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T w o-dim ensionalfew electron system s in high m agnetic �elds:

C om posite-ferm ion or rotating-electron-m olecule approach?
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A new class ofanalytic and param eter-free,strongly cor-

related wave functions of sim ple functionalform is derived

for few electrons in two-dim ensional quantum dots under

high m agnetic �elds. These wave functions are constructed

through breaking and subsequent restoration ofthe circular

sym m etry,and theyo�eranaturalalternativetotheLaughlin

and com posite-ferm ion functions.Underlyingourapproach is

a collectively-rotating-electron-m oleculepicture.Theangular

m om enta allowed by m olecular sym m etry correspond to the

�lling-factors’hierarchy ofthefractionalquantum Halle�ect.
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Two-dim ensional(2D) N -electron system s in strong

m agnetic �elds have been the focus ofextensive theo-

reticalinvestigationsin thelasttwenty years[1{13].The

reasonsare twofold: (I) The early realization [1,2]that

few electron system s are relevant to the physics ofthe

fractionalquantum Halle�ect (FQ HE) observed in the

in�nite 2D electron gas,and (II)The recentprogressin

nanofabrication techniquesthathasallowed experim ents

on 2D circularquantum dots(Q D’s)containing a �nite

num berofelectrons[14,15].

Am ong the m any theoretical m ethods for studying

such system s,two approaches have becom e wellestab-

lished, i.e., exact diagonalization techniques [1,4,8{10]

and consideration ofappropriate classesofstrongly cor-

related, analytic trial wave functions in the com plex

plane [2{4]. The trialwave functions proposed todate

have been based on physicalintuition,and their justi-

�cation has been inferred a posteriori through com par-

isonswith exactnum ericalcalculationsand/orwith the

phenom enology ofthe FQ HE.

In this paper, we use a system atic, m icroscopic ap-

proach and deriveanew classofstronglycorrelated,ana-

lyticwavefunctionsfortheN -electron problem in strong

m agnetic �elds[16].O uranalyticwavefunctionshavea

sim ple functionalform which di�ersfrom thatofthe fa-

m iliarcom posite-ferm ion (CF)[3]and Jastrow-Laughlin

(JL)[2]functions,and they are associated with a phys-

icalpicture ofa collectively rotating electron m olecule

(REM ).G uidingthesynthesisofthestatesofthesystem ,

ourapproach consistsoftwo steps:Firstthebreaking of

the rotationalsym m etry atthe single-determ inantalun-

restricted Hartree-Fock (UHF) levelyields states repre-

senting electron m olecules (EM ’s,or �nite crystallites).

Subsequently therotation oftheelectron m oleculeisde-

scribed through restoration ofthecircularsym m etry via

post Hartree-Fock m ethods, and in particular Projec-

tion Techniques(PT’s)[20].Naturally,therestoration of

sym m etry goesbeyond the m ean-�eld and yieldsm ulti-

determ inantalwave functions. Earlierwe dem onstrated

thatthism ethod (generalized to include in addition the

breaking ofthe total-spin sym m etry)can describe accu-

rately two-electron system s in m olecular[17]and single

[18]Q D’satzero m agnetic�eld [19].

In general, the sym m etry-broken UHF [21] orbitals

need to be determ ined num erically [12,13,17,18,22].

However, in the case of an in�nite 2D electron gas

in strong m agnetic �elds, it has been found [23]that

such UHF orbitals [24] can be approxim ated by ana-

lytic G aussian functions centered at di�erent positions

Zj � X j + {Yj and form ing an hexagonalW ignercrystal

(each G aussian representing a localized electron). The

speci�c expression forthesedisplaced G aussiansis

u(z;Zj)= (1=
p
�)

� exp[� jz� Zjj
2
=2]exp[� {(xYj + yX j)]; (1)

where the phase factor is due to the gauge invariance.

z � x � {y,and alllengthsare in dim ensionlessunitsof

lB
p
2 with the m agneticlength being lB =

p
�hc=eB .

In thecaseofa Coulom bic�niteN -electron system ,it

hasbeen found [11,12]thatthe UHF orbitalsarrangein

concentricringsform ingEM ’s(referred toalsoasW igner

m olecules,W M ’s)[25]. The UHF resultsforthe form a-

tion ofW M ’sarein agreem entwith them olecularstruc-

tures obtained via the conditionalprobability distribu-

tions(CPD’s)which can beextracted from exactnum er-

icalwave functions [9,10,26]. For N � 4,the electrons

are located at the apexes ofa regular polygon situated

on a single ring,while for 5 � N � 7 both the single-

ring structure and an isom eric one with one electron at

the center com e into play. W e willdenote the form er

arrangem entas(0;N )and the latteras(1;N � 1).The

electronsofthe (0;N )ring arelocated at

Zj = Z exp[{2�(1� j)=N ]; 1 � j� N ; (2)

and those participating in a (1;N � 1)arrangem entare

located at

Z1 = 0;Zj = Z exp[{2�(2� j)=(N � 1)]; 2 � j� N :

(3)

Beforeproceeding further,we need to expand the dis-

placed G aussian (1)overtheDarwin-Fock single-particle
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states. Due to the high m agnetic �eld,only the single-

particlestates,

 l(z)=
zl

p
�l!

exp(� zz�=2); (4)

of the lowest Landau level(LLL) are needed (observe

thattheangularm om entum ofthisstateis� ldueto the

de�nition z � x� {y).Then astraightforwardcalculation

[27]yields

u(z;Z)=

1X

l= 0

Cl(Z) l(z); (5)

with Cl(Z)= (Z �)lexp(� ZZ �=2)=
p
l!forZ 6= 0. Natu-

rally,C0(0)= 1 and Cl> 0(0)= 0.

Since electronsin strong m agnetic �eldsare fully po-

larized,only thespacepartofthem any-body wavefunc-

tions needs to be considered;for the sym m etry-broken

UHF determ inantdescribing the W M ,itisgiven by

	 N
U H F

= det[u(z1;Z1);u(z2;Z2);� � � ;u(zN ;ZN )]: (6)

Using(5)one�ndsthefollowingexpansion (within apro-

portionality constant)

	 N
U H F

=

1X

l1= 0;:::;lN = 0

Cl1(Z1)Cl2(Z2)� � � ClN (ZN )
p
l1!l2!� � � lN !

� D (l1;l2;:::;lN )exp(�

NX

i= 1

ziz
�

i=2); (7)

whereD (l1;l2;:::;lN )� det[z
l1
1
;z

l2
2
;� � � ;z

lN
N
].

The UHF determ inant[Eq.(6)orEq.(7)]breaksthe

rotationalsym m etry and thusitisisnotan eigenstateof

the totalangularm om entum �hL̂ = �h
P N

i= 1
l̂i. However,

onecan restoretherotationalsym m etrybyapplyingonto

the UHF determ inantthe following projection operator

[18,20]

2�PL �

Z
2�

0

d
 exp[i
(̂L � L)]; (8)

where �hL = �h
P N

i= 1
li are the eigenvalues ofthe total

angularm om entum .

It is advantageous to operate with PL on expression

(7),which isan expansion in a basisconsisting ofprod-

uctsofsingle-particleeigenstateswith good angularm o-

m entali.Indeed in thiscasetheprojection operatoracts

as a K roneckerdelta: from the unrestricted sum (7),it

picks up only those term s having a given totalangular

m om entum L. As a result,after taking into consider-

ation the speci�c electron locations (2) associated with

the(0;N )W M ,onederives[28]thefollowing sym m etry-

preserving,m any-body correlated wavefunctions(within

a proportionality constant),

�N
L =

l1+ � � � + lN = LX

0� l1< l2< � � � < lN

 
NY

i= 1

li!

! � 1

�

0

@
Y

1� i< j� N

sin

h
�

N
(li� lj)

i
1

A

� D (l1;l2;:::;lN )exp(�

NX

i= 1

ziz
�

i=2): (9)

In deriving (9),wetook into accountthatforeach deter-

m inantD (l1;l2;:::;lN )in the unrestricted expansion (7)

there are N !� 1 other determ inants generated from it

through aperm utation oftheindicesfl1;l2;:::;lN g;these

determ inantsareequalto the originalone ordi�erfrom

itby a sign only. In the case ofan (1;N � 1)W M ,the

corresponding correlated wavefunctionsaregiven by,

�0N
L =

l2+ � � � + lN = LX

0� l2< l3< � � � < lN

 
NY

i= 2

li!

! � 1

�

0

@
Y

2� i< j� N

sin

�
�

N � 1
(li� lj)

�
1

A

� D (0;l2;:::;lN )exp(�

NX

i= 1

ziz
�

i=2): (10)

W ecallthecorrelated wavefunctions[Eq.(9)and Eq.

(10)]the electron-m olecule wave functions (EM W F’s).

W e stress that the EM W F’s have good total angular

m om enta,unlike the UHF determ inantfrom which they

were projected out.The projection operator(8)actson

a singleUHF determ inant,butyieldsa wholerotational

band oftheW M .Thestatesin thisband arethosewith

thelowestenergy fora given angularm om entum L,and

in addition they arepurely rotational,i.e.,they carry no

other internalexcitations;in analogy with the custom -

ary term inology from thespectroscopy ofrotating nuclei

[26,29],wedesignatethisband asthe \yrastband".

Furtherm ore, if instead of electrons the displaced

G aussians (1) describe bosonic particles form ing a

m olecule,the corresponding [18]m any-body correlated

wave functions willbe given by expressions sim ilar to

Eq.(9)and Eq.(10),butwith the following two im por-

tant di�erences: (I) The product ofsine functions will

bereplaced by a sum overcosines,and (II)Thedeterm i-

nantsD (l1;l2;:::;lN )willbereplaced by perm anents[30]

P (l1;l2;:::;lN )� perm [z
l1
1
;z

l2
2
;:::;z

lN
N
].

Am ong thepropertiesoftheEM W F’sspeci�ed by Eq.

(9)and Eq.(10),we m ention the following:

1) The EM W F’s lie entirely within the Hilbert sub-

space spanned by the lowestLandau leveland,afterex-

pandingthedeterm inants[28],they can bewritten in the

form (within a proportionality constant),
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�N
L [z]= P

N
L [z]exp(�

NX

i= 1

ziz
�

i=2); (11)

wheretheP N
L [z]’sareorder-L hom ogeneouspolynom ials

ofthe zi’s.

2)The polynom ialsP N
L [z]aredivisible by

P
N
V [z]=

Y

1� i< j� N

(zi� zj); (12)

nam ely P N
L [z]= P N

V [z]Q N
L [z]. This is a consequence of

the antisym m etry of�N
L [z]. P

N
V [z]isthe Vanderm onde

determ inantD (0;1;:::;N ).Forthecaseofthelowestal-

lowed angularm om entum L0 = N (N � 1)=2 (seebelow),

one hasP N
L 0
[z]= P N

V [z],a property thatis shared with

the Jastrow-Laughlin [2]and com posite-ferm ion [3]trial

wavefunctions.

3) Upon the introduction ofthe Jacobicoordinates,

the center-of-m assseparatesfrom the internalvariables

in com pleteanalogy with the exactsolution.

4)The coe�cients ofthe determ inants[i.e.,products

ofsine functions,see Eq.(9 and Eq.(10)]dictate that

the EM W F’s are nonzero only for specialvalues ofthe

totalangularm om entum L given by,

L = N (N � 1)=2+ N k; k = 0;1;2;3;:::; (13)

forthe (0;N )con�guration,and

L = N (N � 1)=2+ (N � 1)k; k = 0;1;2;3;:::; (14)

for the (1;N � 1) one. The m inim um angular m om en-

tum L0 = N (N � 1)=2isdeterm ined by thefactthatthe

D determ inants[see Eq.(9)and Eq.(10)]vanish ifany

two ofthe single-particle angularm om enta li and lj are

equal. In plotsofthe energy vs. the angularm om enta,

derived from exact-diagonalization studies[5{10],ithas

been found that the specialL values given by Eq.(13)

and Eq.(14)exhibitprom inentcuspsre
ectingenhanced

stability;asa resultthese L valuesare often referred to

as \m agic angular m om enta". W e stress that the an-

gularm om enta associated with theEM W F’scorrespond

precisely to the m agic L’s ofthe exact-diagonalization

studies [31]. In the therm odynam ic lim it [2,5],one can

relatethe totalL to a fractional�lling through the rela-

tion � = N (N � 1)=(2L),and thus the EM W F angular

m om enta (13) and (14) correspond to allthe fractional

�lling factors associated with the FQ HE,including the

even-denom inator ones,i.e.,� = 1,3/5,3/7,5/7,2/3,

1/2,1/3,etc...

5)Forthecaseoftwo electrons(N = 2),theEM W F’s

reduceto the Jastrow-Laughlin form ,nam ely

P
2

L [z]=
Y

1� i< j� N

(zi� zj)
L
; (15)

where L = 1,3,5,... However,thisisthe only case for

which thereiscoincidencebetween theEM W F’sand the

TABLE I. The Q
3

9[z] polynom ial associated with the

EM W F’s and the JL functions (The Q
N

L
[z]polynom ials are

oforderL � L0).

EM W F (z
3

1 � 3z
2

1z2 + z
3

2 + 6z1z2z3 � 3z
2

2z3 � 3z1z
2

3 + z
3

3)

� (z
3

1 � 3z1z
2

2 + z
3

2 + 6z1z2z3 � 3z
2

1z3 � 3z2z
2

3 + z
3

3)

JL (z1 � z2)
2(z1 � z3)

2(z2 � z3)
2

JL wave functions. Forhighernum bersofelectrons,N ,

the EM W F polynom ials P N
L [z](apart from the lowest-

orderVanderm ondeP N
L 0
[z]ones)arequitedi�erentfrom

thecorresponding JL orcom posite-ferm ion polynom ials.

In particular,the fam iliar factor
Q

1� i< j� N
(zi � zj)

2p,

with p an integer [3,4],(which re
ects m ultiple zeroes)

doesnotappearin theEM W F’s(see,e.g.,TableIwhich

contrasts the Q 3

9
[z] polynom ials corresponding to the

EM W F’sand JL functions).

6)Forthecaseofthreeelectrons(N = 3),aftertrans-

form ing to the Jacobicoordinates �z = (z1 + z2 + z3)=3,

za = (2=3)1=2((z1 + z2)=2 � z3), zb = (z1 � z2)=
p
2

(and droppingthecenter-of-m assexponentialfactor),the

EM W F’s can be written as(again within a proportion-

ality constant),

�3

L[za;zb]= [(za + {zb)
L
� (za � {zb)

L ]

� exp[(� 1=2)(zaz
�

a + zbz
�

b)]; (16)

with L = 3m ,m = 1,2,3,4,... being the totalan-

gular m om entum . Again the wave functions �3

L[za;zb]

are very di�erent from the three-electron JL ones;e.g.,

theyarenonvanishingforeven m values,unlikethethree-

electron JL functions.However,the �3

L [za;zb]’scoincide

with the functions jm ;0iderived in Ref.[1]. W e notice

that,although itwasfound [1,32]thatthese wave func-

tionsexhibited behaviorexpected offractionalquantum

Hallground states,thegeneralization ofthem toahigher

num berofelectronsdid notfollow.

Severalpublications[4,6,33]haveapplied thecom pos-

iteferm ion picture(theJL functionsarea specialcaseof

theCF’s)tosingleQ D’sin strongm agnetic�elds.In par-

ticular,ithasbeen shown [4]thatCF wavefunctionscan

be constructed with angular m om enta coinciding with

them agicones.However,ithasalso been found [9]that

severaldiscrepanciesexist,i.e.,som e ofthe largerm agic

angularm om enta arenotreproduced by theCF picture.

Asaconsequenceoftheabove,theREM description with

theEM W F’sderived hereo�ersa naturalalternativefor

interpretingthephysicsofelectronsin Q D’sin high m ag-

netic �elds.Thisproposition isfurthersupported by in-

spection ofthe overlaps between the EM W F’s and the

exactm any-body eigenstates,and theircom parison with

the corresponding overlaps for the JL states;see Table

II,where in som einstances(i.e.,N = 4,L = 10 and 14)

we listenergiesofthe EM ,CF,and exactstatesinstead

ofthe overlaps. Indeed the agreem entbetween the EM

3



TABLE II. O verlaps,h�
N

L
j 

N

L
i=(h�

N

L
j�

N

L
ih 

N

L
j 

N

L
i)

1=2
,of

EM W F’s (�’s) and JL functions (�’s) with the correspond-

ing exact eigenstates ( ’s) for various values ofthe angular

m om enta L. Recall that the angular m om enta for the JL

functionsareLJ L = N (N � 1)m =2,with m > 0 being an odd

integer. Bottom : Energies ofEM W F’s com pared to CF and

exact-diagonalization results.Energiesin unitsofe
2
=�lB ,(�

isthe dielectric constant).

OVERLAPS L EM W F JL

N= 3 9 0.98347 0.99946
a

15 0.99473 0.99468a

21 0.99674 0.99476
a

27 0.99758 0.99573
a

33 0.99807 0.99652a

39 0.99839 0.99708
a

N= 4 18 0.92937 0.97880

30 0.96742 0.94749

42 0.97366 0.95561

54 0.97623 0.96815

ENERG IES L EM W F CF EXACT

N= 4 10 1.78510 1.78537
b

1.78509

14 1.50955 1.50222
b

1.50066

a
From Ref.[2].

b
From Table V ofRef.[33].

statesand the exactonesisofcom parable quality asin

the caseofthe CF and JL wavefunctions.

In sum m ary,wehavedeveloped a new classofanalytic

and param eter-free,strongly correlated wave functions

ofsim ple functionalform ,which accurately describe the

physicsofelectronsin Q D’sunderhigh m agnetic �elds.

Thethem aticbasisofourapproach isbuiltupon thein-

tuitivepictureofcollectively rotatingelectron m olecules,

and the synthesis ofthe m any-body EM W F’s involves

breaking ofthecircularsym m etry attheUHF levelwith

subsequentrestoration ofthissym m etry via a projection

technique.W hile we focushere on the strong m agnetic-

�eld regim e,we note that the REM picture uni�es the

treatm ent of strongly correlated states of electrons in

Q D’soverthe wholem agnetic-�eld range[12,22,26].W e

alsorem arkthatouranalysis,aim ed herem ainlyattreat-

ing �nite electron system s(i.e.,Q D’s)with an arbitrary

num berofelectrons,pointsto therem arkableconclusion

thatthe observed FQ HE hierarchy of�lling factorsm ay

beviewed asan experim entalsignatureoftheyrastband

(see above)ofthe REM .
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