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Abstract

The correlations that give rise to incompressible quantum liquid (IQL) states in fractional quantum
Hall systems are determined by the pseudopotential V(R) describing the interaction of a pair of
Fermions in a degenerate Landau level (LL) as a function of relative pair angular momentum R.
V(R) is known for a number of different Fermion systems, e.g. electrons in the lowest Landau level
(LLO) or the first excited Landau level (LL1), and for quasiparticles of Laughlin-Jain IQL states.
Laughlin correlations, the avoidance of pair states with the smallest values of R, occur only when
V(R) satisfies certain conditions. We show that Jain’s composite Fermion (CF) picture is valid
only if the conditions necessary for Laughlin correlations are satisfied, and we present a rigorous
justification of the CF picture without the need of introducing an “irrelevant” mean field energy
scale. Electrons in LL1 and quasielectrons in IQL states (e.g. QEs in CF LL1) do not necessarily
support Laughlin correlations. Numerical diagonalization studies for small systems of Fermions
(electrons in LLO or in LL1, and QEs in CF LL1), with the use appropriate pseudopotentials
V(R), show clear evidence for different types of correlations. The relation between LL degeneracy
g = 20+ 1 and number of Fermions N at which IQL states are found is known for a limited range
of N values. However, no simple intuitive models that we have tried satisfactorily describe all of
the systems we have studied. Successes and shortcomings of some simple models are discussed,
and suggestions for further investigation are made.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Solid state theory has developed from the realiza-
tion (Sommerfeld, [1928) that simple metals could be de-
scribed in terms of free electrons that obeyed the Pauli
exclusion principle (Pauli, [1925). Very early work on
the effect of the periodic potential of the solid on the
single electron eigenstates (Bloch, [1928) led to the con-
cept of energy bands and bandgaps (Wigner and Seitz,
1933), and to understanding of why some solids were
metals while others were insulators, semiconductors or
semimetals (Wilson, [1931). The early decades of solid
state physics were dominated by this “single particle”
description of electronic states.

In the middle of the last century scientists began to
worry about why this single particle picture worked so
well, since the interaction between particles was not so
small. Landau (Landau, [1956, [1957) proposed the Fermi

liquid theory to describe the effect of short range many
body interaction in liquid He®. The concept of quasipar-
ticles (QPs), elementary excitations that satisfied Fermi-
Dirac statistics and included a “self-energy” (due to in-
teraction with the ground-state) and a weak interaction
with one another, became a critical new concept in solid
state theory. Silin (Silin, [1957) made use of Landau’s
idea to study the properties of a "metallic” electron lig-
uid with long range Coulomb interactions. In micro-
scopic studies of the electron liquid many-electrons in-
teractions were treated via diagrammatic perturbation
theory. The starting point, however, was still the single
electron eigenstates and the Fermi distribution function.

The BCS theory of superconductivity (Bardeen et al.,
1957) demonstrates that perturbation theory was not al-
ways adequate, even when interactions were weak. How-
ever, even in BCS theory the noninteracting electron
states served as the starting point for introduction of
novel correlation effects via a generalized mean field ap-
proximation.

During the past two decades novel systems have been
discovered in which many-body interaction appears to
dominate over single particle energies. Transition metal
oxides displaying a metal-insulator transition, magnetic
phase transitions and high temperature superconduc-
tivity are one technologically important class of such
“strongly interacting systems”. When interactions dom-
inate, the standard technique of treating them as a per-
turbation on the single particle spectrum is usually not
adequate.

The paradigm for such systems is the fractional quan-
tum Hall (FQH) system. At very high values of the ap-
plied magnetic field the massively degenerate single par-
ticle Landau levels (LLs) disappear from the problem.
The low energy spectrum is determined by a single en-
ergy scale e?/\, where A = (hc/eB)/? is the magnetic
length. The incompressible quantum liquid (IQL) states
discovered by Tsui et al. (Tsui et all, [1982) result from
the interaction alone.

In this paper we present a review of the families of
FQH states observed experimentally and of how we un-
derstand them. Although a lot of theoretical meth-
ods have been developed, we would limit ourselves
to those that are critical to our explanations, leav-
ing out for example some work rooted in field theories
(Balatsky and Fradkin, [1991; [Fradkin and Schaposnik,
1991; [Lopez and Fradkin, 11991, 11992, 11993, 1995) and
Hamiltonian method (Murthy and Shankai, 1999, 2002,
2003; [Shankar and Murthy, [1997). Laughlin’s remark-
able insight (Laughlin, [1983) into the nature of corre-
lations giving rise to an IQL state and the fraction-
ally charged excitations: quasielectrons (QEs) and quasi-
holes (QHs) are discussed. We consider Haldane’s idea
(Haldane, [1983) that a hierarchy of IQL daughter states
can be attributed to the fact that putting fractionally
charge QPs into a QP Landau level is essentially the
same problem as that of putting the original electrons
in an electron Landau level. We review Jain’s remark-



able composite Fermion (CF) picture (Jain, [1989). It
predicts not only the filling factor v at which the most
prominent IQL states are observed, but structure of the
lowest band of energy states for any value of the ap-
plied magnetic field B. We emphasize the conditions
under which the CF picture is valid and discuss why
it’s valid. We give examples in which the CF picture
is not valid. We suggest that a useful approach to many
Fermion systems dominated by the interaction between
pairs is to study the antisymmetric eigenstates of a single
pair and to use them to construct an appropriate prod-
uct over all pairs. For the simplest case, this is exactly
the Laughlin wavefunction, a better starting point for a
many Fermion system than a Slater determinant of single
particle wavefunctions. We propose novel correlations,
different from Laughlin’s, when the pair interactions are
different from the Coulomb interaction in the lowest Lan-
dau level (LLO).

Our objective is to give a deeper intuitive understand-
ing of all FQH states in the hope that it may suggest
novel ways to treat correlations in other strongly inter-
acting systems.

II. INTEGRAL QUANTUM HALL EFFECT

The integral quantum Hall (IQH) effect was discovered
by von Klitzing et al. (von Klitzing et all, [1980) who
investigated the magnetotransport properties of a quasi
two dimensional (2D) electron gas in a silicon surface
inversion layer.

The Hamiltonian describing the motion of a single elec-
tron confined to the x — y plane in the presence of a
dc magnetic field B = Bz is simply H = (2u)7'[p +
(e/c)A(7)]2. The vector potential A(7) in the symmet-
ric gauge is given by A(F) = (1/2)B(—yi + zf). We
use T, ¥ , and Z as unit vectors along the Cartesian
axes. The Schrodinger equation (H — E)U(F) = 0
(Landau and Lifshit4, [1977) has eigenstates:

\Ilnm(ra ¢) = eim¢unm(r) (1)

1
E.. = Ehwc(2n+1+m—|— |m]) . (2)

The radial wavefunction ., (r) can be written as

U (1) = 2™ exp {—x—;] Lml(z?) (3)

where 22 = 1/2(r/\)?, and L™ is an associated La-
guerre polynomial. L(‘Jm| is independent of z, and Lllm‘ is
proportional to (|m|+1—22). From Eq. Blit is apparent
that the spectrum of single-particle energies consists of
highly degenerate levels; the lowest LL has n = 0 and
m = 0,—1,-2,..., and its wavefunction can be written
Vo = 2I™lexp[—|2|?/4/)\?], where z stands for re=™.
For a finite-size sample of area A, the number of single-
particle states in the lowest LL is given by Ny = B.A/¢o,
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FIG. 1 Vg and V. vs. B for a GaAs-AlGaAs heterostructure
cooled to 1.2 K. The source-drain current 25.5 A and n =
5.6 x 10'* electrons/cm? (Cagd, [1987; [Cage et ail, [Tune 1985).
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where ¢ = hc/e is the quantum of flux. The filling fac-
tor v is defined as N/N,, so that v~! is simply equal
to the number of flux quanta of the magnetic field per
electron.

When v is equal to an integer, there is an energy gap
(equal to hw.) between the filled states and the empty
states. This makes the noninteracting electron system
incompressible, because an infinitesimal decrease in the
area A can be accomplished only at the expense of pro-
moting an electron across the energy gap and into the
first unoccupied LL. This incompressibility is responsi-
ble for the integral quantum Hall effect (von Klitzing,
1986).

In Fig. [ we display typical results for Vx, the voltage
along the channel, and Vg, the Hall voltage. The former
contains zeros at the integral values of the filling factor
v caused by the energy gap between the filled and empty
LLs. Both localized and extended states occur in the LLs.
When the chemical potential ¢ resides in the localized
states o, vanishes (at T=0), and since localized states
make no contribution, the Hall conductivity o, remains
constant as ( moves through the localized states. The
integral value of 0, in units of e?/h is expected when v
is precisely equal to an integer. The Hall plateaus depend
on the spectrum of the localized states which is related
to the mobility of the sample.

III. FRACTIONAL QUANTUM HALL EFFECT

The observation of an incompressible quantum Hall lig-
uid state in a fractionally filled 2D Landau level by Tsui
et al. (Tsui et all,1982) was quite unexpected. The be-
havior of p,, and pgy as a function of filling factor v
is displayed for a typical early measurement in Fig.
There are clear zeroes of p,, at v = 1/3 and 2/3 and
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FIG. 2 pze and pzy at 90 mK, for a sample which
shows the fractional quantum Hall effect at v =
1/3, 2/3, 2/5, 3/5, 3/7, 4/7, 4/9, and 5/9 (Chang et all,
1984).

corresponding plateaus in p,. At other fractions there
are observable minima in p,, and changes in slope in pgy.
The trace looks like a continuation of Fig. [ to higher
magnetic field or lower filling factor. Later, with signifi-
cant improvement of the quality of the sample, other fill-
ing fractions have been observed in both lowest Landau
level (Pan et all,12003), and higher LL (Choi et all, 2008;
Pan et all, [1999; Willett et all, [1987; Xia et all, 2004).
Unlike the IQH effect, the FQH effect cannot be under-
stood in terms of the single particle spectrum. Coulomb
correlations among electrons in the partially filled LL of
degenerate single particle states must be responsible for
the incompressibility (and the energy gap associated with
it). Clearly, this is a novel many-body state.

Laughlin (Laughlin, [1983) correctly surmised that the
FQH states observed at filling factors v = m~!, with m
being an odd integer, resulted when the electrons were
able to avoid pair states with relative angular momen-
tum smaller than m. These avoided pair states have the
smallest pair separation and the largest Coulomb repul-
sion. Laughlin proposed a many-body wavefunction for
the IQL state at filling factor v = m~! given by

_M}

2 (4)

m
Z;; €Xp [
i<j

Here z; = rje "% is a complex coordinate for the po-
sition of the i*? electron, X\ is the magnetic length and

zij = % — z;. Clearly, in going from the filled v =1
state to the v = 1/3 state, the Laughlin wavefunction
has introduced two additional zeroes as a function of pair
separation |z;;|. The relative pair angular momentum is
simply m, the z-component of the relative angular mo-
mentum of particles ¢ and j. Laughlin also showed that
the elementary excitations of the IQL state could be de-
scribed as fractionally charged QEs and QHs. Both lo-
calized and extended states of the quasiparticles were re-
quired to understand the observed behavior of p,, and
Pay-

The first explanation of FQH states at values of v =
n(1+ 2p)~! with n > 1 was given by Haldane (Haldane,
1983). He assumed that the dominant interaction be-
tween quasiparticles was the short range repulsive part
of the pair interaction. Based on this assumption Hal-
dane suggested that the problem of filling the degenerate
states of the QP LL with Nqp Laughlin quasiparticles
was similar to that of filling the original IV, states of the
electron LL with IV electrons. Because the number of QP
states could not exceed N, Haldane suggested the N took
place of Ny and Nqp the place of N in the Laughlin’s
condition Ny = (2p+1)N for an IQL state. He proposed
N = 2pNqp as the condition for new IQL states of the
QPs. The even integer 2p was chosen because, accord-
ing to Haldane, the QPs were Bosons. This “Haldane
hierarchy” of IQL states contained all odd denominator
fractions. Slightly different versions of Haldane’s hierar-
chy were independently suggested by Laughlin (Laughlin,
1984) and by Halperin (Halperin, 1983, [1984). The dif-
ferent versions differ in the definition of the relative an-
gular momentum of QPs, resulting in different assign-
ment of QP statistics. All of the versions depended on
the residual interactions between QPs (which were not
well-known) being sufficiently similar to the Coulomb in-
teractions between electrons in LLO.

IV. NUMERICAL DIAGONALIZATION

Confirmation of Laughlin’s explanation of the corre-
lations giving rise to FQH states at v = 1/3,1/5,...
can be found through numerical diagonalization of the
Coulomb interaction within the subspace of the lowest
LL. Higher LLs play almost no role in the low energy
spectrum if the cyclotron energy hw,. is much larger than
the Coulomb energy e?/\. Exact numerical diagonaliza-
tion is limited to small systems, but it must give qualita-
tively correct results as long as the correlation length is
much smaller than the radius of the system. Restricting
the area of the sample can be done in different ways, but
probably the most useful is to make the 2D surface on
which the electrons reside a sphere of radius R (Haldane,
1983; [Haldane and Rezayi, 1985b). In this geometry a
magnetic monopole of strength 2Q¢y (where 2Q is an
integer) at the center of sphere gives a radial magnetic
field B = 2Q¢o /47 R%. Boundary conditions are avoided
and the rotational invariance replaces the translational



invariance of an infinite plane.

The single particle eigenstates (called monopole har-
monics (Wu and Yang, 11976, [1977)) are denoted by
|Q,¢,m >, where the angular momentum [ and its z-
component m must satisfy |m| < I. The single particle
eigenvalues are given by E; = (hw./2Q)[¢(¢ + 1) — Q?].
Since E; cannot be negative, the minimum allowed value
of / must be Q. We can write { = @Q + n, with
n = 0,1,... playing the role of LL index. For v < 1
only the lowest LL (with £ = Q) is relevant at high
magnetic fields. We can write N electron basis states
as: |my,ma,...,my >= ¢l ...cl,_cl |vac >, where
lvac > is the vacuum state and cf, creates an elec-
tron in state |@,¢,m > with £ = Q. Of course the
allowed values of m must satisfy |m| < ¢. Although
the two body matrix elements of the Coulomb interac-
tion < my, ms|V|ms, mg > have a simple form in the
lowest Landau level (Fano et all, [1986), the number of
N electron states [Ny!/NI(Ny — N)!| grows rapidly with
the system size. In the lowest LL where ¢ = @ the N-
electron states can be written |L, L., a > with L and L,
being the total angular momentum and its z component,
and « is an index that distinguishes different multiplets
with the same value of L. Because the Coulomb inter-
action Hamiltonian H =}, , V/(|7; — 7]) is spherically
symmetric, the Wigner-Eckart theorem tells us that <
L' L, J|H|L,L,,a >= §(L',L)0(L,, L,)Vau (L), and
the reduced matrix element Vs is independent of L,.
This fact can be used to reduce the size of matrices to
be diagonalized (Quinn et all, [2004b; Wéjs and Quinn,
1998a).

It is probably worth noting that on a plane
(Wéjs and Quinn, [19984) the allowed values of m, the z-
component of the single particle angular momentum, are
0,1,...,Ny — 1. M = )", m, is the total z-component
of the angular momentum (the sum is over occupied
states). It can be divided into Moy + Mg, the center of
mass and relative contributions. The connection between
the planar and spherical geometries is M = N/ + L.,
Mgr =N{—L,and Mcy = L+ L. The interactions de-
pend only on Mg so | Mg, Mcum > acts just like |L, L, >.
The absence of boundary conditions and the complete ro-
tational symmetry make the spherical geometry attrac-
tive to theorists. Many experimentalists prefer using the
| Mg, Mcy > states of the planar geometry.

Some exact diagonalization results (E vs. L) for the
ten electron system are shown in Fig. Bl The Laugh-
lin L = 0 incompressible ground state occurs at 2Q) =
3(N —1) for the v = 1/3 state. States with larger val-
ues of @@ contain one or two QHs (2Q = 28,29), and
states with smaller values of @) contain QEs in the ground
states (Quinn and Quinn, 2006; |Quinn and Wéjd, 20004
Quinn et all, 2004b).

The energy of the multiplet |La > can be expressed as

Bw- (3 ) Sy, 6
.

where Ppro(L’) is the probability that |[La > contains
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FIG. 3 The spectra of 10 electrons in the lowest Landau
level calculated on a Haldane sphere with 2Q) between 25
and 29. The open circles and solid lines mark the lowest en-
ergy bands with the fewest composite Fermion quasiparticles
(Quinn and Wdjs, 12000a).

pairs with pair angular momentum L', and V(L) is the
energy of interaction of a pair with angular momentum
L' =2¢{ —R. Here R = 1,3,5,... is referred to as the
relative pair angular momentum. We will sometimes use
the notation V(R) understanding this to mean V(2(—R)
i.e. the function V(L) with L’ expressed as 2¢ — R.

It is straightforward to evaluate the pseudopotential
V(R) describing the interaction of a pair of electrons in
a shell of angular momentum [ in the Haldane spherical
geometry (Fano et all,11986). It depends on the radius of
the sphere R = (Q)'/?) and on the Landau level index
n=/{0-Q=0,1,2,.... Simple results for V(") (R) are
given in Fig. [l

V. CHERN-SIMONS GAUGE FIELD AND JAIN’S
COMPOSITE FERMION PICTURE

Jain (Jain, 1989) made the remarkable observation
that the most prominent IQL states observed experimen-
tally could be understood in terms of a simple compos-
ite Fermion (CF) picture. This picture made use of a
Chern—Simons (CS) transformation (Wilczek, [1982a/h)
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FIG. 4 Pseudopotential V(L) of the Coulomb interaction
in the lowest (a) and the first excited Landau level (b) as
a function of squared pair angular momentum L'(L' + 1).
Squares (¢ = 5), triangles (¢ = 15/2), diamonds (¢ = 10),
and circles (¢ = 25/2) indicate data for different values of
Q = {4+ n (Quinn et all,2004b).

and a CS gauge field familiar to field theorists. The CS
transformation can be described as attaching to the ;'
electron (1 < j < N) a flux tube carrying a magnetic
field b = agod(7 — 7). Here ¢o = (he)/e is the quan-
tum of flux, o is a constant, and Z a unit vector normal to
the 2D layer. It is well-known that when this CS flux is
added via a gauge transformation, no change in the clas-
sical equations of motion results. Only the phase of the
quantum mechanical wavefunction is changed. However,
the CS transformation results in a much more compli-
cated many-body Hamiltonian that includes a CS vector
potential @(7) given by

i) = adn | e 20T uteemy , (6)

in addition to the vector potential A(7) of the dc mag-
netic field. Simplification results only when the mean
field (MF) approximation is made. This is accomplished
by replacing the density operator (7)) () in the CS
vector potential and in the Coulomb interaction by its
MF value ng, the uniform electron density. The resulting
Hamiltonian is the sum of single particle Hamiltonians
in which an “effective” magnetic field B* = B — vggns
appears.

Jain introduced the idea of a CF to represent an elec-
tron with an attached flux tube which carried an even
number a(= 2p) of flux quanta (Jain, 1990). In the
MF approximation the CF filling factor v* is given by
v~ ! =y~ — @, i.e. the number of flux quanta per
electron of the dc field less the CS flux per electron.
When v* is equal to an integer n = +1,£2,... , then
v =n(1+an) ! generates (for a=2) quantum Hall states

at v =1/3,2/5,3/7,..., and v = 1,2/3,3/5,.... These
are the most pronounced FQH states observed.
In the spherical geometry one can introduce

an effective monopole strength seen by one CF
(Chen and Quinn, [1994a). It is given by 2Q* = 2Q —

a(N — 1) since the a flux quanta attached to every
other CF must be subtracted from the original monopole
strength 2Q. Then |Q*| = ¢§ plays the role of the angular
momentum of the lowest CF shell just as Q = ¢, is the
angular momentum of the lowest electron shell. When
2@ is equal to an odd integer (1 + «) times (N — 1), the
CF shell £ is completely filled, and an L = 0 incompress-
ible Laughlin state at filling factor v = (14 a)~! results.
When 2|Q*| 4+ 1 is smaller (larger) than N, QEs (QHs)
appear in the shell lqp = {5+ 1 (Yqu = ¢§). The low en-
ergy sector of the energy spectrum consists of the states
with the minimum number of QP excitations required by
the value of 2Q* and N. The first excited band of states
will contain one additional QE-QH pair. The total angu-
lar momentum of these states in the lowest energy sector
can be predicted by addition of the angular momenta
(Lqu or Lqm) of the nqu or nqr quasiparticles treated
as identical Fermions. In Table [l we demonstrated how
these allowed L values are found for a ten electron system
with 2@ in the range 29 > 2Q) > 25. By comparing with
numerical results presented in Fig. Bl we readily observe
that the total angular momentum multiplets appearing
in the lowest energy sector are always correctly predicted
by this simple MF CS picture (Quinn and Quinn, 2006;
Quinn and Wdjd, 120004 [Quinn et all, 2004D).

2Q [29 28127 [26]25
2Q7 |11 1009 [8 |7
naom | 2 110 [0]0
nqe |0 010 |12
lqu |55 5 |45/4 |35
lqr |65 6 1555 |45
L |10,8,6,4,2,0]5 [0 |5 [8,6,4,2,0

TABLE I The effective CF monopole strength 2Q*, the num-
ber of CF quasiparticles (quasiholes - nqu and quasielectrons
nQe), the quasiparticle angular momenta and fqu, fqr and
the angular momenta L of the lowest lying band of multiplets
for a ten electron system at 2Q) between 25 and 29.

For example, the Laughlin L = 0 ground state at
v = 1/3 occurs when 2¢§ = N — 1, so that the N com-
posite Fermions fill the lowest shell (with angular mo-
mentum ¢;). The CFQE and CFQH states occur at
205 = N —1F 1 and have one too many (for QE) or
one too few (for QH) particles to give integral filling.
The single QPs have angular momentum N/2. The 2QE
and 2QH states occur at 25 = N — 1 F 2. They have
lor = (N —1)/2 and lqu = (N + 1)/2. We expect, for
example, fqr = 4.5 and {qu = 5.5 for a ten electron sys-
tem, leading to low energy bands with L = 0p2®406H8
for2QEsandto L=092®4 P 6P 8P 10 for 2 QHs.
In the MF picture, which neglects QP-QP interactions,
these bands are degenerate. Of course, numerical re-
sults in Fig. Bl show that two QP states with different
L have different energy. From this numerical data we
obtain, up to an overall constant, Vqp the residual inter-
action of a QP pair as a function of the pair angular mo-
mentum L’ (Quinn and Quinn, 2006; |[Quinn and W4js,



2000a; [Quinn_et all, [2004h; [W6js and Quinn, 2000d).

In addition to the lowest energy band of multiplets,
first excited bands which contain one additional QE-QH
pair can be observed in Fig. The “magnetoroton”
band lying between the L=0 Laughlin IQL ground state
and a continuum of higher energy states can be observed
in Fig. Bl(a). This band contains one QH with {qu = 9/2
and one QE with {qr = 11/2. By adding the angular
momenta of these distinguishable particles, a band with
1 =4Loeg —lou < L < lqe + Lqu = 10 would be pre-
dicted. The state with L = 1 does not appear in Fig[3
(a) suggesting that QE-QH pairs with L = 1 are forbid-
den (or at least pushed into the higher energy continuum
by interactions). Furthermore, the states in the band are
not degenerate indicating residual interactions that de-
pend on the angular momentum of the pair. Other bands
that are not quite so clearly defined can be observed in
other frames. For example, in frame (b) between the sin-
gle QE state at L = 5 and the higher energy continuum,
there is a 2QE-1QH band. The allowed L values can be
estimated by taking fqr = 5 and {qu = 4 and adding an-
gular momenta (treating the QEs as identical Fermions).
Interactions cause the predicted multiplets to overlap the
bottom of the continuum for 3 < L < 6 but outside this
range they are separate from it (Quinn and Quinn, 2006;
Quinn and Wajd, 20004 [Quinn et all, 2004D).

VI. BEYOND MEAN FIELD

Despite the satisfactory description of the allowed an-
gular momentum multiplets, the magnitude of the MFCF
energies is completely wrong. The magnetoroton en-
ergy does not occur at the effective cyclotron frequency
hwg = eB*/me. . This MF energy is irrelevant at large
values of B (if we keep mcr = m.), so it is a puzzle why
the CF picture does so well at predicting the structure
of the energy spectrum. It is interesting to compare the
energy spectrum of N noninteracting electrons with that
of N noninteracting CF's as done in Fig.

For large values of B the MF energy hwg, is much larger
than the Coulomb scale €2/\. Therefore the low lying
multiplets of interacting electrons will be contained in a
band of width e?/) about the lowest electron LL. The
noninteracting CF spectrum contains a number of bands
separated by hw¢. Interactions (Coulomb and CS gauge
interactions) among fluctuations beyond the MF essen-
tially have to restore the original noninteracting electron
spectrum when B — oo. Halperin et al.(Halperin et all,
1993) and Lopez and Fradkin (Lopez and Fradkin, 1991,
1992, [1993) have used conventional manybody perturba-
tion theory to treat fluctuations. However, there is no
small parameter to guarantee convergence or to justify
simple approximations like the random phase approxi-
mation (RPA). The standard many-body perturbation
theory gives reasonable results probably because it can
be thought of as a Silin-Landau theory (Landau, 11956
Silin, 11957) of an electron liquid. Long range correlations
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FIG. 5 Comparison of spectrum of N noninteracting electrons
(a) with that of N noninteracting CFs (b) the electron Landau
levels are separated by hwc; the CF levels hiws = vhwc. For
hwe > 62/)\7 the Coulomb energy scale, the degenerate single
electron levels are split by the Coulomb energy. This splitting
is much smaller than Awc (or Aiwe). The higher electron LLs
are not involved in determining the interacting spectrum, so
hwe and hwe:, both proportional to B, are irrelevant.

are handled by RPA; short range correlations by adding
Landau Fermi liquid interactions (Simon and Halperin,
1993). What is clear is that the success of the CF pic-
ture does not result from a cancelation between CS gauge
interactions and Coulomb interactions beyond MF.

Jain proposed a trial wavefunction which included a
Jastrow factor ], ; zfj, and he projected it onto the low-
est Landau level. He then diagonalized the Coulomb in-
teraction using the projected trial function (Jain, [1990).
Though the technique seems to give reasonably good re-
sults, it is not obvious why it works.

VII. ADIABATIC ADDITION OF CS FLUX

The CS magnetic field b(7) = agy > 0(r—1775)2 is usu-
ally introduced via a gauge transformation. Then, it
is a Bohm-Aharonov (Aharonov and Bohm), 1959) type
field, having no effect on the classical equation of mo-
tion. The Lorentz force on the i'" electron is given by
(—e/c)T; x b(F) with 7 = 7. No electron senses its own
CS flux, and since 7; and 7; cannot have the same value
for a pair of Fermions, there is no effect from b(7) on the
classical motion of the electrons. However, the CS flux
does introduce a phase factor into the quantum mechan-
ical wavefunction.

Let’s define 9, (¥) = exp(ime)um(r) as the wave-
function for the relative coordinate 7 = ; — 7; of pair
electrons in the lowest LL. For Fermions m, the z-
component of the relative angular momentum, must be
odd so that under exchange (¢ — ¢ + m) the phase
factor changes sign. If a CS flux ¢ = a¢y is in-
troduced on each electron via a gauge transformation,
then ¢, — expli(m — a)@Jum (r). The phase factor is
changed by exp(—iam)g,, under exchange. If « is not
an even integer this leads to the famous transmutation



of statistics, since ¢,, — exp(—iam)d,, under exchange
(Leinaas and Myrheim, [1977; Wilczek, [1990).

A gauge transformation is not the only way by which
CS flux can be introduced. We can start with some ini-
tial state of the relative coordinates of pair, e.g. one with
«a = 0, and adiabatically increase the CS flux attached
to each particle up to its final value. In this case ¢,,
evolves adiabatically into exp(ime)um+q (). There is no
change in phase (and therefore no change in statistics for
any value of a)). However, in the semiclassical orbit (de-
scribed by maximum in the density p(r) = |¢m|?) wm(r)
is replaced by tm1a(r). The orbit size changes in such
a way that the total flux (due to both the applied field
B and the CS flux) is conserved. The change in orbit
size results from the Faraday emf acting on the relative
motion in the presence of perpendicular magnetic field
B. If the pair was initially in the smallest allowed pair
orbit (with m = —1) and two CS flux quanta opposite

to B were added (o = —2), then the resulting new or-
bit will have m = —3. This is exactly what we mean
by Laughlin correlations. The adiabatic addition of CS
flux has altered the orbit to avoid the most repulsive pair
state with m = —1. However, in the absence of Coulomb
interactions all negative values of m belong to the lowest
LL. No change in energy occurs without Coulomb repul-
sion. No MF approximation or MF energy scale is needed
(Quinn and Quinn, 2003).

If we write the pair wavefunction as a product of
center of mass (CM) and relative motion we find
(75, 7;) = exp(imi; )um (1ij)uo(R;j) can be written as
2l expl—(r7 + )/ (4N2)].
the complex coordinate of the i*" particle, and \?> =
lic/eB = 2\, = A?/2. For an N electron sys-
tem the straightforward generalization of this pair func-
tion is the Laughlin wavefunction ®,,(1,2,...,N) =

[l legn\ exp[— Y., r7/(4A?)] where |m| is an odd inte-
ger. Small values of |m| correspond to small pair orbits,
with |m| = 1 having the largest Coulomb repulsion. Adi-
abatic addition of CS flux to every electron forces each
pair to be Laughlin correlated by avoiding pair orbits
with |m| = 1. This is accomplished without the neces-
sity of a MF approximation or the introduction of a MF

energy scale.

Here z; = r;exp(—ig;) is

From our previous discussion we know that we can
form total angular momentum multiplets |¢V; La > by
addition of the angular momenta b;=1 (i=1,2,...,N)
of N Fermions. In the absence of Coulomb repulsion,
E, (L) is the same for every value of L formed from N
electrons, each with angular momentum ¢ in the lowest
LL (with £ = @, the monopole strength in the Haldane
spherical geometry). Let’s define Gn¢(L) as the num-
ber of multiplets of total angular momentum L. If we
adiabatically add two CS flux quanta to each electron,
the N particle multiplets that can be formed belong to
a subset Gn¢(L) with ¢ replaced by ¢* = ¢ — (N — 1).
The multiplets belonging to Gne~(L) all avoid, to the
maximum extend possibly, pair states with R = 1. This

result is obviously true for a pair of Laughlin correlated
electrons. The smallest allowed pair angular momentum
would be L' = 2¢* — 1 = 2¢ — 3, completely avoiding
R = 1. In addition our numerical results, (Fig. Bl) show
that the allowed values of {qr and fqu [frames (b) and
(c)] are bqr = ¢* +1 = 5 and lqu = ¢* = 5. This
was easily understood in terms of “effective monopole
strength”, but the result does not depend on the MF
approximation. From frame (e) it is clear that Loqu =
20* — j where j is an odd integer [and from (d) that
Loqr = 2(¢*+1) —j]. Thus, the adiabatic addition of CS
flux introduces Laughlin correlations (avoiding R = 1)
and selects (Benjamin et all, 2001; |Quinn et all, 20014d)
from Gn¢(L) the subset G n¢ (L) that avoids the smallest
(and most repulsive) pair orbit with R = 1. The proof
that Gye-(L) is a subset of Gy¢(L) has been given in
Benjamin et all (2001).

When N > 20* + 1, there are more particles than can
be accommodated in the lowest CF LL. An integral num-
ber of filled CF levels occurs when N = n(2¢*+n), where
n=1,2,.... Then, the only state belonging to G- (L)
is the L = 0 incompressible Jain state with filling factor
v =n(2n + 1)1, This completely explains the Jain se-
quences 1/3,2/5,3/7,... and 1,2/3,3/5,... (though for
simplicity we have considered p = 1 instead of addition of
2p CS flux quanta). The gap between the lowest band of
states (containing the minimum number of QPs required
by the values of 2Q) and N) and the first excited band is
proportional to V(R), the pseudopotential describing the
interaction of a pair as a function of the relative pair an-
gular momentum R, for the value of R avoided in the
Laughlin correlated state. Note that the only energy
scale is the Coulomb scale, and even though no extra-
neous MF energy has been introduced, the occurrence of
Jain states, the form of the low energy spectrum, and the
size of gaps has been determined qualitatively.

Fig. [0 is a simple illustration of this for a system of
four electrons. If we start at 2¢ = 23 [frame (d)] we
find four bands. The highest band contains pairs with
the largest values of L’ (i.e. the largest pair repulsion).
When we consider 2¢* = 20—2(N —1) = 17 [frame (c)] we
eliminate the largest L’ and there are only three bands.
Ultimately at 20* = 2¢ — 6(N — 1) = 5 [frame (a)] there
is only a single band (with low L values and low pair
repulsion). If we had chosen 2¢ = 21 instead of 23, we
would have had a Laughlin L = 0 IQL state for frame
(a) since 20* = 21 — 6 x 3 = 3 and the level is filled by
four electrons.

VIII. THE COMPOSITE FERMION HIERARCHY

Haldane (Haldane, 1983) introduced the idea of a hi-
erarchy of condensed states in which Laughlin QPs of
a condensed electron state could form daughter states.
The new daughter states have their excitations (a sec-
ond generation of QPs) which, in turn, could form new
IQL daughter states with their own QPs, ad infinitum.
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FIG. 6 The energy spectra of 4 electrons in the lowest Landau
level at different monopole strength (a) 2Q = 5, (b) 2Q = 11,
(c) 2Q =17, (d) 2Q = 23. All those 2Q values are equivalent
in mean-field CF picture (CS transformation with p =0, 1,2
and 3, respectively). (Solid diamonds: states with R > 7,
that is P(1) = P(3) ~ P(5) ~ 0 and P(7) > 0; open circles:
states with R > 5, that is P(1) = P(3) ~ 0 and P(5) >
0; solid circles: states with R > 3, that is P(1) ~ 0 and
P(3) > 0; open squares: states with R > 1, that is P(1) > 0)
(Quinn and Wdjs, 12000a).

Haldane assumed the problem of partial filling of a Lan-
dau level of QPs (or a QP angular momentum shell) was
essentially the same as the original problem of putting
N electrons into Ng single particle states of the lowest
LL. Because the maximum allowed value of the number of
QP states, was equal to N, the number of electrons in the
Laughlin condensed state, he replaced the electron LL de-
generacy Ng by N, and replaced the number of electrons
by Nqp in the Laughlin condition N = (2p+1)N for an
IQL state. Because he treated the excitations as Bosons,
Haldane’s condition for a daughter state was taken as
N = 2pNqp, with the even integer 2p replacing Laugh-
lin’s odd integer 2p 4+ 1 appropriate to Fermions. This
hierarchy picture implicitly assumed that residual inter-
actions between QPs would give rise to Laughlin corre-
lations among them.

Slightly different versions of the hierarchy were later in-
dependently proposed by Halperin (Halperin, [1984) and
by Laughlin (Laughlin, 1984 [1988). They differed pri-
marily in the statistics (anyon, Fermion, Boson) satisfied
by the QPs. These hierarchy schemes suggested that all
odd denominator filling fractions should be IQL states.

Sitko et al. (Sitko et all, 1997, 11996) introduced a
very simple CF hierarchy picture in an attempt to un-
derstand the connection between Haldane’s hierarchy of
Laughlin correlated QP daughter states and Jain’s se-

quence of IQL states with integrally filled CF Landau
levels. Jain’s CF picture neglected interactions between
QPs. The gaps causing incompressibility were energy
separations between the single particle CFLLs. Not all
odd denominator fractions occurred in Jain’s sequence
v = n(2pn+1)~! where n and p are integers. The missing
IQL states, which occurred for partially filled QP shells
(or CFQP Landau levels), had to depend on “residual in-
teractions” between QPs, neglected in Jain’s mean field
CF picture.

In the CF hierarchy picture (Sitko et all, 1997, [1996;
Wijs and Quinn, 2000d; [Yi and Quinn, [1997; [Yi et all,
1996) an initial electron filling factor vy was related to
an effective CF filling factor v by the relation

vy =yt —2po (7)

This says that the total number of flux quanta (of both
the dc magnetic filed and CS gauge field) seen by one CF
was equal to the dc flux per electron minus the CS flux
per electron subtracted in the CF transformation. If v
were an integer n, then the IQL state of the CFs would
occur at vy = n(2pon £ 1)~1. This is the Jain sequence
of integrally filled CF LLs.

What happens if v§ is not equal to an integer? Sitko
et al. (Sitko et all,[1997,11996) suggested that one writes
vy as 1§ = nq +vq, where ny was an integer and v repre-
sented the filling factor of the partially filled CFQP level.
If, as Haldane (Haldane, [1983) suggested, the residual
interactions between QPs were sufficiently similar to the
Coulomb interaction between electrons in the lowest LL,
one could assume Laughlin correlations among QPs. By
reapplying the CF transformation to them and writing
1/1‘71 = 1/1_1 — 2p1, v§ could be an integer ny resulting in
v1 = na(2p1ng 1)1 and an IQL daughter state at

1 _q17-1
o 2p1 + [n1 +n2(2pine +1)7'] . (8)

This is a new odd denominator fraction not belonging
to the Jain sequence. If v is not an integer, simply set
Vi = na + 12 and reapply the CF transformation to the
new QPs in the shell of filling factor v5. In general one
finds

1 1
—=2pp+ — . 9
12 P Ni+1 + Vit ©)

at the I*® level of the hierarchy. When v, = 0, there is
a filled shell of CFs at the I*" level of the hierarchy. The
procedure generates Haldane’s continued fraction leading
to IQL states at all odd denominator fractions. It gives
the Jain sequence as a special case in which integral CF
filling 5 = n of the CFQP shell is found at the first level
of the CF hierarchy. No residual interactions are needed
to obtain the Laughlin-Jain sequence of IQL states; it
arises from the gap between the last filled CF level and
the empty ones. Haldane’s result assumes QP interac-
tions are responsible for the incompressibility gap, and



* ¥
- * : L] " M 4 *
- »*
7.20 . . " . $ ¥ "
-
. » L . - L] -
-
. .,
7.15 .
[ ] * - - -
L ]
= . " L] .
a - - .
LZa.10
5]
- *
7.08
. L] * N=8
Z0=1%8
7.00 .
i} 2 4 3 g 10
L

FIG. 7 Low energy spectrum of 8 electrons at 2¢ = 18. The
lowest band contains 3 QEs each with {qg = 3. Reapplying
the CS mean field approximation to these QEs would predict
an L = 0 daughter state corresponding to v = 4/11. The
data makes it clear that this is not valid.

that the interactions cause Laughlin correlations among
the QPs.

It is not difficult to show by numerical diagonalization
that hierarchy picture can’t be correct in general. The
reason, as suggested by Sitko et al. (Sitko et all, [1996)
has to do with the residual QP interactions. Consider,
for example, the electron system with (N,2¢) given by
(8,18). Applying the CF transformation with 2py = 2
gives 207 = 18 — 2(8 — 1) = 4. Thus, the lowest CF shell
has ¢ = 2; it can accommodate five CFs. The remaining
three CFs must go into the first excited CF shell with
lqr = 3. The five CFs in the lowest shell would give an
IQL state if three CFQEs were not present. Only the CFs
in the partially filled CF shell are considered to be QPs.
Three Fermions each with lqr = 3 give the multiplets
L=0®28334®6. If the CF hierarchy were correct,
applying a second CF transformation with 2p; = 2 to the
three CF QEs would give 2(¢,r = 2lqr —2(Nqe —1) = 2.
The new level of second generation CFs would exactly
accommodate three QEs and give an L = 0 IQL ground
state. Numerical diagonalization of the (N, 2¢) = (8, 18)
system gives the spectrum shown in Fig. [7

The low lying multiplets are exactly as predicted at
the first CF level, giving three QEs each with lqr = 3.
However, the L = 0 multiplet is clearly not the ground
state as predicted by reapplying the CF transforma-
tion. It should be emphasized that the numerical re-
sults are obtained for a spin polarized system (with to-
tal spin S = N/2 = 4). The reason of this failure [the
“subharmonic” behavior of the CFQE pseudopotential
(Wéjs and Quinn, 12000d)] will be explained later (see
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FIG. 8 The pseudopotentials of a pair of quasielectrons (left)
and quasiholes (right) in Laughlin v = 1/3 (top) and v =1/5
(bottom) states, as a function of relative angular momentum
‘R. Different symbols mark data obtained in the diagonaliza-
tion of between 6 and 11 electrons (Wéjs and Quinn, [2000d).

Sections [X], XV]).

IX. RESIDUAL INTERACTIONS

The QEs and QHs have residual interactions that
are more complicated than simple Coulomb interactions.
They are difficult to calculate analytically, but if we look
at an N electron system at a value of 2¢ = 3(N — 1) & 2,
we know that the lowest band of states in the spectrum
will correspond to 2 QEs or 2 QHs for the minus and
plus signs respectively. Fig. gives the spectrum for
N =10 electrons at 2¢ = 25 (2 QE case) and 2¢ = 29 (2
QH case). It is clear that the low energy bands are not
degenerate, but that the energy E depends on L, which
(as we have seen) can be understood as the total angular
momentum of the QP pair. For QEs, E(L) has a maxi-
mum at L = 2{qr — 3 and a minima at L = 2{qr —1 and
20qr—5. For QHs, E(L) has a maximum at L = 2{qu—1
and L = 2{qy —5, and a minimum at L = 2{qy —3. This
is quite different from the pseudopotentials for electrons
(i.e. the energy of interaction as a function of total pair
angular momentum), and it is undoubtedly the reason
why the CF picture fails when it is reapplied to QEs.

More careful estimates of Vor(R) and Vou(R) (where
R =2¢— L' and L' is the pair angular momentum) are
shown for QPs of the Laughlin » = 1/3 and v = 1/5
IQL states in Fig. B The values of Vqp(R) are deter-
mined (up to an overall constant) by diagonalization of
N electron systems with 6 < N < 11.

In Fig. @ we display the pseudopotentials for electrons
in LLO and LL1 with that for QEs of the Laughlin v =
1/3 IQL state in CF LL1. The electron pseudopotentials
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FIG. 9 Pair interaction pseudopotentials as a function of rel-
ative angular momentum R for electrons in LLO (a), LL1 (b)
and for the QEs of the Laughlin v = 1/3 state calculated by
Lee et al. (Lee et all, 2001, 2002) (squares) and by Wéjs et
al. (Wéjs et all, 12006H) (triangles).

are the same ones presented in Fig. ] but are presented
here as a function of R = 2¢ — L', the relative angular
momentum of a pair, for large systems.

We define a pseudopotential to be harmonic if it in-
creases with L' as Vy(L') = A+ BL'(L' + 1), where
A and B are constants. The superharmonic behavior
of VIO(R) (ie. it increases faster than Vi (L') every-
where) is clear from the increasing slope with decreasing
R. For VIO(R), only at R = 1 is the pseudopotential
harmonic (the slope for 1 < R < 3 is the same as that for
3 <R < 5). The QE pseudopotentials in frame (c) were
taken from the calculations of Lee et al. (Lee et all, 12001,
2002) and from the diagonalization of small electron sys-
tems done by Wojs et al. (Wdjs et all, 12007; (Wéjs et all,
2006h), and are known up to a constant. The magnitude
of interaction of CFQEs is much smaller, and has a sharp
maximum at R = 3 and minima at R = 1 and 5.

These pseudopotentials have been obtained for 2D elec-
tron layers of zero width. It is well known (He et all,
1990; [Peterson and Das Sarma, 2008; [Wéjs and Quinn,
2007) that the finite extent of the subband wavefunc-
tion in the direction perpendicular to the layer intro-
duces a correction to the electron pseudopotentials. The
QP pseudopotentials are also sensitive to the layer width
since they are obtained from the energy of the two QP
band obtained by exact diagonalization of the appropri-
ate electron system and the specific form of the (lowest)
subband wave function.

X. PATR ANGULAR MOMENTUM THEO-
REM AND COEFFICIENTS OF FRACTIONAL
PARENTAGE

We can define the total angular momentum operator
L =3",¢; for an N electron system in a shell of angular
momentum ¢, and L;; = ¢; 4+ ¢;, the angular momentum
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operator for the pair < i,j >. The operator identity

- > L=

<i,j>

I? + N(N (10)

where the summation is over all pairs < 4,5 >, can be
obtained simply (Wéjs and Quinn, [1999) by writing out
L? and 3°_; ;o LF;, and eliminating /; - £;. We consider
the N electron multiplet [¢V; La > of total angular mo-
mentum L. The index « is used to distinguish indepen-
dent multiplets with the same total angular momentum
L. Taking the expectation value of Eq. [IT for the state
|¢N: La > we obtain

> . (11)

This relates the expectation value of the sum over all
pairs of the squared pair angular momenta to L and /.

The antisymmetric angular momentum multiplet
|¢N: La > can be written

> L

<i,j>

L(L+1)+N(N =2)((t+1) = <

|£N; La >= Z Z GraL'o |f2, Lqo; fNiQ, L’a’; L> .
Lia L'a/
(12)
Here (2, L19;¢N=2,L'a’; L > is an N electron multiplet
of total angular momentum L formed from an N — 2
electron multiplet [¢N~2; L'’ > and a pair wavefunction
|¢2; L12 >. Tt is antisymmetric with respect to the ex-
change of indices 7,7 when both ¢ and j belong to the
set (1,2) or when both belong to the set (3,4,...N). It
is not antisymmetric if ¢ belongs to one set and j to the
other. However, the coefficient Grr o/, called the co-
efficient of fractional parentage, can be chosen so that
|¢N; Lo > is totally antisymmetric. Fractional parent-
age has been widely used in atomic and nuclear physics
(de_Shalit and Talmi,[1963), but all that we need to know
is that
Z |G La.rrar (L12)]? = Pro(Li2) (13)
Lo/

This says that the probability Pr,(L12) that the multi-
plet [/, La > has pairs with pair angular momentum
Lqs is equal to the sum over all N — 2 particle multi-
plets |[¢V=2; L'a’ > of the square of the magnitude of
GrLa. /o (L12). Since [(V; La > is totally antisymmetric,
we can select a single pair < 7,7 >=< 1,2 > and multi-
ply by the number of pairs. The right hand side of Eq.
is a linear combination of L%, whose coefficients are
GrLa, 1o’ (L12). The net result is that

L\ NV
<Z ij> 2
(14)

<i,j>
The summation on the right hand side is over all the
allowed values of the pair angular momentum Lo, and

> Lis(Liz + 1) Pra(Laz).
Li>



Pro(L12) was given in Eq. This leads to two useful
sum rules:

ZPLQ(LIQ) =1, (15)
L2
%N(N — 1) Lszlg(ng + 1)PLa(L12) = L(L + 1)
FN(N = 2)6(0+1) . (16)

It is interesting to note that the expectation value of
><ijs Li; in the multiplet |L, v > is independent of a
since the right hand side of Eq. is independent of a.

XI. HARMONIC PSEUDOPOTENTIAL AND AB-
SENCE OF CORRELATIONS

The two sum rules allow us to make use of the concept
of a harmonic pseudopotential. In Fig. [ we plotted the
pseudopotential for the Coulomb interaction of electrons
in the LLO and LL1 as a function of the eigenvalues of
the square of the pair angular momentum L’. For LLO
V(O (L') increases with increasing L’ faster than L'(L’ +
1); for LL1 this is true only for L' > 2¢—5. Between L’ =
20 —5and L' =20 —1, V(L) increases approximately
as a linear function of L'(L’ + 1). Let’s define

Vu(L')=A+BL'(L'+1), (17)
as a harmonic pseudopotential, with A and B being con-
stants. From Eqgs. Bland [I6] we can write, for a harmonic
pseudopotential, the energy of the multiplet [¢V; Naw >
as

Ea(L) = N %(N _ 1A+ B(N —2)0(¢ + 1)] +BL(L+1).
(18)
We note that for a harmonic pseudopotential E, (L)
is totally independent of the multiplet index «. Every
multiplet with the same angular momentum L has the
same energy. As long as the constant B is positive, the
energy increases with L as BL(L + 1), but the degen-
eracy of the myriad multiplets of a given value of L is
not removed, implying the absence of correlations for the
harmonic potential.

XII. THE SIMPLEST ANHARMONICITY AND
LAUGHLIN CORRELATIONS

We define AV (L") = V(L')—Vg(L') as the anharmonic
part of the pseudopotential. AV(L’) is responsible for
lifting the degeneracy of different multiplets having the
same value of the total angular momentum L. We sug-
gest that the simplest anharmonic contribution to the
pseudopotential be taken as

AV(L') = ké(L' 20— 1) . (19)
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If £ > 0, it is apparent that the lowest energy multiplet
for each value of L will be the one with the smallest value
of Pro(L' = 2¢—1) [or Pro(R = 1)]. This is exactly what
is meant by Laughlin correlations. Complete avoidance
of R =1 pairs (or m = 1 pairs in the planar geometry)
cannot occur unless 2¢ > 3(N — 1). In the limit of large
systems this corresponds to a filling factor v > 1/3.

If ¥ < 0 in EqI9 then the lowest energy state for
each L will have the largest value of Pr,(R = 1). This
suggests a tendency to form R = 1 pairs rather than
Laughlin correlations.

It is important to emphasize that Laughlin correlations
(e.g. maximum avoidance of pairs with R = 2¢— L’ equal
to unity) occur only when V(R) is “superharmonic” at
R = 1. From Fig. [ we can see that electrons in LLO (a)
satisfy this condition, while QEs of the Laughlin v = 1/3
state (c) do not. This means that at vqg = 1/3, the
quasielectrons in CF LL1 will not be Laughlin corre-
lated. This is in agreement with the numerical results
of Sitko et al. (Sitko et all, [1996). Now, however, we
understand why the CF hierarchy picture fails for a spin
polarized system. The QE pseudopotential is subhar-
monic at R = 1 and does not support Laughlin correla-
tions. There have been a number of papers suggesting
that the IQL states observed by Pan et al. (Pan et all,
2003), like the v = 4/11 IQL, can be understood as
a second generation of CFs (Goerbig et all, 12006, 2004;
Loépez and Fradkin, 2004; [Smetl, 12003). This suggestion
cannot be correct. As previously shown in Sec. [VIII]
the idea is not new (Sitko et al), 11997, 1996), and it had
already been shown numerically to fail. The theorem
on pair angular momentum and the harmonic potential
make it clear (Quinn and Quinn, 2006; |[Quinn and Wéjs,
2000b; Quinn et al), 120014, 2004ab; (Wojs and Quinn,
2000d; (Wjs et all, 2004) why the second generation of
CF's can’t be correct for fully spin polarized states like
v =4/11: Vor(R) will not support Laughlin correlations
at vqg = 1/3.

If QEs of a spin polarized electron system can’t be
Laughlin correlated at vqr = 1/3, how will these QEs be
correlated? Before considering this problem in detail, it
is worthwhile looking at the problem of electrons in LL1.
For electrons confined to a 2D surface, Fig. @ (b) shows
that the pseudopotential is very close to harmonic for
R < 3. In such a case, Laughlin correlations (avoidance
of R = 1) will not produce the lowest energy state. There
is no reason to avoid R = 1 in favor of R = 3 in the
lowest band of energy states. Let’s study the problem
by numerical diagonalization and attempt to understand
the results in terms of simple intuitive pictures.



XIII. INCOMPRESSIBLE QUANTUM LIQUIDS
IN THE FIRST EXCITED LANDAU LEVEL

A. The v = 5/2 Incompressible Quantum Liquid

It has been known for some time (Eisenstein et al.,
2002; [Pan_et all, [1999; (Willett et all, [1987) that at filling
factor v = 2+v; = 5/2 (half-filling of one spin state of the
LL1), an IQL state with a robust energy gap occurs. This
is in stark contrast to the compressible state found at
v = 1/2 (half filling of the lower spin state of LL0). The
compressible state at v = 1/2 can be described in terms
of CFs which experience a “mean magnetic field ” B*
equal to B —vngg, where n is the electron concentration,
and ¢g = hc/e is the quantum of flux (Halperin et all,
1993). B* vanishes at v = 1/2. Shubnikov-de Haas
oscillations in the magnetoconductivity are observed as
a function of B* for small deviations away from filling
factor v = 1/2 (Du_et all, [1993; Mancoff et all, [1996).
For hwe > €%/, the difference between the behavior
of electrons in LLO and LL1 must be related to their
pseudopotentials. In LLO Laughlin correlations occur
because Vp(L') is “superharmonic”. Jain’s CF picture
can be applied resulting in the Laughlin-Jain sequence of
"filled CF” shells in the mean-field approximation. The
Halperin, Lee, and Read (HLR) picture (Halperin et all,
1993) treats the interactions between the CFs beyond
the mean field approximation (both Coulomb and Chern-
Simons gauge interactions) by standard many-body per-
turbation theory. HLR gives surprisingly good agreement
with the qualitative features of v = 1/2 state that are ob-
served experimentally.

For the electrons in LL1 the pseudopotential V;(R) is
not superharmonic at R = 2¢ — Lo = 1. Therefore, elec-
trons in LL1 will not support Laughlin correlations and
cannot be described in terms of weakly interacting CFs.
Finite well width changes V4 (R) through form factors as-
sociated with the subband wavefunction of the quantum
well. It is possible that the effect can lead to a change
in the ratio of V1(R = 1) to V1(R = 3) that will sup-
port Laughlin correlations within a certain range of well
widths (Rezayi and Haldane, 2000). Only then can the
v = 5/2 state be thought of as a CF state at B* = 0,
which might undergo a “Cooper pairing” instability and
form the gapped IQL state observed in some experiments.

For the moment, let’s concentrate on the case of zero
well width where V4 (R) is given by Fig. @ (b). By stan-
dard numerical diagonalization within LL1 (i.e. neglect-
ing Landau level mixing) we can obtain the energy spec-
tra for NV electrons in a shell of angular momentum ¢
interacting via the pseudopotential V3 (R). We have car-
ried out such diagonalizations for NV < 16 and for differ-
ent values of 2¢ (Simion and Quinn, 2007; Wéjs, 2001a;
Wéjs and Quinn, 2005, 2006). Incompressible L = 0
ground states are found to fall into families. The most
prominent ones occur at 2¢ = 2N — 3 for even values
of N, and at 2¢ = 3N — 7 (and by electron-hole sym-
metry at their e-h conjugate states 2¢ = 2N 4+ 1 and
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20 = 3N/2 + 2). The conjugate states are obtained with
the replacement of N by 2¢ +1 — N. The energy gap
for the v; = 1/2 state is less than 1/3 of the gap for the
v = 1/3 state in LLO. The behavior of the gap with in-
creasing particle number N suggests that this IQL state
at v1 = 1/2 will persist for macroscopic systems.

There has been a considerable amount of theoretical
work on the v = 5/2 state (the half filled LL1 lower
spin state). Moore and Read (Moore and Read, [1991))
proposed a Pfaffian wavefunction for this state based
on ideas from conformal field theory. Greiter et al.
(Greiter et al),11991),/1992) showed that the Pfaffian state
is an exact solution to a special Hamiltonian which is
large and repulsive when three electrons form a single
droplet (with the total three particle angular momentum
L3 =3¢ —3 or Ry =3¢ — L3 = 3) and zero otherwise.
For the Pfaffian state at v»; = 1/2 in LL1, 2/ is given
by 2N — 3 (or its conjugate 2N + 1) in agreement with
numerical diagonalization.

It should be noted that Laughlin correlated states at
v =1/m in LLO occur at 2¢ = mN — m, where m is an
odd integer. States in the Jain sequence (Jain, [1990) v =
n(2pn+1)~1, where n and p are positive integers, occur at
20 = v~ N £+ n —2p (and their e-h conjugate values). No
even denominator fractional fillings are IQL states in the
Laughlin-Jain sequence. How then can we understand
the IQL state observed experimentally at 11 = v — 2 =
1/2 in LL1 and found in numerical diagonalization of
small systems at 2/ = 2N — 37

B. Heuristic Picture of the v = 5/2 State

As we have already noted, the pseudopotential V;(R)
is not superharmonic at R = 1, and the probability P(R)
of finding pairs with R = 1 in the ground state will not
be a minimum as it is for the Laughlin correlated case in
LLO. Let’s make the assumption that R = 1 pairs form.
Of course, a state consisting of only N/2 pairs, each with
pair angular momentum Lo = 2¢ — 1 (or relative angular
momentum R = 1) is not an eigenstate of the interacting
system. The electrons can scatter, breaking up the pairs,
as long as both the total angular momentum of the sys-
tem L and it z-component are conserved. However, we
can think of this state as a “parent state” which will gen-
erate the exact ground state when Coulomb interactions
admix different configurations with the same L and L.

A simple heuristic picture of the parent state with
L = 0, containing N/2 pairs each with R = 1 in an
angular momentum ¢ = (2N — 3)/2 is shown in Fig. [0
It corresponds to the maximum number of electrons in a
v1 = 1/2 filled state which has L., the z-component of
the total angular momentum equal to zero. The R =1
pairs have total pair angular momentum f/p = 2¢ — 1.
The pairs of electrons might normally be thought of as
Bosons. However, in 2D, they can be treated as either
Fermions of angular momentum /¢, or as Bosons with
g = lp — (N — 1), where N is the number of particles
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FIG. 10 Simple picture of the 11 = 1/2 paired state. The
vertical lines represent single particle states of different ¢,
going form —¢ to ¢. Occupied states are marked by an X
on the vertical line. The “unit cell” is shown by the dashed
rectangles. Occupancy is chosen so that L, = 0. The number
of single particle states satisfies the relation 2041 = 4(N/2 —
1) + 2, or 2¢ = 2N — 3, corresponding to v1 = 1/2 state
(of LL1). It conjugate state at 2¢ = 2N + 1 should, by e-h
symmetry, also be an IQL state.

(Benjamin et al!, 2001; |Quinn et al), 12001a; Xie et all,
1991). Let’s assume that N is even and that we form N/2
pairs. The pairs cannot approach one another too closely
without violating the Pauli exclusion principle with re-
spect to exchange of identical constituent Fermions be-
longing to different pairs. We can account for this effect
by introducing an effective Fermion pair (FP) angular
momentum defined by
2pp =2(20—1) —yp(Np — 1) . (20)
For a single pair fpp = 2/ — 1. As Np increases, the
allowed values of the total angular momentum of two
pairs is restricted to the values less than or equal to
2¢pp. The value of vr is determined by requiring that
the FP filling factor vgp be equal to unity when the sin-
gle Fermion filling factor has the electron filling factor
corresponding to the appropriate FP filling. For the
pair having ¢p = 2¢ — 1, this corresponds to v = 1.
(Wéjs and Quinn, 2000d;[Wéjs et all,[2004). Remember-
ing that vpp = (2¢pp+1)/Np and that v~ = (2(+1)/N,
then we find in the large N limit that v = 3 and
vpp =4v 1 =3 . (21)
If we treated pairs as Bosons, y¢ would be replaced
by v8 = 7 + 1. The factor of 4 in Eq. EIl results
from having half as many pairs (Np = N/2) filling as
twice as many states of the pair LL (since the pairs have
charge —2e giving the degeneracy of the pair Landau level
gp = 2g). The pairs form not because there is an at-
tractive interaction between electrons, but because the
anharmonic contribution to the pseudopotential, which
determines the correlations, is attractive at R = 1. By
forming N/2 pairs that can be more widely separated
than N electrons, the slightly stronger anharmonic part
of the e-e repulsion at R = 3 can be avoided. In fact,
the pairs can become Laughlin correlated. For electrons
in LL1 at filling factor v = 1/2, Eq. 2l gives vpp = 1/5.
Fermions in a Laughlin correlated vpp = 1/5 state must
have 2¢gpp = 5(Np — 1). This, together with Eq. in
which ~r is set equal to 3, gives 2¢ = 2N — 3, the relation
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between 2¢ and N appropriate for the 14 = 1/2 filling of
LL1 (i.e. for the total filling factor v =2+ 1/2 =5/2).

It is worth noting that the heuristic picture of Fig.
has been used before for Laughlin-Jain states in LLO
(Giuliani and Quinn, [1985). For example, at v = 3/7,
the unit cell contains seven single particle states, the
first three of which are filled. The number of unit cells
is (N/3) — 1, three electrons being reserved to fill three
states after the last unit cell to give an L, = 0 state.
This picture suggests that the “parent state” produces
IQL states for 2¢ = (7/3)N — 5. The minus five is the
appropriate finite size correction for the Laughlin cor-
related v = 3/7 state. The finite size corrections ob-
tained in the families of IQL states found in numerical
studies appear to contain important information about
correlations in the IQL state. It should be noted that
our pair-state is different from the Moore-Read Pfaffian
state since the square of the overlap of the two wave-
functions is not so close to the unity for a 14-electron
system. As a consequence, the wavefunctions describing
the ground state and excited states are different from
those predicted by Greiter at al. (Greiter et all, 1992)
and Toke at al. (Toke and Jain, 2006;  Toke et all, 12007).
The work of Toke and Jain (T6ke and Jain, [2006) de-
scribes the IQL state at v = 5/2 as a result of residual
CF interaction, showing that a realistic Coulomb inter-
action would produce a wavefunction which is somehow
different from the Pfaffian one. A numerical study, made
by Toke at al. (Toéke and Jain, 12006; [Toke et all, 2007)
shows that excited states of the v = 5/2 state in the pres-
ence of the Coulomb potential differ from those expected
when a Pfaffian wavefunction is used. The absence of a
degenerate band of quasiparticle states might suppress
the expected non-Abelian behavior.

C. Excitations of v = 5/2 State

In Fig. [ we display the spectra for 14 electrons in
LL1 at values of 2¢ equal to 24 (a), 25 (b), and 26 (c).
In each case, the lowest band of states can be interpreted
using a simple picture which assumes that the 14 elec-
trons give rise to a “parent” state with seven pairs, each
pair having pair angular momentum fp = 2¢ — 1. We
treat the pairs as Fermions with 20pp = 20p — 3(Np — 1).
For case (b) ¢p = 24, giving 2¢pp = 30. Then, by as-
suming that the seven pairs are Laughlin correlated with
20p = 20pp —2p(Np —1) and p = 2, we obtain 2¢5p = 6.
The shell of Laughlin correlated pairs (LCPs) can ac-
commodate 2{5p + 1 = 7 pairs giving an L = 0 IQL
ground state. For case (a) fp = 23 giving 2¢pp = 28 and
20%p = 4. The lowest shell of FPs can accommodate only
five pairs; the remaining two become FP quasiparticles
with lqp = 3. The allowed values of the total angular
momentum L of two FP quasiparticles each with {qp = 3
is L = 2¢qp — 7, where j is an odd integer. This gives the
band 1®3®5 as seen in frame (a). For 2¢ = 26, 2¢5p = 8,
and we find two FP quasiholes each with {qu = 4 giving
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FIG. 11 Spectra of fourteen electrons in the first excited LL
of a zero width quantum well. The values of 2¢ are 24 (a),
25 (b), 26 (c). Frame (b) has an L = 0 IQL ground state.
Frames (a) and (c) contain at least two elementary excitations
[two FP quasiparticles in (a) and two FP quasiholes in (b)]
(Simion and Quinnl, 2007).
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FIG. 12 P(R) vs R for the L = 0 ground state of case (b) in
Fig. [[d]. The profile is very different from that of a Laughlin
correlated electron state in LLO (Simion and Quinn, 2007).

the band 1 3@ 5 @ 7 as suggested in frame (c). The
simple picture of Np(= N/2) pairs for even values of N,
correctly predicts the lowest band of states for all even N
at 20 = 2N —3 or 2¢ = 2N —3+1 that we have tested. In
Fig. 2 we show P(R), the probability of electron pairs
with relative angular momentum R for the L = 0 ground
state in (b). Because P(R) is a maximum for R = 1 and
a minimum for R = 3, this IQL ground state is not a
Laughlin correlated state of electrons.

In LLO, excitations of the ¥ = m™! Laughlin IQL
states obtained by changing 2¢ = m(N — 1) by one unit
consist of single QPs of angular momentum fqp = N/2.
For LL1, changing 2¢ from the v; = 1/2 value (of 2N —3)
by unity must produce two QPs and a low lying band
of excitations with angular momentum L = 2lqp — j,
where j is an odd integer. This is a very strong indica-
tion that the IQL state consists of pairs with pair an-
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FIG. 13 (a) Spectrum of eleven electrons at 2¢ = 26 in LL1.
The ground state is an L = 0 IQL state. (b) P(R) vs. R for
the IQL ground state. It is clearly not a Laughlin correlated
electron state (Simion and Quinn, 2007).

gular momentum ¢p = 2¢ — 1. The angular momentum
of the pair changes by two units when the electron an-
gular momentum ¢ changes by one. The variation with
total angular momentum L of the energy in these bands
can be interpreted as a pseudopotential Vop (L2) describ-
ing the interaction of two Fermion pair QPs. Unfortu-
nately, the dispersion of these bands is rather sensitive
to the electron pseudopotential V3(R). Small changes
like 6V41(R) = 2V1(R)J(R,1) have noticeable effect on
Vap(L2) even for z < 0.1. In addition, the bands (es-
pecially the QH bands) are not well separated from the
quasicontinuum of higher excitations.

D. Other Incompressible Quantum Liquid States in
the First Excited Landau Level

In Fig. [3 (a) we display the spectrum of an N = 11
electron system at 20 = 3N — 7 = 26 in LL1. The L =0
ground state is separated from higher states by a clearly
observable energy gap. In frame (b) we show P(R) ver-
sus R for this ground state. Again P(R) is neither a
minimum at R = 1 nor a maximum at R = 3, indicat-
ing that it is not a Laughlin correlated electron state.
Unfortunately, the energy gap of the v, = 1/3 state for
6 < N < 12 electron system is not a smooth function
of N~!. Therefore we cannot extrapolate to the macro-
scopic limit with any certainty. In addition, no simple
heuristic picture seems to describe the correlations at
v1 = 1/3 for all values of N. Mixed clusters (single elec-
trons, pairs, triplets, etc.) treated by generalized CF
picture (Wéjs et all, [1999b) may be necessary for an in-
tuitive understanding of the correlations and elementary
excitations at vy = 1/3.

Because Vi (R) is not superharmonic at R = 1, but
it is at R = 3, we do not expect Laughlin correlated
electron (LCE) states for 1/2 > 11 > 1/3 where LCEs in
LLO can form Laughlin-Jain states with v = n(1+2n)~!
and n an integer. However, we do expect LCE states for
1/3 > v1 > 1/5 where electrons will avoid pair states
with R = 1 and R = 3, forming Laughlin-Jain states
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FIG. 14 Spectra for vy = 2/7 (a), 1/5 (b), and 2/5 (c) ob-
tained using (V, 2¢) = (8,26), (7,30), and (8, 16) respectively.
Case (c) has a very small gap and is not a robust IQL state.
Case (a) and (b) have bigger gaps and could persist in the
macroscopic limit (Simion and Quinn, 2007).

with v1 = n(1 + 4n)~!. In Fig. [ we show spectra
obtained using the pseudopotential V3 (R) appropriate for
a quantum well of zero width. The IQL states at 1y = 1/5
and v; = 2/7 are LCE states that can be understood
using Jain’s CF* picture. P(R) is a minimum for R = 1
and a maximum at R = 5 for each of these states. For
vy = 2/5 there is an extremely small gap between the
L = 0 ground state and the lowest excited state. For
this state P(R) is a minimum at R = 3 and a maximum
at R = 1 and R = 5, implying ’pairing’ rather than
Laughlin correlation between electrons.

We have studied the v; = 2/5 state (in the case N = 8
and 2¢ = 16) for the situation in which the pseudopo-
tential V3(R) for a well of zero width is changed by
an amount §V;(R) = V1 (R)46(R, 1) (Simion and Quinn,
2007). As shown in Fig. (a), a very small gap A be-
tween L = 0 ground state and the lowest excited state
is found for £ < —0.35. The gap increases slightly with
increasing x, but begins to decrease for > —0.1. It dis-
appears at x ~ +0.01, but reappears at z 2 +0.08 and
then increases roughly linearly with z. A plot of P(R)
versus R is shown in Fig. [[8l (b) for x = —0.3 (red) and
x = +0.15 (green). Clearly the latter case is an LCE
state, while the former must contain R = 1 pairs. For
x = 0, corresponding to the Coulomb pseudopotential in
LL1, at most a very small gap (associated with Laughlin
correlations among R = 1 pairs) can occur.

Our simple picture suggests that when the pseudopo-
tential is superharmonic at the value of relative pair an-
gular momentum R to be avoided in a Laughlin cor-
related electron state, Laughlin correlations occur and
give rise to robust IQL ground states at special values
of v. When the pseudopotential is not superharmonic,
LCE states do not occur. Other kinds of correlations
(like formation of electron pairs or electron triplets) can
occur, but they result in weaker IQL states than LCE
states. It is well-known that Laughlin-Jain states at
v = n(1 4 2pn)~! are the most robust FQH states in
LLO, when V5(R) is superharmonic for R = 1,3,5....
For LL1, V1(R) is not superharmonic at R = 1. FQH
states at v = 1/3,1/2, and 2/3 can’t be LCE states.
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FIG. 15 (color online) (a) Energy gap vs. dV1/Vi = x. Re-
mainder of pseudopotential Vi(R) (for R = 3,5,...) is un-
changed. (b) Sketch of pair probability for z = —0.3 (red)
and = = 0.15(green) (Simion and Quinn, 2007).

They must involve formation of clusters (pairs, triplets,
etc.) despite the repulsive nature of Coulomb interac-
tion. Gaps are smaller than for the LCE states. FQH
states at 1 = 1/5 and 2/7 (and their e-h conjugates
at 4/5 and 5/7) are LCE states quite similar to states
of the same filling in LLO. The v = 2/5 state cannot
be an LCE state. At most a very small gap, associated
with correlations between pairs of electrons, can occur.
This picture is in excellent qualitative agreement with
the size of the energy gap determined from thermally ac-
tivated conductivity of the IQL states in LLO and LL1
(Choi et all, 12008).

E. Other Elementary Excitations of IQLs of v = 5/2
IQL

It is clear that the correlations and the elementary ex-
citations are better understood for LLO than for LL1 and
higher Landau levels. In LLO the CF picture allows us
to introduce ¢* = |¢ — p(N — 1)|, where p is an inte-
ger. Integral filling v* = n (n = 1,2,3...) of the CF
angular momentum shells gives L = 0 ground states at
v =mn(2pn41)~1. The lowest band of states will contain
the minimum number of QP excitations required by the
values of N and 2¢ (Chen and Quinn,[1993) The QHs re-
side in the angular momentum shell lqu = ¢* + n; the
QEs are in the shell {qg = fqu + 1. The CF picture
describes the lowest band of states for any value of the
applied magnetic field. The band containing two QEs
(or two QHs) can be used to determine (up to an over-
all constant) the pseudopotential Viqp(L') describing the
pairwise interaction between QPs of the Laughlin-Jain
IQL states at v = n(2pn 4 1)~!. Higher bands of excita-
tions contain one or more additional QE-QH pairs. They
are not as well defined as the lowest band, overlapping at
intermediate values of the allowed angular momentum.
However, most of the states predicted by simple CF pic-
ture are found via numerical diagonalization.

For LL1, we do understand the correlations for vy =
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FIG. 16 Energy spectrum for N = 10 electrons and 2/ = 17
in LL1 for V1 (R) corresponding to zero width quantum well.

1/2. They can be described in terms of the formation of
Np = N/2 pairs when N is even. The pair Landau level
has a degeneracy gp twice that of the original electron
LL. This increase in degeneracy and decrease in particle
number can lead to Laughlin correlations among the pair
giving rise to an IQL state of LCPs at 2¢ = 2N — 3.
This was illustrated in Fig. [l (a) and (c) where the
lowest bands of states contain two QP excitations in a
Fermion pair excited LL of angular momentum frpqp =
3 in frame (a) and two quasihole excitations in a FP
Landau level with frpqu = 4 in frame (c). Some of these
states were discussed by Greiter et al. (Greiter et all,
1991, [1992) but not in terms of a generalized CF picture
capable of predicting the allowed values of L in the lowest
band of energy levels.

Not all the elementary excitations are QP pairs (occu-
pying an excited state FP LL) or QH pairs in the IQL
state of Laughlin correlated FPs. We have attempted
to interpret spectra which contain other kinds of excita-
tions (e.g. unpaired electrons). In Fig. we show the
energy spectrum of a system containing ten electrons in a
shell of angular momentum ¢ = 17/2, interacting through
the Coulomb pseudopotential appropriate for LL1 in an
ideal quantum well. In addition to L = 0 ground state
corresponding to the IQL with v = 5/2, there appear
to be two low lying bands with L = 0® 2 ® 4 ¢ 6 and
L=1302d3®4®5 respectively. We suggest that these
excitations can be identified using a slight generalization
of the composite Fermion picture applied to an intuitive
guess at the nature of excitations.
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F. Generalized CF Picture

As we discussed earlier, the ground state in Fig. [16]
should contain Np = N/2 pairs. In the absence of cor-
relations the pairs have a charge of —2e. If we treat
the pairs as Fermions, then the FP angular momentum
is given by fpp = (2 — 1) — 3(Np — 1)/2. In low ly-
ing excited states it is possible that one of the ground
state pairs breaks up into two unpaired electrons, each
with charge —e and angular momentum ¢. We propose
that the FPs and the unpaired electrons have correlations
among themselves and with one another. We introduce
the correlations in the standard CF way, by attaching CS
flux quanta (opposite to the dc magnetic field) to each
particle (both CF pairs and unpaired electrons).

We propose a generalized CF approximation to de-
scribe the correlations using the following equations:

2pp = 2lpp — 2pp(Np — 1) — 27N . (22)

26: =2l — 2pe(Ne - 1) —Np . (23)
It is straightforward to understand these correlations
using the following simple picture.

1. the effective CS charge on the composite Fermion
pairs is thought of as “red” in color and that on the
unpaired electrons as “blue”.

2. in Eq. 2pp “red” and 27y “blue” CS flux quanta
are attached to each CF pair.

3. in Eq. 2pe “blue” and v “red” CS flux quanta
are attached to each unpaired electron.

4. the CS charges sense only the CS flux quanta of the
same color, and no particle senses the flux attached
to itself

Thus Eq. tells us that the effective angular momen-
tum of one FP is decreased from frp by pp times the
number of other FPs and by v times the number of un-
paired electrons. Eq. 23tells us that the effective angular
momentum of one unpaired electron is decreased by p.
times the number of other unpaired electrons and by /2
times the number of CF pairs.

We know that this generalization of Jain’s mean field
CF picture results in exactly the same correlations as the
adiabatic addition of the CS flux, but that the latter ap-
proach needs no mean field approximation. Note that
2prp and 2p. are even, and that v can be odd or even.
Adding 2y “blue” fluxes to the CF pair causes the un-
paired electron of the “blue” charge to have exactly the
same e—CF pair correlations as adding v “red” fluxes
sensed by the CF pair of “red” charge —2e to the un-
paired electron. The CS charge times the CS flux must be
the same in step 2) and 3) to obtain the same correlations.
Equations 22] and 23] define the generalized CF picture in
which different types of Fermions, distinguishable from



one another, experience correlations which leave them as
Fermions (since 2p is even) and give the same correla-
tions between members of two different species since the
product of CS charge and the CS flux added are the same
(i.e —e- 2y = —2e-7).

If we apply the generalized composite Fermion (GCF)
picture to Fig. we know that the ground state has
Np =5 and N, = 0. Using GCF equation with 2p. = 4
gives 20fp = 4, so that the Np = 5 FPs fill the {fp = 2
shell giving L = 0 IQL ground state. We can think of two
kinds of elementary excitations. First, one FP might be
promoted from ¢;p = 2 shell (leaving an FP quasiholes
in this shell) into the ffp + 1 shell (i.e we can excite
QEFP-QHFP with KQEFP = 3 and éQHFp e 2) This
would produce a band of states with 1 < L < 5. Sec-
ond, we could have an excited state with Ngp = 4 and
N. = 2 (i.e. one broken FP). This gives 2lpp = 23,
20tp = 3 and 20qg = 7 (when pp = v = 2 and p. = 1).
The four FPs fill the shell ¢/fp = 3/2 giving Lrp = 0.
The two QEs each with {qr = 7/2 produce the band
L =0®2®4@6. This band is marked by triangle in
Fig. 16l while the FPQE-FPQH band is marked by open
squares going from L = 1 to L = 5. This interpreta-
tion is suggestive, but not completely certain because we
know neither the QEFP-QHFP interaction nor the pseu-
dopotential Vor(L') describing the interaction of a QE
pair embedded in an IQL state of four FPS. However the
assignment of L values fits the numerical results for the
low energy excited states with L < 6.

It is worth noting that for the generalized CF picture
(Wéjs et all, [1999h) the correlations between a pair of
particles can be thought of as resulting from adiabatic
addition of fictitious CS flux quanta to one particle that is
sensed by fictitious charge on the other. The correlations
among the particles cause pairs to avoid the smallest pair
orbits by introducing an effective FP angular momentum
ltp and an effective electron angular momentum £ given
by Egs. B21and 23] The allowed values of the total angu-
lar momentum are obtained by addition of the angular
momenta of Np identical correlated FPs, each with angu-
lar momentum {p to obtain Lyp, the total FP angular
momentum, and of N, identical correlated electrons, each
with angular momentum ¢ to obtain the total electron
angular momentum L.. Then Lpp and L. are added as
the angular momenta of distinguishable systems to ob-
tain the allowed total angular momentum values L of
the system.

Our interpretation is an attempt to understand some of
the low lying excitations of the v; = 1/2 state in a simple
CF type picture. We present the ideas here, even though
they are not firmly established, to motivate additional
work on this important topic. We suggest investigating
other values of N and 2¢ hoping that the generalized
CF type picture might fit numerical data and give us
better insight. The spectrum is more sensitive to small
changes in the pseudopotential V1 (R) than the spectrum
in LLO is to small changes in V5(R). Not understanding
the correlations at v4 = 1/3 gives us, at the moment, no
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hope of understanding the low energy excitations. We
are still a long way from knowing anything about the
interactions between the elementary excitations in that
case.

XIV. MODEL PSEUDOPOTENTIALS AND CLUS-
TERS OF j PARTICLES

A. Energy of Clusters of j Particles

Thus far we have used the actual Coulomb pseudopo-
tential describing the interaction energy of a pair of elec-
trons in the LLO and LL1. The pseudopotentials de-
pend on the total pair angular momentum Lo (or on
Ro = 20 — Lo, where £ is the angular momentum of the
shell in which the electrons reside). They also depend on
Landau level index since the antisymmetric wavefunction
describing the relative motion of the pair is different for
different Landau levels. We have already noted that the
energy of the multiplet [¢V; La > is given by

Eo(L) = (24)

< ]2V > ; V(L2)Pra(La) .

where V(L) is the pair pseudopotential as a function of
pair angular momentum Lo, and Pr.(L2) is the prob-
ability that |[¢; La > contains pairs with pair angular
momentum Ls. The sum in Eq. 24] is over all allowed
values of Lo = 20 — Ry, where R =1,3,5---.

For a cluster of j particles, we can define V(L;, 8;) as
the interaction energy of the multiplet |¢/; L;3; >. Tt is
given by Eq. 24 with (N, L, o) replaced by (j,L;j, 3;).
Clearly one can write for the energy of [¢V; La >

Eo(L) = a (JJV)

Here V(L;, ;) is the interaction energy of the elec-
trons in the multiplet [¢7;L;8; > and Pro(L;B3;) is
the probability that the multiplet |[¢7; L;3; > appears
in the eigenfunction |¢V;La > (Simon et all, 2007;
Wéjs and Quinn, 2005). The coefficient a; is intro-
duced to avoid overcountimg of the number of pairs.
We can use Eq. for V(E;, ;) with |[N,L,a > re-
placed by |4, L;, B; >. Making use of identity Prq(L2) =
ZLjﬂj Pr.p,(L2)Pra(L;B;), and requiring Eq. 23] to re-
duce to the results given by 24] gives us the value of a;;
a; = (N — )G —2)!/(N —2)I. Thus we find:

> Pra(Ly BV (L. Bs) - (25)

L;B;

N(N -

_ D) BAV(L:. B;
Eo(L) = j(j—l) %PLO&(LJﬂj)V(LWﬂj)' (26)

This result gives us the energy of |[¢V; La: > in terms of
the energies V(L;/3;) of j particle multiplets |¢/; L;3; >.

It is worth recalling that when the pair pseudopotential
V(L2) is “harmonic” (i.e. V(L2) = A+ BLa(La + 1),



where A and B are constants) the energies of the states
|¢7; L;3; > are independent of the multiplet index f;.
Every state with the same value of the j particle angular
momentum L; has the same energy. In addition, the
energy increases with L; as BL;(L;+1). This means that
a harmonic Vi (L2) leads to a harmonic Vi (L;) given by:

Vu(Lj) = A;+ BLj(L; +1) . (27)
The coefficient B is independent of j, and the constant
Aj gives an unimportant overall shift in the energy spec-
trum. Just as Vi (L2), the harmonic pair pseudopotential
causes no correlations, Vi (L;), the harmonic pseudopo-
tential of a j-particle cluster also causes no correlations.

B. Model Pseudopotentials

Many  authors (Greiter et all, 1991, 1992;
Rezayi and Haldane, 2000; Wijs, 2001a;
Wéjs and Quinn, [2005) have noted that the most
important pseudopotential coefficients are those with
small values of R (R = 1,3,5,...) corresponding to
small pair separations. For example, if the “superhar-
monic” pseudopotential for LLO is approximated by
Vo(R2) = k6(R2,1) where k > 0,the energy spectra
obtained in numerical diagonalization for 1/2 > v > 1/3
filling factors are in excellent qualitative agreement with
those obtained using the full Coulomb pseudopotential
(Quinn et all, 2004b; W¢js, 2001a). By this we mean
that IQL states with gaps proportional to k£ occur at the
values of 2/ predicted by Jain’s CF picture, in agreement
with the numerical results for both Coulomb and model
pseudopotentials.

This fact and the behavior of the leading pseudopo-
tential coefficients for electrons in LLO and LLI1, and
for CFQEs in CFLL1 have led to the introduction
of a model two particle pseudopotential (Wdjs, 2001a;
Wéjs and Quinn, [2005)

Va(R) = (1 — @)d(R, 1) + %5(73, 3.  (28)
This model pseudopotential mimics the short range be-
havior of the Coulomb pseudopotential in LLO if o = 0,
and in LL1 if « is approximately equal to 1/2. It also
mimics the QE-QE pseudopotential of QEs of the Laugh-
lin v = 1/3 state (i.e CFLL1 where these QEs reside) if a
is approximately equal to unity. Of course, any harmonic
contribution to the model potential can be added to the
Eq. without any effect on the