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We report on results of numerical studies of the spin pcddidn of the half filled second Landau level, which
corresponds to the fractional quantum Hall state at fillagfdre = 5/2. Our studies are performed using both
exact diagonalization and Density Matrix Renormalizat@moup (DMRG) on the sphere. We find that for the
Coulomb interaction the exact finite-system ground stafiellig polarized, for shifts corresponding to both the
Moore-Read Pfaffian state and its particle-hole conjugatg-Pfaffian). This result is found to be robust against
small variations of the interaction. The low-energy exoitaspectrum is consistent with spin-wave excitations
of a fully-magnetized ferromagnet.

PACS numbers: 73.43.Cd, 5.10.Cc

Introduction — The most striking feature of the Laugh- pecially when finite layer thickness is taken into accougf)3
lin state describing the fractional quantum Hall (FQH) effe Recent experiments which are consistent with a quasipartic
at filling fraction» = 1/3 [1] is the appearance of quasi- charge:/4 [33,134] give further support to this hypothesis, but
particle excitations with fractional charge and fractikstatis-  cannot rule out Abelian paired states which also could have
tics. The idea of particles that do not behave as fermiong/4 quasiparticle charge. However, there is less evidence that
or bosons, something that can occur in two spatial dimenéii) holds. In GaAs, the Zeeman energy is approximately 50
sions, is still a reason for wonder, and a motivation for seektimes smaller than the cyclotron energy as a result of effec-
ing phases of matter with exotic excitations in low dimen-tive mass ang-factor renormalizations, so the magnetic field
sions. The Laughlin wavefunction served as a foundation tmeed not fully polarize the electron spins. Electron-etatt
explain all the odd-denominator incompressible FQH statefteractions, which are roughly comparable to the cyclotro
[2,3,14,15,6]. However, it does not include the possibility energy in current experiments at= 5/2, (or even larger,
of an even-denominator state. Therefore, the quantum Hafiee Refl[35]) can, therefore, determine the spin physitseof
plateau observed at = 5/2 [7, |€,19,/10,( 11| 12] poses a ground state (which is what happensiat= 1,1/3, where
special challenge. the ground state would be spontaneously polarized even if

While various theories have been proposed for this stathe Zee.man energy were precisely Z€ro). .While the Pfaffian
[13,114,[15] 16 17, 18. 19. 0], much of the excitement ha@nd anti-Pfaffian states are fully spin-polarized, theeeadso

been generated by the possibility that it is a non-Abeligoto paired states which are not fully-polarized[14, 36_5’ 37krsu
logical state. In ground-breaking work, Moore and Réadl [15PS the so-called, 3, 1) state. Therefore, the experiments ob-
proposed the Pfaffian wavefunction as a description of elec3€rVing charge/4 quasiparticles do not rule them out. Ex-
trons in an incompressible half-filed Landau level. Greite PEiments which seek to directly probe the spin polarizatio
et al. [20] noted that this state is the quantum Hall analogu@ty =5/2are mt_:on_cluswe [38]. The application of a modes_t
of a p + ip superconductor and conjectured that this groundn'pl‘?lne magnetic T'EId destroys the_ FQHE_[39’ 40, 41]. This
state may be realized at= 5/2. Recently, it was noted that /@S mterpr_eted quite natu_rally as direct ewde_znce_ thabtBe
there is another possible state, the so-called anti-Piaftate  ~ QH State is spin-unpolarized. However, spin-singlet wave
[17,[18], which would be would be degenerate in energy withfunctions [13] proposed to dgscnbe the 5/2 FQH state proyed
the Pfaffian state in the absence of Landau level mixing.éSinctO have. very poor overlgp with the_ ground state wavefunction
excitations above both the Pfaffian [21) 22| 23, 24] and antidetermined by exact d|ag(_)nalzat|on for small systems. Fur-
Pfaffian [17! 18] ground states are non-Abelian anyons,st hathermore, t_he 5/2 p'ateaP IS observed_ overa yery large range
been suggested [25] that thre= 5/2 plateau can be a plat- ofnperp_endlcular magnetic flelds,_ ranging frgm 2T/[35]t0 12T
form for topological quantum computation. Therefore, dete [42]. Since the 5/2 state can obviously survive very large-Ze

mining the nature of the — 5/2 state has gained additional man energies, it is questionable whether the destructitimeof
urgency, beyond FQH physids [26]. state with tilt is due to the the increase of the Zeeman energy

] . o A more plausible scenario [13,120,/27, 49] is that the destruc
The existence of non-Abelian quasiparticles at 5/2de-  jon of the 5/2 state is due to the orbital coupling|[32] of the
pends on (at least) the following premises: (i) Coulomb tepu jn_plane field. Efforts([38] to directly measure the 5/2 spin
sion in the second LL (SLL) has a form conducive to pairingo|arization through the resistively-detected NMR tecjoiei

and (ii) the electrons are fully spin-polarized. There i88§ 5y so far been unsuccessful although similar measurement
evidence from numerics that (i) is satisfied|[27,/28) 29, 88} (
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FIG. 1. Low-energy spectrum of system wiffi. = 10 electrons  FIG. 2: Ground-state energies obtained with DMRG, as a fanct
and shiftS = 3 on the sphere obtained with exact diagonalization of polarizationP = 2S¢ /N, for N. = 10. We show results for a
for: a) Coulomb interactions and b) Coulomb interactionthwiie  shift.S = 3, corresponding to the Pfaffian, afd= —1, correspond-
V1 pseudopotential varied to maximize the overlap betweemthe ing to the anti-Pfaffian. We also show results for intermidghifts.
merical ground state and the Moore-Read state for the cafsdlyof  Lines are a guide to the eyes.

spin-polarized electrons.

states have energies that are substantially higher thaimthe
[43] at v = 1/2 have shown that the system remains par-polarized ground state energy.at= 5/2 obtained by Morf.
tially polarized up to magnetic fields e¢ 8 T, which is ap- Method — The existing numerical evidence suggests that
proximately twice the magnetic field at which the 5/2 statethe half-filled SLL is either fully-polarized, or partialy
is typically observed. Taken together, all of this expemme polarized. However, the latter possibility has not been ex-
tal evidence provides a confusing and contradictory péctur plored, probably due to numerical limitations. In thiséetive
for the spin physics of the 5/2 plateau, with both fully spin- overcome these limitations by combining exact diagonaliza
polarized and partially- or even unpolarized states belag-p  tion with the recently introduced Density Matrix Renormal-
sible, particularly at low magnetic fields. Point contact-tu ization Group method (DMRG) for studying FQH states on
neling experiments hint that the anti-Pfaffian is the statd-r  the spherical geometry [29,/30]. This DMRG approach relies
ized atr = 5/2, although the (3,3,1) state [14] is nearly as on concepts of exact diagonalization and numerical renlbrma
good a fit to the data [34]. Since the (3,3,1) state [14, 37] igzation group, and yields variational results in a reducasid
Abelian and unpolarized, while the Pfaffian and anti-Pfaffia in the form of a matrix-product state. Contrary to other vari
states are non-Abelian and polarized, determining therpolaational methods, it does not rely on an ansatz or prior knowl-
ization of the 5/2 state addresses the issue of whether or netige of a trial wavefunction. The obtained energies areiquas
it is non-Abelian. Clearly, it is imperative that the issue 0 exact, in the sense that the accuracy is under control, and im
the spin-polarization of the 5/2 state is resolved by a s&rio proves as the number of states in the basis is increased}i4, 4
numerical calculation, which is what we achieve in this work We have typically used000 DMRG states, which exploits the

For the last 25 years numerical methods have had stroni§inits of our computational capability.
predictive power in the study of FQH systems, and have be- The Hamiltonian that describes a Landau Level is dictated
come a fundamental validation tool for theories. In a seminaby the Coulomb interaction between electrons, making this
papet[2/7], Morf showed that in a half-filled SLL, the fullypo the quintessential strongly correlated problem. In theesiph
larized state has lower energy than the spin singlet statgsin ~ cal geometry, it is written in an angular momentum represen-
tems of up to 12 electrons. Based on this result, he arguéd thtation, which is parametrized by Haldane’s pseudopotksntia
the electrons in the SLL are fully polarizediat= 5/2, which V7, [46,/147] that describe the interaction between two elestron
ran counter to the prevalent view at the time (based on tiltedwith relative angular momentur.[48] In the lowest LL,V;
field experiments [39]). Later, Past al [LE] compared the dominates, explaining why the Laughlin state yields such a
energies of different ground-state candidates, and cdedlu good description at = 1/3, since it is the exact ground state
that a polarized Pfaffian is favored against a polarized comef a hard-core Hamiltonian with;, = 0 for L # 1. However,
posite fermion sea, and unpolarized composite fermion sedn the second LL (SLL), the relative magnitude of the pseu-
Recently, Dimovet al [3€] reached the same conclusion by dopotentials is such th&g becomes comparable 14, there-
comparing the Pfaffian and Halperin's (3,3,1) state [14, 37fore introducing a competition between pairing and Coulomb
using variational Monte Carlo. In all these works, all trial repulsion, crucial to stabilize the Pfaffian. (Notice thegme-L
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FIG. 3: Ground-state energies obtained with DMRG, as a fanct
of 1/N., for different values of polarizatio®, and shiftS = 3.
Energies are in units of the magnetic length and have beealegs
following Ref.[27]. Lines are a guide to the eyes.

FIG. 4: Ground-state energies obtained with DMRG, as a fanct
of 1/Ne, for different values of polarizatio®® and shiftS = —1,
corresponding to the anti-Pfaffian. Dashed lines indicaitesar ex-
trapolation inl/Ne.

pseudopotentials only become relevant for partially poéat
or unpolarized states).
Results — Incompressible states at filling fractionsare

ing to the Pfaffian and anti-Pfaffian respectively, and diso,
completeness, at intermediate values. We have found excel-
lent agreement with exact diagonalization results, witiorsr
characterized on the sphere by a number of electtgnand  in the sixth digit, establishing the accuracy of the techriq
flux quantaNs obeying the relationVe = N./v — S(v), In all cases, the evidence clearly shows that the fully jodar
where S(v) is the so called shift function. The shift for the state has lower energy, and that the energy increases nmenoto
Pfaffianv = 5/2 state isS = 3, and its particle-hole con- ically with decreasing polarization. For shifts= 0,1, 2, the
jugate, the anti-Pfaffian, is & = —1. In the absence of energy differences only appear in the fourth digit. One poss
Landau-level mixing, these states become energetically déble interpretation is that these values of the shift commeasio
generate in the thermodynamic limit. excitations above the Pfaffian and anti-Pfaffian grounestat

In Fig. [1 we present the low-energy spectrum of a systenif these excitations were skyrmion-like (i.e. with many re-
with NV, = 10 electrons obtained using exact diagonalizationversed spins), we would expect the ground state at these val-
on the sphere at half-filling, with the shift = 3 correspond- ues of the shift to be a spin-singlets. The addition of a Zeema
ing to the Moore-Read (MR) Pfaffian state. All values are inenergy to the Hamiltonian will even more strongly rule out
units ofe? /4y, wherely = \/hc/eB is the magnetic length. the possibility of an unpolarized or even partially-patad
The ground state is fully magnetizes,{; = N./2 = 5),and  ground-state, even for the lowest magnetic fiet@T) obser-
also has the same orbital angular momentdim= 0) as the  vation [35] of the 5/2 FQH state.
MR state; the overlap between the numerical ground state and In Fig[3 we show the ground-state energy as a function of
the MR state in this case i®%. We also find that the full the number of electrond’, for different values of the polar-
magnetization is a robust property of the ground state wheization P, shift S = 3, and zero Zeeman splitting. We have
some interaction parameters are varied. In in the same figurescaled the energies by a factgtNe /2N, to take into ac-
we present results of the same system with a slightly modieount finite-size effects on the sphere.|[27, 49] Our data re-
fied Hamiltonian, in which th&; pseudopotential is tuned to produces the results obtained by Morfl[27] in smaller system
maximize the overlap between the numerical ground state anahd we extend the study ¥, = 14 for the unpolarized sys-
the Moore-Read state for fully spin-polarized electrom t tems, andV, = 26 for the fully polarized states. For polar-
overlap is98% in this case. (Notice that the overlaps on theization P = 0.5, we study system sizes up 16. = 14. No-
sphere are larger than on the torus [28]) Just as in the Cdwulontice that the calculations at finite polarization involve aah
case, the ground state is fully polarized. What is noteworth larger Hilbert space. Moreover, the Hamiltonian now inesid
about this spectrum is that the first excited statelhas1 and  terms mixing spin, making these calculations computation-
Stot = 4 = N./2 — 1; this is what we expect for the lowest- ally expensive, and preventing us from reaching largeesyst
energy spin-wave excitation on top of a fully-magnetized fe sizes. Based on extrapolations with the number of DMRG
romagnetic ground state. While the spectrum of the Coulomistates, we estimate our errors to 13 for the largest sys-
case does not quite show such behavior at this particular sytems considered, which is of the order of the symbol size. As
tem size, we believe it is a finite-size artifact; we expect fo previously noticed in Ref.[27], the results at finite patari
larger system sizes the lowest-energy excitation should be tions exhibit very strong finite-size effects. This makeg an
spin-wave, just as we see foV; = 0.0375. attempt to extrapolate energies to the thermodynamiclimit

In Fig[2 we plot the ground-state energies of a system withieliable, even using the larger system sizes studied here.
N. = 10 electrons at half-filling, as a function of the polar- In Fig[4 we show the ground-state energy as a function of
ization P = 25}, /N, obtained with the DMRG method. We 1/N. for a shiftS = —1, corresponding to the anti-Pfaffian.
present results at shift valu§s= 3 andS = —1, correspond- Notice that this calculation involves four more orbitalsuth
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