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Sub-Landau levels in two-dimensional electron system in magnetic field

G.-Q. Haﬂ
Instituto de Fisica de Sao Carlos, Universidade de Sdo Paulo, 13560-970, Sao Carlos, SP, Brazil

Considering the role of electron correlation in a two-dimensional (2D) system in strong magnetic
field, we investigate the quantum states of two interacting electrons in the quantum Hall effect
regime. We introduce sub-Landau levels of the two-electron states by determining their energies
and degeneracies. The effects of electron correlation, Zeeman splitting and energy-level broadening
on the stability of the electron-pair states are discussed. It is shown that the two electrons in the
triplet state with spins aligned parallel to the magnetic field can form a stable electron pair in the
2D system in GaAs/AlGaAs heterojunction. A wavefunction of many electron pairs are presented

and compared with the Laughlin wavefunction.

Introduction.— The discovery of quantum Hall effects
has significantly enriched our knowledge of quantum me-
chanics and condensed matter physics ﬂ—@] Although the
integer quantum Hall effect (IQHE) is directly related to
the degeneracy of Landau levels in the 2D electron sys-
tem subjected to a strong magnetic field, the fractional
quantum Hall effect (FQHE) is a manifestation of strong
electronic correlation.ﬂ] The Laughlin wavefunction@]
and Jain’s composite fermions ﬂﬂ] are important concepts
for explaining the complex phenomena observed in the
FQHE, offering complementary perspectives on the be-
havior of strongly correlated electrons in the 2D system.
However, a simpler physical picture on the mechanism
of electron interaction and correlation is still highly de-
sired for the quantum Hall effects. In this work we will
present a study on electron pair states in 2D electron sys-
tem and discuss their possible relation with the quantum
Hall states. Our calculation is applied to the electron
system in GaAs/AlGaAs heterojunction. The obtained
results may provide useful clues for understanding recent
experimental observations showing electron pairing in the
quantum Hall regime[d-g)].

For a single electron with charge -e and effective mass
m? confined in the two-dimensional (z,y) plane and sub-
jected to an external magnetic field B = B2 in the z
direction, using the symmetric gauge for vector potential
A =B xr/2=(—By/2,Bx/2,0), the Hamiltonian can
be written as

- 1/ . 1. \°
Hi(r)=-|—-iV+=2xr]| , (1)
2 2
where the magnetic length Iy = /hic/eB and cyclotron
energy fiw, = heB/m}c are used for the length and en-
ergy units, respectively. In the polar coordinates (r, ),

the corresponding Schrodinger equation is written as

~

Hy ()5 (1, 0) = B (1, 0)- (2)

The solutions yield the Landau levels Ef, . = FEp(n,m)
with

m+ |m|+1

e 3)

Er(n,m)=n+

for m = 0,+1,4+2,---, and n = 0,1,2,---. The corre-
sponding wavefunctions are given by
1.
rm(r @) = —=e""P RS (1), 4
Yim(r9) = = (7 (@
with
|
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where L‘nml(x) is the generalized Laguerre polynomial.
The angular momentum of the electron is given by L =
mhz. The Landau levels are highly degenerate for m <
0. The degeneracy (i.e., the number of single-electron
states per unit area) of the lowest Landau level is given
by ng, = 1/(27l%) = B/¢o, where ¢ = 27mhc/e is the
quantum of flux.

When there are N, electrons confined in the 2D plane
in the magnetic field, the Hamiltonian of the many-
electron system can be written as,

N. N,

Iy Iy ZZ B

H: HS(’I“Z)‘F | —’[‘-|7 (6)
i=1 i=1 j<i v J

where r; denotes the position of electron 7. The electron-
electron Coulomb interaction strength is measured by
parameter vp = lp/aj; with the effective Bohr radius
ay = eoh?/m’e®. The challenge in dealing with such a
system is the electron correlation, which is also the most
important and interesting part of the problem.

Two-electron states.— We will first study the solutions
for a two-electron system in magnetic field by determin-
ing their energy levels, wavefunctions, angular momenta
and the degeneracies of the quantum states. The impor-
tance of the electron correlation in the electron pairing
mechanism and the stability of the electron pairs will be
discussed. The Hamiltonian of a two-electron system is
given by

_ B (7)

Hy(ry,mo) = Hy(r1) + Hy(rs) + :
|ro — 71|

It is known from both classical mechanics and quantum
mechanics that two electrons in a 2D system orbit each
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other in a strong magnetic field and can bind together.ﬂgr
H] The problem of two interacting spinless electrons in
a 2D plane in magnetic field has been studied by differ-
ent authors in the last decades.] Most investiga-
tions focused on the so-called quasi-exact solutions, i.e,
for specific values of v, the eigenfunctions are in closed
form given by a product of a polynomial of finite degree
and an exponential function. The problem has also been
studied from different point of views, i.e., 2D electrons
or anyons. In the following, we will present the numer-
ical solutions of the two-electron system in combination
with the quasi-exact solutions. We use the center-of-mass
(CM) and relative coordinates defined as

R-= %(rl +7ry) and r= %(’l"g—'f’l), (8)

respectively. In the new coordinates, the two-electron
Hamiltonian becomes

Hy(71,73) = Hom(R) + Hyai(7), 9)
with
. 1 1 2
Hew (R) = B (—iVR + 52 X R) (10)
and
Hoa(r) = + (—iv ) e (11)
rel - 2 r 2 |’l"|

It is seen that ﬁcm(R) and the first part of flrel(r) have
the same form as Eq. ().

The Schrodinger equation for the relative motion of the
two electrons is written as

Hyot (7)0 (r,0) = E™re (1, 6), (12)

where r = (r,0). For vg = 0, the solution of the above
equation reduces to the same expressions for the single-
electron state given by Egs. ([B]) and @). For v5 > 0, the
relative motion maintains the angular symmetry. The or-

bital angular momentum (Lo = —ihd/00) is conserved.
The eigenfunction has the following form,

im

6
rel e rel
r,0) = Ry (), 13
for m = 0,£1,£2,---. The angular momentum of the
relative motion is given by L*! = mh. And the radial
wavefunction can be written as,

[m|

n! e N S
(3) hml(S)e™ T, (14)

rel r) =

forn=0,1,2,---, and the function hllm‘(x) is defined as

I ) = 3l

n’

n/l(n + |m|)!

nl(n’ + m])! L), (05)

where the coefficients agz,) are determined numerically

by the following linear equations for each m,
> [(Buln,m) — Exh) b + 1M aln) =0, (16)

n’

with the matrix element for the e-e interaction MJ;Z,‘ =
f()oo dTRrsz’m(T)szm (T‘)

Since electrons are fermions, the total wavefunction of
the two electrons (including spins) must by antisymmet-
ric. Therefore, to interchange two electrons in the rela-
tive coordinates (r,0) — (r,0 + 7), the wavefunction in
Eq. (3) must have the following property,

Prel (r,0 + ) = e e (r,69), for oy =0or 1. (17)

Here 05 = 0 corresponds to the spin-singlet state and
os = 1 to spin-triplet state. The condition o, = 0
(o0s = 1) is satisfied when taking m as an even (odd)
number in Eq. [I3). Therefore, we obtain the wave-
functions with m = 0,42, +4,--- for singlet and with
m = +1,43,£5,--- for triplet states.

The eigenenergies £ obtained from the numerical
solutions of Eq. (@) are given in Fig. [l indicated by
two quantum numbers (n,m). The so-called quasi-exact
solutions at specific yp are also indicated by the symbols
in the figure. The energy E'. at yg = 0 reduces to
Erel = n+ (m+|m| +1)/2. For v > 0, the Coulomb
interaction lifts the degeneracy of the states with different
m. The energy levels with m < —10 are not shown in
the figure. For m — —oo, E'*, — n +1/2 at any 7p.

The function h',lm‘(x) in Eq. (I3) is obtained from the
numerical calculations. At specific y5 where there exists

g (o)
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S OO_SON_OWN = ¢

ENNANIN]

o

FIG. 1. The eigenenergy ES, as a function of vz indicated by
(n,m) for n = 0 (the black curves), n = 1 (thered), n = 2 (the
green), n = 3 (the blue), and m <0 (m =0,—-1,-2,...,-9)
(the solid curves), m=+1 (the dashed), m=+2 (the dotted),
and m=+3 (the dash-dotted). The symbols show the quasi-
exact solutions indicated by np.



quasi-exact solution, hy,"' () recovers analytic expression

in the form of a polynomial Al™(r2/2) = il c‘r:ljl
truncated at the nfoh power. For instance, at vyg = 0

and Efl = (1 + |m| + m)/2 (the open red dots in
Fig. 1), h"(r?/2) is a constant with n, = 0. At
v = /(2|m|+1)/2 and E' = (2 + |m| + m)/2 (the
solid red dots), hi"(12/2) is a linear function of r with
n, = 1.

The Schrodinger equation for the CM motion is written
as

7

ﬁcm(R) ?VmM (Rv 6) - E]CVmM ?VmM(R’ 6)7 (18)

where R = (R, ©). The eigenvalue E{, and the eigen-
function ¥, (R, ©) of the above equation have the same
expressions as given by Egs. @) to @) with E{,, =
ErL(N,M)=N+(M+|M|+1)/2for N =0,1,2,... and
M Dbeing an integer. Since Egs. (I8) and ([I2) describe
the motion of the same electrons, the value of M depends
on m given in Eq. (I3). From the periodic conditions in
the # and © coordinates for the total wavefunction of the
two electrons, M must be equal to m multiplied by a
positive integer, that is, M =m -k for k =1,2,3,---.

Therefore, the total eigenenergy of the two electrons is
given by EXY, . = B, + B with the corresponding
wavefunction

YNt m (R, 1) = U (R, ©)135, (1, 0)

[M]
2

o Nln! eiMG R2 = |M| , R2
‘V ™+ D T )l o <7) by (%)

[m]
eimt‘) T2 2 5 R2 4,2
X — [ e (19)
=(5) e ,

forn=0,1,2,----m=0,+1,+2,--- . N=0,1,2,---, and
M = mk with £k =1,2,3,---. In which, even m for spin-
singlet and odd m for spin-triplet states. We will call
these eigenenergies EX'y  as sub-Landau levels. For
fixed quantum numbers n,m, and N, the sub-Landau
level EX/yr ., is degenerate for all negative values of M.
But it happens only for m < 0 since M = mk. Notice
that, in the above solution, the correlation energy be-
tween the two electrons is fully included. The Coulomb
interaction between the electrons does not affect the to-
tal angular momentum L), = L¢ym + Ercl, where Zcm and

o~

L, are the CM and relative angular momentum, respec-
tively. They are gauge invariant and conserved quantum
quantities with the eigenvalues given by L} = Mhz
and Lﬁfbl = mhz. In fact, ﬁcm, ﬁrel, Zcm and Zrel are
mutually commuting operators. .

Fig. 2(a) shows the sub-Landau levels EXYy; . for N =
0 (with E§Y; = hw./2) and m = +3,+1,—1,-3, -5, -7,
and —9 (i.e., only the odd m for triplet states are plot-
ted). The energy in the figure is given by Eﬁ,ajfl_nm di-
vided by 2 (i.e., measured by energy per electron) in order

to compare with the Landau levels indicated by ns. No-
tice that, the energy levels with m < —10 are not shown
in the figure. For each set of the sub-Landau levels with
fixed N, n and different m (for m <0 ), the lowest level
is found at [(N + n + 1)/2]hw. for m — —oo. There-
fore, the transition from a Landau level of single-electron
states to the sub-Landau levels of electron-pair states is
quasi-continue. It means that there is no energy gap
between them and consequently, any weak e-e repulsion
may push electrons in the single-electron states to the
electron-pair states.

To determine the degeneracy of the sub-Landau lev-
els, we will focus on the set of the lowest energy lev-
els Egyiom = E§h + Eby, with N = n = 0, and
m=—1,-2,-3,--~ At y5 = 0 (B = o), ESif o =
(M+|M|+1)/2+ (m~+|m|+1)/2 which are degenerate for
both negative M and m. We can compare Egs. (7)) and
@ of the same Hamiltonian of the two-electron system
in different coordinates. The above degeneracy is equiv-
alent to two non-interacting electron systems of each one

3-0 i\ T T T T T Sub—LLS
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25 S Em oS st = ={N=0, M< 0
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I (n=4,m<0)
= for m=-1,-3,
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u
= = (0.m=+1)
E3 =- - (1.m=+1)
w - (2m=+1)
= = (3,m=+1)
-— (0,m=+3)
—-— (1,m=+3)
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FIG. 2. (a) The sub-Landau levels Efvaif[ynm indicated by
(n,m) as a function of B for N=0. Only the odd |m| < 9 are
shown for n = 0 (the black curves), n = 1 (the red curves),
etc. The Landau levels ns = 0, 1 and 2 are shown by the thick
horizontal lines. (b) The density of states of the sub-Landau
levels for N=n=0 and m=-1,-3,..., -9 at B=10 T.



with degeneracy ng, = B/¢o. However, for yg > 0, the
Coulomb interaction lifts the degeneracy in m. The sub-
Landau level Egy/,, is only degenerate for different M
with the degeneracy being half of the non-interacting sys-
tems, but with each state (0M, 0m) containing two corre-
lated electrons. Notice that, the e-e interaction does not
alter the total angular momentum L§P+ L' = Mh+mbh.
For m = —1, the sub-Landau level Eg]"\i/ijfo_l is degener-
ate for M = —1,—-2,-3,---, with the total number of
the electron-pair states ng,/2. Thus, the total degen-
eracy, namely, the “states for single electrons per unit
area” is the same as that of the lowest Landau level ng,.
For m = —2, the sub-Landau level Eg]"\*/ijfo_Q is degen-
erate for M = —2,—4,—6,---, and, therefore, the total
degeneracy for single electrons is ng, /2. In general, for a
fixed negative m value, possible values for M are given by
M = m,2m,3m,---. Consequently, the total degeneracy
n((bm) of the sub-Landau level Eg;}rpm is given by

m) _ Moo _ B0 20
L (20)

The density of states of the sub-Landau levels (0M,0m)
for m=-1, -3, ..., -9 at B=10 T with a small broadening
is shown in Fig. 2(b) together with the lowest Landau
level.

Electron pairing.— To better understand the mecha-
nism of electron pairing, we may “visualize” the two-
electron system in Fig. 3. Each electron is subjected to
the magnetic field B and two electrons interact to each
other according to Coulomb’s law. The e-e interaction
includes direct Coulomb repulsion, exchange interaction
and electron correlation. The exchange interaction de-
termines the symmetry of the total wavefunction. The
correlation attraction due to the duality of the electrons
is incorporated in the solution of the Schrodinger equa-
tion. The two electrons circulate around their center of
mass with the angular momentum L™ (corresponding
to a velocity v). Each electron experiences a Lorentz
force Fgp = —ew x B from the magnetic field and a direct
Coulomb repulsion force F¢ of the other electron. A nec-
essary condition for such a circulation being stable is a
negative relative angular momentum L'¢' = m#h and thus
the force Fip pointing to the center of the circle overcom-
ing (partially) the direct Coulomb repulsion. This means
that the potentially stable sub-Landau state of an elec-
tron pair must be diamagnetic with m < 0. In addition,
the electronic correlation creates a Coulomb hole.ﬂﬁ, ]
From the symmetry of the two-electron wavefunction
(and the charge density distribution), we know that the
center of the Coulomb hole is located at r = 0, the exact
position of the CM. The attractive force Fco,, exerted
on each electron due to the Coulomb hole is centripetal,
pointing always to the CM and ensuring the stability
of the rotation of the two electrons. We understand this
intra-orbital correlation is at the heart of the formation of

such a correlated rotating electron pair (CREP) as shown
in Fig. 3. Moreover, the rotating motion of the electron
pair with relative orbital angular momentum m#h creates
a vortex with vortex charge m.

Electron correlation depends on the orbitals of the
electrons and can in turn modify the electron orbitals.
The dependence of the correlation energy on the orbitals
leads to different intra- and inter-orbital correlations. For
instance, in atomic systems, the correlation of an elec-
tron with the other occupying the same orbital is much
stronger than its correlation with another electron in a
different orbital.ﬂﬂ] In a 2D system of many electrons
in strong magnetic field, the intra-orbital electron corre-
lations of the CREPs in highly degenerated sub-Landau
levels can be essential for the quantum Hall effects.

chl

FIG. 3. Diagram of the correlated rotating electron pair with
L™ =mhz (m <0).

We will not determine now the exact value of the elec-
tron pair correlation energy. However, from our study on
the electron correlation energies in many-electron atoms
and molecules, we know that the intra-orbital electron
pair correlation energy is related to the size of the or-
bitals. In atoms and molecules, such a correlation en-
ergy is about 20 to 40 millihartree.m@] Although the
absolute value of the correlation energy in GaAs semi-
conductor is orders of magnitude smaller than that in
atoms and molecules, the nature of the electron correla-
tion is the same but the energy is re-scaled to the effective
Hartree B} = h?/mia’? = mie/e2h?. We can assume
that the correlation energy e. between two electrons of a
CREP in the sub-Landau level ES;ZOA (with n = 0 and
m = —1) is of the order of 1072E;: =10 mFE} at B = 10
T. This is consistent with the correlation energy between
two electrons in a quantum ring of the similar orbital
size.[20, 21] In GaAs/AlGaAs heterostructure, £, = 10
mFE; ~ 0.12 meV, corresponding to a temperature of 1.4
K. Moreover, this correlation energy decreases as |m| in-
creases. Therefore, the intra-orbital correlation energy
gc can hold the electron pair at low temperature (< 1.4
K) in a very clean GaAs/AlGaAs sample.

Zeeman splitting and stability of the electron pair.— Al-
though the Coulomb interaction is fully considered in the
above two-electron system including the exchange and
correlation effects, the Zeeman splitting and spin-orbital
coupling are not included. The spin of two electrons leads



to the additional Zeeman energy, given by

Eg. =2A4S. (21)

with Az = ¢*upB/2 = g*(m’/4m.)hw., where up is
the Bohr magneton, g* the effective Landé factor, and
S. the spin component of the two electrons. S, = 0 for
the singlet and S, = 0,41 for the triplet states. For
GaAs, m? = 0.067m. and g* = —0.44, we obtain Ay =
—0.00737hwe.

For the spin-singlet pair with S, = 0, two electrons
have different spins. The spin-up and spin-down elec-
trons in magnetic field gain extra energies +Ay and
—Ay, respectively. Although the total Zeeman energy
Es. = 0, the energy splitting between the two electrons
is 2|Az| = 0.0147hw,.. At B = 10 T, this splitting is 0.254
meV, and it increases with increasing magnetic field. Be-
cause 2|Az| is much larger than the correlation energy e,
between the electrons in typical magnetic field for quan-
tum Hall effects, the Zeeman splitting destabilizes the
spin-singlet CREP. For the three spin-triplet states, they
have energy difference 2Az with the state S, = 0 in the
middle. The state with S, = —1 is of highest energy due
to g* < 0 in GaAs. Both the states with S, = 0 and
S, = —1 are unlikely stable mostly because of the insta-
bility of S, = 0 state with two electrons of opposite spins.
Therefore, the only possible stable state of the CREP
in the condition of quantum Hall effects in GaAs is the
triplet state with S, = +1 and energy EXy ..+ 2A7.
This is consistent with Laughlin’s assumption for a spin
polarized Landau level in FQHE@] The corresponding
energy levels are the same as given in Fig. 2 but with a
downward shift Az = —0.007377w.

On the other hand, the so-called disorder effects due
to presence of defects such as impurities and interface
roughness in experimental samples play an important
role in the quantum Hall effects. The defects scat-
ter the electrons in crystal leading to an energy-level
broadening. In GaAs, a broadening of 0.12 meV of the
single-electron level corresponds to a quantum mobility
of 2 x 10° cm?/ Vs.ﬂﬂ] Therefore, the primary condition
for the existence of a stable CREP at low temperature is

(G1¢3
D&, &2, ... 1#2('51)

7£Np) =

(211 4 21,2)™

(211 + 21,2)%™
perm

(21,1 + 21,2) VeI (291 4 29 0)Nelml L

v, (€1) U, (E2) ...

the intra-orbital correlation energy e. being larger than
the level broadening. In other words, the above triplet
CREPs can exist only in a very clean sample (with higher
electron mobility). Since €, in the CREP decreases with
increasing |m/, the sub-Landau levels with very large |m|
cannot be formed in a real sample even with small level
broadening.

Many electron-pair wavefunction.— For a system with
N, electron pairs formed by N, = 2N, electrons, the
Hamiltonian given in Eq. (@) becomes,

N, N, 2
§ H Talvra2 § § |r
a=1 B <ai,j=1 i

where 7, ; represents the pair o with two electrons i=1
and 2. We may denote an electron pair « at &, =
(ra1:Ta2) = (Ra,Ta) in the state p = (NM,nm)
with wavefunction ¥,(&a) = YN nm(Ta,1,Ta,2) given
by Eq. (@J. There are the following relations
fdﬁiﬁﬁ(ﬁ)ww(ﬁ) = 5N,N’6M,M’5n,n’6m,m’ = 6u,u’7 and
2, V(€ Yu(€) = 66 — &) . The interaction poten-
tial between the CREPs is given by the second part in
Eq. 22).

For the set of lowest sub-Landau levels (0M, 0m) with
N=0n=0m<0and M = m,2m,3m,---, the
wavefunction can written as

"/’u(ga) =
o (Za,Q + Zoz,l)

 m2IMIHmI+L /M m]!

120,112 +20,212
EE (23)

(22)
TBJ'

\IJOM,OW(ROUTQ)
il |m|plml g2
(2a,2 = Za,1) ™y (d5/4)

xe
where we have used the notations z = re”" = z — iy,
Zo,j=Ta,j— z'ya,j (.7 = 172)7 To = (xouyoz)a and da:|2a,2_
Za1|= |Pa2 — Ta1]- In a moderate or strong magnetic
field, hgm|(di /4) is sub-linear function. Remember that
the stable CREPs are spin triplet with .S, = 1.

Because the CREPs are effectively bosons, within the
Hartree-Fock theory for bosons], the total wavefunc-
tion of N, CREPs in one of the lowest sub-Landau level
(with N = n = 0 and fixed m) can be approximately
written as the following permanent,

1(&2) 1(€n,)
V2(&2) ¥2(én,)
(A (.€Np)

(22,1 + 22,2)I™

(Znpa F Znp.2)™
(22,1 + 29.2)%I™!

(ZNP,I + ZNp,2)2‘m|

(ZNp,l + ZNp,z)Nplm‘
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We can compare the above wavefunction with the
Laughlin wavefunction for the fractional quantum Hall
states given by, for m = —3, =5, -,

Ne 1 Ne
D(z1, .y 2N, ) X H(ZJ — z)™exp 1 Z |2 |?
i<k j=1

(25)
It is seen that our wavefunction has the basic charac-
teristics of the Laughlin wavefunction. Considering that
the Laughlin wavefunction is exact, the wavefunction in
Eq. ([24) includes only the intra-pair e-e interaction. The
inter-pair interaction has to be considered through the
pair-pair interaction potential in Eq. [22)) for o # 5. The
inter-pair correlation energy should be small because the
overlap between different pairs is small and the intra-pair
and inter-pair correlations are not entangled.ﬂﬁ] On the
other hand, our wavefunction is presented for both the
IQHE (m = —1) and FQHE (m < —3) states. Each state
has well defined energy level and degeneracy ng,/|m|.
There are energy gaps between different states. The
study in this work may provide clues for explanation of
the experimental observations showing electron pairing
in the quantum Hall effect regimeﬂa—lg]. Furthermore, we
have constructed a system of many bosonic quasiparti-
cles of CREPs for the quantum Hall states. It opens a
possibility of studying Bose-Einstein condensation in the
quantum Hall effects.
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