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Static and dynamical transport properties of the fractional quantum Hall (FQH) states are studied
based on the theory of the edge excitations. Because the electrons on the edge of the FQH states are
strongly correlated, the I-V curve is, in general, nonlinear and contains singular structures. A narrow-
band noise is found in the dc transport of the FQH states, which can be used to directly measure the
fractional charge of the quasiparticles. The long-range Coulomb interaction is also discussed, which is
found to have a profound effect on the transport properties of the integer quantum Hall and FQH states.
In particular, the long-range interaction will cause a breakdown of the quantized conductance in narrow
quantum Hall samples. As a closely related problem, we also study the transport properties of a one-
dimensional charge-density-wave state in the presence of a single weak impurity. An exact mapping be-
tween two-dimensional quantum Hall systems and one-dimensional electron models is found.

It is well known that the quantum Hall (QH) states do
not support any gapless bulk excitations. All the low-
lying excitations appear only near the edges of sam-
ples.! 73 At low temperatures the density of the bulk ex-
citations is exponentially small. Thus the transport prop-
erties of the QH states are governed by the edge excita-
tions at low temperatures.*> Due to the chiral structure
of the edge excitations, there is no backscattering and a
static current on a single edge cannot cause a voltage
drop along the edge. (This is a result of the charge con-
servation.) The voltage drop can appear only if (A) the
edge excitations interact with the bulk excitations or (B)
edge excitations tunnel from one edge to another. The
effect (A) can be ignored at low temperatures. In this pa-
per we will concentrate on the effect (B), i.e., the trans-
port arising from the tunneling between the edge states.

In the past two years, a lot of progress was made in
theoretical understanding of the edge excitations in the
fractional quantum Hall (FQH) effects. The -chiral
dynamical properties of the edge excitations were studied
in Refs. 2, 6 and 8. The electron propagator along the
edge was calculated in Ref. 9 and confirmed numerically
in Ref. 8. The relation between the edge excitations and
the microscopic electron wave function was discussed in
Refs. 10, 7, 9, and 8. The structures of the edge excita-
tions in the hierarchical FQH states and non-Abelian
FQH states were studied in Refs. 3, 11, and 12. The edge
states for spin-1 electrons were obtained in Refs. 2 and
13. Those theoretical advances make it possible to obtain
quantitative tunneling properties for various FQH states.
Recent developments on the fabrication of the devices at
1000-A scale also make it possible to experimentally
study in detail the tunneling between edge states. Thus it
is interesting to calculate some curves quantitatively for
realistic situations. Hopefully those theoretical predic-
tions can be tested in the near future.

We also study a closely related problem: the scattering
of a drifting one-dimensional (1D) charge-density wave
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(CDW) by a single weak impurity. Impurity pinning of a
1D CDW has been studied in detail in Refs. 14 and 15.
In this paper we will concentrate on the effects of quan-
tum fluctuations in a situation where the voltage acting
on the CDW is much larger than the pinning threshold.
Some recent experiments on 1D electron systems can be
found in Ref. 16.

The paper is arranged as follows. In Sec. I we study
the transport properties of the simple Laughlin states. In
this section we assume that the excitations on different
edges do not interact with each other. In Sec. II we study
the effects of interedge interactions (including the effects
of the long-range Coulomb interaction) on the transport
properties. A relation between the transport in FQH sys-
tems and the transport in one-dimensional CDW systems
is pointed out. In Sec. IIl an exact mapping between
two-dimensionals QH systems and one-dimensional mod-
els with short-range interactions is discussed. Section IV
contains some discussions and conclusions.
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FIG. 1. Tunneling junction of two QH system. X marks the
position of the impurity.
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I. TRANSPORT IN THE FQH STATES
IN THE ABSENCE
OF THE COULOMB INTERACTION

In this section we will assume electrons in the QH
states have only short-range interactions. Such a situa-
tion can be realized in experiments by putting a metallic
film near the two-dimensional electron gas to screen away
the Coulomb interaction.

First let us study the tunneling between the edges of
two different FQH samples (see Fig. 1). Since the elec-
trons on edges L and R have different k, momenta:
k (L)—k,(R)=ky=d /1> (I =V'#c /eB is the magnetic
length), the tunneling between the two edges can happen

Ln=er* " “are —r) [exp [i ft"eV,(?)Jf]QA (1),

where V, is the voltage difference between the two edges.
Introducing f (w,?) through

ift"eV,(?)dt*]=fdmf(a>,t)e"“*?’w 2)

exp

we find that (1) can be rewritten as

I(=—2eT? [ doIm[f(0,1)Xo(— )], 3)
where X, is defined by

X ()=—i0(t)([ 4 (1), 470)]) . @)
For a dc voltage, (3) is simplified to

I,=—2eMIm[ X, (—eV,)] . 5

Notice that (1) is just the leading term in the expansion of
the tunneling amplitude I'. In this paper we will limit
ourself to weak tunneling situations and keep only the
leading term.

Formula (1) reduces the tunneling problem to a calcu-
lation of the correlation function of the tunneling opera-
tor A. In the rest of the paper we will use the theory of
the edge states to calculate such a correlation function in
various situations. Then we will use (1) to obtain various
tunneling I -V curves.

The electron propagator along the edges of the FQH
states has been evaluated in Refs. 9 and 11. For the sim-
ple Laughlin state of filling fraction v=1/g, the propaga-
tor is given by

i, 1
v Tkpx

<C;,L(X,I)CR,L(0)>°C(x ¢vt)_gei (6)

at zero temperature. Here g =1/v=gq is an odd integer, v
is the velocity of the edge excitations, and
kp=2mwnd =vk,. (nis the two-dimensional electron den-
sity.) Because the excitations on the two edges do not in-
teract with each other, the propagator of the tunneling
operator A can be calculated from (6):
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only with the assistance of impurities, phonons, or other
interactions which can absorb the extra momentum. In
this paper we will only consider the impurity assisted tun-
neling. We will also limit ourself to the tunneling at low
voltages and low temperatures so that the retardation of
the tunneling can be ignored. (We will not consider the
resonant tunneling.’) Because the electron interaction is
short ranged, we will assume in this section that the exci-
tations on different edges do not interact with each other.

Let us consider a simple case where the tunneling is as-
sisted by a single impurity at x =0. The tunneling opera-
tor can now be written as " 4 =I‘ch;{ |, —¢» Where CR,L
are the electron operators on edges R and L. The tunnel-
ing current between the two edges I, is given by the for-
mulal’

AT(t)]) —exp

i [lev,dr |4, 46D |, @
t

G,(x,)=(A(x,1)470))

—1z

=af Y x1—p2t —i8)?] %’ ¥, o
;
G_(x,)=(A4%0)4(x,1))
=ag—2[x2—u2(t+i8)2]_ge2ivﬂk""x

’

where a is the cutoff length scale whose value will be dis-
cussed later. The retarded Green function X, is given
by

Xel@)= [ —iOW[G  (x,) =G _(x,0)]e'"dr
— 282~ 28| |28 1

m
I'(2g)

For the Laughlin state, g is an odd integer g and (8) can
be further simplified to

Xielw)=—1i

X [tang(7g)+isgn(w)] . (8)

T 2g—2, —2q 2g—1

(2 =1 v Y . 9

Equations (9) and (5) imply that the dc tunneling
current is given by I, < V22~ ! which is nonlinear. The
nonlinear I,-¥, curve is a consequence of the strong
correlation in the FQH states. We notice that the I,-V,
curve for the v=1 integer quantum Hall (IQH) state
(g =1) is linear. This is because the edge excitations in
the IQH states are described by the Fermi-liquid theory.

Now let us consider a situation where ¥, has an ac
component:

Vi(t)=Vy+V,sin(Qt) . (10)

In this case the time average f (w,t),

7 y— ) 2/
Fflo)= fo dt f(w,1) ,

2
has a form
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flo)= i a,8(eVy+nQ—ow) . (11)

n=-—o

It is easy to see that @, =a _, are real and a, only depend
on the ratio £=eV; /Q. In fact we have

a,(& =._4:T2 f:"dt foz'”dtlein(t'—t)eié'(cost’—cost) . (12)

The dc component of the tunneling current I, is found to
be

Q 27/Q
()= —— drI,(t
L 2T 'fo (1)

S § a,(E)eVy+nQ)e~ 1. (13)

n=-—o

The I/9-V, curve for a few values of eV, /Q is plotted in
Fig. 2 where we have chosen g =3 (the v=1 Laughlin

G, (x,1)=a® 27 T)*|sinh[7T(x —vt)]sinh[7T (x +vt)]|~Seims (00w —x*)
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FIG. 2. The I*-V, curve for the v=1 Laughlin state in

Fig. 1. The voltage ¥V, has an ac component of amplitudes
eV,/0=0,2,4,6.

state). We see that in the presence of an ac component,
the tunneling junction develops a nonzero conductance at
V,=0.

The finite-temperature propagators can be obtained
from the zero-temperature ones through a conformal
transformation.'® We find that (7) becomes

?)

(14)

G_(x,t)=a® A T)%|sinh[7T(x —vt) Jsinh[ 7T (x +vt)]| ~Ee ~i78 sen(0O(v*—x?)

at finite temperatures. Equation (14) implies
X (@)=a* "2 %2rT)%¢ !
XB(g—iw/2nT,g+tiw/2aT)

sin[7(g +iw/27T)]

X
cos(7g)

, (15)

where B is the beta function. For dc voltage, the I,-V,
curves at finite temperatures are plotted in Fig. 3 (again
we have chosen ¢ =3). We see that the differential con-
ductance (dI,/dV,)|V,=0 is nonzero at finite tempera-
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FIG. 3. The dc tunneling I,-¥, curve for the v=§ Laughlin
state in Fig. 1 at finite temperatures T =0,0.3,0.6,0.9,1.2. We
have chosen kz=1. eV, and T are measured with the same en-
ergy unit.

tures. From (15) we can further show that
(dI,/dV,)y —q=T*7%. (16)

Now let us consider a more interesting device with a
geometry as presented in Fig. 4. The low-temperature
transport of such a Hall bar is still governed by the tun-
neling between the two edges. Again we will assume the
tunneling is induced by an impurity in the QH sample.

D
d [+
Vi, 8 4 Vi,
Ve I X
Sp O—1'! & EdgeR
VoL
o— 1, y
Edge L ‘}
Vo ™ % Y
S

FIG. 4. A Hall bar with an impurity at X. The electrons in
the shaded region form a QH state.
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For such a system the tunneling can be accomplished by
moving one electron from one edge to the other; it can
also be accomplished by moving one quasiparticle be-
tween the edges.! We know the quasiparticles in the
FQH state correspond to vortices of unit flux. The quasi-
particles tunneling across the FQH sample in some sense
resembles the vortex tunneling across a superconducting
stripe. The contribution from the electron tunneling is
discussed above. In the following we will concentrate on
the quasiparticle tunneling. Again we will only consider
a simple Laughlin state as an example.

Some aspects of the quasiparticle tunneling operator
have been discussed in Ref. 9. There the Hilbert space of
the edge excitations on the two edges of a cylindrical
FQH sample was constructed. The Hilbert space con-
tains states which are related by transferring a fractional
charge e/q between the two edges (assuming the FQH
state has a filling fraction v=1/q). The transition be-
tween those states are realized by the quasiparticle tun-
neling operators. The quasiparticle tunneling operators
can easily be written down by generalizing the discus-
sions in Ref. 9. In the following we will briefly summa-
rize these results.

First let us derive an explicit expression of the quasi-
particle tunneling operator. The quasiparticle operator
on the edge, ¥y 1, creates a localized charge and should
satisfy

(PR (X a L (x)]=e*8(x —x Wy L (x)), (D)

where e* =ve is the charge of the quasiparticle and pp
are the one-dimensional charge-density operators on the
edges R and L. Since pg ; satisfy the Kac-Moody alge-
bra,>%3

_ e
(PLR:1PLR]= +Ek8k TN
[pL,k’pR,k’]zo N (18)
21
k,k'=int X—,
integer X <

one can show that the quasiparticle operators which
satisfy (17) are given by’
:ti(e*/e\/:})qSL’Re:tikFx

Yrr<e ’ (19

where ¢ p is given by p; r =e(Vv/2m)d, ¢, . We im-
mediately see that the quasiparticle tunneling operator
A =¢} Y is given by

ie*/eVv)No, +dp) 2ikpx
Axe L+ oR) 2k

(20)

We would like to remark that the quasiparticle
creation operator ¥ ;, creating a fractional charge, is
not physical, in the sense that it creates a state outside
the physical Hilbert space. However, the quasiparticle
tunneling operator A4 in (20), being a neutral operator, is
physical. One can show that’ it creates a state inside the
Hilbert space constructed in Ref. 9. We would like to
emphasize that the quasiparticle tunneling operator is
physical only when the two edges are connected by the
same FQH fluid. If two edges belong to two different
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FQH fluids, then the quasiparticle tunneling operator will
not be physical. In this case only electron tunneling is al-
lowed, which is the situation in Fig. 1.

The low-energy dynamics of the edge excitations is
governed by a Hamiltonian which satisfies

(H,prr;x 1= Fokpr gk - 2n
Such a Hamiltonian has a form

27
=== (pLxPL,—k T PR KPR —K) - 22)
eV k>o
Using (18) and (21) one can show that the correlation
functions of the quasiparticle tunneling operators A are
still given by (7) but with a new exponent

g=(e*/eVy)*=v. (The momentum factor ¢"~ '~ now
becomes eZIkF *) The tunneling formula (1) also applies to
the quasiparticle tunneling after replacing e by e*.
Therefore our previous results for the electron tunneling
remain valid for the quasiparticle tunneling once e and g
are replaced by e* and v.

Since g is less than 1, the qausiparticle tunneling has
very different behaviors than that of the electron tunnel-
ing. For example, the zero-temperature dc I,-V, curve is

given by
It°C|Vt|23_ISgn( Vt)=|Vt|—(q_2Vngn( V) (23)

which diverges as V,—0. Such a diverging tunneling
curve resembles the tunneling curve between one-
dimensional superconductors (with algebraic decay order
parameters). The tunneling curve can be directly mea-
sured in experiments by measuring I=o,,V, and
V=I,/o,, in Fig. 4. Here o,,=ve?/h is the Hall con-
ductance of the FQH state. We would like to remark
that our discussions are based on the weak tunneling
theory. Our results are valid only when the tunneling
current is small: I, <<I, or equivalently,

L/V,<a,, . 24)

Equation (23) violates (24) at small V,. In this case (23) is
no longer valid and the divergence is expected to be
rounded off.
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FIG. 5. The dc I,-V, tunneling curve for the v=§ Laughlin
state in Fig. 4 at finite temperatures 7°=0,0.3,0.6,...,1.8.
e*=wve is the quasiparticle charge. We have chosen kz=1.
e*V, and T are measured with the same energy unit.
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Finite temperatures also remove the divergence. The
1,-V, curves at finite temperatures are given by (15) and
are plotted in Fig. 5. (Again we have chosen v=1.) We
see that I, peaks at a voltage

V. =2.38T/e* .

t,max

(25)

Thus the finite temperature I,-V, curve can provide infor-
mation about the quasiparticle charge e* once the zero-
temperature behavior (23) is confirmed.

It is instructive to calculate the total current I passing
through the Hall bar as a function of the voltage
difference between the source and the drain:
Vsp =Vs—Vp. We notice that the voltage along an edge
has a drop (or rise) when we pass through the tunneling
point. We may evaluate V, using the average of the volt-
ages on the two sides of the tunneling point:

Vt:%(VLl-,_VLZ)_%(VRI-*_VRZ):I/UX}J . (26)
The voltage Vg, now can be calculated as
LVOly, =1/, H1
Vsp(D=Vg1— V2= 27)

ny

A typical I-Vgp curve and (dI/dVgp)-Vgp curve are
plotted in Fig. 6. The curves show a turning-on structure
near a certain threshold Vg, Notice that at zero tem-
perature the function Vg (I) has a minimum and it turns
out that Vg is the minimum of Vgp (I):
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(b) for the v=% Laughlin state in Fig. 4 at finite temperatures
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Vspo in (28) is equal to 4. The temperature is measured in units
ofe* VSD0/4'

Vspo= i( 1—2g)~(1720/2-2)(1 _g) The unit of the voltage in Fig. 6 is chosen such that Vg,
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able. Our results are valid only for Vgp >> Vg, Howev-
er, our calculations do suggest that as we decrease Vp,
there is a sudden drop in the current I near the charac-
teristic voltage Vgspo. Such a structure resembles the im-
purity pinning of one-dimensional incommensurate
CDW. A more detailed discussion will be given later.

Now let us consider the situation where ¥V, has an ac
component. The dc component of the tunneling current,
I is given by

[P 3 a,(EImX (e*Vo+n),

n=—o

E=e*V,/Q 29)

which is plotted in Fig. 7 for a few values of e*V; /Q. In
Fig. 7 we have chosen v=+ and T =0. We see that there
are many resonance structures at integer values of
e*V,/Q. Those structures provide a direct measurement
of the quasiparticle charge. The resonance structures in
the tunneling between the two edge states resemble the
Josephson effects between superconductors. Later we
will see that the resonance structures in Fig. 7 reflect the
existence of narrow-band noise in dc transport, which is
very similar to the narrow-band noise in CDW transport.
Probably a more direct way to measure the quasiparticle
charge is to measure the frequency of the narrow-band
noise which is given by Q,,=e*V, /#.

To see whether it is possible to observe the resonance

|

27V
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structures in experiments, let us make some numerical es-
timates. Assume (=2 GHz. To observe the resonances,
Vo and V| should be of order Q#/e*~30 uV. The
current passing through the Hall bar, I, is of order 0.4
nA. The tunneling current I, can be measured by
measuring V in Fig. 4. The validity of our results re-
quires ¥V <<V,. Thus the sensitivity of the measurement
of ¥ should be much better than 30 uV, which is achiev-
able. Thus it may be possible to observe the resonances
in experiments and give a direct measurement of the
quasiparticle charge.

II. TRANSPORT IN THE PRESENCE
OF THE COULOMB INTERACTION

The tunneling effects discussed in the preceding section
are easy to observe when the two edges are close to each
other. In this case the interactions between excitations
on the different edges cannot be ignored, in particular
when the long-range Coulomb interaction is present. In
this section we will discuss the effects of these interac-
tions on the edge transport properties of the FQH states.

Let us concentrate on the system in Fig. 4. The Hil-
bert space of the low-lying edge excitations is still gen-
erated by the Kac-Moody algebra (18), but the Hamil-
tonian is no longer given by (22). In presence of the in-
teraction the Hamiltonian becomes

H=?; 2 priPL -k TPR kPR —k)T X VilkNpL ipr, —k T PR kPR —k)

k>0 k>0

+ 3 Vo (kXpgrpr, —k +PL kPR, —1) T
k>0

Here V| represents an intraedge interaction and ¥, an in-
teredge interaction. In (30) we have included the zero
momentum component of the density. Notice that, at
low energies, the intraedge interaction V' (k) can only
modify the edge velocity if V,;(k) is finite as Kk —0. In
this case the V| term can be absorbed in the first term in
(30). The intraedge interaction can give rise to new
features only when V,(k)— « as k—0. In contrast, as
we will see, the interedge interaction will have drastic
effects even when V, (k) is finite.

Even in the presence of the interactions, dynamics of
the edge states described by (18) and (30) is still exactly
soluble. Introducing

Prx=coshOp; ; +sinhbpp ¢

(31
Pr,k =coshO;pg ; +sinh6,p; ;
we find py g still satisfy the Kac-Moody algebra:
~ ~ ey
[PLr;ksPLR; 1= F —2;k8k +k
(32)

[PL kPR 1=0 .

a

(Pi,o*’P%,o)"‘ V3(0)pr,0PL0 - (30)

If we further choose 6, to satisfy
V,(k)

tanh20, = 3
2mv/e*v+V, (k)

(33)

then the Hamiltonian (30) will have the following diago-
nal form:

2 i~ ~
== 2 W (PLiPL,—k T PR KPR ~k)
e Vi>o

D
+—= (B otpR3) (34)
e’v
where
veVy (k) |© [vervyk) |
o= {u+ 27; ]— 2; ’ (35)

Equations (32) and (34) imply that
(H,prr:k 1= FU0kPL R 1 - (36)

Equations (32) and (36) describe a collection of nonin-
teracting oscillators and hence are exactly soluble. The
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dispersion relation for the edge excitations is given by
€ =ﬁk k.

First let us assume there are no impurities and study
the effects of the interactions on the transport properties
of the clean Hall bar. In the presence of the interedge in-
teraction, the excitations on edges L and R are mixed.
The right (left) moving excitations generated by pr (o)
are no longer localized on edge R (L). In this case one
needs to define various quantities carefully. The total
current and the total charge on the Hall bar are given by

Q=VL (pro+pLo
=V'L (cosh6,—sinh6y)(pg o+pLo) >
D,

0 . ~ ~
v (cosh@,—sinh@,)X(pr o—PL o) -

(37
I=

Thus the charge density of the right movers is given by
(cosh@,—sinhOy)pg /VL and left movers by
(cosh@,—sinh6,)p; /V'L. The voltage V, is the voltage
difference between the excitations on the edges R and L,
which is given by

oH  oH
Opro0 9pro

, (38)

1
V,=‘/Z

while voltage Vg, is the voltage difference between the
right movers and the left movers. Vg, is given by

1 oH oH
Vsp ="+ - 39)
P V'L (cosh@,—sinh6,) Pro 9PrLo
Equations (37)—(39) imply
I =¢ _260_1’12_, __V’ = _200’ 1 _ ve? . (40)

We see in the presence of the interedge interaction we no
longer have V, =V, and I /Vg, =ve’/h. The two probe
measurement no longer gives the quantized Hall conduc-
tance. However, the ratio I/V,, not affected by any in-
teraction, is still quantized and universal. When we have
a small tunneling current I, across the ed§oes, the voltage
drop V along an edge is given by ¥V =1I,e" °h /ve? which
is different from the noninteracting one, V' =1,h / ve?.

To understand the generic effects of the interedge in-
teraction on the tunneling, let us first study a simple case
in which V,V,=const. Now 6, =6 and 7, =0 are in-
dependent of k. The quasiparticle tunneling operator
(20), when expressed in terms of gy g, has a form

i(e* /eVv)(cosh@—sinh@)( G, +Bg) i2kpx
e

Yhy «e , 41)

where §, p is given by g, x =e(Vv/2m)d, ¢, . Thus
the correlation functions between the tunneling operators
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are still given by (14) (with v replaced by D), but now the
exponent is given by

g =v(cosh@—sinh6)? . (42)

The transport properties can easily be calculated by re-
peating the procedures in the preceding section. In par-
ticular, (8), (13), (15), (16), and (23) remain valid with the
new value of g. When g < 1, I, diverges as ¥,—0 and the
transport properties still have the qualitative features as
represented in Figs. 5-7. Since 6>0 for a repulsive in-
teredge interaction, the repulsive interaction reduces the
value of g which in turn enhances the tunneling current
I, at small V,. Even for the v=1 IQH state, the repulsive
interaction will make I, /V,— o as ¥V, —0.

We would like to point out that the tunneling formula
(1) is still valid even when the electrons on the two edges
interact with each other. In general the total Hamiltoni-
an of the system has a form Hy+H, where
H,=1"(¢L ¥; +H.c.) is the tunneling term and H, may
contain interedge interactions. Formula (1) applies as
long as H, commutes with N; and Ny, the total electron
number operators on the two edges.

For the v=1 IQH state, g may be in the range 1 <g <1
for a weak repulsive interaction. (Now the quasiparticle
operators i, p are the electron operators ¢y g.) In this
case the tunneling current I, does not diverge as V,—0
[see (23)]. But the differential conductance dI,/dV, ap-
proaches infinity at zero V,. Thus in the presence of an
ac component the differential conductance will show
similar resonance structures as demonstrated in Fig. 7.

We would like to point out that resonance structures in
Fig. 7 are generic properties of interacting one-
dimensional systems with both right and left movers.
The exponent g in general depends on the interactions
and can take any real values. (For this to be true both
the right movers and the left movers must be present.)
As long as g is not equal to an integer, similar resonance
structures will appear in certain order of derivative of
I,(V,). From this point of view it seems too limited to
only connect the resonances in Fig. 7 to the Josephson
effect. The structures in Fig. 7 are generic many-body
effects which may appear in many interacting systems
even when the superconducting correlation is suppressed.

We would like to remark that for the v=1 IQH state,
the low-lying edge excitations in the system in Fig. 4 can
be mapped to those in the one-dimensional Fermi liquid.
The excitations on edges L and R correspond to the exci-
tations near the two Fermi points. Equation (30) in this
case actually describes an interacting spinless fermion
system in one dimension. The Fermi momentum is given
by kp=d /2I%. The tunneling operator c; ¢, carrying a
momentum 2k is the CDW order parameter. From (7)
we see that there is a long-range CDW correlation when
g is close to 0. It is precisely in this case that we observe
a threshold structure in the longitudinal conductance of
the system (Fig. 6). This suggests that the threshold in
Fig. 6 should be attributed to the impurity pinning of the
CDW state. According to our picture, a drifting CDW is
realized by letting p; #pz. The impurity pinning is real-
ized through the tunneling between left movers and right
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movers (or by backscattering). Certainly the genuine (in-
commensurate) CDW state does not exist in one dimen-
sion. Here by “CDW state” we mean that the CDW or-
der parameter has a slow algebraic decay (e.g., g <1).
The tunneling picture of impurity scattering of CDW was
first proposed in Ref. 15. However, the CDW state in
Ref. 15 was treated within a mean-field picture. In this
picture we take into account the effects of quantum fluc-
tuations and strong correlations. As a result of strong
correlations and quantum fluctuations, the transport
properties of the CDW’s have nontrivial power-law struc-
ture (see the formula at the end of the paper). A
renormalization-group study of impurity pinning of 1D
CDW?’s can be found in Ref. 20.

Our formalism also applies to the Coulomb interaction.
In this case

G+(x’t):ev(¢(x,t)¢(0))=G6r (x,1) ,

X ot (£)=2e"Re(H0.0600) gin 1 Tm ($(0,1)4(0)) ] ,

-1, 726,
(p(x,01(0) = [ L—(e

a ik (D, t—x) ik (v, t+x)
k Fe k
0 k
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Vl(k)=2K0(|kla)|k_,0=%ln |k2{a ,
(43)
_ 2 2
Vz(k)—ZKO(lkldeﬂo——e-ln e |

where Ko(k)= [ (x>+1)""2cos(kx)dx is the Basset
function and € is the dielectric constant. Now 6, and v,
in (33) and (35) depend on k.

The correlation between the quasiparticle tunneling
operator

*

e
pRvoTd

A =exp where ¢ =¢p +¢,

is given by

(44)

2)dk .

The exact value of the above integration is hard to calculate. In the following we will discuss the asymptotic behavior

of the above correlation functions.

First let us consider the long-wavelength limit k <1/d. In this case 6, and U, have the form

172
-20, | In(d/a)
| 21n(2 /ka) ’
e |, d | 4 172
U =V n p n ad ,

(45)

where a= g7 is the fine-structure constant and ¢ the speed of light. We also have chosen v in (33) and (35) to be zero. (v
can always be absorbed in V', by redefining a.) We find { ¢(x, t)$(0)) has the following asymptotic form for large ¢

172 172

d vt

1
21na

($(0,)$(0)) |, o=~ — 4 |In—

a

where ¥V, =v(ac /em)[21In(d /a)]'/%. Note a* may not be
equal to a due to the possible next-order corrections.
After a calculation, the asymptotic form of the propaga-
tor X (@) for small  is found to be

exp{ —v[8In(d /a)In(2v, /|w|a*)]'"?)
o[In(2v, /|w|a*)]'/?

ImX . (0)=C,

’

47)

where C, is a constant. We see that as ®—0, ImX (@)
satisfies 0® ! <ImX () <ew™! for any positive 8. One
can also easily check that [ (‘;’o ImX . (0)dw is finite.

Now let us consider the behavior of the propagators
for 1/d <k <1/a. In this case 6, ~0 and the interedge

interaction is not important. After taking the limit
d — o we have

+im

2v,t —12
ln——i—— +const , 46)
a
f
e Py ’
48
k= er ka

at small k. We find surprisingly that {#(0,2)$(0)) has
the same asymptotic behavior as that for a constant ve-
locity: ($(0,£)$(0)) — —Int?+iw. Thus repeating the
calculations in the last section we find

2v

ImX, . (0)=C, lmal , (49)

where C, is a constant. The ratio C;/C, can be deter-
mined by allowing the two curves (47) and (49) to connect
smoothly around k~1/d, or equivalently, around
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o~aw;=(e?/emd)In(d /a). Equation (47) is valid when
o <<w; and (49) when w; <<w<<e?/ea. (e’/ea is the
high-energy cutoff of our effective theory.)

From the above discussion we find that the dc I,-V,
curve for the v=1 IQH state in the presence of the
Coulomb interaction has the following properties. For
e’/ea >>eV,>>w;, the I,-V, relation is linear and
satisfies Ohm’s law. When eV, < w;, the nonlinear behav-
iors start to appear and I, /V, increases as V, decreases.
In particular I,—> 0 as ¥,—0. To get some rough idea
about the shape of the I,-V, curve, we plot in Fig. 8 the
curve as calculated from (47), (49), and (5). Due to the
approximations we made in the calculations leading to
(47) and (49), the curve is not completely reliable. But we
expect the qualitative features, e.g., the divergences in
1,/V, and I, as V,—0, are correct. Due to the singulari-
ty near V,=0 in the I,-V, curve, we expect to see reso-
nance structures similar to those in Fig. 7 when an ac
component is present.

Let us make some numerical estimates. We may
choose d=2000 A, a=200 A, and €=10. Then
e?/med ~0.2 meV. Thus the breakdown of Ohm’s law
will appear when T <eV,<0.3 meV (which requires
T <<3 K). Such a condition is not difficult to achieve in
experiments.

We also calculated the I,-¥, curve for the v=1 FQH
state with the Coulomb interaction. We find that the
curve is very similar to that in Fig. 5, except I, diverges
faster when the Coulomb interaction is present. The
qualitative behaviors represented in Figs. 5-7 should
remain unchanged after the inclusion of the Coulomb in-
teraction.

|{!1Yl¥l!l'lr\\’lfl_Y_l
7 = j
ERN /ﬁ
o d j
E -
C 1
FI]/T/}-‘\‘Lll‘}l“lllllrj‘l
0 1 2 3 4
eV,

jr‘mwrll]xlv’mwmg

£ F /
- i
s F /3

8 r
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0 1
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log 10(eVL)

S

FIG. 8. The dc I,-V, tunneling curve for the v=1 IQH state
in Fig. 4 with the Coulomb interaction at zero temperature. eV,
is measured in units of e?>/ed. We have chosen d /a = 10.
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III. RELATIONS TO ONE-DIMENSIONAL
INTERACTING ELECTRON MODELS

In the preceding section we saw that when projected
down to the first Landau level, the electron system
presented in Fig. 4 can be mapped into a one-dimensional
system. The column states in the Landau gauge in the
quantum Hall system correspond to the momentum
eigenstate in the 1D system. Notice that in the Landau
gauge we have the translation symmetry in x direction.
The column states are the eigenstates of the momentum
in the x direction. The momentum k, is related to the
position of the column state through k, =y /1% where y is
the y coordinate of the center of the column state. If the
electrons in Fig. 4 are confined by a smooth potential
V(y), then the Hamiltonian of the mapped 1D system is
given by (for the free electrons)

Hy=3 V(k)e| ¢, - (50)
k

X

The ground state of (50) is a Fermi liquid which corre-
sponds to the IQH state with the first Landau level filled.
In the presence of weak interactions the infrared fixed
point of the system is described by the Luttinger liquid.?!

When the electrons are interacting, the mapped 1D
system also contains an interaction term. For a 2D elec-
tron interaction V., (z; —z; )=0%8(z; —z;), the mapped in-
teraction term in 1D is

= Fof
Hl_ 2 Vee(kl’kz’k3’k4)cklckzck36k4 .
ky+ky=ky+k,

(51)
Vee(kl,kz,k3,k4)czk1k4+k2k3_klk3_k2k4 .

Note that V,, is regular for small k, hence it represents a
local interaction in 1D. In fact one can easily show that
(51) correspond to the following two-body interaction in
1D:

Ve (x; ‘xj)=828(x,-—xj) . (52)

We know that in 2D when the electron interaction V,, is
much larger than the potential ¥V, the electrons will form
1

a new kind of state, e.g., the v=1 Laughlin state. This

implies that, after the mapping, the 1D system described
by H,+H, also supports a new ground state when
H,>>H,. It is interesting to see whether such a new
state in 1D represents a new universality class or not.
One way to address this problem is to study the electron
propagator. According to the above mapping, the low-
energy dynamics of the 1D system H,+H, is described
by the Kac-Moody algebra (18) and the Hamiltonian (30).
The Hilbert spaces of the low-energy states are generated

by’ ‘t/lle density operators p; g, the charge e operators
Ti(Vig /e) . . .
e VI/IPLR and the quasiparticle backscattering opera-

tors e=1(17¢V94  Here ¢ is equal to ¢+, and g=1/v
is an odd integer. In the presence of generic interactions
the physical electron operators may mix with the quasi-
particle backscattering operators. The electron operator
may take the following general form:
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+i(Vig /e)l¢; » +(n/q)¢]e +ilg+2n)kpx

CL,R= 2 Ane (53)

n=—o

Actually (53) is the most general form of a local charge e
operator. From (53) we see that the electron propagator
has a form

+i(g+2nkpx

2
G, (x,0) xS (xtvt)? T2(x2—p2?)re (54)
n

Equation (54) has structures identical to those of the elec-
tron propagator in the Luttinger liquid. Therefore the
1D state derived from the v=1/q Laughlin state belongs
to the same universality class as the Luttinger liquid de-
rived from the v=1 IQH state.

We would like to point out that when V=0, the
ground state and the low-lying excitations (i.e., the zero-
energy sector) of the 1D Hamiltonian (which is H) are
exactly soluble. Those zero-energy wave functions can be
obtained by mapping the wave functions of the Laughlin
state and the wave functions of the edge excitations™’:3
into one dimension. The mapping of the Laughlin wave
function into 1D has also been discussed explicitly in Ref.
22. Notice that the 1D system described by H, contains
only one length scale k; ! while the corresponding 2D
FQH system contains two length scales d and /. What
happens is that different 2D FQH systems with the same
kyp=d /1?> map into the same 1D system. This property is
related to the fact that the 2D system, after being project-
ed into the first Landau level, is invariant under separate
scalings x —»7x and y —7'y if the potential is given by
V(z,-——zj)=628(z,-—zj). As a consequence of the above
scalings we find that the FQH states for d >>I and for

d << are continuously connected to each other and have
the identical excitation spectrum once kp=d /I? is fixed.
When d << the magnetic field is not important and the
system reduces to the 1D model described by H,+H,.
Many results obtained in this paper for the FQH effects
also apply to such a 1D system. Since the CDW order
parameter has a slow algebraic decay, x ~2/%, we may call
the 1D state derived from the v=1/q FQH states a CDW
state.

Certainly in 1D one can only directly measure the
I-Vgp curve (see Fig. 5). For Vg, >>Vgp, and at T =0,
the conductance is given by I/Vg,=ge’/h—y V2% 2
where ¥ is a constant. In the presence of an ac com-
ponent in current I, the dc part of Vg, (¢) can easily be
calculated from (27) and Fig. 7. The results are presented
in Fig. 9. The resonances appear when the current is
equal to a multiple of e Q) /27. Those resonances can easi-
ly be understood from a CDW picture. Actually the
steps similar to those in Fig. 7 have been observed in
three-dimensional CDW states.?> Notice that the reso-
nances happen at such currents that an integer number of
electrons are transported through the system in each
period 27/Q. We know when a CDW state (or a state
with strong CDW fluctuations) passes through an impuri-
ty, the density oscillation in space will cause an oscilla-
tion in time. If there is one electron in each period of the
CDW state, the frequency of the oscillation will be
Qo=2mI/e. This oscillation, when resonant with the
external oscillation, causes the first step in Fig. 9. The
other steps are caused by the resonances with higher har-
monics in the external oscillations. It is very satisfying to
see that the result of the quasiparticle tunneling in the

6 T T T T T T T 6 T T T T T
2ml,/eQ=1/3 T 2nl,/e0=4/3
c 4 ]
~N
a
-
*
(] 2 |
0 B | | | j 1 | 1 } | | 1
0 2 4
6 T T I I T T T ‘ T i |
I 2nl,/e0=7/3 ]
]
B _
c i i
3 L ]
=
2 i
() o N
0 L I S ] | 1 1 1 Il | ]
0
2nl/eQ 2nl/eQ

FIG. 9. The dc part of the I-Vgp curve for the CDW state or the v=% Laughlin state in Fig. 4. I contains an ac component:

I(t)=I+1I,sin(Qt). The temperature T is chosen to be zero.
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FQH states can be explained by the above simple CDW
picture. This also confirms that the transport properties
of the FQH states are governed by the quasiparticle tun-
neling.

We would like to remark that in 3D CDW samples,
one also observed steps at rational values of 271 /e().
Those new steps can be obtained in our model by includ-
ing higher-order terms of I' in the tunneling formula (1).

We would like to mention that the limit d // — o (with
kp=d /I? fixed) is very useful. In this case the FQH state
is a well-defined bulk state and yet equivalent to the 1D
system described by H;. Many properties of the 1D sys-
tem described by H; can be obtained in this limit from
the known properties of the FQH effects. For example, it
is clear that the electron propagator in the FQH state
only contains singularities at 3:3kp. This implies that
after mapping to 1D the electron operators take the sim-
ple form

+i(Vq /e)é +igk x
e LRo=7F"

CLR™ (55)

The kj singularity disappears.

IV. DISCUSSION

Before ending the paper we would like to discuss the
limitations and the approximations in our approaches.
All the results obtained in this paper are based on the
low-energy effective Hamiltonian (22) or (30). The com-
plete Hamiltonian may contain many other terms, e.g.,
the anharmonic term 3 Pk, Pr,P—k, —ky Those terms are

irrelevant at low energies and can be ignored if we are
only interested in the low-energy properties of the sys-
tem. Thus our results are correct only when k and o are
less than certain cutoff values. In the following we will
discuss the values of the momentum and the frequency
cutoff in the effective theory.

If electrons experience only a short-range interaction
with a range less than the electron separation n ~!/2, then
the momentum cutoff a ' is expected to be of order
n'?=v'y/271 . For a 10-T magnetic field a is of order
100 A. In the presence of the Coulomb interaction the
situation is more complicated. When the cyclotron fre-
quency o, is much larger than the -characteristic
Coulomb energy €,=V'v/2m(e?/el), experimental value
of the gap is of order 1 K for the v=1 FQH state. We
may take A as the energy cutoff of our effective theory.
The momentum cutoff may be determined from
A=k (e*/em)In(2/ka)l,~,,,, which gives a~e%/Am
~3000 A. For the v=1 IQH state, we would choose
A~w,. In this case e?/Am is less than the interelectron
distance. So the cutoff scale is given by the latter:
a~2.51~200 A at B=10 T. We would like to point out
that the above estimates (and other numerical estimates
in the paper) are very crude. They may be off by a factor
of 3 or more.

The results obtained in this paper also apply to the
hierarchical FQH states, because the Green function of
the electron or the quasiparticle on edge also has a form!!

G(x =0, t)xt8 .
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The value of the exponent g depends on the detail struc-
ture of the hierarchical state.

In this paper we discussed the transport properties of
the edge states in the IQH and FQH effects, with or
without Coulomb interactions. We find that the trans-
port properties demonstrate various nonlinear or even
singular behaviors. Those behaviors can be used to
directly measure the fractional charges of the quasiparti-
cles. We also find that the interedge interactions have
profound effects on the edge transport properties of the
QH states, sometimes quantitatively and sometimes even
qualitatively. In many cases the interedge interactions
complicate the matters. One way to avoid the interedge
interactions is to do experiments on samples with a
geometry as illustrated in Fig. 10. Many predictions that
we obtained here are within the reach of the present ex-
perimental technology. It would be very interesting to
test those predictions in experiments.

We also discussed the scattering of a moving 1D CDW
state (i.e., a state with an algebraically decaying CDW or-
der parameter) by a single weak impurity. We find that
the differential conductance of the system is given by

I _ e’
vy S h

+yVT? (56)

when Vg is much larger than the pinning threshold but
much less than the cutoff v /a. Here ge?/h is the conduc-
tance of the CDW state in the absence of impurities and
y is a constant. We find that the conductance of the
clean system determines the exponent in (56). The pin-
ning threshold for a weak impurity can be estimated from
(28). We see that the pinning threshold has a nontrivial
power-law dependence on the impurity strength.

We have been emphasizing the similarity between 1D
CDW systems and 2D FQH systems. Certainly there are
differences between the two systems. For example, the
narrow-band noise in the dc transport still exists even

FIG. 10. A sample geometry which reduces the effects of in-
teredge interactions.
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when the 2D FQH system is not 1D like, say with a
geometry given in Fig. 10. In this case it is hard to use
the spatial charge modulation to explain the narrow-band
noise. Also in this case the exponents g in (8) and (56) are
quantized and take simple rational values.
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