) — A%, > 0, which implies that no gapless
modes arise fromj; and7;. From [106), in the one body picturg; and7; have the energy gap
Az + Asas, respectively. Indeed they are described in termsgsodindn, (Fig. [3 (a)). These
excitation modes ar&-spin waves coupled with the layer degree of freedom. Thererge four

complex NG modes, one describing the spin wayg, (and the other three thB-spin waves

(73, M3, m3)-

D. NG modesin the pseudospin phase

For the pseudospin phaseis identified with the imbalanced parametgr as we discussed in
Sect.[IV A with (64). In this subsection, instead @®fwve express the effective Hamiltonian, the

dispersions, and the coherence length in terms, p$ince it is a physical variable.
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From (74), by settingx = 1, we have

\/1 -+ (o) —\/1 — 0y 0 0
1 0 0 —/1+ —v/1—=
\/5 \/1 — 0y \/1 + 09 0 0
0 0 —VI=0, VI¥o,
and
nBT nfT
nAT an,
_ _ut — U'n, (109)
_nBi an
nAJ, an,
where
1 1
nBa — E( /1 — O_Onba + /1 i O'Onfa), nAa — E( /1 +aonb°‘ . /1 — O'Onfa), (110)

with a =1, ]. The lowest-energy one-body electron state is the up-spirding state, and the
second lowest energy state is the down-spin bonding statey are filled up atv = 2. The
perturbative excitations; are as illustrated in Fig. 3 (b).

We go on to derive the effective Hamiltonian governing thid&modes. Fron (713),(74), and

(77), the isospin densities are given in termsgfc) andd; () as:

] (B v B ]
= =
So=—(5161+010:1). 8, =105~ Gsdi, 8. = Ga6+ Ui,

Ry =01,  Py=vs,  Ray=1vs, Ry =ou,

R = —\/1 = 03 (3205 + Dol ) + 0065, Ruw = ~00 (2055 + 0als) — /1 — 03,

Rye = /1= 08 (30 = 540) = 0ls, Ry = 00 (320 = 5402 + /1 = 03,

Ruw = —\/1- 03 (6162 + 010 ) + 006, R = =00 (5162 + Drds) — Ji-oter @1

Now, we substitute the isospin densities (111) into thectiffe Hamiltonian[(1l7). In this way we
derive the effective Hamiltonian of the NG modes in termshaf tanonical sets &f; and; (or
with &; andd;).
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In the momentum space, this reads

/ d*kHP = / d*kHY + / d*kHS + / d*kHS, (112)
where
HY = ARG o1k + BV 0k, (113)
HE = CRoY poo g + BROS Vo, (114)
H = (P MPE, (115)

with ; , andd; ., given by [87), and

2J00 ASAS _ 2<]d ASAS
AP = 2 g2y —2%(l—02), BP="5p24 :
T o 2,/1— o2 w1 =) B Po 2,/1— o2
cp o2, Bsas ccapl — 02),  J7 = (1 —02)J, + 02J¢
k — 9 - S ER)
Po 2y/1—o02
N AP A2 0 0
, ] ~-Az/2 BY 0 0
=7, mr= 2/ k . (116)
o 0 0 AP —Az/2
5'4 0 0 —Az/2 BIEJ:

We first analyze the dispersions and the coherence lengths(ft14), since it describes the

pseudospin wave. It is diagonalized as:

Hf = / &k ESnSnd (117)
with
B3y =2/ ByCy, (118)
1 CP i BIO %
My = NG ((B_E) Ok +1 (C—E) %,k) ; (119)

wheren} , satisfy the commutation relation

BBl | = Ok — k). (120)

Since the ground state is a squeezed coherent state due tapheitance energity, it is
more convenient,3] to use the dispersion and the coheremegHs of5, andd, separately. The
dispersion relations are given by

; 2J7° A . 2J4 A
Bl =Ly 98 4 (1—03), Ep= Tsptqg S8 (121)

Po 2¢/1— 02 Po 2¢/1— o2’
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and their coherence lengths are

o0 . d 2
52 213J ™y ~. =2 mliviz oy (122)

\/A%—jg + 2€cap(1 — 03) Asas
A similar analysis can be adopted for (113), which is diadjapd as:
HY = / REDD 0 (123)
with
EP =2,/ BRAY, (124)
o1 [[APNT  /BPNT
te=ga () e () o) )
Wherenf’k satisfy the commutation relation
[ng{k, n;’jk,} — ok — k). (126)
The dispersion relations of the canonical sets,cndd; are given by
E = 20, Osas 2ex(1—o2), En =2 Py Dsas (127)

Po 2y/1— o Po 2y/1— o

Their coherence lengths are

5 T J7° 5 nJd\/1 — o}
£ =2p | —xg— 41_(1 7 ¢ =2y [ — (128)
—m €x 0y SAS

It appears that?! is ill-defined for Asas — 0 in (IZ8). This is not the case due to the relation
(@130) in the pseudospin phase, which we mention soon. Wehae&rom [118) and (124), in the
one body picture;? andnb have the same energy gagas. They are described in termsgf and
12, having the same energy gagas (Fig.[3 (b)).

Finally, analyzing of the Hamiltoniari (1115) as in the casdha spin phase, we obtain the

condition for the existence of a gapless mode:

ASAS ASAS
Vi V-7

This occurs along the pseudospin-canted boundary: seegdd3(5.4) in Ref. [[22]. Inside the

—dex (1 —0p)| — AZ =0. (129)

pseudospin phase, since we have

ASAS

Nier

Asas
V1-0

there are no gapless modes.

dex(1—0d)| — A2 >0, (130)
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E. NG maodesin the CAF phase

We derive the effective Hamiltonian of the NG modes in terfhthe canonical sets af; and

J;. This can be done by substitutiig (A8) ahd [A9) into the Hémnilan [17). We first derive the
Hamiltonian, without taking any limits. Since the expressbecomes too extensive, we introduce

the notation

Co, =080y, Sp, =sinbly, co, =coslly, sg, =sinbly, cy; =cosbls, sg; = sinbs.

(131)
to make the expression for the effective Hamiltonian moreagaable.
Working in the momentum space, the effective Hamiltoniauee
H¢ = /dzkHC: /dzkH§+/d2kH§, (132)
where
9 AT 9 M —4A(s% c2 + 2 )ex
He = | ZJek? + =22 ) O g+ | = (2T + 52, T0 )k + LR LS A
Po 2 Po 2
(133)
M = QY MEQ, (134)
with
o 2 2 71d _ 2 _— —1
U=, Js+ sy, 0, M =dcy ex + Docy
Vo e A ¢ —e© 0 0 0
Vg & C° —fS 0 0 0
- J —e® —f¢ FC 0 0 0
G=| "] M= ! . (135)
Fok 0 0 0 B®a® IF
Tk 0 0 0 a° D°d°
T3k 0 0 0 ° d° E°
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The Matrix elements i {135) are given by

2k* M 2k? Ay Coy€a
A¢ = E [096J3 + sgéjd} - 23360356)}, B° = E [cgan + sgaJl] + ﬁ + 9;
s
2k2 M 2]{72 A Cg Sg €a
_ 1] B « 0
C° = EJI +5 25,6, D= o [cgé (sgan, + cgaJ1> + sgéJl} + 2o, -
2k* J M _
B = S b (B ) ] o sl e 2 )i
2k* M
FC— —Jf il (136)
Po 2
and
2k* 5295 Co 2k* Asas
at = EC@(SCQQQJQ —fl 66047 b = _ES%SQ@O‘JZ + L+ 4A0 €6a5205C€as
2k*
CC = —095']2 + SggﬁCQJEX,
Po
S, S, | 2k _ N
dC:—T‘s [ P <J1 +Jd Jg—Js) +Sgﬁ(2€X_€cap) _57
L N
c_ _Z Cp—— 137
(& 2 9 f 2 Y ( )
with
S
Jg= Jivsi J, T =& sl U= 295(Jd I, I8 = Jd+ 53,
s A
L= _%% 505520, (26 — €cap) + o, ASASE . € =Acj ek + 25, €cap
0
S2¢ 52€a39 B A
N = %(%X — €cap) %f(ceacgaszﬁ% + Ayp), (138)

where we denotey,, = sin 20, sq, = sin 205, andsyy, = sin 205.

It can be verified that the effective Hamiltonian (133) dn8A)reproduces the effective Hamil-
tonian in the spin phasg (92) by taking the limit3 — 0. On the other hand, we reproduce the
effective Hamiltonian in the pseudospin phdse {112) byngkie limita: — 1 in (133) and[(134).

The effective Hamiltonian in the CAF phase is too compliddtemake a further analysis. We
take the limitAsas — 0 to examine if some simplified formulas are obtained. In patér we
would like to seek gapless modes. Such gapless modes wilgplamportant role in driving the

interlayer coherence in the CAF phase. In this limit, we have

A Asas\’
cosbs = ASAS, sinflg = £4/1 — ( ASAS) , cosbs =cosb,, sinfs=sind,,
z z

o’ = |oy]. (139)
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From (58) and[(139), the classical ground state reads:

8321—‘0'0|, 7)0

z

= 0y, Rgz = Sgr(O'())RO

vy’

Ryy = =/ |oo|(1 = |oo]), (140)

all others being zero. We assumg > 0 for definiteness. The transformatidn{74) has a simple

expression:
1 0 0 0
01— Vi 0
Ut — |oo] |00 (141)
—/lool /1= loo] 0
0 0 0 1

We findn = U'n is of the form(n'", nf, nf),,, n™)" by setting

nfSLbT = (/1-— |ao\nu + |00|an), anLbT = (- \ao\nu +4/1— \00|an). (142)

Consequently, the ground state is such th&b and|ng};,,) are filled up: The NG modes andn;
describe an excitation from the staté') to |n7,,) and|n™), respectively, while the NG modes
12 andr), describe an excitation from the stat),,) to [n"") and|nf,,), respectively. A similar

analysis can be done feg < 0: [n"") and|ng,, ) are filled up, where

i, = (V1 = |ooln'™ + V/]oo|n™),  nfip = (=V/]oo|n'T + /1 = |ag|n™), (143)
and the gapless modg describes an excitation from the sthig,, ) to |nf,).

By using [139) with[(1383), and (1B4) with (1135)), (136), (1.3&hd (138), we have the Hamil-

tonian
4
H=Y" [ arEatla, (144)

together with the dispersion relations (Hig. 4):

4K? 4k?
= F, = —JC“+AZ, B3 = —J% 4+ 2A; + 8 cos® ¢y,
Po

d 2
B, = 8J¢ 2k:

(cos? 20, J4 + sin? 20,,J,) + 2sin? 20, (e, — e)})), (145)

wheren;, (i = 1,2,3, 4) are the annihilation operators

= .o 3 .o 1
c 791,k — 01,k c 792,k — 02k £0 2 9
— ) (o3k +iUsx),

the= BT = P = (]
1 \o4 1 » V4 i
ﬁz,k = <%> 2 ((E) 0'47/‘, +1 (E) 194,]@) y (146)
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FIG. 4: Dispersion relation$ (145) for the four NG modés The sample parameters ate= 231, B ~
5.6T, po = 2.7 x 101°m~2, anda = 0.1. Inset: Dispersion relations nekr= 0. It is clear thatF, (k) is

linear.

with
o _ 2K 4 o _ 2K d | ain? .2 - -
A= —J¢, A% = —(cos” 20, J7 + sin” 20,,.J5) + 2sin” 260, (e, — €). (147)
Po Po

The annihilation operatorsg ;. satisfy the commutation relation,
[l | = G0 = k), (148)

withi,j = 1,2, 3,4.

We summarize the NG modes in the CAF phase in the litwjts — 0. It is to be empha-
sized that there emerges one gapless moflg, reflecting the realization of the exact and its
spontaneous breaking of the U(1) symmetry generate@t‘%@. Furthermore, it has the linear
dispersion relation as i (I45), which leads to a superfipigésociated with this gapless mode.

All other modes have gaps.

F. CAFphasein Asas — 0 upto O(A,q)

We focus solely on the gapless mogle( or n, ) by neglecting all other gapped modes, and
derive the effective Hamiltonian foy, up toO(A,s). We assumey, > 0 for simplicity.
The two CP fields to be used in the perturbation theory are givemby Ufn with (74) and
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(1), or

1 0
0
fiy = | g = n , (149)
1 2
0 1 — 5|4
0 0

Using (62), we can exactly determifieas

62 - A%ASO‘2 + A%(l - 042) 2

= . 1
A% ot 4+ 02 AZ(1 — ag)UO (150)

Note that in the limitAsas — 0 we obtaing — 1, which is in accord with our previous calcula-
tions. Substituting (150) intd (59), we find

a?(a? = of)

1 des a5 — o’ /A + AZ(1 - a?)
X as a2 — 0_8 ’

A2 = (151)

The relation [(I51) determines the valuecdf as a function ofA,, Asas, ando,. Substituting
this value into [(I50) we obtaip? as a function ofAz, Asas, 9. We have thus summarized
our problem into a single equation (151). WhAras is exactly zero,[(151) yields the relation

a? = |oy|. Therefore, for weak tunnelings, we search for a soluticthénform
a? = |og| + AAGas + O(Agps), (152)

where we expeck to be a constant. In order to find the value)ofve use[(I52) and expand the
relevant combinations in powers of .. In particular, for the first and second terms[of (151) we
find
AL at + 02 AZ(1 — o?)
aX(a ~ o)

02 —at \/ALa? + AZ(1 — a?)

(1 = AAZ)A%as A2 —ool)
(L =loo)AZ  [ool(1— |oof)
SE}AZ

=A |1+ Aas| + O(Agas),

- _ 2 4
dey o3 @ — o2 =-A BN Agas+ O(Agag)- (153)
Substituting these intd (151) we obtain
2 A2 (1 = AAY)Adas _ A2 —=oo]) o _ 8exAz 5 4
AZ - AZ 1 + (1 _ |UO|)A% |UO|(1 _ |0_0|)ASAS )\ |0_0| ASAS+ O(ASAS)' (154)

The lowest termg\2 .5 disappear automatically. Requiring thé ,s-terms to vanish, we obtain

1
N |00l

Az 2(Az + dex (1 —|ool))’ (155)
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and fora? we summarize as

A AZ,
2= 1+ z Alre). 1
o 1o (14 g ra Ty a) + 00k (159)
Using this in (150) we come to
- A% SAS/*

Finally, using [(156) and (1%7) in_(¥5) arld {60), we find:

Az +8ex (1 — |oy))) A%As) 4
+0(A 158
2z +dex (L~ o)) Bz ) T OB (159
dex + 8(ep — €x)loo| _ }A%As
A, 2 A2
respectively. Then by using (156}, (157), (1158), and [158h WI7), we obtain the effective
Hamiltonian for the gapless modg (o4, and,):

sin? 05 = | oy (1+

Abias = Sgr(ao)Az {1 + } + O(AéAS)> (159)

J 4 JO'4 — _ 1 AZ
T+ B T+ iy — 9l (1=l - 5525) . 60)
Z

H =

with
2

A2 A
J,94:2(J5+J; ASQS), J, _2<Jd+8J loo|(1 = Joo|) + J5 (1 — 4oy |) SAS
z

(161)
Taking A2, = 0, we reproduce the previously calculated expressions @dd [145).
We wish to derive the effective Hamiltonian for the nonpdrative analysis of the phase field
Y(x). For this purpose, it is necessary to start with the paraizat®n of the Grassmannian field

valid for arbitrary values ofl (). We make an ansatz

0 0
_eti0@) ol ' _ptil=00)9(=) /o
ny = @) | _ gimoste) , @ (162)
1—o(x) e~o0d@) /1T — o(x)
0 0

We expand it around(xz) = 0 ando(x) = o by settingéo(x) = o(x) — 09. Up to the linear
orders ind(x) anddo(x), it is straightforward to show that

6+z’(1—00)19(m)\/g7 = /oy — \/1—700774(%)7
e™@) /1 —g(x) = VI — 09 + Joon(x), (163)
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where we have set
o(x) — og

m(x) = —— 220 — ii)(z)/oo(1 — o). (164)
2 0'0(1 — UO)

By requiring the commutation relation_(79), we find
£ o), 9(y)) = is(@ — ) (165)

We have shown that the GRleld (162) is reduced ta, in (I49) in the linear order of the pertur-
bation fields, apart from the U(1) facteroo?(®), We may drop it off the parameterization since
the CP field is defined up to such a U(1) factor. Indeed, such a faatesadhot contribute to the
isospin fields.

Here we parameterize the €felds as

1 0
0 _eti@/2 /o (x)

n; = s TNy = ) ( ) s (166)
0 e W@)/2, /1 — o(x)
0 0

for o(x) > 0, and

0 et@)/2 /1 + o(x)
0 0

n, = , MNg = . (167)
1 0
0 e~ W@)/2, /g (x)

for o(x) < 0. The isospin density fields are expressed in terms(sf) andd(x):
S(x) =1 - |o(x)], Pz(:v) = U(w)
Ryy(x) = sgn(og)R \/| |(1 = |o(z)|) cosv(x),
Rys(®) = —sgroo)R ~Vlo(@)|(1 — Jo(x)]) sin (), (168)

with all others being zero. The ground-state expectatituesaareo(x)) = 0y, (J(x)) = 0, with
which the order parametefs (140) are reproduced ffom (16B)notable that the fluctuations of

the phase field)(x) affect both the spin and pseudospin components of#spin. This is very
different from the spin wave in the monolayer QH system orgbeudospin wave in the bilayer
QH system atr = 1. Hence we call it the entangled spin-pseudospin phasefiali

By substituting [(168) into[(17), apart from irrelevant ctarg terms, the resulting effective
Hamiltonian is:

J, Jo v=
Her = 5 (VO)? + 2 (V0)” + paciag (o — 00)°, (169)
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where we have used

Abpias = Sgr(ao) [Az + 4€X + 2€cap |0’0H (170)
(2[oo| —1)°
|o0l(1 = |ool) *

When we require the equal-time commutation relation,

J, =4J, + JE Ty = 4J%00|(1 — |oo)). (171)
P lo(a), 9(y)] = id(x — y), (172)

the Hamiltonian[(169) is second quantized, and it has tleatidispersion relation

2
By = |k|\/ Jo k:2 + QEgapl) (173)

This agrees witht, in Eq. (145). It should be emphasized that the effective Htamian (169) is

valid in all orders of the phase fielt{ ). It may be regarded as a classical Hamiltonian as well,

where [[(17R) should be replaced with the corresponding Boissacket.

The effective Hamiltonian (169) fof(x) and o (x) reminds us of the one that governs the
Josephson effect at = 1. The main difference is the absence of the tunneling termghwh
implies that there exists no Josephson tunneling. We hawsrsthat the effective Hamiltonian is
correct up taO(A%,s) asAsas — 0. Nevertheless, the Josephson supercurrent is preseri with
the layer, which is our main issue.

By using the Hamiltoniar (169) and the commutation relafibrf2), we obtain the equations

of motion:
2J 2 v=1
haﬂ%w) = p—v ( ) - 26cap (U(w> - 00)7 (174)
0
hoyo () = —ov I(x). (175)
0

G. Josephson supercurrentsin the CAF phase

We now study the electric Josephson supercurrent carridittlyapless mod& x) in the CAF
phase, where the further analysis goes in parallel withgivan forv = 1.
The electron densities apf® = —epy (1 +£P.) /2 = —epo (1 £ o(x)) /2 on each layer. Tak-

ing the time derivative and using (175), we find

€J19

- —2V (). (176)

@,0'; = —&pg =
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The time derivative of the charge is associated with theeturvia the continuity equation,
8,pi® = 9,7 . We thus identify7® = +.7%°Yx)+constant, where

TN w) = %&-ﬁ(m). (177)

Consequently, the currept’®Yx) flows when there exists inhomogeneity in the phage). Such
a current is precisely the Josephson supercurrent. Itrigumg that the current does not flow in
the balanced system sindg = 0 ato, = 0.

H. Quantum Hall effectsin the CAF phase

Let us inject the curreny, into thex direction of the bilayer sample, and assume the system
to be homogeneous in thedirection (Fig.[5). By applying the same argument as give8ent.
[TE] we show the anomalous Hall resistance behaviourstteby the phase coherence in the
CAF phase.

The current for each layer is the sum of the Hall current aedltteephson current,

JH(z) = RLKZ—EEy + T T(x) = RLKZ—EEy — T (178)
We apply these formulas to analyze the counterflow and dragrerents without tunneling. With

the same argument as given in Séct. ]Il E, we have

Ef EP
f b _—

in the counterflow experiment. All the input current is cadriby the Josephson supercurrent,
Js= 7. It generates such an inhomogeneous phase fieldtaat= (1i/eJy) Jinz.
On the other hand, in the drag experiment, we h#@ye= Jf = (v/Rx)E,, or

El  R¢ 1
- _ K _
ny = 73 = 7 —QRK at v =2. (180)
A part of the input current is carried by the Josephson supeat, 7% = 2 (1 — 0¢) Jin.

In conclusion, we predict the anomalous Hall resistahc8)(&nd [18D) in the CAF phase at
v = 2 by carrying out similar experiments[8-10] due to Kelloggaet and Tutuc et al. in the

imbalanced configuratiorr{ # 0).
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FIG.5: Schematic illustration of the spin supercurrent ft@palong thex-axis in the counterflow geome-
try. (a) All spins are polarized into the positizeaxis due to the Zeeman effect@af = 0. No spin current
flows. (b) All electrons belong to the front layer@t = 1. No spin current flows. (c) In the CAF phase
for oy > 0, some up-spin electrons are moved from the back layer tortim fayer by flipping spins. An
NG mode appears associated with this charge-spin trafsferinterlayer phase differencgx) is created

by feeding a charge curregf, to the front layer, which also drives the spin current. Elmts flow in
each layer as indicated by the dotted horizontal arrowstlaadpin current flows as indicated by the solid
horizontal arrow. (d) In the CAF phase fey < 0, similar phenomena occur but the direction of the spin

current becomes opposite.
I. Spin Josephson supercurrent in the CAF phase

An intriguing feature of the CAF phase is that the phase filld) describes the entangled
spin-pseudospin coherence according to the basic forifiG8) (
UptoO((o — 0¢)?), we haveS, =1 — |o(x)],

i Jy
0" = D" = P11+ sr(o0) |20 (a), (181)
07" = D" = 221 — sqrto)] (). (182)

The time derivative of the spin is associated with the spimesu via the continuity equation,
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OipPN(x) = 0,TP"(x) for eacha. We thus identify

Tst"(x) = TP (@) = 5 0:0(x), foray >0, (183)
TP x) = TP"(x) = —%aﬁ(m), for oy < 0. (184)

The spin current7sP"(z) flows along ther axis, when there exists an inhomogeneous phase
differenced(x).
In the counterflow experiment, the total charge current @lthe » axis is zero: J/(z) +

JP(x) = 0. Consequently, the input current generates a pure spiamtuatong the-axis,
TP = T+ TP+ T+ Tt = sgr(o—o)gjm. (185)

This current is dissipationless since the dispersionicglas linear. It is appropriate to call it a
spin Josephson supercurrent. It is intriguing that the spiment flows in the opposite directions
for o > 0 andoy < 0, as illustrated in Fig]5. A comment is in order: The spin eatronly flows
within the sample, since spins are scattered in the resistond spin directions become random

outside the sample.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have derived the effective Hamiltoniartfie NG modes based on the Grass-
mannian formalism. We have first reproduced the perturba@gults on the dispersions and co-
herence lengths obtained in Ref.[19]. We have then predehéeeffective theory describing the
interlayer coherence in the bilayer QH systerw at 1, 2. The Grassmannian formalism shows a
clear physical picture of the spontaneous development oftariayer phase coherence. Itis to be
emphasized that the Grassmannian formalism enables ualigzamonperturbative phase coher-
ent phenomena such as the Josephson supercurrent. Thetodgiese analysis was beyond the
scope of Ref.[19]. It has been argued[3] that the interlapéerence is due to the Bose-Einstein
condensation of composite bosons, which are single elestround to magnetic flux quanta. The
composite bosons are described by the CP fields, from whecthssmannian field is composed.

We have explored the phase-coherent phenomena in thedslstem. At = 1, the interlayer
phase coherence due to the pseudospin, governed by the N&dasdribing a pseudospin wave,

is developed spontaneously. On the other hand, the phaseermie in the CAF phase is the
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entangled spin-pseudospin phase coherence governed BYG&hweoded(x) describing theR-
spin according to the formula_(168). We have predicted thmraious Hall resistivity in the
counterflow and drag experiments. It has been shown to éxgrietisely the same behaviour for
v = 1 andv = 2. The difference between them is that the supercurrent flals in balanced
and imbalanced systems:at= 1 but only in imbalanced systemsat= 2. Furthermore, a spin
Josephson supercurrent flows in the CAF phase in the countegiometry, but not for = 1. In
other words, the net spin current is nonzero for the CAF phabae it is zero forv = 1. This is
due to the spin structure such that the spins are cantedestheand making antiferromagnetic
correlations between the two layersat 2, while the spin is actually frozen and therefore all of

the spins are pointing to the positivexis in both layers at = 1 in the limit Agas — 0.
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Appendix A: Appendix A SU(4) algebra

The special unitary group SU(N) h&d’> — 1) generators. According to the standard notation
from elementary particle physics[23], we denote them\gasA = 1,2,..., N? — 1, which are

represented by Hermitian, traceledsx N matrices, and normalize them as
Tr()\A)\B) = 204B. (Al)
They are characterized by

) 4
A4, AB] = 2ifapcAc, {4, A} = N2dABC)\C> (A2)

where f4pc andd g are the structure constants of SU(N). We haye= 7, (the Pauli matrix)
with fapc = eapc andd e = 0 in the case of SU(2).

This standard representation is not convenient for our geeecause the spin group is
SU(2) x SU(2) in the bilayer electron system with the four-component tetecfield as¥v =
(YTt P P, Embedding S2) x SU(2) into SU(4) we define the spin matrix by

. 7, 0
7PN = , (A3)
0 7,
wherea = z, y, z, and the pseudospin matrices by,
7-Ppin — 0 12 7 7_ppin — 0 _ilz : 7_ppin — 12 0 7 (A4)
1, 0 Y ily, 0 0 —1,

wherel, is the unit matrix in two dimensions. Nine remaining matsieee simple products of the

spin and pseudospin matrices:

0 7, : . 0 —ir, : . 7, 0
spin n __ Spin n __
) 7-ap Tg? P = . ) 7-ap Tf P = . (A5)
7, 0O i, O 0 —7,

spin__ppin __
Ta Tx -
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We denote thenf,, = 175P", Ty, = 27PP", T, = %iji”qf’pi”. They satisfy the normalization
condition

Tr(T/u/T'y(S) = 5#751/(% (A6)

and the commutation relations
[TuwT’y&] =i/, pr Y, p' v L v (A7)

where f,, s, IS the SU(4) structure constant in the basisl(A3)}(A5). ®rexlices run over
0,z,y, z.
From (74), [(75), and(77), the explicit form of the isospimsligies in terms of); is given by:

Ty, = — cos b, sin 0575, + cos b, cos Og cos O5Z5, — sin b, cos b cos 05Z5, — sin 0, sin O5Z°,
— cos 0, cos O sin Hgfgy + sin 6, cos Og sin 575,

Toy = cos 5L, + sin 051y,

Ty, = — c08 0, cos 05Z5, — cos b, sin O cos 055, + sin 0, sin Og cos 0575, — sin 0, cos 05,
+ cos 0, sin 05 sin 057 — sin 0, sin Og sin 0577,

T.o = cos 5Ty — sin 05,

Tpr = —sinb, cos 05Z5, — sin b, sin 05 cos 055, — cos O, sin Og cos 057, + cos O, cos 05,
+ sin 0, sin 0 sin 0, + cos 0, sin 05 sin G575,

T, =15,

Z.. = sin b, sin 05Z, — sin b, cos O3 cos 055, — cos O, cos 05 cos 05T, — cos b, sin 57,
+ sin 0, cos 6 sin nggy + cos 0, cos Og sin 0577,

T, = cos HQI;’O — sin eazgy,

Ty = — cosOgsin 0515, — sin 07, + cos g cos 05,

Zyy = cos 0y sin 05T, — sin b, sin 0577, + cos b, cos 057, — sin 0, cos 05T,

1,. = sin0gsin 055, — cos 0L, — sinfp cos 051,

T.0 = sin 0, sin 0I5, + cos O, sin 057, + sin 6, cos 05T, + cos 0, cos 0515,

Z.. = —sinfgsin 0,25, — sin 05 cos 5L, + cos 05Z¢

T.y = sin0, Ly, + cos 0, T

zY?

Z,. = —cosbsin0,Z5, — cos b cos O05L5, — sin 577, (A8)
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where we define,o = S,, Zoo = P, Loy = Ry and

I5, = Re [nins +nine —nkm —nlns |, T8, =1m [nins e — nkm — n%ns] ,
I8, = |l = |ns)?
IQ(C:O = Re[nl + 772]7 Ia(c:x = Re[n?’ + 774]> Ia(c:y = Im[773 - 774]» Ia(c:z = Re[771 - 772]>

T =mlnp 4+, Zj, =Imns + ), Iy, = —Relns —na], I, = Im[n; — ],

)

4
TS =1-> Iml>, I, =—Re [771773 + i + nlm + |
=1

Igy = —Im [UIU:’) + 771772 + 771771 + 775773} . It = |772\2 - |7h\2- (A9)

From [A8), [A9), and the equal-time commutation relatidf@)( it can be verified that the SU(4)

algebraic relation

L (@, 1), Tys (@, )] = 10(® = Y) fw o 00 Lo (Y, 1), (A10)

is held.
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