
ar
X

iv
:2

10
5.

12
69

0v
2 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

es
-h

al
l]

  9
 S

ep
 2

02
1

Dynamics of quantum Hall interfaces
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A quantum Hall (QH) interface is different from an ordinary QH edge, as the latter has its
location determined by the confining potential, while the former can be unpinned and behave like
a free string. In this paper, we demonstrate this difference by studying three different interfaces
formed by (i) the Laughlin state and the vacuum, (ii) the Pfaffian state and the vacuum, and (iii)
the Pfaffian and the anti-Pfaffian states. We find that string-like interfaces propagating freely in
the QH system lead to very different dynamical properties from edges. This qualitative difference
gives rise to fascinating physics and suggests a different direction in future research on QH physics.
We also discuss briefly possible analogies between QH interfaces and concepts in string theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

Edge (and more generally, surface) states of quantum
Hall (QH) and other topological states of matter provide
a window to peek into the bulk topological properties
of the system, via the principle of bulk/edge correspon-
dence [1]. More generally, an edge can be viewed as a
special case of an interface between two different phases
of matter, namely one of the two phases is a vacuum. Re-
cently, interfaces between different QH phases have been
attracting considerable attention [2–17]. While there is
much similarity between edge and interface states, the
latter is considerably richer because its physics depends
on the topological properties of both phases. Neverthe-
less, the theoretical framework used thus far in their de-
scriptions is the same.

The main purpose of the present paper is to address
the important qualitative difference between edges and
interfaces, and explore its consequences. For a QH edge,
its location is usually determined by the confining poten-
tial that holds the electrons to form a QH liquid. This
potential also determines the edge state spectrum, and
other static and dynamical properties of the edge [18].
The situation becomes very different for interfaces. To il-
lustrate this point, consider magnetic domains of an Ising
ferromagnet, in which the domain walls are the analogs of
our interfaces. Due to the degeneracy of the two polariza-
tions, the domain walls are free to move. While in reality
the interfaces may be pinned by disorder or other extrin-
sic perturbations, there is no analog of the edge confining
potential in the idealized limit. In such a limit, the inter-
face becomes an extended string-like object free to move
in the (2+1)-dimensional space-time [19]. Similarly, dif-
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ferent QH phases may be realized in different regions of
the sample. A prominent example of strong current in-
terest is the fractional QH state at filling factor ν = 5/2
in GaAs heterostructures [20, 21], where the leading can-
didates, Pfaffian and anti-Pfaffian states, are exactly de-
generate in the idealized limit (where particle-hole asym-
metry and other extrinsic effects are absent). In this limit
pinning effects of the domain walls disappear, and they
are more appropriately described as string-like interfaces.
On one hand, the low-energy physics of the system is still
governed by area-preserving deformations of the QH liq-
uid [22, 23], which are also known as edge waves [24].
On the other hand, the string-like nature of the inter-
face significantly alters the spectra of the excitations and
gives rise to fascinating physics. We believe the string-
like nature of interfaces can play a fundamental role in
understanding certain QH states. This viewpoint moti-
vates our work.

In this paper, we study theoretically and numerically
the low-energy excitation spectra of three different QH
interfaces. In Sec. II, we consider an interface between
the Laughlin state at the filling factor ν = 1/m and the
vacuum. This simple setup allows us to revisit the physics
of edge waves. We highlight the qualitative difference be-
tween low-energy excitations between free interfaces and
pinned edges. In the special case of m = 1, we provide
a detailed analytic calculation of the effective string ten-
sion and compare it with our numerical results. Then, we
discuss in Sec. III the interface between the Pfaffian (also
known as Moore-Read) state and the vacuum. Interest-
ingly, we find that the energy scales of different types of
excitations show an opposite hierarchy as compared to
the low-energy spectrum of a pinned Pfaffian edge. Fur-
thermore, we provide a theoretical analysis of the inter-
face between Pfaffian and anti-Pfaffian states in Sec. IV.
The understanding of this interface can be a crucial step
to reveal the underlying nature of the ν = 5/2 fractional
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describes the interaction between different edge modes,
which eventually determines the structure of the inter-
face. By including electron-pair tunneling between the
edges, the two charge modes φl and φr = φp + φa are
gapped. In the presence of strong Coulomb interaction,
the tunneling process is relevant in the renormalization
group sense. As a result, the remaining gapless modes at
the interface are the neutral bosonic mode φn = φp−φa,
and the pair of Majorana fermion modes, ψp and ψa. The
topological term describing the interface modes is [4, 55],

L0 =

∫

dx

(

− 1

4π
∂tφn∂xφn − iψp∂tψp − iψa∂tψa

)

.(24)

In Fig. 6, different modes in the original Pfaffian and APf
edges, and the resulting interface are illustrated.

(a) (b)

FIG. 6: (a) The original modes in the Pfaffian and anti-
Pfaffian edges. (b) The resulting modes in the Pfaffian-anti-
Pfaffian interface due to a relevant electron-pair tunneling
across the edges. See the main text for the details of each
mode.

Now, it is important for us to emphasize the differ-
ence between Eq. (24) and another common description
in the existing literature. It has been pointed out that
there are four copropagating Majorana fermions at the
Pfaffian-APf domain wall. Depending on how they are
localized, different phases can be realized in the bulk and
at the edge of the system [5–7]. This four-Majorana pic-
ture is a natural description for pinned domains by disor-
der, which are usually assumed in the existing literature.
Naively, one may recover this description by fermionizing
φn into two Majorana fermions that have the same chi-
rality as ψp and ψa. However, our following discussion
suggests that Eq. (24) turns out to be a more natural
description of the Pfaffian-APf interface.
First, we show that φn satisfies a cubic dispersion due

to the distortion of the string-like interface. Since φn =
φp − φa, we deduce its energy dispersion starting from

ρ1/2up(x) =
up(x)

4πℓ2
=
∂xφp
2π

, (25)

ρ1/2ua(x) =
ua(x)

4πℓ2
=
∂xφa
2π

. (26)

Here, ρ1/2 = (1/2)/(2πℓ2) is the electron density in a
half-filled Landau level. The symbols up(x) and ua(x)
denote the local distortions of the positions of the original
ν = 1/2 edges in the Pfaffian and anti-Pfaffian edges,

respectively. The surface energy of the interface is

Hs =
σ

2

∫

[∂xup(x) − ∂xua(x)]
2 dx. (27)

Combining Eqs. (25) and (26), we can write Hs as

Hs =
σ

2

(

1

2πρ1/2

)2 ∫

dx
(

∂2xφn
)2

= H0 +
σ

(

2πρ1/2
)2

∑

k>0

k4φn,kφ
†
n,k. (28)

In the second equality, we have expanded φn(x) in the
plane-wave basis with Fourier modes φn,k. Using the

commutation relation [φn,k, φ
†
n,k′ ] = (2π/k′)δk,k′ , we ob-

tain the energy dispersion for the interface mode φn:

ωn(k) =
σ

2πρ2
1/2

k3 = σ(8πℓ)ℓ3k3. (29)

Due to the above cubic dispersion relation, it is un-
natural to fermionize φn into two Majorana fermions.
Thus, the four-fermion picture is not the most suit-
able description of a string-like interface. Based on a
density matrix renormalization group calculation, the
domain wall tension of the interface was estimated as
σ ≈ (2.2 × 10−3)e2/ǫℓ2 in Ref. [9]. This value is consis-
tent with Ref. [8]. Hence, we predict the dispersion for
φn as ωn(k) ≈ (5.5× 10−2)(e2/ǫℓ)ℓ3k3.
Next, we expect both ψp and ψa would satisfy linear

dispersions. In a general scenario, we do not see any nat-
ural reason for having a symmetry between ψp and ψa.
Therefore, they have different speeds, and their linear en-
ergy dispersions are not identical. In addition, we believe
the excitations with the lowest energy scale are still pure
bosonic excitations. Since the interface has three differ-
ent gapless modes, it is not surprising that its spectrum
can be quite complicated. Nevertheless, we believe all our
predictions here can be checked in future numerical work.
In our opinion, such a checking will be a crucial step to
understand the nature of the Pfaffian-APf domain wall,
and hence the underlying nature of the ν = 5/2 fractional
QH state in a real sample.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK: MORE

GENERAL INTERFACES AND EDGE AS A

D-BRANE

To summarize our work, we have studied three differ-
ent QH interfaces to highlight the qualitative differences
between interfaces and edges. In ordinary QH edges, they
are pinned by confining potentials. On the other hand,
the interfaces are string-like and free to propagate in the
system. Such an interface forms when the QH liquid
is held together by attractive interaction between par-
ticles. Despite the fact that both the low-energy excita-
tions of pinned edges and interfaces are edge waves (area-
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preserving deformation of the QH liquid), we showed that
the bosonic interface mode satisfies a cubic dispersion in-
stead of the ubiquitous linear dispersion in edge excita-
tions. Our work shows that these excitations dominate
the low-energy physics of interfaces. This qualitative fea-
ture may be probed in a low-temperature specific heat
measurement, which is expected to show c(T ) ∼ T 1/3.

In the simple case with a ν = 1 integer QH state held
by an attractive Haldane pseudopotential V1 < 0, we
have derived analytically the effective string tension of
the interface. Our numerical results confirm the theo-
retically predicted value σ = (2/π)3/2|V1|/2ℓ. The cubic
dispersion of the bosonic interface mode has also been
verified by our numerical results. Furthermore, we have
studied numerically the low-energy spectrum of the Pfaf-
fian (Moore-Read) interface for bosons at ν = 1, which is
formed by including the two-body Haldane pseudopoten-
tial V0 < 0 and a large repulsive three-body interaction.
Based on the numerical results, we made a prediction to
the string tension of the interface as (0.15/2π)|V0|/ℓ. The
presence of the fermionic interface mode complicates the
spectrum, but also makes it more interesting. By identi-
fying the nature of different excited states, we discovered
the excitations with the lowest energy scale correspond to
pure bosonic excitations, whereas the high energy scale
is occupied by pure fermionic excitations whose disper-
sion remains linear. Such a hierarchy of energy scales is
opposite to the one in a Pfaffian edge [42, 54].

Simple as they may be, much of our considerations also
apply to interfaces between different QH liquids, as long
as they are not pinned. This principle motivated us to
consider the interface between Pfaffian and anti-Pfaffian
(APf) states. Recent studies assumed the interfaces are
pinned by disorder potential [5–7], except for Ref. [4]
which suggested the spontaneous formation of alternat-
ing Pfaffian and anti-Pfaffian stripes, and corresponding
interfaces. When the interaction between different inter-
faces is ignored, the Pfaffian-APf interface should demon-
strate similar features of the two simpler interfaces dis-
cussed above. In particular, we argue that the neutral
bosonic mode satisfies a cubic dispersion, whereas the
two Majorana fermion modes satisfy different linear dis-
persions. Based on the recent results of the domain wall
tension [8, 9], we have predicted the cubic dispersion as
ωn(k) = αk3 with α ≈ (5.5× 10−2)(e2ℓ2/ǫ). Such a non-
linear dispersion suggests that one should not fermionize
the neutral bosonic mode into two Majorana fermions.
Thus, the interface modes should not be described as four
copropagating Majorana fermions. In fact, the picture of
having one bosonic and two Majorana fermion modes has
been proposed in Refs. [4, 55]. We hope our predictions
can be verified in future numerical simulations.

Finally, it is tempting to make analogy between quan-
tum Hall interfaces and different concepts in string the-
ory. From the nature of the interface modes, the Laugh-
lin and Pfaffian interfaces behave like bosonic string and
superstring [59], respectively. In this paper, the inter-
faces we have considered can only form closed strings. In

FIG. 7: Illustration of open strings (red lines) attached to
a quantum Hall edge (black circle) determined by confining
potential. Regions shaded with different colors are in different
quantum Hall phases. The edge plays a role very similar to a
D-brane in string theory.

more generic cases where an edge (determined by con-
fining potential) is also present, more features can be
observed. For example, the presence of the edge allows
one to include open strings by anchoring the interface
on the edge as demonstrated in Fig. 7. In this sense,
the edge plays a role like a D-brane [60] (more specif-
ically a D1-brane since the edge is one-dimensional) in
string theory. It is known that the phase of the D-brane
is sensitive to the state of the open strings [60]. In the
quantum Hall analogy, there is much interest and debate
on the relation between the interfaces and edge state in
the ν =5/2 fractional QH state [4–9]. It will be very
interesting to pursue the analogy deeper, and seek the
possibility of using quantum Hall systems to study dif-
ferent abstract concepts in string theory. We believe the
present paper provides an interesting perspective on this
fascinating physics.
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