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C hapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Com positeP articles in the FractionalQ uantum H allE ect

T he technological nnovation that m ade discovery ofthe quantum Halle ect QHE) possble
iscalled a M OSFET, ormetal oxide sam iconductor eld e ect transistor. Under suiabl
condiions, electrons are e ectively con ned to two din ensions by an inversion layer [{1_:].
Inversion layers are form ed at an interface of a sam iconductor and an insulator or betw een
tw o sam iconductors w ith one of them acting as an insulator. T he original system In which
the QHE was discovered was between Si (sam iconductor) and S, (nsulator). M ore re—
cently the sem iconductor-sem iconductor system GaAsA LkGa; xAs (with GaAs acting as
the sam iconductor) hasbeen used. T he param eter is approxin ately x 02. Typically the
layers of G aA sand A IG aA s are grown w ith atom ic precision usingm olecularbeam epitaxy.
T he necessary donors that are required for the inversion layer to form are In planted away
from the interface allow ing very high electron m obility w ithin the inversion layer. For som e
sam ples, an extemal voltage m ay be used to control the density of electrons.
T he original discovery by von K litzing, D orda, and Pepper in 1980 has com e to be
know n as the integer quantum Halle ect (ID HE).In brief, they found that when a m agnetic
eld is applied perpendicular to the electron layer, the electron current response is purely

transverse and quantized. M ore precisely, the current density responds to an electric eld



P

by ji= 5 15E 4, where the conductivity tensor is
2 3
0 é=h 7
&=h 0

h is P landk’s constant, e is the electron charge, and is a am all integer. Thus the con—
ductivity is quantized in fundam entalunits, independently of speci cm aterial param eters.
T he diagonal conductivity vanishes, so the state is dissipationless. The actual m easured
quantities are the conductance and/or resistance. T heoretical understanding ofthise ect is
based on m odels of ndependent electrons in the presence of disorder, and is quite developed
by now .

In this thesis we will be concemed with an e ect that was discovered shortly after
the IDHE, which is known as the fractional quantum Halle ect FQHE). In 1982, T suj,
Stom er, and Gossard found that, In extram ely pure sam pls at very low tem perature,
the Integer above can be replaced by a hierarchy of rational numbers, = p=g. In the
quantum Im it !, 1, where ! = eB=m and is the electronic scattering tim e,
show s plateaus at these fractions as the chem ical potential is varied. T he kading fractions
were found to have g = odd, form ing an Incom pressible quantum liquid. Since then, g =
even states are understood to have their own com plem entary set of phenom ena EZ]. In
contrast to the odd denom inator 1lings, they are com pressble Fem i liquid-like states and
are not characterized by plateaus In the conductivity (@t least for p 3; = 52may be
an excsption B]) . Theoretical understanding of the FQ HE has progressed rapidly, but is
not yet com pkte. For Instance, problem s which depend in detail on the Interaction and
disorder, such as transitions between the plateaus, are not well understood. Q uestions have
also arisen recently on the nature of the e ective theory for < 1 even In pure sam plks.
This is the issue we w ill tackle In this part of the thesis.

Let usbrie y summ arize the salient ingredients of the theory. T he findam ental length

scale for electrons In a m agnetic eld B is

\ p—

hC 1=2
5 = - .

eB

It is Independent of m aterial param eters and is in the range of 50 10®A . T he independent

particle states are param eterized by Landau levels (LL) ofenergy E, = h!.(+ 1=2). Each



LL ishighly degenerate; the num ber of states per unit area of one 1llLL is given by
0= 1=2 % = eB=hc

The last equality can be rewritten as g = B= (o, where ¢ isthe unit ux quantum, so
that the degeneracy of one full LL is counted by the num ber of ux quanta in the external

eld. In this sin pli ed m odel, electrons successively occupy the Landau lvels, and the
proportion of occupied states is denoted by the 1ling fraction, . Ifthe electron density is

then
= =0 (1.1)

The IDHE occurs at integral , when an Integral num ber of levels are full.

However, the FQHE occurs when certain rational fractions of LL’s are lled. The
theoretical understanding of this phenom enon starts w ith Laughlin’s approach in 1983 E!].
He proposed a variational wavefunction for the ground state at = 1=p, p=odd, which is
a fractionally lled lowest Landau kevel (LLL).A ssum Ing that ! . is Jarge com pared to the
electron-electron interaction, only the LLL should describe the physics at low energies. For
N electrons w ith coordinates z; = x; + iyj, the Laughlin wavefunction is,

¥ ¥

@i7:i5zw )= (@ z)P

i< j i

e Faf=1%

T his function is com posed of singl particle states in the LLL and is properly antisym m etric
In kegping w ith ferm ionic statistics. Thetwom ain featuresof are (i) there isa zero on each
electron, and (i) each electron sees other electrons asm agnetic ux due to the accum ulated
phase In dragging one coordinate around another. The basic excitations are quasiholes
and quasilkctrons w ith fractional charge e=p. C larly this kind of e ect is due to strong
correlations In the uid. T he quasiparticles also obey fractional statistics, as articulated by
Halperin ES] and by A rovaset al. f_é]. E xperim entaldata is consistent w ith fractional charge
at = 1=3 and that the basic excitations at = 1=2 are neutrali[7,; 8, 9]. A Iready we see
a ocollective behavior that is very di erent from Fem i liquids. In fact, the Laughlin state
describes a strongly correlated quantum liquid that cannot be reached perturbatively from
the Ferm 1 liquid. A s originally noted by Laughlin, it is accepted that the FQHE liquid is

isotropic and incom pressble.
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M uch of the current understanding of quantum liquids relies on e ective eld theordes.
In the case of the FQHE the most successfiil has been the Chem-Simons (CS) theory
[_l-g]. Fortuitously, CS actions were being form ally developed concurrently in a purely eld
theoretic context [[1]. One starts with a transfom ation that represents each electron as
a boson plus an odd number of © of - ux tubes. Fractional statistics em erges as a Berry
phase when particles or vortices are dragged around ux tubes. A fter the transfom ation,
the action containsa U (1) Chem-Sin ons term that couples to the ferm ion density. At the

fractions = 1=q (= odd), the statistical gauge potential a is determm ined by the relation
= —r a @2)

(wWhereh = c= 1). The full Lagrangian inclides a by m inin al coupling and the statistical
gauge transform ation allow s us to replace the ferm ionsby a bosonic eld, . The complte

gauge invariant Lagrangian is

Lcsz y(i@t Ao Q)) gj(jr+A+a) j+4— a@a

|
Q‘[\)
<

X)WV &y )i 1.3)

where A ;A is the extemal potential. The third termm isthe U (1) CS temm (  is the Levi-
C wia symbol) and the last tem is the Interaction. T he de nihg equation @-_j.) for a can
be viewed as an equation ofm otion. To com pletely determ ine a, one can use conservation
of charge, @¢ + @J; = 0, to obtain the dynam ics equation, J; = 5 ij@taj . Together w ith

eqn. ( _.2-,) this com pletely detemm ines the statistical gauge eld a.

The net eld is the sum of the external eld and the - ux tubes. On the average, for
a uniform density of particles, the two elds cancelwhen = 1=° (that is, A + ai= 0)
and we are left w ith bosons in zero net eld. The Laughlin state can thus be interpreted
as a bose condensate of the electron— ux tube com posite. In principle, one can substitute
bosonic particles for electrons and use an even ©. Som e understanding of the states w ith
even denom nator, eg. = 1=2, hasbeen achieved in this fram ework li]. In this case, the
com posite ferm ions form a Fem i sea and the resultant phase is Fem iliquid lke. Paired

states of ferm ions or bosons are envisioned as pairing of particle- ux tube com posites In

zero eld, since the extermal eld vanishes at mean eld, as discussed in the Introductory
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Section :_[_.-2 and in Chapters:fi and fﬁ Any analysis beyond mean eld must proceed w ih
caution in any case; standard techniques are exact only n the Iimit € ! 0, but the FQHE
states require © 2.

O ther, perhapsm ore findam ental, di culties w ith the C S approach have been appreci
ated by several w orkers since the beginning (see eg. :_ig‘]) . At zero tem perature, the usual
assum ption is that the interelectron interactions 1=2e2=1\; are weak com pared to the
cyclotron frequency ! . so the physics should be dom lnated by LLL stateswhen < 1. The
kinetic energy is just a constant In any given LL so we are faced w ith a m acroscopically
degenerate perturbation theory w ith a purely dynam ical H am iltonian. In particular, con-—
sider the Fem i liquid-lke state at = 1=2. In themean eld approxin ation, the e ective
m ass of excitations close to the Fem i surface is the bare m assm , however the low -energy
excitations should have an e ective massm determ ined sokly by the Interactions. The
problem is partially resolved by Fem 1iliquid uctuations, which introduce a Landau inter—

l=m '@+ F;). Themost

action param eter F; that renom alizes the bare m ass by m
serious problem is that interactions do not play a role in the com pressibility; whether or
not interactions are lnclided in the uctuations, the result isa nite com pressibility forthe
Ferm i liquid due to them assm . O n the other hand, a partially lked Landau level of non—
Interacting particles should have an in nie com pressbility. The sam e di culty is present
In the odd denom inator lling fractions; regardless of the interaction, the com pressibility
vanishes [I(]. There hasbeen a renewed interest in these puzzles recently, stemm ing from
new developm ents in com posite ferm ion theory.

Tt has becom e clear that a m ore physical way of looking at the com posite particles
is as bound states of one particle and € vortices. The com posites are literally dipoles.
Since the quantum Hall liquid cannot be reached perturbatively from a nom al electron

uid, Landau’s Fem 1 liquid theory cannot be applied, and the new quasiparticle must be
built up from scratch. T his notion developed steadily starting from Laughlin’s cbservation
that particles see other particlkes as ux @:]. Jain used it to obtain the basic sequence of
fractional quantum Hall plateaus [I3], and Haldane [I4] and Halperin [B] constructed a
com plte hierarchy of states. Their approach relied sokly on the analytic properties of

ground state wavefunctions. T he corresponding eld theoretic im plem entation is the class
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0of CS m odels outlined above. In goite of the successes of these descriptions, neither does
Justice to the particlevortex com posites as bound states (dipoles) in their own right.

T his thesis w i1l clarify that perhaps this is the essential ngredient required for a self-
consistent understanding of the e ective m ass and com pressbility issues. Several authors
have applied the dipole scenario with som e success {14,115, 116,117,184, 19, 2d]. The works
ofLee E_Z-g] and of Shankar and M urthy i_l-_E;, :_1-6, :_-_7.] reconsider the C hem-Sin ons action and
recover som e of the dipol physics. Here, we w ill approach the problem from the opposite
direction by working in the LLL at the outset w ithout any singular ux attachm ent. The
language no Ionger ncludes - ux tubes or €, rather particlevortex dipoles are the basic
buiding blocks. Our guide is a form alisn introduced by Haldane and Pasquier g.-_S’A] and
applied by Read LL-?.] T hese authors considered bosons at = 1, which ispresum ably qual-
fatively identicalto ferm ions at even denom inator lling fractions. Both the e ective m ass
and ocom pressibility puzzles inherent in the original C hem-Sin ons approach are resolved In
thisway (@t least forbosonsat = 1).

Our rsttask, in the follow ing chapter, is to extend the H aldaneP asquier form alisn to
arbirary foreither ferm ionsorbosons. In the case ofbosons, C hapter-'_?., wew illobtain an
e ective theory m icroscopically by follow ing Read’s analysisat = 1. The e ective action
does lead to a consistent picture of the m ass and com pressibility, but di ers fuindam entally
from the CS action; there is no a priori reason the two actions ought to look sim ilar since
weproect to the LLL from thebeginning. H owever, i is gratifying that som e ofour resuls
overlap w ith those of Shankar and M urthy, who do start wih CS.

In Chapter -'_3, we construct a phenom enological Landau-G inZburg el theory for =
1=p, ie. the underlying particlesm ust be ferm ions for p = odd and bosons forp =even. T he
spectrum In this case contains a m agnetoroton dip, which isthe rst analytical cbservation
of this phenom enon.

A centralthem e running through both of these chapters is the intemal structure of the
com posite particles. To com pensate for the extra degrees of freedom of the vortices, a set

of constraints is Introduced and appears thorughout our m odels.

13



12 Pairing in Two D In ensions

T he standard theory for superconductivity was introduced by B ardeen, C ooper, and Schri-
e er BCS) almost fiy years ago f@i:] T he original ground state was a paired state of

ferm ions In the swave channel, or relative angularm om entum 1= 0. Since then, there have

been num erous generalizations to non-zero angular m om entum and to other m ore com pli-
cated order param eters. For a review , of the rich phase diagram s n He®, see the book by

Volhardt and W ol e @2] W e refer to the non-zero angular m om entum states as anom a—

lous in the sense that they violate both parity and tim e reversal sym m etry. T ypically, BC S

theory is applied to fem ionic particles, which can be thought of as pairing into bosons

which then condense. A lessw idely appreciated body of work treats pairing ofbosons P31

W e explore iInstances of both statistics in Chapters:-f! and ES T here is grow Ing evidence of
anisotropic superconductivity in the perovskite oxides. In SR u0 4, both experin ent _B-fl]

and theory P3] supportp-wave (L= 1) pairing. Sin ilarly, d-wave pairing (1= 2) isby
now wellestablished In the high tem perature superconductors [_2-§]. p-w ave pairing has also

been cbserved in super uid He® i the so-called \A -phase" 4] .

In the context of the fractional quantum Halle ect, Halperin ['@-Z:] proposed that under
certain conditions, electrons can form pairs that condense into a Laughlin state of charge2
bosons. Since then, various altematives for p—and d-wave pairing have been explored by
several groups '_[2-_8, :_5@, r_l3-;', 52_‘1, ::”)-3, :_3-1_1, ::’%-5]. An Intriguing possibility is that the observed
plteau at = 52 isthePfa an state ofM oore and Read 128, 33, 361.

Recently it has been proposed that the spin conductivity of the class of p—and d-wave
states is transverse and quantized '_B-j] A rem arkable serdes of earlier papers by Volovik '_B-S]
contained som e of these predictions, aswell. H ow ever, the precise proofofthisproposalhas
not been shown. Section ES contains our derivation of this e ect w ith a conserving approxi-
m ation. In the context of the origihal BC S theory, a conserving approxin ation is required
for a correct description ofthe collective m ode t_Z-J:,:_3-_S§] since it respects charge conservation.
A nalogously, In our case, the conserving approxin ation w ill resoect the conservation of spin
current, leading to the correct resul.

A Iess fam iliar application of BC S theory is to paired states ofbosons (see for exam ple

_[2-_ ]). Typically, there is a com petition between the usual singleparticle condensate and a

14



pure paired state, or a phase of coexistence is possible.

Pure p-wave pairing of soin-1=2 bosons is characterized by a BC S wavefunction in the
form of a pem anent. W e w ill show that p-wave pairing can be interpreted as a condensate
of spin waves. A s param eters in the Ham iltonian are tuned, one reaches another single
particlke condensate w ith helical spin order. T he permm anent sits right on the transition and
contains a single antiSkym ion, which is yet another single particle condensate.

In the context of the fractional quantum Halle ect FQHE), the pem anent describes
singlet pairs of spin-1/2 com posite bosons with 1ling factor = 1=p, p odd L2-§3, :_3-9] It is
the unigue ground state w avefiinction ofa H am iltonian which penalizes the closest approach
of three spin-1/2 ferm ions ora xed number of ux quanta piercing the buk. The exact
num ber of ux threading the bulk dependsupon the geom etry, eg. on whether the system
is on the torus, on the sphere, or on the plane. A lthough the permm anent itself is di cult
to treat analytically, its Ham iltonian contains an In nie set of degenerate zero-energy
eigenstates when ux is added, am ong which is the polarized Laughlin state, and the rest
are Interpreted In one oftwo equivalent w ays as either quasiholes or as spn w ave excitations.
Thep= 1 Laughlin state ism ost am enable to analysis as it is a Slater determ inant of single

particlke wavefunctions (Section :_?;_.-l_.g't) . A coordingly, it w ill serve as the prototype for our
exact statem ents.

W e also consider d-wave pairing of spinless bosons, which is known as the Ha nian
n FQHE literature [;S-g]. A rich phase diagram of com peting single particke and paired
condensates em erges, w ith the Ha nian sitting on a phase boundary.

In the case of pairing In the FQHE, the bosons (ferm ions) are to be thought of as
com posite bosons (ferm ions), as described In Chapter:_Z. Wecan useCSmean eld theory
such that the CS gauge eld cancels the extemal eld on the average, and we are kft w ith
com posite particles In zero net eld. Then we can treat the com posite particles w ithin a
BCS approxim ation. The case of com posite ferm ions, which was addressed recently E_3-§],
serves as a point of reference for com posite boson pairing. T he central them e In ref. _[3-_]
w as the existence of tw o regin es, weak—and strong-pairing. T he weak-pairing phase can be
characterized by a nontrivial topologicalw inding ofthe BC S order param eter In m om entum

space; wew ill see an exam ple In the discussion ofthe quantum Halle ect for spin in C hapter

15



:5. O n the other hand, the strong-pairing phase is topologically trivial, and, in the sin plest
case, the tw o phases are separated by a transition at zero chem ical potential. For exam ple,
the P2 an state [j_B-J is a weak-pairing phase, while the HaldaneR ezayi state Br_é_], which

isan 1= 2 state, was found to lie at the weak-strong transition point. It is usefilto keep

these results In m ind as we consider com posite boson pairing in this chapter.

1.3 Adsorption on Carbon N anotubes

M onolayer adsorption of noble gases onto graphie sheets has proven to be an interesting

problm both theoretically and experin entally |0, 41, 42d]. M any of the cbserved features
can be understood w ithin a lattice gas m odel, where the underlying hexagonal substrate
layer fom s a trangular lattice of preferred adsorption sites. An equivalent form ulation
is In the language of spin m odels on a triangular lattice, where the repulsion between
adsorbed atom s in neighboring sites translates Into an antiferrom agnetic Ising coupling.
T he frustration of the couplings by the triangular lattice leads to the rich phase diagram of
the m onolayer adsorption problam {_-]_'l]. Introducing hopping adds quantum uctuations,
further enriching the phase diagram {42, 43].

In this Chapter we address w hat happens if, In addition to the triangular lattice frustra-
tion, one has an extra geom etric frustration due to periodic boundary conditions. In fact,
such a systam is physically realized by a single walled carbon nanotube El-fl]r which m ay be
viewed as a rolled graphite sheet. In this context, adsorption hasbeen the sub fct of grow —
Ing experim ental and theoretical interest Efﬁ, :_4-§] sourred by potential applications. Stan
and Cole [43] have considered the lin it of non—interacting adatom s at low density, nding
that they are localized radially near a nanoctube’s surface at a distance com parable to that
In at grphie ( A). In that work, it was su cient to om it the hexagonal structure of
the substrate. H owever, the corrugation potential selects the hexagon centers as additional
com m ensurate localization points f_ll-g] In view ofthe sin flarity to at graphite, we inclide
both the substrate lJattice and adatom interactions and consider a w ider range of densities.
In fact, very recently, it has been shown [_4-j] that the adsorbate stays w thin a cylindrical

shell for Ilings lss than O:1=JA2 (or 05 adatom /hexagon), Justifying the densities

16



studied here.

O ur adsorption m odel is equivalent to a new sort of XX Z Heisenberg quantum spin
tube, which is type of spin ladder w ith periodic boundary conditions. A sin plk exam ple
w ith high}y anisotropic couplings w as considered recently In references [fl-g]. W e nd density
plateau structures for am chair, zigzag and chiral nanotubes. In the language of soin
system s, the density plateaus correspond to m agnetization plateaus. The zig—zag tubes
tum out to be special, and have extensive zero tem perature entropy plateaus in the classical
Iim it. Quantum e ects lift the degeneracy, laving gapless excitations described by a c= 1
conform al eld theory w ith ocom pacti cation radiis quantized by the tube circum ference.
This is an interesting conform al sym m etry because the only other system s in nature w ith
a quantized com pacti cation radius, that we are aw are of, are the chiral edge states in the

FQHE [@9].
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C hapter 2

Lowest Landau Level I: C om posite

Ferm jons

W e begin this chapter by developing the H aldaneP asquier form alism in Section :_2-_.i .

In the rest of the chapter we apply the com posite ferm ion form alisn to bosons in the
lowest Landau kvel. In particular, we obtain an e ective theory for an incom pressble
quantum H all liquid of bosons w ith one attached vortex at general lling. A s discussed in
the introduction, theories based on the ux attachm ent, or Chem-Sin ons approach E_L-Q:],
have not been entirely satisfactory. M ore recently there have been several attem pts to
obtain an e ective theory m icroscopically -1_7.4, :_L-g:, .’_Z-Q:], which too have had di culties. In
thiswork we avoid the C hem-Sin onsapproach and ollow an alemative that was developed
for the Fem i liquid-like state ofbosonsat =1 :_[].-_8].

The e ective 1ling factor in our com posite ferm ion m odel can be cbtained as follow s.
Aswe will see below , the com posite feels an e ective m agnetic ed B = B, + Br, where
B is the physical eld flt by the underlying particle and By is an arbitrary eld £l by
the vortex. T he total charge of the com posite isg = 1+ Br=Bi . In the Introduction we
showed that the lling factor can bewritten as = 0=B1,where isthe density of the
underlying particles and ¢ is the m agnetic ux quantum . Since the com posite particles

m ust have the sam e density as the underlying particles, the e ective Ilingis o = 0=B,
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which can be rew ritten as
= i 2.1)

T he original Jain construction tfj] begins w ith particlkes of charge +1 at = 1=p and
attaches © ux tubes. O n the average, the ux tubes renom alize the realm agnetic eld by
By, ! gBywithg =1 € . Inourframework, g can be any real number, so there is a
fam iy of theordies, ie. anyons 'F;S-(_j], forany given param eterized by g and an Integer . .
Strictly speaking, Jain’s m odel does not require ferm ionic statistics for the underlying
particles, so the bosonic case is a valid quantum H all state. In fact, there have been recent
theoretical proposals that quantum H all liquids of bosons are realizable In rotating B ose—
E nstein condensates 511] In this case, the m agnetic eld is due to the angular velociy
! ; roughly, the velocity ism odi ed in the rotating frameby v ! v + ! r, which is lke
m inin alcoupling ofa m agnetic eld (r (! r) isa constant in the sam e direction as ! ).
In section 2 2 we cbtain an e ective m assby extracting a kinetic tem from the interac-
tion Ham iltonian. Thisproblm has been centralto the recent work in references [[5, 19].
T he sin plest starting point is a H artreeFock approxin ation. N ext, we use a conserving ap—
proxin ation, which restores the constraints, in order to calculate the correct density-density
response function. T he selfconsistent diagram atics consist of sum m ing ring and ladder di-

agram s; it is essentially the sam e fram ework that we use for paired states of ferm ions In

Chapter§ of this thesis.

2.1 Fomm alism

21l.a Single Particle in a M agnetic F ield

A convenient fram ew ork fora quantum particle in two din ensions is an operator description.
W e begin wih the sinplest case of a sihglke charged particle In two dim ensions and a
perpendicularm agnetic eld.

The Ham iltonian is

H=—@ &Yf; 22)
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where p is the canonicalm om entum , A is the vector potential for a m agnetic eld B, in
the 2 direction, and g and m are the charge and mass. Theunisaressttoh = c= 1.

The kineticm om entum is de ned by
=p @A 2.3)
w ith the corresponding com m utator
[ ; 1=1 oB 24)

where and are space ndices, x and y, and isthe Levi€ ivita symbol. T he dynam ics

of flow sinply,
C=iH; 1= 1. ; @)

where ! . = gB=m isthe cycltron frequency. T herefore precesses.

A s the particle executes cyclotron m otion it is located by the guiding center operator

1
R=r+2 — (2.6)
B
which cbeys
1
R R J= 1 —: @.7)
aB

The operators and R commute. Projction to the Iowest Landau level is accom plished
by replacing the partick’s coordinates by the guiding center. N ote that the coordinates no
Jonger com m ute, a consequence of frozen degrees of freedom . T he appropriate generator of

translations, or \pseudom om entum ", is de ned by
K=g82 R ; 2 8)

and obeys K ;K ]= 1 q% . The planar coordinates of a quantum particle in a m agnetic
eld are a welkknown exam ple of non-com m utative space E_9-1,']

N oting the com m utation relationsof and R, we can de ne two independent ham onic

oscillator operators:
s s
1 — 1
a = —K; a'= —K 2.9)
209B 20B
s s
1 1
b = ; = — (2.10)
209B 209B
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where = ;+1i,and™ = ; 1iy,and sinilarly forK . The Ham iltonian then becom es

the fam iliar ham onic oscillator H am iltonian:
1
H=1!. bb+ > : 211)

Its eigenstates are known as Landau levels (LL).Eadh Jevel is m acroscopically degenerate
since a com m utes w ith b and drops out ofthe H am iltonian. T he com plete set of eigenstates
is labeled by two integers, m and n:

- S < .

hymi= p—=—p= ;01 2.12)

m! n!

In this convention, (orb) is a purely interlL.andau level operator, and K (or a) is intra—
Landau level.

To obtain the wavefunctions, we w ill use com plex coordinates, r= z = x + iy, and the

sym m etric gauge, A = %r B =%B ( y;x). The single particle operators becom e
= 21@, q‘%m (2.13)
K = 2i@5+ CI'%iz (2.14)

If we restrict ourselves to the lowest Landau kevel (LLL), then the wavefunctions, on (r),
are annihilated by b. The general solution to this rst order partial di erential equation

(up to gauge transform ations) is
om @) = £ () FT7% 2.15)

w here ‘é = 1=pB jis the m agnetic length. T he great sim pli cation is that £, (z) must be
an analytic function In z. Further requiring that a ;0 = 0 yilds £y and the rest of the

fn s are generated by applying a¥. T he resuk is the set of states spanning the LLL:

1 S22 _an
Up (Z) = q:zzme 3232_4123 : (2.16)
+
2 Xm 1y

It should be rem arked that the intra-1.L. Jadder operator has a very sin ple action on the

p- p-
Up :a¥=2z= 2% anda= (5= 2)@Q,.
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21b Two Particles in a M agnetic Field

In this section, we Introduce a bound state of tw o oppositely charged particles in a perpen—
dicular m agnetic eld. This form alisn w illbe usefil in interpreting the H aldaneP asquier
approach.

Each ocom ponent is characterized by its charge g; and the m agnetic eld that it feels,

B ;. For convenience, we de ne
B;= gB 2d7)

Wewillassume that B; > 0 and B, < 0, guaranteeing the existence of a bound state. In
these units the charge is din ensionless. Ifwe x gqp = 1 then the total charge is

_ 5 (2.18)
q B,

T here are two sets of guiding centers, R ;, and pseudom om enta, K ;, which are de ned in

the sam e way as In section :_é.-lé. T he algebra consists of two copies of the singlk particle,

forexample

1

R 4R 31= 1 55— (219)
Bi

and so on.
Tt tumsout that this algebra can bem apped exactly into a single particle in an e ective

magnetic ed B 2],
B=B;+ B, :
If we construct the e ective translation and m om entum operators by

K = Kl+ K2 (2.20)
1

_ ¥ BB 1K K (221)
182 B, 2 B, 1

then the com m utators of this algebra are exactly that of a singl particle, equations @-_.Z;,

.7., :_2-.25.). Forexamplke [ ; 1= 1 B . The physical picture becom es clearer once we

de ne an e ective posiion r by egn. (2-._6-;) . Solving forr, we nd

r = 2 K+ P
| O
BiR+ BoR BiB
_ 1 1B 2R 2 R, Ry) Bl 2. 222)
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InthelmitB ! 0, rbecomes R;+ R,)=2. This is not surprising from a classical point
of view ; two opposite but equal charges travel n a straight lne due to E B drift, the
\guiding center" moves o to in nity, and their position is given by a point exactly m idw ay
between them .

To proceed w ith the wavefunctions of the com posite, label the realspace coordnates of

each particke by z and . The di erential operators are given by

Ki= 2i8+ —2 (2.23)
2\
B
. i

K,= 2i@ 2T 224)
B2

N ote the relative m inus sign, which com es from assum ingB; > 0 and B, < 0. The ladder

operators are given in tetm s of and K by equation C__.-l_f}) . The lowest eigenfuction is

determ ined from a 0;0 = b 0;0 = 0:

= 26, —+Z + 204 2" 0=0
2B 2Bl 2}32 i
i 1 1 1 1 —
5 B. 2@+ 2‘512 55 2@ 7< 0,0=0 (2. 25)

By analogy w ith a singlk particle, we expect that the solution is an analytic function in z

and tim estwo G aussian factors. Indeed, ifwe choose

_ o242 c 2y
00(z; )= (i je ¥I4% .o 337%,

then equations {28) are solved by

1 z7=2%
(z; )=—(——¢ B2 (2.26)

2 ‘Bl‘Bg
N ote the asymm etry between B1 $ B, stemm Ing from the sign of B . W e have in plicitly

assum ed that B > 0, but ifB < 0 then the G aussian factor in egqn. €26) would be ‘él.

T he com plete set of states is generated by a¥ and ¥ just as it was for one particle in

eqn. €12),

_ _. . b & _
(z;7)=hz; 3 1=P=P= o0 (z;7) : 227)

The are linear com binations of the lndependent particle basis

hz;" jani= u @)va () 228)
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whereu and v are LLL singl particle states corresponding to the two m agnetic lengths %,

and %,,asin eqn. 216).

2.1.c Fock Space, Operators, and C onstraints

H aving constructed the basis finctions for a particlevortex pair In the previous section, we
m ove on to the Fock gpace for a m any-particle system .
W e begin with canonical ferm fonic or bosonic operators which are m atrices w ith two

indices, g, o, Wwith (@anticom m utation relations
[C}nn;cyn%OJ = mmO nn® (229)

The keft ndex, m , runs from 1 to N , the num ber of availabl states in the LLL. T he right
Index, n, runs 1 through N , which we w ill interpret later as the num ber of vortices. In the
them odynam ic lm it, the 1lling factor is = N =N . Strictly speaking, this construction
must be carried out on a nite geometry €g. m rmuns from 1 toN + 1 on the sphere),
but we w ill ignore this subtlety here sihce we w illonly be interested in the thermm odynam ic
Iim it.

T he anticom m utation relations are Invariant under independent transform ations on the

Eft and right indices:

cV UgcUg ; (2.30)
where U, and Ug are N N and N N unitary m atrices. T hese transform ations are
generated by the left and right \density" operators

nn® = sz Gn no

o= & Goon (2 31)

n=1
The kft density ' will represent the physical denstty, as we will see below . The right

density R’ speci esa set of N ? constraints, which we use to de ne a set of physical states,

B0 nan0 J physi= 0: 2.32)
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Tt willbe shown shortly that the set of j nysi do indeed give the correct Fock space.
Because the ® generate the unitary group U (N )z and there is a phase factor, U (1),
common to both ® and !, the physical states m ust be singlets under SU N )z . The
physical states solving this constraint are linear com binations of
m _ X n; oy ¥ ;.
i= Bimi1Gom, g PLJ (2.33)
ng yn
where Pi is the vacuum w ih no femm ions. The Levi€ ivita symbol ensures that these
states are singlets under SU (N )r . If the c’s are ferm jons their anticom m utation relations
ensure that j Im)hlys "™ is sym m etric under the interchange ofany pairm ; $ m 5. T herefore,
the physical space isequivalent to N bosonseach ofwhich can occupy any one ofN  states,
ie. theFodk space ofbosonsat 1lling = N=N . Had the c’sbeen bosonic operators rather
than ferm ionic, the result would have been a Fock space of ferm ions at the sam e 1ling.
W e now construct the m any body operators. By m apping into a singlk particle, we

showed that the e ective m agnetic length is

1 1

\2 \2
B Br

(2.34)

tur‘\>||—‘

A s a ram Inder of the physical picture, we have m ade the notation change from 1;2 to L;R .
Our convention guarantees that y is positive since %, < ‘v, (equivalently, BrJj> Br]J
andB = B, + Bg > 0).

In real space them atter eld is de ned by

X
czT)=  ul @R () Gn @ 35)

mn
whereul (z) = z™ expf 73=4 ‘}%Lgand W ()= 2 expf J %=4‘§R g (@part from nomm at
zations). A unitary transfomm ation connects the n ni Independent partick basis to the

J  1bound state basis in section -_-i_j_d . A ccordingly, the fermm ions G, , transform into

X
c = Ganmnj 1i; (2.36)
mn
where
., a Y .
J i= p:'p:' ;01 : 237)
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Theoverbpmnj iisobtained from thede nitionsin eqns. {227) and £ 28). Tow rite the

density operators, we observe that they take a plane wave form in the operator language:

& _ P a Ra L~ P g R o
q = i€ ® and 7y = e L, where R jz and R j;, are the two guiding center

coordinates of the i'th particle ,'_: In second quantization, the left density becom es
X .
= & cooh ¥ B5009% 2 38)

. 00
’

and sin ilarly ﬁ)r"g . Them atrix elem ent can be calculated by solving orR g ;;, in term s of

K, ,giving
Ry = ~"K+—> )%
Br
R = “&+—% )% : (2 39)
Br
W e have Introduced the shorthand notation, "a = 2 a (for the vector a). Because
K ; 1= 0, the plane wave factors into an Intra—and an interf.andau lkevel piece. W e w rite
AL X 0, L 0
g = q(j)q(j)CyCoo
;OO
AR X 0, R 0
a = g( 39 q (30 coo; 2 .40)

. 00

’

where the -coe cients are de ned by

n (o]
q(3% = hiep i%g K 3%
(39 = hidep it agr 3% 2 .41)
Br
. . .2 B R . 0
2(]0) = h Jjexp 1‘§‘—Rq 3% :
Br

The operation a * b standsfora  “b.Note that is identicalto %y for a particle In eld

B and therefore follow the sam e orthonom ality properties and com m utation relations. I&

and 2 are sin ilar but w ith an additional factorof 5, =%, or sz, =%, In thephase ofthe
com m utator.
Since K and  are nothing other than ham onic oscillator operators, the *’s can be

calculated explicitly. The one that we need later is "', so we use it as an exam pl. First,

Iwas ram inded by R . Shankar that he had guessed the sam e density expressions based on a small g

lin it of the C hem-Sin ons form ulation @é]
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rew rite ig " In com plex coordinates as % @ d ). Seocondly, recall that b and
Ji B i, which reduces the calculation to a ham onic oscillator m atrix elem ent. The

rest is straightforw ard and we quote the nalresult:

101 _
B g 39 = p=p= T ( & @) Te @, 2 .42)
> o

o,

A bunch of factors were absorbed into g on the left-hand side to avoid repetitiously w riting
them on the right.
The nalstep in the construction is the Ham iltonian. In coordinate space i involves

only the diagonal com ponents of " '[1'3],
1 Z
H=2 dadnV@ )" @in) " @) : (2.43)

O r In Fourier space @ ppendix),

17 &2 fP22
H =2 9y @qe 25, AL A 2 .44)

where V (q) is the ordinary Fourier transform ofV (r). A s required, this Ham iltonian is
both translationally and rotationally invariant. By construction, the right density & is a

constant of the m otion because the H am iltonian acts only on the lft indices, ie.

H; "51=10: (2 45)
The system of Ham ittonian plis constraints is the starting point for Read’s analysis of
com posite bosons at = 1 {[1§].
2.2 H artreeFock A pproximn ation

For convenience, we restate here the H am iltonian that we derived in the last section.
Z

H = V(q)Fq(11;33j22;44)chlcy3 C, 4C, , 7 (2 46)

3

1X
2 e )2

ir i

w here the m atrix elem ent is given by

Fq(115 33722/ a4 0= qg(132) q(334) 5(132) "q(334) 2.47)

s 252
nf=2+

and ¥ @) = V @)e 1 is the apodized potential. T he vertex is shown in F ig. :_2-_.1:
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HoAo

HaAq
Figure 21: Thevertex 4 (13 2) I;l( 13 2). The dotted line represents the interaction ¥ (q)

The HartreeFock HEF') approxin ation consists of replacing pairs of ferm ion operators

by their expectation value at zero tem perature:
he! cooiy= o o ( max ) ; (2.48)

whith 1Is a.x + 1 Landau lkevels of com posite bosons. In Jain’s m apping I_l-f.], this corre—
soondsto an e ective lling fraction o = pax* 1.At nite tem perature, the -function
is replaced by the Ferm idistribution £ (" c), where [ isthe chem icalpotential. Since
the chem icalpotential s restricted to " ., < << " ., +1 but is otherw ise arbitrary, we
w illdrop i in the llow Ing.

E xpanding the H am iltonian around this ground state allow s us to sum over the intra—
Jlevel indices ;. In the ollow Ing, we ignore the direct temm , which only shifts the chem ical
potential. In the exchange term , com pleteness of the j i basis wihin a Landau level,
F jih j= 1,gives , , or , ,. Complkteness of the intra-1.L basis is tantam ount to
translation nvariance. R otation invariance, on the other hand, showsup in ¥ (g), which is
required to be a function of only fyjfor an isotropic system . T his gives term s diagonal in

or ,» Since the others vanish when we consider the explicit expression for L in

’ 1 4 2

equation @42). The HF Ham iltonian is now

X
Ho= v e 2 49)
w ith the exchange energy
Z
d2 Xax
"= Te@ 350397 : 2 50)
@) 0
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For concreteness, we choose the sin plest non-trivial case: we llonly the LLL, jax = O,
and take a hard-core repulsive Interaction, V () = V (0). U sing the explicit form offg“ from

equation C_Z-_.QI_Z) the energy becom es

1 aq 1w g2,
n — 2‘2 \é - AV (q)e 2 B nf :sz
= - VO ; @51

where™ = 1=2 ‘é isthe density ofthe com posite ferm ions. N ote how the apodized potential
now has %, not ‘éL , In the G aussian, which isa consequence ofthe relation 1=% = l=‘§L
1=‘§R . Because ‘]%L < ‘éR , the energy vanishesasym ptotically as ! 1 .Furthem ore,the
exponential orm im plies a linear dependence on  at small , exactly the kind of behavior
that one would expect for non-interacting particles in a m agnetic eld. The cyclotron
frequency, from equation {Z.1I), isgiven by !c = 1=m % so we can identify an e ective
masswih thegap by 1=m = (" %) g - More generally when .« > 0, the low
energy physics is dom inated by transitions between the highest occupied LL and the lowest

unoccupied one, w hich gives

1
- "
m m ax+l

= % 2 52)

Further justi cation for this Interpretation w ill em erge as we consider uctuations around
the ground state. At any rate, our calculation provides a fram ework to calculatem 1n the
LLL.Note that equation {.50) showsthatm has contrbutions from the lowest LL's (of
com posite particles) and denti es it w ith a particular integral over the interaction.

As a stand-alone approxin ation, HF does not preserve the constraints because the
com m utator LHO;"S] $ 0 forallg & 0. In the next section we augment HF in a fully

selfconsistent m anner to restore this symm etry.

2.3 Conserving A pproxin ation and the W ard Identity

Our goal is to nd a perturbative series such that all correlation function that involve

the constraint "2 ~ g;0 vanish. In other words, the constraints would vanish to any
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order of approxin ation. T his is guaranteed by an exact (hon-perturbative) W ard identity,
which is derived below . W e illustrate the m ethod by calculating the response functions, or
generalized susceptibilities, of & &, & 4 and ' 2. The latter is related to the
physical quantity of interest, the com pressbility.

Tt iswellknown in the theory ofm etals P1,i53] that ifa H artreeFock approxin ation is
used for the twoparticle G reen’s fiinction, then a fully selfconsistent approxin ation that
conserves charge includes ladder and bubble diagram s in the response fiinctions. In fact
thism ethod preserves the constraints in the com posite boson problem at = 1 aswell :_[l-_é»],
and we w ill show that it works here, too.

In In agihary tin e, the response finctions take the form

AP @iila) = 0 @) in)i; 2.53)

where A;B stand forR orL and !, = 2n = are M atsubara frequencies. W e In plicitly
keep only the connected part, thus dropping a term containing h™® i’s. T he fiindam ental
diagram s are those that are irreducble, ie. those that cannot be segparated by cutting an
Interaction line. For a short range interaction, these are the qualitatively relevant pieces
[_21',:_5-3], so we w illnot perform the bubbl sum s explicitly here. In any case, they are easily
obtained as geom etric series of the irreducble parts [1d, 53].

T he form ofthe conserving approxin ation in our case statesthat the irreducible regponse
functions, Z;f , are to be calculated by including the ladder series w ith the HE G reen’s
function lines. W e sum the series by solving D yson’s equation; the next few equations w ill
describe the structure of the theory.

First, let us recallthe HF G reen’s function [53],

1
Go( ;i ) = ﬁ); (2 54)
z
1X X d?
o= L@ (39 T (%5)6 (%)
0 @)
X g2
- (2—?2@ @3LC3I9FECe o 2 .55)
where! = @2 + 1) = isa fem ionic M atsubara frequency, and £ ("o c) istheFem i

distrdbution w ith regpect to the LL index ( . and should notbe confiised w ith the intra-L.L
Index and the 1lling fraction).
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Second, the renom alization of the vertices, 2, by the ladder series can be w ritten as

am atrix D yson equation:

Aot = 5 3°%9 2 56)
Z
X d’k
o T WFC 2 231 O L da) B L, @iiln)

where Fy hasbeen de ned In equation (,'_2-;21_:/:) and D is the frequency sum over the intermal

G reen’s functions,

D, ,@n) = — Gol(z;i! +1ily)Go( 154! ) @.57)

f"
_ 2 o FCL o), (2.58)

" " N
2 1 1.n

Because the G reen’s function is independent of the intra-1.1L, index , it is convenient to

de ne a purely interd.I. vertex, ©by

B loo@iila)= q( 3%9°% o(@iiln) (2.59)

so that D yson’s equation becom es

A o@iita)= 539 (2.60)
Z
d’k NN
2 E E I F(230D et KT eR (giila):

T he phase factor is due to the m agnetic translation com m utator algebra | see the discussion
inmediately ollow ing equation € 42).
T he response functions are given in tem s of the renom alized vertices by

X
o@iila)= o ®F L @iila)D L, Aln) P23 (2.61)

where o= 1=2 ‘é is the densiy of particles per LL, com Ing from the trace over ’s. The

diagram atic structure is shown schem atically in g. :_2-.5

R vanish, ie §2 = IR =

T he key to show Ing that all response function containing
BL = 0, istheW ard dentity for ®,which we now derive. The rst principles derivation
ollow s standard eld theoretic techniques Q-J_J] C onsider the exact vertex in realtim e:

n @)
5 @titit) = W g Oc, @) &) i; (2.62)
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(b)

©

Figure 2 2: D iagram atics of the conserving approxin ation. @) T he exchange self energy; () the

ladder series renom alization of the vertices, ;and (c) the response functions In term s of

where T isthe tin e ordering sym bol. By taking the tin e derivative @+ ofboth sides, using
@tAé = 0, and then Fourer transform Ing back to frequency space, we nd the exact W ard
dentity

~R
12

iln @iila) =G "(1idla+dl ) §(132)  §(132)6 “(2i4l ) (63)

Here, G isthe exact G reen’s function, and i! on the right-hand side cancels ddentically, but
is iIntroduced for convenience. T he two temm s are due to di erentiating the tin e ordering;
physically, they are due to ¢ () and c(r) acting as sources in equation {2.62). For the
particular HF and ladder series that we use here, we can verify the W ard dentity by
substiuting Gg for the exact G and pligging the whole expression into the right-hand side
ofthe D yson equation (_é_.-6_f}) . Upon using the de nition of Gy from equation C_2-_.-5_E}), we nd
that the ladder series satis es the W ard identity.

T herefore our diagram atic schem e preserves the constraints, and we can be sure that

the physical quantities that we calculate In this approxin ation w illbe consistent.

24 Response Functions

It isnow straightforward to use theW ard identity in the response functions, equation (_i_.-@;),

to verify that

SR @iiln)= S @iln)= @iln)=0 @ .64)



and in fact for any correlator containing . There is one proviso in this procedure, that
is discussed in detail in reference [, having to do w ith the constraints at i!, = 0. Our
procedure is only valid at non-zero frequencies because we divided the W ard identity by
il, to isolate B . A com plete proof requires m ore care, but we w ill not pursue this here.
In any case, there isno problem with takingthelimit ! ! 0, whith requiresonly sm allbut
non-zero frequencies.

It rem ains to calculate the physical density-density response, T. To thisend,we rst
rew rite the vertex In a m ore sym m etric fashion by Introducing the scattering m atrix, , for
the ladder series. A lthough the Intemal G reen’s functions do not carry m om entum , w hich
com es in only through the vertices, we can nonetheless absorb som e of the m om entum
dependence nto by taking advantage of translation invariance again. W e de ne

X

e 7! =
12;22(q'l~n) q

() o239 2.65)

The D yson equation for scattering, also known as the Bethe-Salpeter equation, takes the

form
Z
€ L0, s@iiln)=

1 717
Z

&’k
2 )

d’k L . L 0~ 0y ig*k ¥ . e
z )ZV(k) x(J2) "x(23)e? "D o(ly)

® k) L(192) B (959l kS 2 66)

X

1 g; o(@iiln):
0

Tt is convenient to view © . 0 as a vector w ith com ponents labekd by % whilke - 8

0
1 77
and (g;1i!,) are param eters. T hen the problem reduces to inverting a m atrix in the indices
(2% 9.

T he form alstructure ofthism atrix equation iselicidated by reducing it to the eigenvalue

equation,
X

M o; olg;iln)E T o@;ilp)=u g(q;i!n)ﬁ L% g(q;i!n) ; 2.67)
0

w here the kemel is
Z 2
: d'k L, - L (050 g~k :
Moo olidta)= ook )2\?’<k)k(32) L (939e™ %5 D odl,) (268)

and u, X are the eigenvalues, eigenvectors. W e have cbtained an exact zero eigenvalue

solution of this equation at il , = 0. U sing the properties of the comm utatator [ ; §1 (£
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equation {42) and the inm ediately Hlow ing discussion) and the de nitions of " {£.55)
and ofD o £58), we nd that

B, o@i0) = " 5039 §(39"e; 2 .69)

u g(q;O) = 0: 2.70)

T he sin ilarity ofthis solution to the W ard identity {2.63) suggests that the existence ofthe
scattering zero m ode is related to the vanishing of correlators containing = .
A nother advantage of the BetheSalpeter equation is that we can rew rite the response

functions sym m etrically,

A2 @iiln) = 5P @iiln)+ ©.71)

where 5% isthe bare bubbk

X
BB @iila)= o 230D o@a) Po(%) (2.72)
0
Fig. 23 ilustrates the sum m ation.
r s )

AU D

Figure 2 3: (@) Ladder series for the scatteringm atrix and (o) regponse functions in term s of

To obtain the momentum expansion of P, consider the expansion of ¥ from is

de nition in eqn. €.42),

(3%= o+ ¥ Ehdignr G+ o @) : (2.73)
Br

The rst tem, diagonal in 0, cannot contribute to the response because the transition

am plitude D o ispurely an inter1.I, operator. T he expanded response becom es
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Mgiity) = h %~ §iD oGl h 7~ 3%+ 2.74)

+ h{\~ JiD 0@ o, , s@idla)D , s @adh it JO4H iz

where isan overall constant.

To obtain ?DI; through O (qz), we need only ©(0;i! ,). At g = 0, the BetheSalpeter

equation is
X
e L% 5 9 0;il,)=¥¢ 2 91 0 0@2 g oD o(d!',)e Lo 0(0;1l ) ; (2.75)
w here the interaction m atrix elem ent is
Z
d’k , 0.0
@2%‘12: @ )zv(k)ﬁ(ljﬂllk(z]l)? (2.76)

Rotation invariance at g = 0 requires that the m atrix elem ents vanish unless

0 0
1+ 2 = l+ 2

Now Jt us m ake two further restrictions that a ord an exact solution for €. First, we
choose pax = 0 aswe did above to illustrate the exchange energy. Secondly, we work
at zero tem perature where the Fem 1 function is £ (" )= ( max ), restricting the
D -am plitude to

_ 1
Do (iln) = -
iy
D o@!y) ! @.77)
1. = — .
0= n T

" ]
0

A Iong w ith rotation invariance, these restrictions allow us to solve equation C_é_-7_ ) or the

scattering m atrix @t g = 0)

%o

;0
eO ;0 =
¥ 0.
€0 = — %0 2.78)
l+@o; oD 0

T he two channels above represent a particke in the 0th LL propagating on one lg of the

ladder diagram and a particle in the ’th LL on the other, and vice versa. T hese channels
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do notm ix In our exam ple. In fact, we willonl need = 1 for the lowest order term in

LI pecause of the verticesh 31~ j%.Atthispointwe nd a crucial dentity for = 1:

%o1;01 = Pio;10= 17 (2.79)

w hich is easily proven by com paring equations C_Z-_.-7_Z}) and C_2-_-_Q) . P lugging equations C_2-;-7_a)—

.79) into equation {2.75) for the response finction, we nd

. Do1 1Do1 Dio 1D10 . .
19 Dop1+D + O
03 i3 Do1+Dm 1+ 1Dy 1+ 1D a¥ (#F)

0+ 0 (xf) © 80)

Ll (giiln)

(an overall factor has been Jft out). Thus, the lowest order term in the density-density
response is of order 7§ .

This is the m aln physical result that we wanted to reproduce w thin our com posie
ferm ion fram ework. Tts m ain content is that the system is incom pressble, ie. the com —
pressbility, , vanishes. The connection of com pressibility to the density-density response
is contained in the de nition [p4]

= lm ' g;0) : @ 81)
q! 0

For the irreducble diagram s that we have considered so far, "' = }@,sothat = 0.We
expect that the order of Iim its is consistent w ith our calculation of the Jadder series, w hich
isa Taylor expansion around g = 0 at nie frequency.

The fiill response fiinction ! can be obtained from the irreducible part by a bubble
summ ation | -J:, _-5-_3, "_.5-4]

LL
Ph I . @ 82)
1+ ¢ @) L&

For a short range Interaction, such as ours, this geom etric sum has no qualitative e ect, so
that rem ainsat zero. A wellknown early work by G irvin, M adD onald, and P latzm an E_S-f)]
contains general argum ents for the m om entum dependence ofthe density response function
for incom pressible liquids In the LLL, and is consistent w ith our resul.

Before we close this section and m ove on to the e ective eld theory, the interaction-gap

identity of equation {2.79) is worth a couple m ore words. A slightly m ore general case is
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when nax > 0,
@;+l; ;41 = @+l; ;41 = Ml " @ .83)

w here max - W e expect that the com pressbility w ill vanish again, although we have
not perform ed this calculation explicitly. T his identity seem sto have an analog in the Ferm i
liquid-like state ofbosonsat =1 ;[_[_53]. T here, the system has a divergent com pressibility
due to a xed Landau param eter, F'; = 1, and m is also com Ing from an integral of
the interaction below the Fem i surface. In both cases, the identities lead to the correct
com pressbility because there is no bare kinetic term due to the LLL pro fction.

The form ofthe left and right density resoonse fiinctions, suggest a physical interpreta—

tion ofthe vertices. To lowest order In g, all response functions vanish, and we can take any

L

linear com bination q

X 1; for the physical response w thout changing the resul. Suppose

we choose the weighted com bination

L, L

BRR
a- g Eq: (2.84)

A

q = e B | U sing the operatorm apping i equations

In operator Janguage the densitiesare

£21) and £22), them om entum expansion of the new vertex leaves

L | E+ ilqAK + O (C_[Z)
4 By Bi
B 1, 5
= —(@1+g ) —ig + 0 () : (2.85)
B B

The rsttem isthe rstordertem ofa plane wave for the com posite particle w ith charge

g = B=Bi atposition r, which is consistent w ith the tw o-particle m apping of section _-2_.1-_19'
T he second tem  is interpreted as the dipolem om ent. T he charge ofthe com posite doesnot
show up in the regponse finctions, but presum ably would com e out ifback ow corrections
are included as in the work of Lopez and Fradkin 5:}]
If the expansion is exponentiated, we obtain
. B _

g ! ef ri i (2.86)

This form agrees w ith the work of Shankar [[§], which starts from a di erent approach

using the Chem-5in ons theory at the outset. Asthe rst line ofeqn. .83) shows, this
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particular choice of x m akes the physicaldensiy a purely intra-1.L, operator. A s such, i is
cbvious that the density-density response vanishes to O (@°) in the ladder apporxin ation,
since the vertices contain only interI.I. transitions. Further, our weighted com bination
agrees w ith Read’s [id] density or = 1whereBg=Bj = 1. Nonethelss, we stress that

our derivation does not specify x by itself.

2.5 E ective Theory

In this section we will show that the ladder series can be replaced w ith a dynam ic gauge
eld, yielding an e ective theory much lke that for bosonsat = 1. It is not a Chem-
Smmons eld theory, but the fam iliar relation of densiy to the curl of a gauge eld will
appear.
In accordance w ith the previous section, the low energy physics of bosonsat 6 1 is
that of com posite ferm ions 1lling an ntegralnumber, . = =q, ofLandau kvels. Let us
take an ordinary ferm ion eld c(x;t) In a staticm agnetic eld B = r * A such that exactly

e Jvelsare Ikd, and coupl it to a nondynam ic gauge eld a:

Z
2 .. 2.
H, = dd°x— j( ir A a)é&j éc: 2 87)
2m
The ferm jon density is™ = o =2 ‘é,orequjya]en’dy_= =2 éL.Thed'lenicalpotenU'al

is tuned to lie between the uppem ost lled LL and the lowest empty one. m is the
only param eter in the theory and is cbtained from the amn allest energy gap of the original
problem as de ned In equation (,'_2-;5_2) . The action of the theory is an action fora aswell
as for ¢;d, but in contrast to C hem-5Sin ons theory, there is no kinetic term for a; it is a
\strongly coupled" gauge eld in the lJanguage of eld theory. T here is also the tem a dc,
however we w ill choose the tem poralgauge n which ag = 0 at nite frequency, so that its
uctuations do not a ect the response.

The gauge symm etry of H, isordinary U (1), which can be viewed as the long distance

Iim it of the globalU (N )z symm etry of the right coordinates. T he gauge invariant density

ofthism odel, ¢, is denti ed w ith the constraint ®,which =xes

R de=": © 88)

38



This condition is the long distance lim it of the fiill constraint that was constructed n

Section 2;1_4:3 To obtain an expression for the physical density, consider the gauge invariant

m om entum density before a is lnclided,
1n h io
glx) = > & A)e @+ A c (2.89)
i

T he single-particle version isthe operator of Section 2.1 4. This allow s us to rew rite the

density suggestively. The rsttem in equation £.86), q € ¥ isaplane wave fora charge

ofm agnitude g ; at tree level its expectation valuie can be replaced by ~, which leaves
- q‘é r*~qg; (2.90)

where g = B=B . Sin ilarly, at tree level the gauge potential is related to the m om entum
density by a = g= . T herefore the physical density becom es
=~ —r "a; 291
5 7 ( )
whereweused o = =g .Equation {_2-_.5-9_-:) is precisely the uctuation piece of the Chem-

Sinons equation (1.2), despie the absence of a kinetic term for a! It should be bome

in m ind, however, that we have in posed the particular linear combhation ¥ xR’ wih
x = B=Bi, which is responsble for this appealing resul; in principle, any coe cient of
r " a iscbtainabl In thisway.

Let us now consider the correlation functions. The basic conductivities are 45 =
hgjgsi=m 2 Because of the Onsager relation ., = yx and isotropy  xx = gy, LIS
convenient to use com plex coordinatesg= gy + ig, and g= gy  ig so that the expectation

values hggi and g gi vanish. Our aim is to com pare the susceptibiliy

"@=h @ (@i =3k g@ a9 g( i 2 .92)
= ‘éLHTjQTQ(q)ﬁ( P+ g@g( i

to the ladder series in the previous section. W e will show that wihinh a random phase
approxin ation RPA ), the responses are identical (at least to O (q2)) .

The RPA hasbeen applied In the context of the quantum Halle ect by severalauthors

[[g, 5711. It isa bubbl sum forthe gauge eld uctuations. Thebasic tem s, shown In  g.
> 4
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p 9 9

2m* 2m* 2m*
AV S + (b)

Figure 2.4: Bubbl summ ation for the gauge eld propagator. @) The shaded circle includes the
diam agnetic coupling and the hggi, bubble; (o) The thick wavy line represents haai

lm@a( gi= —+ @3 @i (2.93)
m 2m

where hg(@)g( g)i is the bare bubble, which we can evaluate in the single particlk basis:

X
hg@g( Qi = h 53°% o@!)h®% 3 i: (2.94)

00

The calculation of la(@a( q)j is analogous, but wih hg(@)g( 9i . The matrix el
ments of produce a factor 2 ¢ ‘% sihce = P E‘B b is the interL.L. Jadder operator and
D o connects only states on opposite sides of the Fem i surface, which restricts ; °to
maxs max T 1. The sum over ’'sgivesthe densiy perLL, 1=2 ‘g , wih the end resut
1 _

2m Zkg(q)g( q)%. = m_D maxi maxt1 (l!n)

_—; (2.95)
m + il 5

V)
where one factor ofm hasbeen replaced by 1=%

Now,theRPA g g response consists ofthe bubble sum shown In  g.u

Figure25: ' asabubbl sum . The wavy line is the gauge eld propagator from equation @:9:3).
See also g..'é_.-é}.

h@g( 9i = h@a( gi (2.96)

1 1
2hg @g ( q)gizm—ha(q)é( q)'why(q)@( i
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U sing lggi= hggiand the identities €.93), £.93) in equation {.98) and pligging the result
into the expression for ', equation {2.92), we nd that
a@=0+0@): 2.97)

T his isthe sam e resut as in the conserving approxin ation ofthe last section. T he structure
of the RPA is such that, the gauge eld propagator replaces the scattering m atrix , and
the two channels ©41;01, €100 correspond to haai, lBai. D iagram atically, the second bubbk
term in Fig. 2.5 is exactly the Jadder sum in Fig. 2.3 ().

Anotherway to test the e ective theory is by Integrating out the ferm ions. Since there
are ordinary ferm ions 1ling . Landau lkvels, we expect a Chem-Sim ons term in the
e ective action fora.

The RPA prescription in Fig. :_2-_.2!. n plies that

1 X - X

LRkl= o 2 aihgigyi, ay + P aiaj ; (2.98)

i3 i
T he diam agnetic piece com bines w ith the bare bubbl am plitude In equation é_.-9_-51) to give

- 2
m—%!zaiai. In the Imi ! ! 0, this diagonal tetm vanishes. On the other hand, the

cross termm is proportionalto !, in the sam e lin i, leaving

Lel= = Yailnay;

where % is the Levi€ ivita symbol. Since the original problm was gauge nvariant, the

com plete Lagrangian m ust contain the scalar potentialag:
Lal= —1 a@a ; (2.99)

where ; ; = tx;yand @ ily . This form is correct to leading order in g, ! and show s

the correct H all conductivity of the com posite ferm ions.
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C hapter 3

Lowest Landau Level IT1:

C om posite B osons

In the previous chapter, we considered com posite ferm ions. In this one, we w ill consider
com posite bosons. In the form er case, we derived an e ective theory from rst principles.
H ow ever, this isnot possibl form ore than one attached vortex and we follow a phenom eno—
logical approach instead. The m ain feature that we nd is the m agneto—roton excitation,
which was predicted and analyzed by several authors E§_§, :_5_2_3]. O ur analysis provides a

physical picture of this excitation.

3.1 Fomm alism

In this section we generalize the HaldanePasquier form alisn by considering p ob fcts at—
tached to the underlying particle. The physical picture that w ill em erge is sin ilar, w ith
the com posite particke being a bound state of p vortices and one particke. W e specialize
to = 1=p so that each vortex carries charge 1=p to m aintain neutrality and the m agnetic

lengths are related by
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3.1.a Fock Space

For fractional llings the number of vortices in the com posite particle is p. The m atter

operators are now p+ 1 rank tensors G ;n, o oW ih

Gn jny pﬁg g;mo] = mm® nnd npny 32)

P

m runs from 1 toN and then’sfrom 1 toN . The keft (physical) densiy is obtained by

tracing over all the right indices
amf): Cﬁl pm Gnini  pon 33)

H owever, there are now p right densities:

Ra _ .
nn® Clzl i ANNiy1  pjM Gnini 1 anni; oo 34)

m;ny;fa

m

of the constraints .n eqn. @.32), which require j hys "M to be a singkt in each of the p

right Indices. A straightforward extension ofthe p= 1 case (eqn. C_Z- _3)) show s that the

basis is
m 1 bt X y
5 N 1 1 1 .
J phys L i= 1 Pl p,.mlcyl . . Cimy Pii B9
where there are N G reek indices of the type . The Levi€ ivita symbols and an-

tiocom m utation relations of the ¢’s ensure sym m etry under the interchange of any pair of
physical indicesm ; $ m 4, and we are left w ith a bosonic Fock space of N particles in N
orbitals. A gain, had we started w ith bosonic c’s, we would have ended up w ith a Fock space

of com posite Fermnm ions.

3.1b Physical O perators and C onstraints

The eld operator has p right coordiates i,

X
Clzi i p) = Up @uR (1) R (@) Gumy oo (3.6)

Tt is convenient to change the vortex coordinates to the socalled \centerofm ass" (or Ja—

cobi) coordinates, which have been used In few body problem s in the context of atom ic
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physics E_';E_;] This reduces the pcom plex to one centerofm ass coordinate o, = > (1 +
p) and p 1 relative coordinates ( = 1; He) 1), which are linear com binations

ofthe ;.W ewilldenote the linear transform ation by
=R ii7 3.7)

where = 0;:::5;p 1land = 0 stands foran . Generally, G reek Indices w ill be used for
the 'sand Latin indices forthe ’s.

O ne of the nice properties of Jacobi coordinates is that P PR is orthogonal:

1
Tam T+ J1F+ p1f=1—)(j1j2+ o%)3 338)

For the specialw here each vortex carries charge 1=p ( = 1=p), we can use this property to
set them agnetic length ofeach to gL §R=p.Theuth:ity of this transform ation is that
all coordinates now have only one m agnetic length, ‘g, .

The particular way In which Jaccbi coordinates are constructed is welkillistrated by
two special cases, p= 2 and p = 3, both of which we w ill utilize below . For two vortices

there is only one relative coordinate, so the Jacobisystem is

am = =(1+ 2)

(1 2) (3.9)

H
|
NI N

T henom alizations are chosen so as to preserve the nom alization in egn. (::'3-_.5.) . Speci cally,
the 1=2 factor in ; is the reduced \mass", m With 1=m = 1l=m + 1l=m,) of the two
voru'oes| each vortex is taken to have unit \mass" m ;= 1).

For p = 3, the coordinates are arranged so that ; isa vector from ; to ,, and
connects 3 to the centerofmassof | and ,.Each  isnomn alized by the square root of
the reduced m ass of the two cb fctswhich it connects. F ig. 3.1 illustrates this construction.

T he particular linear com binations are

0 1 0 10 1
1 1 1
B 1Ep_§ 3 F3 gg E
B, S=p=B L & o B , : (3.10)
X _K X
% 38 2 2 q E
1 1 2
2 i T N
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Figure 3.1: The com posite w ith three vortices attached. T he underlying particle is at z w ith charge
+ 1, and the vorticesareat ; with charge 1=3. The (unnom alized) Jacobivectors are dotted lines.
z and the center ofm ass of the vortices, o, , are connected by "k, which we w ill Jater interpret as

a dipole m om ent. Since the com posite is neutral, it drifts w ith m om entum k.

There is a certain degree of freedom inherent In assigning the . For instance, we could
have chosen 1 to connect ; to 3, and , to connect , to the center ofmass of 1.

H owever, each choice obeys the nom alization condition in egqn. (3.8). Viewed classically,

ja T Is a constant in the absence of extemal foroes, so the nomn alization in plies that

15+ p+1f is xed and that all choices of Jacobi sets can be transform ed into each

other by a member of SO (o 1). Athough this is a fundam ental and generally usefiil
property of the coordinate system , we will not use i in this thesis, but point i out for
com pleteness. T he m ost in portant property for us is that egn. (_?;_.é.) scalesthe in such a
way that all coordinates have the sam e m agnetic length.

Forhighervalies ofp, the Jacobicoordinates can be constructed recursively by grouping
the vortices Into pairs and connecting the centers of m ass, and then repeating the process
w ith the centers ofm ass. T he details of the general procedure are described elsew here [B4J;
however, here we only need the p= 2;3 cases.

N ow , the com bination of the particle at z and the center ofm ass of the vortices at

is Just like a particle and vortex of equalbut opposite charge, which can be treated by the
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noncom m utative Fourier transform @A ppendix). T he transform ed eld operators becom e

_ 0w ¥l _
o 9= &z & Jcil TP k(%D (% ) (3.11)
=1 =1

The -finctions im plem ent the Jacobi coordinate transform ation of egn. 11-7) through
O=R ; 2. Since the them selves are coordinates w ith a m agnetic length %5, , the eld
can be cast into the com plem entary \spoin" basis

_ X
€ 9= a, ,ut (1) I Up1): (312)

The quantum numbers are nonnegative Integers. They are angular m om enta of the
relative coordnates, but we w ill refer to them sim ply as \spin". In this chapter we consider
spnless ferm ions and bosons so there should be no chance for confiision.

The keft density is Integrated over all right coordinates and has the sam e m om entum

structure as In thep= 1 case:

AL ik~ g .
n = e2 By Lq; . 1q<+%qf ) : (313)

p 1
T he right densities are m ore com plicated,

/\CRIi= (3.14)
Z de Z Ffl

@ )2

q(cm ir am

NN \2
- _ Ll
FE g o 0 0, e 9%, k:y .
=1 3

—0
LE DG E Q)

N otice the m agnetic transhtion In o ir which is the vector from the center-ofm ass to
the i"th vortex.
Finally, the Ham iltonian looks just lke the unequally charged case, eqn. {2.44), in the

previous chapter,

Z
17 & P
=2 T vi@e TR A e (315)

N Q )2

Again, only \lkeft" operators appear since H is a physical quantity and "Si are constants of

the m otion.
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31c Remarkson M any-Particle W avefunctions

In this section, we augm ent the physical picture of the com posite ferm ions and bosons by
outlining the m any-body wavefunctions that they can describe. In particular, we recover
Laughlin’s function at = 1=p 14].

Consider rstN bosonsat = 1=p.ThereareN particle coordinates z; and pN vortex

ooordjnates_s;iwjth s= 1;:::;pand i= 1;:::;N . The constraints (Section -_?;_i_ig') require

that the ~,; dependence of the wavefunction be that ofa fullLandau kevel for each s [_l-g],
f— f— — f— Y —
phys (@17 1075357 puititizn s an it pn )= f@iiiiayg) Csii sp3)
s5;1< j

The last factor is the product of p Laughlin-Jastrow factors (the G aussian factors have
been lft o ). Another way of writing it is the product of p Slater determm inants of the
m atrices m ij = fu? (_S,.i)g. Each detem nant is a Vandem onde determm inant and is the
unique totally antisym m etric wavefiiction annihilated by the corresponding constraint.

T he sin plest ground state of com posite bosons at zero tem perature is the single-particle

condensate

. P— Y
hoe , [ 1= K30 0 (3.16)

In coordinate space this can be rew ritten suggestively as
) Y
hoo@i i pli= T (@Zig) i 317)

s

where € is the delta function w ith the m agnetic length of the vortices, §, . This puts the
vortices on top ofthe particle, asone would expect from the lowest state due to electrostatic

attraction. P roction onto the physicalbasis gives

C ege Y ¥

2 J 5;1]2 4 B — — .

f(zy;iiizn )= d gie R (sii 0 s3) ho@iTqinigis (318)
s;i s;i< J i

U sing the condensate wavefiinction C_.s)_-.lj) , £ is the product ofp identical factors,

7 P
Y .o v Y Y
1 ¥=4 _
N TR 5 @S - (3.19)

i i< 5 i

47



Each factor is a Slater determ nant of the m atrix m j5 = fufi{ (z3)g, which isthe same as a
Vanderm onde determ inant of the m atrix vy = zji- tim es an overall factor. T he end resul is
exactly the Laughlin stateat = 1=p,
(320)
i< i

T hus, we reinterpret the Laughlin state as a com posite boson condensate.

H ow ever, there is a slight surprise if f; is the unique characteristic of a Laughlin state.
It tums out that the condensate is not required to carry the soin = 0; any linear

com bination ofthe intemal states fu® ( )g willprofct onto the sam e f,. In other words,

the sin ple condensate in eqn. {3.16) is generalized to

ho (q7::85 5 1) = koul itz o 1) e L ; (321)

where u is a suitably nom alized antianalytic function of the ~ . In tem s of com posie
bosons, the Laughlin state is in nitely degenerate (orallp$ 1). W e w illcom e back to this
question in Section 32 when we in pose the constraints and m odel the uctuations around
the ground state.

D exoite the In nitely degenerate ground state, the fundam ental quasiholes can be rep—

resented unam biguously. W e m odify one delta function in equation d_?;_.-lj) by € @z ) !
P

o Uh L @R (5), moving the partick at z radially from the origih by one angular m o—

mentum unit. Thee ecton £, isan overa]lf:lctoron 1 Zi, which isthe form ofthe quasihole
w avefunction given by Laughlin E!]. T his can be seen by w riting one of the factors in egn.
{319) as a Slater detem inant; the shifts u® (z3) | u®, | (z;) are equivalent to m ultiplying
every colum n iby z; and rescaling every row m by an overall num erical factor (due to the
nom alization ofuy, ), which only changes the determ inant by an overall constant. Q uasi-
holes can bem oved around by applying m agnetic translations *, which are descrbbed in the

Appendix.

3.2 Energy Functional

Section 8.1 ¢ explained how the Laughlin wavefiinction is a condensate of com posite bosons.

T he salient feature was the degeneracy of the ground state. Let us rephrase this In temm s
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of the Ham itonian {318), which is a function of only the keft density. " is

AL de X lj-kAq‘z
5 = 5 e? Bu Gt Lo :
@2 ) k 3di1 p 1 2971 p 1

(322)

Tn eqn. (321) of the previous section, we pointed out that the condensate is in nitely
degenerate because the Laughlin state does not depend on the wavefinction of the intemal
vortex coordinates. In other words, the expectation value of the H am iltonian isuna ected

by the Intemal\spin" state as long as the condensate isho; |, i/ x;,which isenough

p 1
to give h"Lk i= 7. Unlke the com posite ferm ion case in Chapter:_i, there is no unigque m ean

eld ground state to expand around. T hisdegeneracy should disappear once the constraints
are In posed.

Here we will ©llow an altemate route which allow s us to lnclude the constraints at the
outset. W e w ill construct a phencm enological Lagrangian that respects all the sym m etries
and include the constraints as Lagrange m ultipliers. T he resulting Landau-G inzburg theory
can then be system atically expanded about a uniquem ean eld solution.

T he sim plest rotationally invariant contribution to the Lagrangian consists ofa m om en—

tum and a spin piece

Ly + Lg= X ij{j@-kg qzl N (323)
k;
whereM ;J are constantsand = F p=1l . W em ay guess that the fill Lagrangian should
be
X
L= qzl pl@ckl pl+LM+LJ+Lconstr; (324)

where the rst tem is the usual tim e derivative 9_53] and L qongtr 1S the Lagrange m ultiplier
term that In poses the constraints. H ow ever, this expression is not gauge invariant. L m ust
be invariant under the sym m etries of ¢, w hich preserve the com m utators of egn. ('_3-_.2),

w

c7 U C URi H (325)

=1
where Uy ; isa unitary m atrix acting on the i'th right index and U, acts on the left index of
thematrix Gy ;n;, , oW ewill nd that in order to preserve these sym m etries, it isnecessary

to introduce p gauge potentials that act on the right indices. Thebareterm Ly + Ly will
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acquire the vector com ponentsa', = x;y, and the Lagrange m ultipliers, *, willplay the
role of the scalar potential aé . Since the m ass and soin temm s are decoupled n Ly + Lyg,

we w ill consider their gauge invariant form s separately in the follow Ing two subsections.

32a M assTem

Towrite them assterm In coordinate space we need the transform of ik, which isthe analog

ofr In ordinary space. To this end, de ne the LLL coordinate operators, Z and 7

Z=2 @Zig) and Z= @) a; (326)

which are ad pints of each other, Z2¥Y = 7 . In Cartesian coordinates 7 = Zy + 17y, and

zY¥ = 7 . It is straightforward to verify that the % are eigenoperators of Z ;2 , that is

h i

Z;%l= ikt and 2 ;% =1ik% ;5 327)

where the -commutator isde ned n eqn.:(74). Asusual k= k+ ik, and k= ky, ik,
so that Z ;%]=k *.Therefore, 1 Z isthe analog ofthe ordinary derivative
operator @ when acting on . To ssehow Z acts on them atter eld, we need to consider
the Fock space operators in m ore detail.

In general, Gy ;n;;uyn, CAN be transform ed on the left by somem atrix M 0 or on the
right by som e m atrix n%n; that acts on the ith right index. In coordiate space, M

M (Z;EO) and = ;( S;_i) . W e will continue to use the -operator, but ism eaning m ust

be clari ed when acting on the right coordinates since there are p of them . W e de ne
€ D@ = & el hny) 1( %) (328)

T he index on the operator willalways indicate the coordinate on which it acts, rendering this

notation unam biguous. An exampl isc Z ,where Z actson the center ofm ass coordinate:

Z
€ Z)Eiiy) = %) d* Do fi ) (L) +
Z
+ é o Jcimyiinig) o (pi p) (329)
Let us de ne the coordinate operator from the right, v, by
vi= (i) and T = © (5707 (330)
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such that

c z=" c Y 3 31)

The C artesian com ponents of the v’s are Hem itian, v*¥ = v'. Acting on the kft, 2 cis

the sam e as before,

Z

zc(z;_l;:::;_p) : 332)

N ow , the Fourier transform , eqgn. é;-l_i:),togeﬂ'lerwjth the property in eqn. 3 _:{) a ord a

de nition of the \derivative" cperator
_ 1 1_
Qc= E[Z ;cl] and Qc= E[Z ;cl: (3.33)

W e translate this de nition into C artesian coordinates by using the conventional relations

@= @ i8)=2and@= @+ i8,)=2,
@Qc= 1 B ;cl; (3.34)

w here is the Levi€ wia symbol. The non-com m utative Fourder transform of @ c is
ik c. Further like ordinary derivatives, @ obeysthe Lebnitz property @ @ b)= @a b+
a @b, which follow s easily from the Jacobiidentity R; B;C 11+ C;R;B ]I+ B;[C;A 1= 0.
Theunitary symm etry in eqn. (323) requires that the derivative operators are covariant.
The ini niesim al version of the transfom ation on the right is cbtained from the product

ofexpanding each Ug, = 1+ 1 j,

g 1T & i ¥%; (3.35)
where isa Hem iian operator,
= i ( g;—i) (3.36)

_ P
and its conjugate is = i i;_g) . A standard procedure from eld theory can be used

1

tom ake @ c covariant [6d]. Since z c is already covardant under right transform ations, let
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us consider each temm in ¢ 2 separately, which are ofthe om ¢ V. First, we introduce

a gauge potentiala® ( S;_i) w hich transfom s according to

at71 at e s+ ikt ; i1: 3 37)

T he derivative of ; is constructed lke @ ¢,

@ 1= i K i: (3:38)
Then the combination ¢ ( v+ ai)Uansﬁ)nnsaooordjngtotl'lem]esjn eqns. {_-_3_-.) and
B3D:
c (v+al) T @©+ic ) (v+at+i ;o o+ iRt )
= ¢ (vi+ah)+ic (vi+al) i+0(?) (3.39)
show Ing that it is covariant.
P )
T he total contribution of the gauge potentials to Z =I% ; V' Is just the sum of
the individual gauge potentials, which we term a®",
1X -
a™ = = at (3.40)
b
T he covariant derivative becom es
D c= @c ic 4
0 o = @ &+ ia™ t: (3.41)
These derivatives cbey D ;D ]= iG ,whereG = Q@ a™ Q@a™ ig™ ; a™ ] is the

eld strength [§-Q:] By analogy to standard non-Abelian gauge theory, we w ill choose the

transverse gauge for each at
@at=0: (3.42)

T he derivative is again de ned by egn. (:_3-3_?-3:) . Using the non-com m utative Fourier trans-
form , the gauge condiion is exactly g f;a= 0.

The fully covariant m ass term can now be w ritten in coordinate space as

L ! L T h(D Y D -
M ! M r o) c
1
= ET]? @ Cy+ :lacm % @ c ic Cg : (3.43)
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Atmean eld,the saddle point of the fiilll Lagrangian

m™i = 0

oy, 01 = T k0 0 % (3.44)

A fter quadratically expanding Ly about the saddle point, we nd that the tem s linear In

an

a™ are proportionalto @ a®™ , which vanishes by the gauge choice. T he quadratic term in

a™ decouplks from them atter uctuations, and we are keft w ith
1 — an
I—M = ET]? Q d/ @c+ a gn : (3 .45)

In the next section, we will nd a sin ilar decoupling of the m atter and gauge uctuations
in the spin tem . Even if the ordinary kinetic energy k?=2M is generalized to an arbitrary
polynom ial n k, the sam e decoupling would hold at the G aussian level. Gauge eldswill

be felt, however, as Lagrange m ulipliers n the constraint tem s.

32b Spin Tem

Tuming now to the spin tem , we w ill suppress the keff lndex in this subsection.
T he preceeding subsection de ned the operators vi= ;& i;_g), whose sum was related

to the center ofm ass coordnate operator. For the relative coordinates, the naturalbasis is

X , X .
w = 1 R zv) and W =1 R 577 ; (346)
3 3
P -
whereR isthe Jacobitransformation = R ;5 jthatwasconstructed In Section 3. L.

T he iprefactor ensures that, in C artesian coordinates, w is related to vJ. Thisalso has
the e ect ofmaking thew antiHem itian, w Y = w,becausevjjsHennjijan.

In the shglk particle basisu® ( ), w and w act lke =p_‘BL and (‘BL=p§)@ ,
J:espect:yey| See eqn. @-_.-1_21) and the Inm ediatly follow ing discussion. T herefore, the
quadratic form w w isexactly =2, and the spin term can be w ritten as

X
L; = J Tr w ¥ ¢ w 347)

X
= J Trw ¥ ¢ w
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Cyclicity ofthe trace wasused to separatew ~w in the st line. By changing to C artesian
coordinates In the second line, we ignore a constant term in the energy. T his contribution
is from the commutator w ;w ]= 2 tow w= W W+ W w)=2.

Just as the @’'s were not covariant In the last subsection, thew are not, either. Recall
from that discussion that each ¢ v' ism ade covariant by vt T vt + al. W ethus

Introducep 1 gauge potentialsa ,
- R ;iai (348)

and the covariant operatorsW ,

A s In the previous section, we work In the Cartesian basis = x;ywithW,= W +W_)=

andW,= W W)=2i.Theoorrectspjntem is now

X
L; ! J TrwWw Y ¥ ¢ W

X
= J Tr w ¥ a ¥ c w+c a : (3.50)

The part linear In a isequalto
JTréd ¢ [;a 1: (351)

The comm utator is a sum of tem s of the fom B/l ;ai] iQ at becauseﬁzi;aj]= 0
unless i= j. A coording to the transverse gauge choice, all term s in eqn. C_§_.-5_i;) vanish. In
fact we can prove a m ore general statem ent for a polynom ial spin dispersion. Any term in

the energy of the orm " can be w ritten as

, =T ¢ WY W) (352)

1 p1°1 p

The linear piece n a always looks lke i_-.é_ ') and vanishes in the transverse gauge. For

our purposes, we w ill stick w ith the sin plest non-trivial exam pl, J

The saddk point is

i = P 3.53)
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w here the keft coordinates are suppressed. Q uadratic expansion about the saddle point gives
the perturbation of L ; as
X p—

Ip= J Trw € ¢ wt " a a (3.54)

P . .
The second tem is also proportionalto ;Tr a* a because P PR is orthogonal. It

1

rem ains to treat the constraints gauge nvariantly, the sub jct of the next section.

3.3 Constraints

W ew ill treat the constraints by including p Lagrangem ultipliers, *( i;_g) . The Lagrangian
then includes the tem
xP ,
Lopstr= 1 Tr * FRig (3.55)

=1

The Ri were constructed in eqn. {_-ii) . Gauge Invariance under the transform ation in

eqn. C_§.-3_3) requires that

ty 4 il 45 i]:
T he saddk point or ' is

hi(; Di=e (579 (3.56)

1

or h éi = g0 nmomentum space. Expansion of the uctuations is analytically feasble
if the gi are expanded in powers of g. It can be done exactly forp = 2, but we will also

considerp= 3 to nite order.

Atp= 2 there isonly one relative coordinate, = (1 2)=2. The saddle point is
— . pP-
hey ()1 = a0ug ()
hii = g0 357)
T he displacem ent of the vortices from the center ofm asswas o 1= and q 2=

according to the Jacobim apping in egn. (3.9). P lugging this into the right densities, eqn.
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{318), and expanding in powers of ¢ about the saddlk point we get

rTZ
21 - 2_ g2 QI(_)e%]ﬁ 7a 13f
r—z
+ 2_ g2 C\,(q()e‘ljﬁ%q 2331]2,
r—z
22 = > g2 %(_)e ;i3vsa 3m7
rTZ
v & & (reridrza o1, (3.58)
where c isthe uctuation about hciand R R = .%L is set to one above, and in what
follow s. Ifwe m ake use of the identity
1 . im . ®
Se 3 W o (g u (u b 3.59)
2 =0
then
R p_*% - .
¢t = P gu ( mtlgu ( ig;
R p_X — .
0 = P gu @+dgu @ : (3.60)
T his isan explicit expansion in powersofgsinceu (Q) g (aside from an overallG aussian

factor) . The superscript L has been dropped from u aswe are setting 5, = 1.
M ovingon top = 3, there are tw o relative coordinates, 1, that are given by egn. C_E_-.l_f}) .

Them atter eld jscq(_l;_z) w ith expectation value

heg (47 )i = T ogouo(1)ug(2) :

Asinthep= 2case,wecbtalh &  ; in tem softhe Jaccbicoordinates from eqn. {310),

put the resut into the de nition of ®i in eqn. {_-.15) and expand about the saddle point

q— 9 —
In powers of c. For exam ple, 1= % 1 % 2, which gives
gl = (3.61)
Z - P — P — p -
— — 1 3 1 1— 3 1 1. 2
P 1 pcq (17 o (Dug(2)e T3 21 22F F8O v S0 33y g
z S — S —

=2 &1 (170 (17 ™ 3=2) (2; T 1=2)+ hx:;
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R2;3

w here we used the delta function dentity, eqn. (_ 55) . Theprocedure isanalogous for ©2:3,

and we obtain In soin space

R p_X i — i —
g = P c,.u,;( g 32)u,( Ig 1=2)+
b X a— a—
p g, ,u,( g 3=2)u,( ig 1=2);
. p_iz a— a—
¢ = P C,,u,(@ 3=2u,( g 1=2)+
p—>é2 T T
P g, ,u,lg 3=2)u,( ig 1=2);
Rs p__X _P- p__X P
g0 = 2P cpo,u,d@m 2)+ P C g ,u,lg 2):

34 Density Response and the M agnetoroton

T he resuls of the Jast three sections add into the uctuations of the Lagrangian density,

xXP .
L=Tr Qo T Iy i * Py (3.62)

=1

where the rst tem is the usualBerry phase, being com plex tin e, and the other pieces

are given by eqns. (343), {3.54), and {353).

W e can drop the uctuations in the vector potentials, a™ and a' since they are decoupled

and w illnot a ect the physical quantities. Then In m om entum space, Lg+ Iy become

X
Iy + Ly= Ek;cil - (3.63)
where
Ek; = "k+J
K2
v
J = J : (3.64)

A sobserved previously, both ", and J can bearitrary polynom ialsin k and , respectively,
but the present form su ces for our purposes.

Let us rew rite the Lagrangian as

L = JYe,' « (3.65)



b

<\ (3.66)

S

|
@ o©
OO B

T he propagator m atrix G carries the physical inform ation, lncliding the correlation fiinc—
tions and the spectrum of excitations via the zeros of its determm Inant. W e consider the

p= 2;3 cases In the follow Ing sections.

34a Thecasep= 2

It is a lengthy, but straightforw ard, calculation to obtain the determ nant by G auss-Jordan

1 2

elin Ination. It proves convenient to use the basis = ;and we nd,
DetG '= PeyenPodq ; 3.67)
where
( ) )
¢ h S
J2 JExp
Peven = EZ, 12 / (3.68)
i E?2 i12
( 7° y {o ko )
i . 2
_ R, 2" 2 91 1 FExp 4
Poda = Eyo+1 W 2 2
E i!
=0 =0 k;2 +1 n
and u u k).

T he general features of the spectrum em erge already if we keep only the temm s up to

= 3.W e nd that the Iowest m ode is

" ! # 1=2

k*Er.o+ SE,.
k;0 k;2 ; (3.69)

i'l, = Er.oEx. _
n k;0E k2 KE,, + 8E 0

which isplotted in g.32. In keeping w ith an incom pressblk uid, there isa nie gap at

k = 0. In general, them odes have energy gapsequalto J wih 2. The lowest m ode is
am ixture of only =even channels, the next one up is a m ixture of =odd, and so forth,
alfemating in even/odd m ixtures. B ecause the gap would vanish if the constraints were not
Included, orifJ ! 0, the low energy physics isdom nated by the intermalvortex excitations

of .Themain feature in g.32 isthedip. A ccording to the approxin ation i eqn. 3.69)

it appears whenever J > 1M . W e have plotted the spectrum by including tem s up to

= 4,1ie.t0 0 (), and the shape is virtually denticalto g. 52 In proper units, the dip
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Figure 32: Lowestmode at = 1=2 cbtained from the action expanded to O (). k is in units of

Inverse m agnetic length. The param etersarem = 3and J = 1.

isalwayslocatedat k j 1=3, . Itwould seem to corresgpond to them agnetoroton that has
been proposed by several authors E_S-S, -'_5-8] However, ours is the rst analytical cbservation
of this phenom ena; earlier predictions relied on num erics. Based on the com posite ferm ion
picture, k isproportionalto the djpole m om ent, or separation between the particlke and the
center ofm ass of the vortices. It is tem pting to conclude that the dip is an electrostatic-like
feature, occurring w hen the relative orbit radius of the vortices is equalto the distance from
the particlke to their center ofm ass, ie. =2 an -

T he density-density response fiinction, LT (g) can be calculated w thin the above fram e—

work aswell. T he connected part of this correlation finction is
@=h ¢ b i; (3.70)

where g= (g;i!y) and ¥ isthe uctuating part of * (egqn. (322)). Expanding about

the condensate .n eqn. (357) gives,

L

5= P B im0+ & gou0) : (3.71)

Oneway to get the Iowest ordertemm in  is to substitute the expansions for ®!2 . A simple

linear com bination from eqn. 3.60) yields

1 g, %, p_ X o+ & -
5 v ¥ =7 Gu @+ dgu (i 672
=0;2;4;:::
p,P= X 3
= I+7p CGu ( I+ cyu (g



On the average, the keft-hand side is zero because the constraints vanish at mean eld,

h 2i=0,sothat [ 0 (313 and

L@ =0 (1) (3.73)

Just as we had before in the com posite ferm ion case.

T he sam e result can be obtained by an explicit calculation that extracts the eld corre-

lators from egn. 6;6 ). An expansion in m nors (C ram er’s rulk) of the propagator m atrix

G kadsto
b o o+ ")Q+ f1of
; i0 " : "
9 124" Q4 23103
, 10 F
AC Ll = (3.74)
}qzlo k;0 'r21 + n}2< 0+ 2j10:?llk
where
X 2711 FEy.
0= % : (3.75)
=2i4;6;::: T kj
P lugging these correlators into % (k) = ~h(g, + cyk;o)zi,we nd
S

'h = = : (3.76)
k! 0 16J

This result is consistent with an incom pressbl quantum Hall uid B5]. Note that the
Iim it is ndependent ofM and isvalid so long asJ & 0, which is consistent w ith the vortex

excitations dom inating the long distance physics.

34b Thecasep= 3

T he expansions of the constraints, egn. C_3-1-6_2), is prohbitive in general. To get an idea of
the spectrum , we cut the expansion o affer 1, = 2. The spectrum , as obtained from the

zeros ofG is h ]
1=2
E E k4Ek;0+ 4Ek;2
k,'O k;2 k4Ek;2+ 4Ek;0

ity = : (3.77)
h e

k4Ek;1+ 4Ek;2
ExnBxi KIE o+ 4E 1 ;1

« MK/ AWK/ 00

T he second branch in eqn. {3.77) is doubly degenerate. P resum ably this degeneracy would

be liffed in a better approxin ation. The two m odes are shown in g. §-_.§ W ih the help
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of M athematica, we have analyzed the spectrum in m ore detail and nd that the gaps

areJd , 2. A non-zero gap, of course, is consistent w ith an incom pressble uid. Once

E«

Figure 33: Lowest twomodesat = 1=3 obtained by expanding the action to O (). T he higher
m ode is doubly degenerate. k is in units of nverse m agnetic length. T he param etersarem = 3 and

J=1.

again, them ain feature is the m agnetoroton gap. It seam s to be a general feature for allp,

provided that J is Jarge enough relative to 1=M .
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C hapter 4

P aired States of Bosons in Two

D In ensions

In this chapter we analyze p—and d-wave pairing of bosons from two points of view . F irst
as an exact gound state of a particular H am itonian in the FQHE, where the bosons are
really com posite bosons. And second, in the fram ework of BC S theory of paired states of
ordinary bosons.

W e nd thatthepem anent isan anti-Skymm ion texture sitting on the transition between
ferrom agnetic and helical ordering, both of which are singleparticle condensates. The
transition is of second order so that we can w rite a continuum quantum ferrom agnet action
[_6-}'] for the local m agnetization in is vicinity. An analogous description on a lattice is
straightforward and w ill be discussed brie y. The resuls are com pared to num erics w ith
excellent agreem ent.

Tn Section 42 we move on to the Ha nian. As we did for the pem anent, we rst
construct a threebody Ham iltonian for which the trial wavefunction is exact, and from
which num erical diagonalization techniques can extract the spectrum . Unfortunately in
this case we cannot calculate the spectrum analytically and we resort to an e ective BC S—
type ham iltonian at the outset. A mean eld analysis suggests three possibl phases in the
presence of an attractive channel at 1= 2: (i) a singk particlke condensate, or Laughlin

state, (i) a pure pair state and (i) a chargedensity-wave phase. W e conpecture that
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the Ha nian lies on the special point separating (i) from (). In support, our num erical
evidence suggests that the Ha nian is com pressible and that it m ay contain incipient long

lange correlations In the densiy.

4.1 The Pemn anent: p-wave P airing

41.a Analytic Structure of the G round State

B efore discussing the actualcalculations, we brie y sum m arize the relevant properties ofthe
perm anent state. D etailed analysis and related states m ay be und elsew here 8,13, 64].
For the m om ent we begin by choosing to put the system on a sohere wih a m agnetic
m onopole in the center [14].

For = 1=q, the pemn anent state is a spin-singlet ground state of soin-1/2 ferm ions for
g=odd and of spin-1/2 bosons for g=even. The fom er case is the relevant one here, the
sinplest being g= 1. At this 1ling factor, the m icroscopic threebody H am iltonian is the
progction onto the m anifold of states spanned by the closest approach of three ferm ions. It
takes an egpecially com pact form on the sphere, where each particle In the lowest Landau
kvel (LLL) hasorbial angularm om entum N =2:

H=V * Pk (EN l;}) : 41)

i< §<k 2 2

Thearguments BN =2 1;1=2) are the total orbitalangularm om entum and z-com ponent
of spin, respectively, of three ferm ions at closest approach. P i is the profction operator
onto these states for each triplkt of particles. N ote that the angularm om entum is allowed
to be half integralbecause the relevant single particles states are m onopol ham onics [_6-3]
D ue to sym m etry, three ferm ions can never have total orbital angular m om entum 3N =2,
so H is properly regarded as a progction onto triplet states of m om entum greater than
orequalto 3N =2 1. To specify a unique ground state, the total ux, N , through the
sphere must be xed. AtN = (N 1) 1, the pem anent is the densest zero-energy
eigenstate of H . T he densest state being the one w ith the smallest N . For our purposes, it
ism ost convenient to projct stereographically onto the plane, w here the i'th partick has

the com plex coordinate z; = x; + iy;. D enoting the spin com ponent of the i'th particle by

63



1 ="i;#;, casts the pem anent into the fom :

=2
x ¥ "pei nipen  Bei n"pen Y

pem (Z1 17335 Zy— n=2) = zi 37): “2)
P =1 Zp 21 1) % @i i< §

T he prefactor is the perm anent ofan N N m atrix, which is a determm inant w ith the sign
of the pem utation om ited, and P stands for all perm utations of N ob gcts. T he second
factor is the usual Laughlin-Jastrow ansatz w ith the G aussian factors om ited. The BCS
pairing structure of the prefactor ism anifest in the above form ; the spatial part of the pair
wavefunction is In an orbital angular m om entum 1= 1 eigenstate and the spin part is a
singlkt. T herefore the prefactor is totally sym m etric, representing a paired wavefiinction of
bosonic coordinates, which are non other than the com posite bosons.

The factors in the denom inator ensure that the relative angular m om entum of each
dispint pair (z; z) is reduced such that each projction by Pij gives zero. In other
words, H penalizes those states w hich do not appear in the wavefunction. A ddition of one

ux quantum preserves this property and there is a gpace of zero energy states including
the Laughlin state. Equivalently, reducing the ux by one quantum through the Laughlin
state creates an anti- Skym ion, which is a uniform spin con guration on the sphere (@
\hedgehog") costing zero energy. Stated In yet another way, extra ux in the perm anent
creates quasiholes (or edge states), which belong to a degenerate m anifold of zero-energy
states [_S-Q, :_6-4] T he advantage ofthe g = 1 Laughlin state is that it is a Slater determm nant

of single particle states, which in this case is a Vandem onde determ inant:
0 1

Y 1
L (Z17 N ) FZ % & (zi  7); 4.23)

where (1 0), is the spin state of the i'th particle, so that the total z — com ponent of spin
is 3, = N=2. The spin-wave states correspond to superpositions of the degenerate states
de nedby S, = N=2 1. Notice that the prefactor ofthe Laughlin-Jastrow factor istrivially
constant and sym m etric under particlke interchange. By analogy to the pem anent ¢ 2), we
Interpret the prefactor as a wavefuinction of com posite bosons.

In the ollow ing subsection we sw itch to the plane and construct the soin w ave excitations

In the LLL using m agnetic translation operators, w ith which we obtain the exact spin wave
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soectrum at all wavevectors. W e do not utilize the com posite boson picture yet and all

results in the next section are com pltely exact.

41)b M agnetic Translations on the P lane

A singlem agnon m ode w ith m om entum k is represented in temm s of soin density operators
by §k = F §I=1 e & 5F"j , which periodically ipsone soin of a com pletely polarized state.
However, all operators m ust not have any com ponents in the higher Landau levels. To
In pose this constraint, it proves necessary to pro gct all operators into the LLL using the
Bargm ann-Fock representation [_6-9,:_6-_5]. A sa consequence, a m agnon is com posed of ipped
spins along the direction perpendicular to k.
T he fundam ental operator that we w illneed is the pro fcted onebody density operator
g (Ti) = e ¥ f. Hereand throughout this chapter the overbar denotes proction into the
LLL. This operator is discussed in detail in the A ppendix. Because translhtions no longer
com m ute In the LLL due to broken tim e translation sym m etry in the presence ofa m agnetic
eld, a charged particle picks up an Aharonov-Bohm phase as i traverses a closed circuit.
H ow ever, there is a one-to-one correspondence betw een the ordinary translations n zero eld
and them agnetic translations. In zero eld, i (rj) translates the i'th particle by a distance
r, and the corresponding m agnetic translation, , (i), isa translhtion by ]é 2 k,where} is
them agnetic length and 2 is the direction ofthem agnetic eld. T he crossproduct appears

as a consequence of the Lorentz force. T he explicit relation is
2
kD =es 7y (1) 4 4)
w here them agnetic length hasbeen set to uniy | as it w illbe throughout the chapter. The
ubiquitous G aussian factor can be thought of as the m om entum space version of the m ost
Jocalized wavepacket in the LLL, or the pro gcted delta function. T he total spin and charge

density operators are easily cbtained from .4):

6

k@ § 4.6)
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where @ isthe a’th Paulim atrix. T he procted soin density ips one spin and translates
the resulting state by 2 k, which is a quasiholequasiparticke pair. The Im it of large
k corresponds to a large pair so we expect that the spin wave spectrum approaches an
asym ptotic valie In this 1im it.

The Laughlin state {4.3) is a Slater determ inant, which allow s the density-density cor-
relation to be determ ined analytically @] at = 1. In tem s of the m agnetic transhtions
n (:'fl-_.é‘), the pair correlation fiinction (profcted onto the LLL) is:

X o2 K2 2

L, i . o il
h1j:g %:Jui= e 7e thq@® x@i= hiyge 7;
6 3
or
hq@® x@i= hiyg; (4.7)
6 3
w here the colons rem ove selfcorrelations by nom alordering. E quation @f{) isthebuilding

block formuch of the subsequent analytical resuls.

T he non-com m utativity ofm agnetic translations is irrelevant in {4.7) because the prod—
ucts involve di erent particles. However, the translations do not comm ute for the sam e
particke. Rather, they form a representation of the m agnetic translation group w ith the

algebra:

w here the wedge product stands for (@ k) 2.
U sing the projcted soin density operator we can easily construct a single m agnon by

applying the spin density operator {_4:.@) to the Laughlin state: | = §k ..

41.c Spin-W aves and Instability; E xact R esults

T he translationally invariant version of the threebody H am iltonian @-_.]-,') on the plane can

be w ritten as:
H=V r{ @ B @& x5 (410
6 6 k
O f course, all ocbservables are to be calculated after profction into the LLL. Since the

Ham iltonian conserves the total spin, as well as being translationally nvariant, the state
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w ith onem agnon is an exact eigenstate ofH wih energy given by the usualexpression [_6-§]:
h i
=t T.T .
h L:Ek H;Sy Jp1
Ty = — : (411)
h 1By SgJoi

W ithin the expectation value ofH , the tw o gradients reduce the orbital angularm om entum

ofatripktin y and in , by one, hence the identity w ith the sphericalH am iltonian @-_.l-:) .
— P
H can be rew ritten In tem s of the realspace density operator ()= . (@ 1y iha

1

sin ilar m anner:

Z
H = VvV &IxExPxP:r2 " @ &: & 2 & £
X 2  @p? 2 X
= V e Te 1 e 7 ¢@ g p @ p k) : 412)
ap i6 §6 k

The Jast line is obtained by a Fourier transform and by the relation between the density

and m agnetic operators (4.3). Substitution ofthe last line into the energy expression (4.11)

and use of the m agnetic operator aljebra $4.8) and (¢.9) reduces the dispersion to:
X a° @ p)? p?
'y = V q2e 2 e 2 e 2 4.13)
ap
X

h @ g p@)p ki ePF4el@ PRy ik 3
6 36 k
R ather than calculating the triple-densiy correlator directly, observe that everything inside
the expectation value isalready in the LLL.T hus, them agnetic translations can be replaced
by density operators according to the rule In {_ _5. A fterFourder transform ing back into real
sace, weare eftwith temslkehr 2 ) ) i x B & P+k 2),which can
be evaluated by w riting the density operator in second quantization, &) = h'Y x) ” x)i,
and using W ick’s theoram . For the spinpolarized =1 state, the G reen’s function is known

exactly E]_.'], being, In the sym m etric gauge,
ry AL O . ij( xof ixrx .

h*x) )i =hie? ez : 4.14)

T he end—resul is the exact soin wave spectrum :

oy K2
k=C 1 e"% —+1 (4.15)

where isthe area ofthe system ,h i= 1=2 ‘2 5 »and the asym ptoticvalue isC = 16Vh 1 .

Equation (418) is the central result of this section. It should be bome in mind that,
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although it was obtained for the Laughlin state @-5.), it is also valid for the pem anent

{4 2), since the two are degenerate in the presence of our threebody interaction (.1). The

com parison to exact num erics is shown in Fig. 4.1.

0.15

0.05

Figure 4.1: SpinW ave D ispersion: Points are num ericaldata orN = 10N = 9 (com puted by

E .Rezayi). Solid line is the spectrum In @;B),wjthc determm ined by m atching to the data at the

highest k. For com parison, the dotted line is the spectrum for a two body interaction (4.1€) w ith
V2 = 0.

At large k, ! approaches an asym ptotic value as expected. This is the energy of a
w dely separated quasholequasiparticle pair, as in earlier work on two-body interactions
[671. H owever, the novel feature of {4.19) em erges at sm allk, where ! ¥ , i contrast to
the usual quadratic dependence. In other words, the soin sti ness is exactly zero when the
Interaction is the threebody Ham itonian (410Q). This is precisely what was conjctured
earlier based on num erical evidence [(]. Here, however, we have an exact calculation
verifying that clain , and the com parison w ith the original data is quite good, as shown
in Fig. 4.1, Therefre, the pem am ent is poised on the brink of an instability because !
becom es negative as soon as the spin sti ness dipsbelow zero.

T he degeneracy of the polarized Laughlin state and the unpolarized perm anent can also
be understood in light of the long wavelength behavior of the spectrum . At zero soin
sti ness, i should cost no energy to create a slow Iy varying spin texture of unbounded
size. In fact num erical calculations of the spin-goin correlator hS, X)S, (v)i on the sphere
con mn that the spins are approxim ately antialigned at antipodal points, indicating an

antiSkym ion texture w ith long range order ' ig. :_-_.-2) . In the next subsection we w ill see
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that pairing of com posite bosons predicts precisely this ordering. Skym ions are not new in

the FQHE 64, 69] and are typically associated w ith excitations when extra ux is added.

Here, however, they appear at one fewer ux quantum .

Permanent
————— Skyrmion
N=8, Sphere

Figure 42: 1S,S,1i of the Pem anent and, for com parison, of the Laughlin state w ith one fewer
ux. isthem agnetic length. (Com puted by E . Rezayi)

T he threebody spectrum obtained above cannot exhibit an instability because it is
always stab]e| ie. proction operators generally have no negative eigenvalues. H owever, a
negative quadratic tem can be restored by including a short-range, two-body interaction.
For concreteness, we m odel such a potential by the sim plest, non-trivial expansion,

X 1 5

Hy= Vo & x)+ EVZri & %) (416)

i6
In place of H . There is no restriction on the sign 0fV,, but Vo should be positive. E xospt
for the special case Vo, = 0, for which H , is thepseudopotential EL:] at = 1, the Laughlin
state is no longer an eigenstate. H owever, due to translational nvariance, the state w ith
one m agnon is an eigenstate, so that its goectrum m ay be calculated exactly once again.
P rocting H , onto the LLL and follow ing the sam e procedure as before yields:

1X _ A A
Iy = = quqz’zelqk+elqk 2

'k = i @.17)

q

where Vg = Vo + %quz . Egn. CZI_.-l_-7.) agrees w ith earlier calculations using m any-body
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techniques L6-j] Unlke the threebody case, the coe cient of the quadratic term in the
dispersion does not vanish in general. H owever, by tuning the interaction param eters, the
sti nesscan be forced to zero, and the tw o—and threebody interactionsw illbehave sin ilarly
at large distance. For exam ple, the ratio V,=V, = 2=3 m In ics the threebody spectrum
(f-l_-.l_-f}) at amallk.

W hen V,=V, < 2=3, !} looks lke the fam iliar \M exican Hat" potential, wih a
miinum at the wavevector Q2 = ,=V,J. At zero tem perature, all the m agnons (or
quasiarticlequasihol pairs) condense into the m om entum Q . N onetheless, the total ve-
locity of the super uid is zero because the up-spins condense into Q =2 and the down-spins
Into Q=2. W e illustrate this explictly by a HartreeFock function in the LLL w ith the
variationalparam eter Q . At thispoint this ism ore of an ansatz than anything else, butwe

w il justify this In the next subsection. For them om ent, consider the single particle orbitals

0 1 0 1
io 1
1 ez a_ = (©) o
m (¥) = 19:]('? . % 7 7T =2 ]C? e zcx 7 ¥ F=2 ; (4.18)
2 ez@ - 0=2(®

where 4 _, (r) isthe onebody density operator that is to be procted into the LLL accord—
Ing to the rule n (_4-_11) . The Slater determ Inant, ¢ , of these orbitals exhibits helical spin

order and reducesto 1 atQ = 0. In tem s of the m agnetic operators, € is:
0 1

2B o=@ ¢ Y
R X

1 P e
o @jiiizy ) = p—ée (zi 3zle I (4.19)

i o=@ i<
1
Let us rew rite ©, as the spinor operator tim es the purely spatialpart, €5 = Tg (. The
energy Eq of €y can be caloulated in exactly the sam e way as the spih-wave energy by

using ¢11)). We ndthatE, is denticalto !g, ie.

:Q = E— =
S, S
B hQ_ Q_lL
Hg H2iTo i
Eq = — = : (4 20)
Wy To g,

In fact, this identity holds generally for any translationally invariant interaction that can

be expressed as a product of charge density operators. In particular, it is true for both of
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the three-and twobody interactions, illustrating that our picture of a m agnon condensate
is intemally consistent.

The wavevector Q plays the role of an order param eter which increases continuously
from zero as one crosses over from the ferrom agnetic into the helical phase. O n the other
hand, the m agnetization undergoesa rst order transition. T he boundary between the two
phases isde ned by ¢ = 0. In the follow Ing subsection, we prove that helical order is
Incipient in the ground states of the pem anent by adopting the com posite boson point of
view . A sin ilar procedure on the sphere w ill show that the analog of the helical ordering is

exactly the anti-Skym ion, as was suggested by the num erical data in Fi. fl-_.i .

41d Spin O rder ofthe Perm anent

Let usbegin by recalling the general theory ofpaired bosons in zero m agnetic eld @3] An

e ective H am iltonian which captures this physics is of the BC S type:

X 1
Kers = kC}Z G Tt > kC k#Gkr t qu..cyk# 421)
k
where = "¢ and % is the singlepartick kinetic energy and i is the gap function.

In the fractional quantum Hall e ect, the quasiparticles entering K s are the com posite
bosons, ¢ , which see nom agnetic eld. W e assum e that "y ’/ k*=2m at an allk, where
m isan e ective m ass of the com posite (see for exam ple C hapter 2:) . For p-wave pairing,
we take | to be an elgenfunction of rotations in k of eigenvalue 1= 1. At anallk the

generic form of the gap function is thus

A

' Tky i) 4.22)

where " is a constant. A Though there is no explicit singlk particle condensate in K ¢, it
w illbe em erge naturally below as being equivalent to pure p-wave order.

M ore rigorously, one m ust solve the selfconsistent gap equation when the interaction

contains an attractive 1= 1 channel. Consider a non-singular interaction which has a
power series expansion at short distance: V (k) = ap + ayk® + :::. The gap equation is
1 X 0 k0
k= = vVk k) : (423)
2 KO EkO
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w here the quasiparticlke energy is

q__
Ex= ¢ Jx¥ 4 .24)
N ote them Inus sign in contrast w ith the fam iliar ferm ion case. T his is a com plicated non-—
local integral equation, but it separates if we assum e that the gap function contains only
one angular m om entum channel: = J x¥T , where is the polar angke of k. The

Interaction expands sin ilarly into angular m om enta:

R .

Vk K= Vo k;k%e ™

m= 1

)
(4 25)
where the coe cients V ; (k;k% depend only on the m agnitudes ofk and k°. It is straight—

forward to show that the leading order behavior ofV; in k is

Vik;k% r k! (4 26)

Substituting the expansion (_11_-.2_-3) Into the gap equation i_4_.§_§,) yields precisely the p-wave
gap (422) at kading order in k wheneverV ; k;k°) isnegative and Vi= 0 or16 1. For
general Iwave pairing the gap is proportionalto (Kx i]g,)l at long distance.

T he quasiparticke energy E  contains In portant physical nform ation. W hen < 0 and
" is am allenough, thegap isE o= and 2E is the energy needed to break a condensed
pair. On the other hand, as the gap closes the paired state ceases to exist and a singke
particle condensate appears :_2-3] Precisely at = 0 the spectrum isunstabl for any nite
. However, aswe w illshow shortly, the pure pair state is really a single particle condensate
and the solution of K ¢ is fully consistent when we expand about thisnew m ininum .

In the absence of any singlk particle condensates, a pure pair state of soin-1=2 bosons is
( )
X

1 1
k
where N is the nom alization given by
Y 1
N = M, (428)
L 1 =7

To ensure that j i is nom alizablke i is necessary that g, f < 1 forallk and p-wave order

requires that gy is antisymm etric n m om entum space: gy = gk . Therefore, due to
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bosonic statistics, the Iowest allowed spin state of a pair is the spin singlet ";#; #"5 so
jihastotalsoin S = 0.
In real space, the (unnom alized) com ponent of the pair wavefunction w th N particles
NN even) is
x N2

(1 1705w w)= gltp i 1y Bey) "pei neeny  Bei 1"p ey (4 29)
P =1

where g(r) is the inverse Fourier transform of gy and P runs over all pem uations of N
ob Ects. Thisisthe form ofa pem anentofan N N m atrix, which looks like a determ inant,
but wih the sign of P om itted. In fact, it is the analog of the Pfa an which is the
determ inant of an antisym m etric m atrix) for paired ferm ions.

Ifwe are dealing wih the FQHE, then the bosonic operators ¢ really originated as
com posite bosons. D uring progction to the LLL, one typically picks up a cuto factor on
g of exp ( %j{j?=2), where y is the m agnetic length. W e w ill neglect this factor n all
that follow s w ith the understanding that K r¢ and gy are valid at long distance. W ith this
caveat, it is easy to see that if

= — 4 30
Tk K + k) ( )

wih  a constant, then the asym ptotic behavior at long distance of the Inverse Fourier

transform is
1
g " —: (4 31)
Z

C om paring thisw ith CfI_ _-Q) ,we nd that at long distance, the pair wavefunction isprecisely
the pem anent prefactor of the LLL state de ned by  pem i_4-_.i}) .

W hilke the Laughlin-Jastrow factor is taken care ofby the transform ation to com posite
bosons, it should be bome In m ind that the price of this projpction is an extra constraint or
a uctuating (Chem-Sin ons) gauge eld. W e are neglecting these e ects at themean eld
level. Analogous questions for pairing of com posite ferm jons have been raised recently [72].

Now let usconsider the occupation num ber at wavevectork : Iny i = wGernit }r{#q{#i:

From the form of § i (4.15) this can be written as a function of gy only,

o I

hnkl= m! (4.32)
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Substituting the asym ptotic behavior CfI _Z}), we can w rite the total num ber of particles as

X X d
N I

. (433)
. . kF 33

T he occupation numbers 8llo algebraically at smallk and even m ore quickly (exponen—
tially) on the scale of k > 1=% . The condition of nom alisability of the ground state
guarantees that j =k ¥ < 1 or a]lk| In other words, j jmust be less than the m inin um
wavevector, Kun inJ- To m ake sense of this expression we now Im pose boundary conditions
that com pactify the plane into a torus. For sin plicity, consider an L L torus In the
xy-plane; generalization to Ly L, and m odular param eter  is straightfoward.

O n the torus there are our degenerate ground states for the pem anent H am iltonian
_4-_.2) corresponding to periodic (++ ) or antiperiodic, + ), ( +), ( ), boundary condi-
tions In each of the two directions. W hen both directions are periodic (++ ) the m inin um
reciprocal lattice vector allowed isky i = 0 and N becom es sharply peaked (in fact i isa
delta finction) at ng. O ne of the spin directions (say, ") is singled out by the correlations

and we are left w ith nothing other than a Bose condensate w ith
. P
hge i= N g0 (4 34)

w hich isthe spin-polarized Laughlin state. O n the otherhand, in the antiperiodic sector, (+ )

or ( +), kninJ= =L. Inverting {433), we nd that j j= XninJj O (1=N) and i the

therm odynam ic lim it one of these tw 0 sectors ism acroscopically occupied. For exam ple, in

the + ) direction, k, in = ( =L;0). Since the totalm om entum ofthe condensate m ust be
zero, we occupy (+ =L;0) and ( =L;0) wih equalprobabiliyy:
s s

N (4 35)
2 ki Km in

hoeni= NE Kikn i AN hoepi=

In real space this is precisely the helical winding wih Q = 2k, i, which corresponds to

the spins w nding exactly once over the length of the system L In the R direction. For

the rem aining antiperiodic sector, ( Yrp Ximd= pE =L, and the winding is along the
diagonal.

In any case, we have show n that three ofthe ground states ofthe perm anent H am ittonian

are really single particle condensates w ith helical spin order and the rem aining one is the
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Laughlin spin polarized state. A s we tune through the transition, one or the other long
range order takes over. This justi es our HartreeFock ansatz ¢20). In the ©llow ing
subsection @:1:.6:3 we shall expand about the sihgl particle m ininum by usihg an e ective
Landau-G nzburg theory instead ofK <f¢ .

Fnally, we repeat the analog of the above on a sohere, which provides a nice intuitive
picture ofthe antiSkym ion texture. R ecall that the pem anent state on the sphere hasone
fewer ux quantum than the Laughlin state. Thus, com posite bosons live on the surface
of a sphere w ith a m agnetic m onopol of strength one. The appropriate single particle
states arem onopol ham onics, Y, ( ; ), wih angularm om entum L 1=2 and M isthe
m agnetic quantum number in the range L M L:_-_[53]. A pair wavefiinction must be
rotationally invariant just as it is translationally invariant on the torus or the plane. T he

unigque bilinear scalar is

xR X
You ()%, w (% OFfLH0;04,M ;L; M i; (4 36)
L= 1=2M= L

where0;01L;M ;L; M 1iistheC Ebosch-Gordan coe cient forcoupling L.;M iand L.; M i
into the orbial singlkt ;01 and f;, isa function of L only. T hisparticular C Eosch-G ordan
coe cient is equalto a filnction of L times ( 1)Y M, ie. the only M -dependence is in
the phase factor ( 1 L7-fl] Ifwe combine all of the L dependence of f;, and the angular
m om entum coupling into a single pair am plitude, g, ( 1}! , then we can w rite the m any-

body paired state as
8 9
L1 <X T
ji= e, g ( ' gy ad, yy, Di: 4 37)
- ;
Note that M is halfintegral so the pairihg am plitude g;, ( 1} is antisymm etric under
M ! M which is consistent w ith bosonic statistics and w ith the planar symm etry k !

k. The relationship of angularm om entum to lnearmomentum isL = kR, whereR is

the radius of the sphere Haldane in ref. [)). Therefore, by analogy to (.30), we expect
that g’ 1=L at smalllL, although we have no explicit proof of this statem ent. Fortunately,
the exact form ofg, isnot im portant for the follow ing.

T he lowest Landau levelofthe com posite bosonshasonly two available states: j1=2; 1=2i.

By analogy to the torus, the soins ought to condense into these two low est statesw ith equal
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probability. In real space this says that

oy (G )i= Y, (; )= P T ==
7 1=2; 1=2\ 7 (4 38)
o ( H )l= Yl=2,‘l=2 ( H ) = 1+ ocos

T he expression forthe rst few m onopole ham onicsm ay be found in ref. [53], and a factor

| < J— I
of N=2hasbeen om ited from the right hand sides of (4.3§). W ih the above condensate

it is easy to calculate the expectation of the spin density hS;i= he¥ ;| c i, where ; s
the i'th Paulim atrix w ith spin indices and
hS,i= cos
hSyi= sinh cos 4 39)
hS,i= sih  sin

This is precisely an antiSkym ion soin ordering as the num erical data in F ig. :_4-_.2 show s.
In summ ary, them ean eld theory of com posite bosons is com pletely consistent w ith the
analytical and num erical results of the previous subsection . Furthermm ore, it seem s that pure

p-w ave pairing ofbosons in two din ensions should be view ed as a single particlke condensate.

41e E ective Field Theory N ear the T ransition

An e ective continuum quantum ferrom agnetic action CQFM ) for the polarized FQHE
has been proposed recently by Read and Sachdev [_6-31]. T he idea is to w rite a sigm a m odel
for the localm agnetization i_6-§], #. Theirm odel includes term s up to m om entum squared,
the higher order term s being irrelevant in the renom alization group sense. W e m odify this
CQFM by stabilizing it in the helical region ( ¢ < 0) by adding tem s that are quartic In
m om entum . At the end of this subsection, we w illbrie y discuss this theory on a lattice.

The CQFM Lagrangian densiy is
Lofil= A (1) &+ ?s(rﬁ)z; (4.40)

where iscom plex tin e and the tin e derivative termm is the Berry phase. A isthem onopol
vector potential such that r 4 A = 1. Alhough the modelde ned by L, is unstablk
when the sti ness is negative, higher order derivative term s can stabilize this region. T he

sym m etry broken helical phase contains an SO (2) SU (2) residual symm etry; SO (2) for
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rotations of Q in the plane and SU 2) for the spins. There are three term s at leading

non-trivial order that obey this requirem ent:
@an;i@an;i@pns@pny ; @an;i@pn;i@any@uny ; @azni@éni;

where a; b= 1; 2 and i; j= 1; 2; 3 and repeated indices are summ ed over. A renor—
m alization group analysis show s that m ode elin Ination In L generates a com bination of
only the rsttwo tem s: Ly = J (2@3n;i@un;@an+@pny @&n;@;n;@uny@wns), which is associ-
ated w ith spin wave scattering [1]. The third temm , Ly = K r 2 ?, is associated w ith a
second-nearest neighbor interaction on a lattice. Iffonly these two tem s are retained, then

the total CQFHM Lagrangian is given by
Lnnl= Loll+ Ly0]+ Lg B :

A Ythough Ly cannot itroduce any k* tem s into the dispersion since it arises from m ode
elim ination, it will em erge that Lx is su cient to reproduce all of the long wavelength
features found in the previous subsection. W e choose to kesp Ly at this point for added
generaliy.
U sing spherical angles, i can be param eterized by , itsdirection in theplaneand ,the
uctuation out of the plane. Sm alldeviations (#;’ ) from helical ordering w ith w avevector
Q aregivenby = #, =20 x + ' . The uctuations in the spherical angles should obey
T3 x#3 P J In these coordinates, t = (cos# cosQ  x+ '/ );cos#sn@Q x+7); sh#),
and the ferrom agnetic phase is recovered when Q = 0. The Berry phase reduces to the
sin ple expression, i#@ ’ .
Themean eld energy density of the helical state is given by
1 h i
Eo@%)= 7 0%+ @+K)N* ; (4.41)
w hich has the desired shape when the sti ness isnegative. T he spectrum ofL can be found
by including uctuationsto second orderin’ and #. TheG reen’sfunctionsh’ ( k; ')’ &;!)i

and i ( k; !')# k;!)iboth have pols at

ily 4 42)

1 430 ®B+K K 022 40+K)Q MB+krx* ™ . o0

A ol
—

v
(NI

sk? + 1K k* < 0;
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whereQ isthem om entum which m inin izesE . For certain ranges ofthe param eters (J;K ),
the spectrum is always positive, and L describes a stable system . For sim plicity, consider
the helical state wih J = 0 and K positive. Then the spin wave energy of the CQFHM
sinpli esto

q

ily=—%> Q%5 4@ ¥+ k! 4 43)

| =

A's required, !y ¥ when 4 zero. The threebody spectrum cbtained i the previous
subsection can be reproduced by identifying K =2 w ith the coe cient of the k * tem i

{443). On the otherhand, when ; isnegative, we cbtain the reasonab’k behavior, at sm all

k: 8

2 k2 ifk?0
i 4.44)
! ¥ if kkO

Thism ay be expected because the soins are alligned ferrom agnetically perpendicular to o)

but anti-ferrom agnetically parallel to 3.

41.f Lattice M odel

Before lraving the spin waves and m oving on to the charged excitations, we brie y sum —
m arize a lattice m odel of spin-1/2 bosons that exhibits the helical transition . W e represent
the spin sector by two types of hard-core bosons hopping on a lattice w ith a short—range,
soin-dependent interaction.
De ning b; to be the bosonic destruction operator on site i, consider the follow ing
Ham iltonian:
X X X X 1
Hue= t bl ni+U  ni@; 1)+ J Si § mny i @45
hiji; i i hiji
where n; is the total num ber of bosons per site, and hiji denotes the sum over nearest
neighbors. The U tem is required since we are dealing w ith hard-core bosons; the singular
gauge transformm ation which m apped the fermn ions to bosons m aintains the repulsion at
the sam e site. The nal, antiferrom agnetic, tem is very much lke the fermion t J
interaction [6-_6]. In the continuum lim i, it reduces to the rotationally Invariant interaction,

A

3 r’ ¥ .W e willnot discuss H 15+ fiirther, save to point out itsm ean— eld features.
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T his two-com ponent m odel is sin ilar to the one-com ponent lattice boson m odel con—
sidered earlier by M . Fisher et al. {_75] In the super uid regin e, which is characterized
by lhrge t=U or special values of where H 15 has particle-hole symm etry, one is free to
consider bose condensation of the particke elds. If one also m akes the selfconsistent re-
striction t=U < Jn=2U , n being the average num ber ofbosons per site, then the free energy
of the helical phase is Iower than that of the ferrom agnetic phase. A s in the continuum ,

this w nding is described by the condensation:

s

Nu .
w,i = —e? * (4.46)
N
S
N )
i = “te B x,
N,

where Nvw = Ny = N=2 and N is the number of lattice sites. The optin al condensate
w avevector lies along the diagonal of the Jattice: Q = QR + Q¢ with Q determm ined by the
solution of cosQ = 2t=Jn (In units of the inverse lattice constant).

A s the hopping decreases, provided that one is In a given region of =U, the ground
state crosses over Into a M ott lnsulator and it is no longer valid to argue based on Bose
condensation. However, at points of particle-hol sym m etry, the super uid persists down
to In nitesim alhopping. For the H all liquid, the insulating phase ism ost relkevant since the
charge excitations m ust be gapped. It would be Interesting to m ap out in detail the phase

diagram ofthism agnetic super uid to Insulator transition.

42 TheHa nian: d-wave P airing

T he previous section has analyzed the soin sector of the permm anent In som e detail. Tts spin—
wave dispersion was shown to be soft, allow ing a m agnetic transition. W e now want to ask
the question w hether there is a ground state wavefunction whose density sector exhibits an
analogous behavior. To thisend, we introduce a d-w ave paired w avefunction, or \Ha nian",
describing hard-core, spinless bosons at 1lling factor = 1=2. In the FQHE, it isa d-wave
paired state of com posite bosons. W e will then argue that the Ha nian is com pressble
and sits on the phase boundary between incom pressbility and non-uniform charge density

order. At present we have no e ective eld theory that captures this behavior.
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A though d-wave paired states have been proposed in a di erent contex by W en and
W u B4], their Ha nian wavefinctions describe incom pressble states of ferm ions. A s our
proposal is som ew hat di erent, In the follow ing subsection we present the relevant con—

structions in som e detail, m ainly along the lnes used to investigate non-abelian statistics

Bd.

42.a Analytic Structure ofthe Ha nian

The Ha nian builds In pairing into the Laughlin state, m uch lke the P2 an ofM oore and
Read PdI:

X 1 Y
HEf ™
s @ 2@e)

@ 7 : @47

2
Py %))

T hisdescribesan even num ber, N , of spinlkessbosonsat half- llingand uxN = 2N 1)
(on the sphere). The prefactor isknown asa Ha nian in lnear algebra and is also the per—
m anent of the N N N > 2)matrix My5 = 1=(z; %)2 16 33 My = 0). TheHa nin,
P fa an and determm inant are related by several identities, which m ay be found in, for In—
stance, G reiter et al. [51]
To construct the parent Ham iltonian for ¢, I is convenient to work on the sphere,
w here each particlke has orbital angular m om entum N =2. U sing the sam e notation as in
the pem anent Cfl-j:), Hy ¢ isa sum of threebody progction operators:
X
Hyr= VoPijx BN =2) + VoPi5 BN =2 2)+ WBPi BN =2 3) : (4 48)
i6 76 k
u £ is the unique zero-energy eigenstate of Hy ¢ at N ux. The proof of this statem ent
proceedsby show Ing that them axinm um angularm om entum ofany triplet in ¢ iS3N =2

4; the details are in Section ¥ 2 1. N ote that profction onto angularm om entum 3N =2 1 is
absent. T his is a consequence of the sym m etries of C losch-G ordan coupling; three spinless
bosons of angular m om entum L cannot be in a total angularm om entum state of 3L 1.
A tematively, y ¢ can be rew ritten explicitly as a paired state of com posite bosons. By
analogy w ith the pem anent, the order param eter (on the plane or torus) is an eigenstate
ofangularm om entum w ith eigenvalue 1= 2, ie. ' "k % Jl]g,)2 to lrading order in k.

Likew ise the m any-body state is a BC S wavefiinction of d-wave bosons in two din ensions
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and the asym ptotic behavior of the pair state reproduces the 1=z? nature of the Ha nian

prefactor Gfl- _.21_:/:) .

42 TheHa nian H am iltonian on the Sphere

To see that g ¢ does not contain any triplets of total angular m om entum greater that
3N =2 4, we generalize H aldane's original argum ent for two-body interactions :_ﬁ._'é]. This
argum ent is easily applicable to n-body interactions. The factors (z; z) on the plane
corregpond to (u;vy wv;i) on the sphere, with (u;;vi) being the spinor coordinates of z;.
The totalangularm om entum ofa triplet (ijk) on the sphere is one-half ofthem axinum of
the ooherent state operator Sy = a &+ Ly+ Ly), where () is any direction on the
sphere and L; isthe angularm om entum ofthe i'th particle. (L;+ L4+ Ly) commutesw ith
any factor nvolring only particles i; j;k; ie. all factors (U,vy, Wva) wih a;b 2 fi;3;kg.
Translating this to the plane, we can nd the maximum of S;j acting on ¢ almost
by inspection. W hen all factors involving exactly one of zi;zy or zx are multplied out,
the result willbe a polynom ialw ith tem s of the fom z{ 2§ z; . The maxinum valie of
1=2(A + B + C) isexactly them axin um value ofthe totalangularm om entum ofthe triplet
(ijk). In particular, thism aximum is 3N =2 4 for ¢, SO It is certainly a zero energy
eigenstate ofHy ¢ .

Tt must still be shown that g ¢ is the unigque ground state. To this end, we willuse
the m ethod in Appendix A of M ilovanovic and Read [64]. Consider the behavior of the
Ha nian prefactor in @-;4_7-:) as three particles (ijk) approach each other, the other particles
rem aining far away from the three. The Laurent series m ust contain tem s of the fom
@i z)®(@zy 7))V (= 3z)% wih g positive or negative integers. By continuity, the
total function must contain this Laurent factor for any position of the particles. In order
for y¢ to be analytic, as it must be n the LLL, each gmust not be smaller than 2, or
0 Q3+ Gixt i 6. In particular, y r isanniilated by Pij BN =2) ifthe nequality is
strict, Q > 6. Anotherway to see this is on the plane: Py N =2) is the projction onto
the closest approach of a tt:ip]et| all three particles are clum ped at the north polk, taking
them axinum L, valie| which takestheom % (z; z) @ (z; %) ontheplne. Thus, if

Q = 6, the delta function Interaction doesnot annihilate y ¢. Reducing the totalangular
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mom entum (on the sphere) by one corresponds to restricting fiirther the particles’ closest
approach, or increasing the lower lim it of Q by one. In thisway, we cbtain the requirem ent
Q > 3 In order for Py (L) to annihilate the ground state whenever L > 3N =2 4. The
extreme case Q = 2 corregoonds to the densest eigenstate. T here are four possble such

factors:

@i z)? (@ z) @ z) ' 5 %)@ 2?2 (3 %)@ 2) :
Sym m etrizing these factors w ith respect to (ijk) leaves only temm s lke the rstone. T here-
fore H y ¢ autom atically requires a pairing structure of its ground state that is given by the
Ha nian.
O ther zero-energy eigenstates are cbtained by mulplying in factors symm etric n the
particle coordinates, being form ally allowed since they can only ncrease Q . T hese states
describe quasiholes and edge excitations and are less dense than the ground state since they

contain added ux. They are enum erated explicity in the Section # 2 g; here we verify that
they are indeed zero-energy eigenstates of Hy ¢ . W ithout loss of generality, pick a de nite
trplet, (ijk) = (123), for convenience. T here are several cases to chedk, corresponding to

the possble temm s appearing in som e quashole state {§.50): (i) the pair (z1;z) is broken,
(i) the pair involving zz and another particle, say z4, is broken, (iil) both pairs (z;;z)
and (z3;z4) are broken, and (i) neither pair is broken. For illustration, we check case (i),
the others being done sin ilarly. Applying the generalization of H aldane’s argum ent, the
m axinum degree ofthe triplet (123) is2 N 3+ 2N 3+ 2N 3+ 2n+ b 2).The
rst three contrbutions com e from the tem s (z; %), where 1= 1;2;3 and a & 1;2;3,
the fourth tem is due to the quasiholk operator (z1;2z2;25;:::), and the last takes into
acoount the m axinum orbital quantum num ber of the unpaired boson, zg 2. u sing the
ux condition N = 2N 1) 2+ n, leads to onehalfthem axin um degree (orm axin um
total orbial angular m om entum of a triplet) being 3N =2 4, which is consistent w ith
requirem ent that i be lss than 3N =2 3. Note that i has tacitly been assum ed that
n 2; ifn = 1 then the unpaired boson is in the zeroth orbital and half of the m axim um
degree is3N =2 3 n=2. T he other three cases can be checked straightforwardly by such

counting, proving that the quashol states {_:.S_-Q) are annihilated by Hy ¢ .
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42.c Zero Energy E igenstates

In addition to the Ha nian, there are other zero energy eigenstates of H y ¢ generated by
adding n = 1;2;::: ux quanta. The structure of these excitations is m ore com plex than
that ofthe fam iliar Laughlin quasiholks, having an in nite degeneracy in the therm odynam ic
Ilin . In previous work B-g], this degeneracy has been suggested to provide the necessary
m anifold of states for nonabelian statistics, which we discuss below . P roper construction
of the zero energy states is usefiil for understanding the num erical spectrum ofHy ¢, SOWe
w ill go through them in som e detail.

T he quasihhole in the paired state, like in the Laughlin state, isgenerated by one ux, but
it isbuil of two vortices at w; and w, each carrying one-half ux quantum . Let n be the

numberof ux added totheHa nian,ie.N = 2N 1) 2+ n,wihw;:::;wy, being the

momogugmy (21722538720 jW1jW o7 ii;Won) = 4.49)
N B)=2
x ¥ mx Y @ @421 1)iZ @+2piW17t3tiWon) ¥ 5
2 ®) > i 3)
28y k=1 =1 @ @211y Ze+2y) i<
is the quasihole operator given by :
X ™
Z17z2iW1jtisjWon) = @ W )@ W o 4 .50)
2S5y, r=1

It can be veri ed that the n m,;umy @172Z27::572y jW1;W2;:::;Won) are In fact zero-
energy eigenstates of Hy ¢ (Section Ifl-;Z_-.é). If no pairs are broken 8 = 0), buids in
two vortices| each w ithin half of the bosons| foreach ofthen ux. Hence the interpreta—

tion that the vortices carry charge 1=4, or 1=2q form ore general lling factors. T he unpaired

condiion 0 mj il mg n 2. Theupper lm it ©llow s from the constraint on N
and the ordering is sin ply to avoid overcounting upon symm etrization. This is equivalent

to putting B bosons into n 1 orbitals, for which the m ultiplicity is
1

0
B+n 2
g g @51)
B
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Note that or n = 2 all of the bosons com ing from broken pairs are in the lowest orbial,
z%, and there are no unbroken pairsatn = 1.

There is an additional degeneracy com ing from the positions of the quasholes them —
selves, which is calculated by expanding in the w’s using the elem entary sym m etric poly—
nomialseg, W) = F <, Wi PEIWg . The g, have the property that, form = 0;:::;73,
they form a basis for the algebra of all sym m etric polynom ials in j variables. T hus, zero—

energy statesm ay also be ocbtained as linear combinations ofthe g, . W hen is expanded

of any w is no greater than N B )=2. The total num ber of linearly independent states,
fora xed B and a xed set ofm i’s, is at m ost the total num ber of linearly independent
sym m etric functions of w In the expansion of , which establishes the upperbound on the

positional degeneracy of the quasiholes. T hat this is also the correct degeneracy, w thout
overcounting, is proven elsewhere _B-g] W e can now write down this num ber by regard-
ing the vortices as som e kind of bosonic particle, Interpreting the g, W) as the states for
2n bosons occupying the N B )=2+ 1 orbitals f1;:::;w® B)2g (rcallthat appears

Q - R
(I} B )=2 tin es due to the product l(lle)zjn{.SQ)):
0

1

g (] B)=2+ 21’1% @.52)
2n

T hroughout this construction it hasbeen tacitly assum ed that N iseven, so B isnecessarily

even as well. The construction for N odd prooceeds w ith only slight m odi cation, but the

counting in 634-_5_1') and in @;5_2) doesnot change, shce B has the sam epariy asN . In etther

case, the total num ber of linearly independent quasihole states is obtained by m uliplying

the two com binatorial factors and sum m ing over the allowed values of B :

0 10 1
X B+n 2 (] B)=2+ 2n
8 B £ (4 53)
Bi( 1B = ( Y B 2n

To com pkte this description, one should check that all states .n {.50) exhaust all zero-
energy eigenstates at xed N and n and that they are linearly independent. Since this is
som ew hat involved and is discussed at length elsewhere $30], we w illom it it here.

A sa specialcase, notice that fortwo added ux (n = 2) the Laughlin state, forbosonsat

= 1=2, is recovered when allpairs are broken B = N ). Therefore, up to two ux quanta,
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the Ha nian and the Laughlin states are degenerate eigenstates of H y ¢. It is convenient
to adopt the com posite boson interpretation of the quasihole positional degeneracy C_ﬁ _-.5_-2) .

R ew riting this com binatorial factor as
0 1
@ A

™ B)=2

i (4 54)

a ords an interpretation as N B )=2 com posite bosons in 2n + 1 orbials. On the sohere
atn = 2 this is the correct degeneracy foran L = 2 angularm om entum m uliplet, ndepen—
dently ofboth N and B . T he unpaired bosons are all forced Into the lowest orbitalm = 0,
which ism anifested by the degeneracy factor {fl-_.é_]-,') reducing to uniy. Thus, the m anifold
ofdegenerate states is com posed ofN =2 states (one foreach ofB = 0;2;:::;N 2) carrying
angularmom entum L = 2 and one Laughlin state (or B = N ) carrying L = 0, which is
a rotationally nvariant. The m aln point of the expression CfI_-.S_ZI) is that the zero energy
eigenstates of H 5 ¢ contain both d-wave pairs and unpaired com posite bosons in them = 0
orbial

The degeneracy at L = 2 is a feature that is rem Inescent of the pem anent. In that
case, an analgous argum ent at n = 1 lads to a Laughlin state at = 1 and a set of
N=2 states carrying L = 1. The N B )=2 paired bosons were nterpreted as soin waves
B-Q], which we have established to condense Into helical order {_11_-.3_-3) . Spih wave excitations
are, of course, gapless, but one m ay expect that the L = 2 modes in the Ha nian are
m assive, being density excitations. H owever, we argue that this isnot the casceand Hy ¢ is

com pressible, indicating that it sits right on the transition from an incom pressible state to

one w ith non-uniform charge density order.

42d d-wave Pairing of Spinless B osons

In the previous subsection we showed that the lowest single particke orbialm ay be m acro—
scopically occupied by breaking pairs {454). A proper description of this system must
therefore nclide a singke particle condensate at the outset. A s soon as there is such a
condensate there is also isotropic scattering out of the super uid, which gives rise to an

swave pair am plitude.
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O n the torus or plane, the fullH am ittonian is given by
|
X k2 X

A
k k ik %q

N
<
Q
Q.

it —qCYkO %qck 1qGo+ 1q (4.55)

2

W e assum e that the lowest state k = 0 is m acroscopically occupied wih an am plitude
= hcpl and expand around this condensate: ¢ ! + e . In addiion there is the
possbility of s— and d-wave pairing of the anom alous correlators hep e i. The resulting
e ective H am iltonian is
X 0 1
Kers = K GG + 2 kGt kG kG g (4 .56)
Kk

w here the prim e on the summ ation indicates that the k = 0 tem is to be om itted when
> 0; otherw ise the sum m ation is over all wavevectors. T he chem ical potential is shifted
by the h:%coi contribution from expanding the interaction so that the sihgle particle energy
isnow !’ k®=2m + 2V (0)j F. For consistency, it is necessary that V (0) is positive,
which is a standard assum ption in interacting Bose system s. It is also comm on to assum e

that the exchange contributions do not m odify m signi cantly.
T he pair order param eter m ust satisfy the self-consistent gap equation in the presence

of a condensate:

r= VK = VK K @57)

To m ake sense of this com plicated integral equation, we shallassum e that  is dom inated
by the (st d)-wave symm etry and, furthem ore, that is leading order behavior is

8
2

r s

s
: k kx 1K)
where " 5@ are constants. R ecall that the interaction can be expanded Into angularm om en—
tum eigenstates (4 28) and that each channelhas the asym ptotic behavior vy (k;k% * k. In
other words, i is in plicit in the above formm @_.-5_3) that the long distance property of each
order param eter is dictated by is regpective angular m om entum channel.

T he standard procedure is to diagonalize K <f¢ . T his is the fam iliar B ogoliubov trans-

form ation that replaces the original particles and holes by quasiparticles 1 :
k= UG+ i@y 4 59)
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Comm utation relations are preserved if i1, F j% ¥ = 1 and symm etry requires that u, =

u x and vx = v k. The Pllow Ing solutions for uy and vk put K o¢¢ Into the form K eee =
P

kEk i k -
1
2 Ex J xJ
2 1 %
W@ o= - Ky (4.60)
2 E,
EZ = % g.F: 4.61)

T here isa kind ofgauge freedom in thatboth uy and vy can bemuliplied by ak dependent
phase factor, w ithout changing the physics. W e adopt the convention that uy is real and
posiive, while v carries the possbl d-wave phase factor.

Ifboth s-and d-wave am plitudes are nonvanishing, an Interesting feature em erges im —
m ediately. T he quasiparticle spectrum contains an anisotropic piece com Ing from the cross
temsin j F,

Ef= § 7%+ "%%e * F; @.62)

where k is the m agnitude ofand  is the polar angke of k . C hoosing the constants ~ 59 to

be real for the m om ent, the anisotropy is
275 "% os2 (4.63)

whith hastwominima at = 0; . There is a relative U (1) phase degree of freedom
between the pairing am plitudes, which is equivalent to an SO (2) rotation of them Inin a.
In other words, the transform ation ~° ! e?* "% isthesameas ! + . Ik is interesting
that this anisotropy arises not from an attraction in V (k), which is isotropic, but rather
from the coexistence of two distinct pairing sym m etries In m om entum space.

A unigque ground state wavefunction exists for each solution of the gap equations. Its

generic form is like that of the perm anent (4 18) butw ith an allow ance for the single particle

condensate ( )
.1 y X0 .
ji= e co+ xGc, Pi: (4.64)
k
The nom alization is the same as in Eq. (_-_-_3}) but wih an extra factor of exp (j 3°):

T he reciprocal space pair wavefunction, g, can be expressed in tem s of the B ogoliibov
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param eters u, and vy as
Vi

G = — (4 .65)
Uxk

The generic form of the N body paired wavefiinction has already been discussed in Eq.

{11_-2_9) and theHa nian existsonly when = 0 sihce it isa pure paired state. Furthem ore,

the asym ptotic behavior of the real space pair wavefiinction g(r) / 1=z is obtained when

k§+k§

Wt ik, )2 : (4 .66)

9% =

The N -body state of com posite bosons constructed In this way is exactly the Ha nian

prefactor of Eq. {447). And, the same rem arks ollowing Eq. (431), conceming the
validiy ofthismean eld approxin ation, apply here.
Unfortunately, unlke the pem anent case, the occupation number my i = fr,l{q{i does

not contain any new inform ation since it is constant:

mki= 7j§ :
1 33

H owever, the required form of gy does constrain the param eters at which the Ha nian can

exist. At am allk, the asym ptotic behavior of gy @.-6 ) is consistent with ~S= 0 only ifuy

and vy have the sam e asym ptotic behavior.

To understand w here this point lies we m ust understand the phase diagram as derived

from the selfconsistency condition @_.5_7,). Tt is sin pli ed by assum Ing the asym ptotic

expansion for  in Eq. @_-_-a) and by expanding V (k K) into angular m om entum

elgenstates as before Cfl-;2_f1) . This decom position ssparates the BCS gap equation {_457-})

Into two ocoupled Integral equations,

~s 2 1X o o S+ "9%O2c0s2 0
= v k) - Vokik) 4.67)
2 KO EkO
Ady 2 1X 0 0 ASCO52 O+ /\dkOZ
K2 = IV ,K&K) : (4.68)
2 KO EkO

T he assum ption that the swave am plitude is constant then In pliessthat k = 0 In the rst
equation to leading order. The coe cient V ¢ (k;k% reduces to V k% at k = 0, and the
leading order term ofV (k;ko) is proportional to k? so the second equation is consistent

(ctf Eqg. q__.-2_a)) . Further sim pli cation is possbl by choosing a particular gauge for the
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phases of the condensates. A convenient choice isto pick a real "4 and to absorb the phase

of "% mnto % this only rotates the inhom ogeneity of the spectrum @;63) . Since the phase

of is locked to that of "3, all order param eters can ke chosen to ke ral and positive.

F inally, since the inhom ogeneity is even under parity, ° ! 0, the odd termm s sin2 ° in

the num erator cancel and only cos?2 0 appears.

T he crudest criterion forthe solutions ofthe gap equations isw hetherornot vanishes.
Consider rstthe situation when = 0andthe uid consistsofpurepairs. In principleboth
s—and d-w ave pairing can coexist since the gap equationsallow thisgenerally. H owever, ifwe
m ake the reasonable assum ption that V (k) is positive everyw here then only "d is allowed.

Thismay be seen from a closer nspection of the “dependent part of the integrand in

Céi_.-6 ]). Let us split it into two dispint pieces characterized by cos2 0 negative or positive.

T he corresponding E o is alw ays larger in the form er case because the inhom ogeneity ('_4_6 3)
has a negative sign. T herefore, the total contribution ofthe "d temm to the right hand side
is alw ays negative. T hat is to say

Z 5

d v °
, (k)Eko

cos2 ©

o

(4.69)

Since " ® is also positive in our gauge there is no consistent solution of {4.67) when = 0.
The only possbility is a pure d-wave gap that satis es @-_.5_8-:) wih "% = 0. In this phase

< 0 and 2E, = 27 jis the gap to breaking a pair (see also 3]). Thus, when there
is no single particle condensate the system is speci ed by the follow ing gap equation and

quasiparticle spectrum :

A 1
%= SV oakiK)

EZ = 2+ =—7k*+ B (4.70)

74 is realin this gauge.

On the other hand, when > 0 there is a new set of considerations, which require
Vo (k;k% = 0 for consistency. Firstly, n order r K os¢ to be a stable approxin ation to
the fullH am iltonian, hogpi must be a m lninum of the free energy. T he resultant constraint,
som etim es know n as the G rossP itaevsky equation, pins the chem icalpotential to the singke

particle condensate by = V(0 % (Ih the gauge where is real). Furthem ore, the
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spectrum  is dom nated by the gapless G oldstone phonon m ode at low k, requiring Eo =
5 JoF,or

+2V () 2= "% @.1)

In conjunction wih the pinning condition =V (0) 2, this in plies that s =y ) 2.

But, using the positivity condition in Eq. {4.69), this is consistent w ith the gap equation

CZI.-6 ]) only ifwe reinstate the k-dependence of ~s or ifVy (k;ko) vanishes. W e shall assum e

the htter as i is much m ore tractable. U ltim ately, this condition is traced back to the

asym ptotic behavior of the gap fnction {4.58), which is som ew hat restrictive. H owever, we

now have a tractable and fully consistent system . Sum m arizing these results or > O,

Ns — V (O) 2=
Ao 2 1X o o Scos2 04 "dk02
ke = — V 5 k;k) (4.72)
2 0 EkO
k
A\l 2 #
1 N 1 Ag 2
E]f = 2 e doosZ( + ) k% + —_— d k* :
2m 2m

W e have used the gauge in which all order param eters are real, which shifts by , the
phase of " . The sihgk partick condensate constraint ~% =  has also been used in the
last expression.

W e can now map out the phase diagram in the space of and nd by looking at the
spectra In Eqs.{_4-_.7_-.) and Cfl-_.-7_-2) . Fig. :_4-_.3 il strates the possble phases. T he dotted Iine
indicates the instability of both spectra when "¢ > 1=2m . For clarity, in each of the
four regions there is an Inset of the typical spectrum E}f . The spectrum in region (IV) is
presum ably stabilized at higherm om enta (W hich is represented by the dashed curve) so that
the instability is really a kind of \d-wave roton". The spectrum in region (III) is clearly
unstable, Indicating a new phase. As increases from (IV) Into (III), the pair gap and
probably the roton gap, too, go to zero. A though we have no explicit calculations, it is
probabl that the phase In (ITI) is a charge-density-wave at the roton wavevector. On the
other hand, there are no instabilities In regions (I) and (II). (I) is a pure, isotropic, d-w ave
condensate, n which the gap is half of the energy required to break a pair. A s the gap
~d

closes, and we m ove into (II) at xed , a single particle condensate develops so that all

three condensates, , ” S, and ~d exist; accordingly, there is a linear phonon m ode and an
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anisotropy due to the coexistence of both pairings. A s "4 increases from (IT) to (III), the

anisotropy is strong enough that the gap closes at nite m om entum , In addiion to k = 0.
T his is consistent w ith the transition from (IV) to (III).
TheHa nian itselfcan only existat = 0, which can be seen from the asym ptotics ofuy

and vy . SIncethe pairam plitude g, isapurel= 2 eigenstateatk ! 0when theHa nian

is the asym ptotic form of the m any-body wavefunction, "S must vanish. Furthem ore,

the requirem ent that 7 j= jw=uxj! 1 ask ! 0 restricts the rehtive behavior of uy

and vy, and the explicit solution In Eq. C__.-6_') inplies that = 0. The thick lne in the

gure m arks the transition region, = 0 wih a stable spectrum ("4 < 1=2m ), where the

Ha nian represents the long range behavior. E . Rezayi E_7-§:] has analyzed num erically the

M (m : (1
Single—Particle Condensate, ‘
Unst abl e
Anisotropic Phonon
CDW (?)
&
k
Haffnian
0 | A
! d
0 | (v)

Pure d-wave, Gap>0 Pure d-wave, Roton

Figure 4 3: Phases ofbosons in two din ensions.

Ha nian Ham iltonian In egn. ﬂ-_lfj' He found that for Vy negative the ground state is a
paired state, whike for Vy positive i is a Laughlin state, which is a Bose condensate. This

is consistent w ith the Ha nian being on a phase boundary.
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C hapter 5

Ferm ion Pairing: Q uantum H all

E ect for Spin

In this C hapter, we provide a detailed derivation ofthe H all conductivity for spin transport
In the d-and p-wave pairing of ferm ions. In the FQ HE , the ferm ions are really com posite
ferm ions, and we ignore gauge eld uctuations. This is equivalent to show ing that the
Induced action for the system in an extemalgauge eld that couplesto the soin isa Chem-—
Smons (CS) tem . In the d-wave case, the system is spin-rotation invariant, so we cbtain
an SU (2) CS tem , whilk in the p-wave case, there isonly a U (1) symm etry, so we nd a
U (1) CS tem . In both cases, the H all spin conductivity is given by a topological invariant.
W ithin the BCS mean eld approach, usihg a conserving approxin ation, this topological
Invariant is the w inding number of the order param eter In m om entum space and is an
Integer, which is the statem ent of quantization. W e argue that the quantization in term s of

a topological Invariant is m ore general than the approxin ation used.

51 BCS H am iltonian

Considering rst the soin-singlet paired states, we use the N am bu basis w here the symm e~

tries are transparent. D e ne 1

0
1 C

- —8 K 5.1)
2 i,
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w ith 0 1

Cn
g K 52)

sothat transform sasa tensorproduct ofparticle-hol and spin-space spinors. W e consider
an Interacting systam and approxim ate it as in BC S theory, then w ith am inin alcoupling to

the gauge eld, we use a conserving approxin ation to cbtain the spin response. In Fourier

space, we should note that 0 1
lp & ¢
k = P—E@ A : 5.3)
1 ycyk
In the N am bu basis, the kinetic energy becomes wih K = H N)
X
KO = k( "Ck"+ QZ#Qc#)
k
S y
= k k( z ) xs ©4)
k
w here }S = kf=Cm) isthe kinetic energy, containing thebarem assm , and the products

In the spinor space are understood. P roducts like , I act on the Nambu spinors, w ith
the st factor acting in the particlke-hole factor, the second In the soin-space factor. The
Interaction temm , for a spin-independent interaction V , is
1x Y Y
ant=5 Vq: k+q(z I) x koq(z I) go:: 5.5)
kk g

Here the colons : ::: : denote nom al ordering, that is all the s are brought to the lft.
In the BC S-extended H artreeFock approxin ation, the e ective quasiparticle H am ittonian

(for later reference) is

X
Ke = y[k(z D+Re x(x 1)
k
nm x(y DI x: 5.6)
T his is for singlet pairing, where x = x,and not st ord-wave. Here | is }Sp]us

the H artreeFock corrections. If we de ne a vector
Ex= Re x; Im y;x) 6.7)

then the quasiparticke energy E, = £, j and

Ke = L Ex I): 5.8)
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52 Spin Response in a Conserving A pproxin ation

In the Nam bu notation, it isclearthat K = K g+ K i, and K¢ , are Invariant under global
SU (2) rotations that act on the spin-space, that is the second factor in the tensor products.
The soin density, the integral of which over all space is the total soin and generates such
global transform ations, and the spin current densities are given by

X

J5 @) F g2 @ &) xegm (5.9)

k
X

Jf @) (2 a) k+qg=27 (5.10)

q=2

NIk NI

ki oy
Kk

, m

wherei= x,y isthe spatialindex, and a = x,y, z isthe spin-space index. Spin conservation

In plies the continuiy equation, as an operator equation,
QJ%*=@x = 0; (511)

where = 0, x,y, and the sum m ation convention is in force.
So far we have not introduced a gauge eld for spin. Since the spin is conserved locally,
we can tum the symm etry into a local gauge symm etry by introducing an SU (2) vector

potential, and m aking all derivatives covariant. The e ect on K is to add the integral of
a rta 1 ana y .
AT + gAiAi (. I : 512)

The gauge el is to be used sokly as an external source, w ith which to probe the soin
resoonse of the system , and then set to zero.

If we now consider integrating out the femm ions, then we can obtain an action In the
extermal gauge elds, which can be expanded In powers of A ?. The zeroth-order term is
the free energy density, tin es the volum e of spacetin €, and the rst-ordertem vanishesby
spIn—rotation invariance. T he second-order term corresponds to linear response: the second
functional derivative w ith respect to A%, at A® = 0, yields the (m atrix of) linear regponse
functions. In particular, the spatial com ponents yield the conductivity tensor in the usual

way. T herefore we consider the In aginary-tin e tin e-ordered function,

= P @I 9 (5.13)
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w here tin eordering is understood, and from here on we use a convention that p, q, etc.
stand for threewvectors p = @g;p), and further pg = i! is mm aghary for im aghary tim e.
For = = i= xory,an additional \diam agnetic" tem n *®=4m ispresentin *°,which
we do not show explicitly. A s consequences ofthe continuity equation and the related gauge
nvariance, m ust be divergenceless on both variables, g =q = 0. Tom aintain
these when using the BC S-H artreeFock approxin ation for the equilbrium properties, one
must use a conserving approxin ation for the response fiinction, which in this case m eans
sum m ing Jadder diagram s (com pare the charge case in Ref. '_[2-;:], Pp.224{237). W eusad the
denticalm ethod in treating com posite bosonsat € 1 In Chapter-r_i, Chapter:} .

O nebeginsw ih the BC S-H artreeFock approxin ation, which can bew ritten in term sof
G reen’s functions as (we consider only zero tem perature, and A dpy is along the In aginary

P axis throughout)

G'® = p 2z I ) (5.14)

) = 1 o )3(2 DGk (, IHVEK q: (5.15)

Note that G (p) and (p) are m atrices acting on the tensor product space. T he equations

are solved by

G ' =p E I; (5.16)

Wewritel forI I) asone can also see from the e ective quasiparticke H am ilttonian K. ,
and [ cbeys the standard gap equation.
In the response function, the Jadder series can be sum m ed and included by dressing one

vertex, to obtain (@gain not show Ing the diam agnetic tem )
Z

@ o= i gitrh *pip+ WG B+ Q)
"o+ gip)G ©) ; (517)
where 2 isthe bare vertex,
oipt @ = -I 4 (5.18)
Soipt q = b+ 79 :  ai (5.19)
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and 2@ isthe dressed vertex satisfying

Z

b b 7 &k
P+ gp) = P+ gp)+ 1

@ )P °
P+ k)G k) , IV k): (520)

IG k+ g

At amallg, we can obtain usefill inform ation about this finction from the W ard dentity
that resuls from the continuiy equation. T he particular W ard identity we use here is an
exact relation of the vertex function to the selfenergy, and the conserving approxim ation
(the ladder series) was constructed to ensure that i holds also for the approxin ated vertex
and self energy functions.

Follow ing Schrie er's treatm ent _-11'], we consider the vertex fiinction w ith extemal legs
hcluded:

G inir) = W% @) 1) Y@)i; 621)

for spacetin e coordinates ry, rp, r3. Applying @=Qr; to both sides and using the operator

continuiy equation, we obtain the exact identity in Fourier space

a 1 1 1 1
q (p+q;p)=51 aG ") EG P+ I al (522)

Since G !

is trivial In the spin-space indices, it comm utes w ith T a. Henceatg! O,
the right-hand side vanishes, so (+ g;p) hasno singularitiessasqg! 0. Thisdi ers from
the charge case, for exam pl, where this calculation (using the ladder serdes approxin ation)
leads to the discovery of the collective m ode 59] Since the spin symm etry is unbroken, no
collective m ode is necessary to restore this conservation law , and so there is no singularity
In the vertex function for soin.

O ne can verify that the W ard identity is satis ed using the BC S-HartreeFock G ! and

the ladder serdes for . At g= 0, this yields the im portant resuls

a 1 1
Pip) = E@G ©I ai (523)
or explicitly,
1
S(Pip) = EI ar
1
i= 86 ') 4 (5.24)



where @; and @ stand for @=Qp;, @=@p from here on, and the extra m inus in the st
relation is consistent because in plicitly g =P o J i-

W e now calculate at smallg. To zeroth order, use of the W ard identity show s that
the J-J function gives zero, except when = = i. In that case, it reduces to a constant
that cancels the diam agnetic term also present in just that case. Hence we require only the
part rstorder in g. In the expression for above, we wstshitp ! p %q, so that g no
Ionger appears In any bare vertices, but does appear In the G reen’s functions on both sides
of the ladder, between the rungs which are the interaction lines. Hence to st order, we
obtain a factor %@ G = %G @G G i place of G in one position i the ladder. Since
there m ay be any num ber of rungs (incliding zero) between this and either of the vertices
at the ends, the tem s can be summ ed up Into a ladder dressing each vertex, evaluated at

g= 0.Hence we obtain to rst order

Z 3 h
ab _ * d’p a (. b,
@ 2 )Btr Pip)a @ G . ©iP)G ©)
1
2 (;p)G ) P eip)g @ G : (5.25)
U sing the W ard identity, this becom es
. Z 3 n
ab 1 d’p 1
= = ——tr @ . GR G
@ sl oy ( ) ( )G @
(o]
GeG *;cec ] 526)

Since the G'’s are ndependent of the spin-space indices, the explicit ‘s factor o , and
the result is 2° tines a spin-independent part. The Jatter can be sinpli ed usihg the
BC S-H artreeFock form of G, by w riting the latter as

_ Pot Ep _I
= p%—ES :

T he spin-independent factor contains since it is antisym m etric in these labels. K esping

G () (527)

track ofthe signs, we nd for the quadratic term in the induced action

Z
1M @Aa?
—— &mi—_—  ; (528)
4 4 Qr
wih M given by the topological invariant
Z
d2p 3
M = 8— ijEp i@:p @jEp)=Ep: (5.29)
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T he right hand side is exactly the Pontriagin w inding numberm , and is an integer as long
asE is a continuous, di erentiable function ofp; i is 2 for the d-wave case.

To ensure SU (2) gauge invariance, the CS term should inclide also a term cubic in A,
w ith no derivatives. For this temm we evaluate the triangl oneloop diagram s w ith three
Insertions of J, w ith each vertex dressed by the Jadder series. Setting the externalm om enta

to zero, the W ard dentity can be used for all three vertices, and the result can be seen to

be
Z
1 d3p h
abc 1
0;0) = — tr (@ GQ G
(0;0) 2% TP ( 2)G@ |
1
fC pGeG ;@ oceG ‘g : (5.30)

T he anticom m utator f; g arises since the result m ust be sym m etric under perm utations of
the ndex pairs ,a,etc. Theproduct 5 p ,wWhen traced over the soin-space ndices, yields
a factor 21 4., which is antisym m etric, and so the ram ainderm ust contain tom aintain
sym m etry; the rest of the structure is the sam e asbefore. Hence the full resul is the SU (2)
CS tem , which we write n term s of the 2 2 m atrix vector potentialsA = % JA%,

K Z

2
e &x  tr@ @ A +§AAA): (531)

Here k is the conventional notation for the coe cient of such a tem , In this sam e nom al-
ization; if we w ished to quantize the theory by functionally integrating over A, we would
need k = an Integer. In ourcase k=M =2 = 1 Pord-wave.
For the soin-triplt case with an unbroken U (1) symm etry, we m ust use the fact that
x = k- For exam ple, In the two-dim ensional A -phase, as occurs In the 331 state
In the double-ayer FQHE system with zero tunneling, the pairs are in the isospin S, = 0
triplet state ";#4 + #;"5, and theU (1) symm etry generated by S, isunbroken;we recallthat
the underlying H am iltonian is not assum ed to have a full SU (2) symm etry. The e ective
quasiparticle H am iltonian becom es, in the N am bu-style notation,
X
Ke = k(2 D+Re x(x o)
Im x(y 2)] k: (632)
The U (1) vector potential A oouplesto S,, and the vertex functions contain I -, Which

com m utes w ith the BC S-H artreeFock G reen’s finction G . The tensors appearing in the
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three term s In K. oObey the sam e algebra as the three in that for the spin-singlet case
(W here they were trivial in the second factor), and as in that case commute wih I 7.
C onsequently, the derivation for the induced action to quadratic order in A is sin ilar to
that for the SU 2) sihglkt case above, and the traces in the Nambu indices can be carried

out w ith the sam e resul as before, to obtain the abelian CS temm

1% . ea
—M &ra —— ; (5.33)
4 @r

and no cubic temm . In thiscase, M is again given by the w inding numberm which is0 or

1 in the p-wave strong and weak-pairing phases (respectively) discussed in this chapter.

5.3 D iscussion and G eneralizations

W enote that thee ect ofthe vertex correctionswe inclided as Jadder series is to renom alize
the g= 0 vertices as shown in eJ. {_5-_2_5,) for the spin-singlet case, and use these In one—loop
diagram s w ith no further corrections. T his corresponds to them inim alcouplingp ! p A
In the action, as one would expect by gauge invariance. If we assum e such a coupling,
and treat the low -energy, long-w avelength theory near the weak-strong transition as D irac
ferm ionsw ith relativistic digpersion and m inin al coupling to the extemal gauge eld, then
the expression for M as an integral over p covers only half the sphere In n space, and
wewould get 1 (dwave), 1=2 (-wave). The m issing part results from the ultraviolet
regulator in the eld theory version of the cakulation (78], or from a second form fon w ith
a xed mass in some Jattice m odels [/7]. In our caloulation, the rem ainder is provided by
the ultraviolkt region, where , ! Oask ! 1 . At the transition, = 0, themap is
discontinuous and covers exactly half the sphere in the p-wave case, so M = 1=2, as In

other problam s. In the d-wave case w ith rotational sym m etry, the value of j=u, jask ! 0

)

is nonuniversal, and hence so is the value of 2y

at the transition. This is a consequence
of the non-—relativistic form of the dispersion relation of the low-energy fermm ions in this
case. W e may also note that for a paired system on a lattice, as n m odels of high T.
superconductors, a sin ilar calculation w ill give an integral over the B rillouin zone, which
is a torus T?, fnstead of the k plane which can be com pacti ed to S?. But m aps from T?

to S? are again classi ed by the integers, and the integer w inding num ber is given by the
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sam e expression, so quantization isuna ected.

W e can also argue that the quantization result away from a transition is exact n a
transhtionally-nvariant system , at least in all orders in perturbation theory. For thiswe
use the om i eq. (528) or (53Q), where the W ard identity for the vertex hasbeen used.
D jagram m atically, it is clear that the exact expression can be sim ilarly w ritten, using the
exact (ie., all orders in perturbation) G reen’s finction and vertex function. (This is also
true when the CS gauge eld interaction is included.) TheW ard identity that relates them
is exact, and the resul for §y is of the sam e form as shown. T he next step, the frequency
Integrals, cannot be done explicitly in this case, because the precise form of the G reen’s
function is unknown, and the analogs of ,, 1 (©Or of ux, vx) do not exist. The Iatter
do not exist because in general the poles In the G reen’s function, which would represent
the quasiparticles, are broadened by scattering processes, except for the low est energies for
kinem atical reasons. H owever, the form 1n eg. C_S-;Z_a) is itself a topological nvariant, aswe
w illnow argue. A s long as there isa gap in the support of the spectral function ofG, G ()
is continuous and di erentiable on the im aginary frequency axis, and tends to T I=y
aspg ! il . ThusG ! exists and never vanishes. Considering the spih-singlkt case for
conveniencs, the spin-space structure is trivial, so wem ay perform the corresoonding traces,
and then G orG ! isa 2 2 m atrix, w ith the sam e reality properties on the In aginary
Po axis as in the BC S-H artreeFock approxin ation. (T he soin-triplet case should work out
sin ilarly, because of the algebraic structure already m entioned.) It thus represents a real
non-zero 4-com ponent vector, nR * 0, which topologically isthe sam easS’. S3 isobtained
by dividing G by itsnom , rGYG )2, and the nom alized G isa2 2 unitary m atrix w ith
detem inant 1, so it lies .n S°. The k space can be com pacti ed to S? asbefore, and the
frequency variable can be viewed as an elem ent of the interval I = ( 1;1), so the integral
isover S? I.However, since the lin it ofthe G reen’s filnction asp ! i1 for xedk is
independent of k, we can view this as sin ply S°. Thus we are dealing w ith m aps from S°3
to S?3, the equivalence classes of which are classi ed by the hom otopy group 5 (S3) = 2.
T he Integral we have obtained sin ply calculates the Integer w inding num ber or P ontryagin
Index ofthem ap, when properly nom alized (G can be nom alized to lie in SU (2) w ithout
a ecting the integral). T his establishes the quantization of 2 in a transhtionally—nvariant

Xy
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system w ih a gap, at least to all orders In perturbation theory, and probably can bem ade

fully non-perturbative (@s the W ard identity is already).
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C hapter 6

A dsorption on C arbon N anotubes

In this chapter we sw itch gears into one din ension and consider adsorption on nanotubes

as discussed in the introductory chapter, Section il 3.

6.1 N anotube geom etry

Fig. 5;; Mustrates the way In which a nanotube is cbtained by w rapping a graphite sheet.
The hexagons are at positions R, = na;y + ma ,wherea are prin itive lattice vectors
of the honeycomb lattice. The standard convention is to identify Rg; Rymu , and to
sin ply lJabelthe tube N ;M ). Thecase NN ;N ) isknown as the am chairtube, NN ;0) isthe
zig—zag, and all others are chiral. T here is a geom etric frustration whenever the w rapping
destroys the tripartite nature of the in nite sheet, which occurs when N M Jmod 3 is
non-zero (this criterion is fam iliar in the context of electronic conductivity #4)). T hus, both
zigzag and chiral tubes can be frustrated geom etrically, whereas am chair tubes cannot.
T he adsorption sites form a triangular lattice w rapped on the cylinder, which is shown In
Fiy. 62 fr the (7;0) zigzag. In the Hllow ing section we specify the Ham iltonian and
consider the sin plest (classical) lim it In which intersite tunneling of adatom s is prohibited.

W e willthen tum on the hopping perturbatively (the quantum case).
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Figure 6.1: An exam pl ofw rapping ofthe graphite sheet tom akea (2;1) tube. a aretheprin itive
Jattice vectors of the honecom b lattice. T he solid rectangle is the prin itive cell of the tube. The
tube can also be built up by stacking the dotted region along the axis w ith the solid dotted lines
identi ed. A Iso shown is the tripartite lJattice labeling A, B, C.
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H,/V

Figure 63: Phase diagram ofthe NN ;M ) tube

6.2 The H am iltonian and C lassical L 1n it

W hen the adsorbed gas is a hard-core boson, the lattice gas isde ned by the B ose-H ubbard

Ham iltonian i_él-g, :_éé]

X X
H= t bybJ + bé/bl‘l' \ niny niy (6.1)

1
hiji hiji i

where n; is the boson density at site i, V is the nearest neighbor repulsion and t is the
hopping am plitude. The occupation numbers n; are restricted to 0;1 by the hard-core
condition. There is a fam iliar Heisenberg spin representation [B1], which identi es S =

n; 1=2, SI = bi.l’,and S; = bi. The Ham iltonian is thus

X XaX YaVY X ZoZ X 4
H= 2t S5iSy+5;55+V Sisy H Si 62)
hiji hiji i
whereS¥=n; 1=2andH = 3V isan e ective extemalm agnetic eld. T hroughout the

paper we w ill use the soin and density representations interchangeably. The spin m odels
obtained in this way are sin ilar to recent exam ples of \spin tubes" [4g].

The Ising lin i of the spin models, t = 0 corresponds to the case when hopping is
forbidden, and already contains m any interesting features. W e start the analysis in this
regin e, ocbtaining the phase diagram as a function ofthe m agnetic eld, and then consider
quantum uctuations perturbatively in t=V . W e summ arize our results rst.

T he phase diagram in the tem peraturem agnetic eld plane of a typical tube is shown
in Fig.63. W hen the index g = M )mod 3 is 1 or 2, we nd fur Ibbes (solid

lines), corresponding to two plateaus w ith m agnetizationsm < 1=3 andm ; > 1=3. Here,
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we use the standard Ising notation n which spin is 1. Note that the plateaus are real
phasesonly at zero tem perature because the tube isonedin ensional. At nite tem perature,
the boundaries should be Interpreted as crossovers. Nonetheless, deep within a Iobe, at
kg T V , the m agnetizations are welkde ned. Speci cally, or g= 1, we cbtain the exact

expressions

2N + M

H.= 4 21 v 6.3)
c N + M

The com plem entary case of g = 2 is obtained by interchangihg N $ M . On the other
hand, those tubes w ithout geom etric frustration (= 0) behave sin ilarly to the at sheet
(dotted lines) which has only two lobes w ith m agnetizations 1=3 -'_[4_1]. In the at sheet,
the dotted lines are second order phase transitions In the universality class of the Potts3
m odels [8-_2] In our wrapped case, as the tube perin eter approaches the at sheet 1im i,
one expects that the geom etric frustration becom es irrelevant. Indeed, asN orM ! 1 ,
my andm squeeze 1=3 as the inverse of the tube diam eter and becom e indistinguishable.
Beyond the Iobes, where the eld is strong enough to overcom e all nearest neighbor bonds
(H#F#F > 6atkg T = 0), the tube is fully polarized. The lling fractions are obtained
from the m agnetizations by m = 2 1=2). The phase diagram , however, is m ore
easily visualized in tem s of spin sihce soin reversal, m $ m , corresponds to particlke-holk
symmetry,n $ 1 n.

W e have veri ed this prediction num erically by transfer m atrix m ethods I}_B-_:] for zig—zag
tubesup toN = 11 and for the chiraltubesup toN + M = 7:'_: The transfer m atrix row s
for a sam ple tube are delineated by dotted lnes In F ig. :_6-_.1-' Tt should be noted that sim ilar
transferm atrix calculations have been carried out forthe specialcase ofunfrustrated zig—zag
tubes (= 0) &jz_‘z] The m otivation in these earlier works was a nite size scaling analysis
of the solid phaseson at graphite.

A Though 7 is probably too am all to be physical, we believe that the argum ents In this

paper generalize to any tube. In FJg:_6-_Z; we digplay sam ple data for two zigzag tubes w ih

T he program m ing used the G nu in plem entation of Fortran 77 on a PC . Them ain stum bling block is
very large contributions to the partition function at low T ; the Lapack routine lbrary was used to handle

num bers outside ordinary m achine range.
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Figure 6.4: M agnetization and entropy per site at kg T = 0:05V

dierent gq: (7;0) and (B;0). The m agnetization curves show clar plateaus whose values

and transition eldsm atch those predicted by Eqg. € :?::) . By Increasing the tem perature
and follow Ing the evolution of the plateaus, we generate the phase diagram above.

W e nd that a rather interesting feature of the zigzag N ;0) tubes an erges, m aking
them exceptional. The Insets in F ig. :_6-_2} indicate an extensive entropy at zero tem perature,
which has plateaus, too. Upon enum erating the degenerate space explicitly (Section 6.3
below ), we shall show that the entropy is exactly s = (In2)=N and that i occurs in m .
forg= land hm forg= 2. In the presence of hopping, the non-degenerate plateaus
retain their gaps, whereas the degenerate ones becom e correlated states with a unigque
ground state and gaplkss excitations. M ore precisely, conform al nvariance develops and the
e ective theory has central charge c= 1 with a com pacti cation radiis, R, quantized by
the tube circum ference, R = N .

In order to understand the m agnetizations and nature of the geom etric frustration, i
is m ore intuitive to use the origihal bosonic picture. As a result of hard-core repulsion
on the In nite graphite sheet, them = 1=3 plateau corresgponds to 1lling one of the three
sublattices, A ;B orC , ofthe trangular Jattice. Thiscon guration m inim izes the repulsion,
Vniny, whilem axin izing the Iling, n. It isnaturalto try the sam e for nanotubes, aswe
Mustrate in Fjg.:_6-_.5-1 for (5;0). Upon w rapping, how ever, the thick vertical lines are identi ed
and the Jattice is no longer tripartite. In fact, the num ber of sublattice sites is no longer
equal, and there isam isn atch along the thick line, which we term the \zipper". O n the left
we IltheA sublattice, cbtaining the 1ling fraction ny = 2=5, and on the right eitherB or

C may be lledwih theresultthatn = 3=10.Forgeneral NN ;0) there are 2N hexagons In
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Figure 6.5: Fillings and zipper of the (5;0) zigzag tube. n corresponds to m

theunit cell, and the lling fractionsaren; = 2N =3e=2N andn = 2N =3c=2N , w here dxe
and bxc denote the larger and am aller of the two bounding integers of x, respectively. T he
m agnetizations In Eqg. {_6_.2-}) follow directly by using the correspondence m = 2 1=2).
Furthem ore, due to the sublattice m ism atch, the num ber density of ad poent particlks, ny,
m ay be non—zero. In the case of (5;0), there are two broken bonds per unit cell n n; , and
none n n . This result generalizes to any q= 2 zig—zag tube: np;, = 2=2N and n, = O.
Forg= 1, the argum ent goes through as before, except that np,, = 1=2N . W e sum m arize
this com pactly by ny, = g=2N .

Substituting these 1lings into the H am ittonian (§-:1-:) yieldstwo energiespersite, e ( ) =

V np n . The transition occurs when these levels cross: e = e ,0r
q d2N =3e 2N =3c
2 = 64)
2N 2N 2N
Solving for and using the correspondence H = 3V gives precisely the critical eld

in Eq. {63). In particular, this explains why there are exactly two independent plateaus.
N ote that, for the special case of the zig—zags, the critical eld depends only on g and not
on N per se.

In the above analysis, we have m ade only one assum ption, nam ely that the zipper runs
parallel to the tube axis. In general, the zipper m ay wind helically around the tube or
w Igglke sidew ays. However, In all the cases that we considered, the straight zipper has the
lowest energy, and m oreover, our transfer m atrix com putations, which are blind to this

assum ption, are consistent w ith our analysis.
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The chiral tubes are di erent. D ue to their geom etry the zipper is forced to w ind, but,
again, we nd that the choice of the straightest possible zipper reproduces our num erics for
N + M up to 7. The determ Ination ofthe llings and level crossings ism uch m ore involved
than that ofthe zig—zag, and we leave it for a m ore detailed paper. In any case, our analysis
reveals that the plateaus in a chiral tube are not m acroscopically degenerate, so that the

zig-zags are at a special degenerate point.

6.3 M acroscopic D egeneracy and Q uantum F luctuations

H aving understood in detail the Ising lm it, we now tum on a snallhopping, t V, that
Introduces quantum uctuations. D esp w thin a plateau, the substrate ism axin ally lled
since adding a particle increases ny,. Consequently, all plateaus begin w ith a classical gap
oforderV , and we work in the H ibert space of the classical ground states. T hose plateaus
which have only a discrete symm etry must retain their gaps, but the m acroscopically de—
generate plateaus are m ore com plicated.

Let us reconsider the n;  1ling ofthe (5;0) tube n Fig. '§-:§ N otice that a particke m ay
hop laterally by one site w thout changing ny, as we illustrate In Fig. :_6-_.5., Eeft. Im agihe
buiding a typicaln,; state layerby-layer from top to bottom , with a totalofL layers. Each
new Jayerm ust add exactly two lled sites and one nearest-neighbor bond (= 1=5). This
constraint in plies that no two ad pcent sitesm ay be occupied w ithin a layer; if they were,
then, to conserve ny, two ad poent sitesm ust be occupied in the next, and so on up the tube.
H owever, this state is not connected to any other by a single hop. Sin ilarly, the particles
cannot hop from Jlayer to layer because this adds another intra-layer bond. An allowed
state can be represented as a string of occupied sites, = f ;g,i= 1;:::;L,which in our
examplke is = f (5;3) 5;2) (5;3) g. At each layer, there are exactly two possibilities
for the ollow ing one. For exam ple, (1;4) can be followed by (1;4) orby (2;4). However,
the total num ber of possibilities at any given level is ve. Fig. E;_Z} (right) sum m arizes this
structure succinctly as a square lattice w rapped on the cylinder. A typical state, then, is
a lattice path along the tube. T here is a recent H ubbard m odel considered by Henly and

Zhang t_8-_3] of spinless ferm Jons on a square lattice in which the bookkeeping of states is
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Figure 6.6: LEFT : Typicalcon guration n n; (orm ) ofthe (5;0) tube. A kemating num bering
w ithin Jayersallow sa sym m etric description from bottom -to-top ortop-tobottom . RIGHT :A llowed

states as paths on a w rapped square lattice. T he vertex labelsm ay be dropped.

very sin ilar.

G eneralizing to NN ;0), we ndN possble states in each layer and two in the sucoeeding
one, and the structure of states is again that of a w rapped square lattice wih N squares
along the circum ference. T he dim ension of the H ibert space is the num ber of Jattice paths,
N 2F, so that in an in nitely long tube, the entropy per site is exactly (h2)=N , as clain ed
earlier. N otice that constrained paths introduce correlations along the length of the tube,
despite the absence of inter-layer hopping.

Them atrix elem ents of the pro gcted H am iltonian connect only those states that di er

by a singlke hop: 3
2

N .
ﬁjl?

P
2t if . ,;=1L 1

1 ii

(6.5)
0 othemw ise

It tums out that this Ham iltonian is exactly solvable, being closely related to a class of
solid-on-solid m odels that were Introduced by Pasquier B-gi]. In the follow ng section we
derive the continuum lim it ofH , and we con m the result num erically in the succeeding

section.

6.3.a Continuum Lim it

In the previous section, the paths were labeld, or clarity, by a string of occupied sites on

the nanotube. A sin pler representation is to work w ith the w rapped square lattice directly,
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w here the path is uniquely speci ed by an Initial point and its direction in each layer. W e
w ill label the topm ost layer by i = 1 wih i increasing by 1 with each downward m ove.
T here are L layers of hexagons and we in pose periodic boundary condiions, L + 1 1.In
order for the layers to m atch, I has to be even.

To specify the nitial point on , we chose an \anchor" on one ofthe N sites in the
i= 1 layer ( = 1;:::;N ). Now, represent a step to the right in layer i by a femm ion, c}’,

and a step to the kft by a hol, c;. A state j i In the H ibert space, S, is represented by

ji=3ji ¢dq 1 Pici (6.6)

where isthe andchor site iIn the rst layer and i3 p ard the layers w here the path steps
to the right. For mstance, the portion ofthepath n g. 6.8 isj i= Bi dcic

T he ferm Jonic representation is convenient since there is exactly one step In each layer, but
hard-core bosons can also be used. In any case, In one din ension they are equivalent. The
num ber of particles (steps to the right) and holes (steps to the keft) must add up to L in
order for the path to close on itself along the length of the tube. Each path also has a
topological character for the num ber of tin es that it w inds around the tube, which must

beamultiple of N for the path to close. These two conditionsm ay be w ritten as

Np+ Ny L ©.7)

Np Ny, = KWV ; (©.8)

where N 4 is the number of particles or hols, and b is an integer. If the particles are
assigned a charge, then N is the total charge. Note that b= 0 corresponds to half- 1ling,
Np= Ny = L=2.

W henever it is allowed w ithin a layer, a single hop changes the step sequence rightJleft
to lefbright and vice versa, which corresponds to ¢, ;¢ or cciw 1. In a layer without a
kink no hops are possible, and the hopping tem s vanish by ferm ionic statistics. Since we
are working in periodic boundary conditions, the boundary tem s, c‘l'cL and c{ ¢ ,must be
treated m ore carefully. A hop at this point is necessarily accom panied by a translation of

the anchorpointby 7 17 Jj 1i. Let us represent this operation by
R ji=j 1i (6.9)
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with RY = R, . Cylindrical w rapping requires a Zy symm etry because j Ni Ji ie.
RY = R . Puttihg the buk and boundary hopping tem s together, the Ham iltonian of

eqn. (-__.E-g) becom es
" #
H= 2t .+ R dg + hx:: (6.10)

i-
=1

W e can think of H as describing free ferm jons on a periodic one din ensional chain w ith a
Zy Inpuriy on one of the bonds.

H can be diagonalized exactly In m om entum space. G oing around the tube lengthw ise
contributes a phase e** whike going around the perin eter contrbutese! ,with = 2 a=N

@= 1;::5N 1). T herefore toroidalboundary condiions require

et =1 611)

Or,

2 v
k= n+

I ; (6.12)

a
N
where v = 2t is the velocity and n is an Integer. T he Ham iltonian contains the usual free

particle dispersion, but w ith the allowed k given by eqn. {6 _-2),

X
H= 4t ooskdq : (6.13)
K

If the spectrum is linearized around the Fem im om entum , kr j (@t half 1ling), then at
an allk, nonzero a states cost an additional energy of 2 v=L) @=N Y.

Thea=N o set in k can be thought ofasam inim ally coupled vector potential such that
them agnetic eld isa - ux tube through the torus containing (@=N ) ux quanta. In other
words, one of the bonds along the chain (the \anchor") had Zy symm etry, whose e ect is
equivalent to a ux tube. Fig. 6.7 illustrates this equivalence. The o set in k is like a total
current in the ferm ion system .

Atthispoint, one can seetwo topologicale ectsofthetorus. FirstistheZ ¢y ux tube, or
total current. A swe have seen, its contribution to the energy near kr jwas 2 v=L) @=N )2 .

Second is the path winding along the lngth of the tube, or total charge, eqn. (6.7). Iks
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Figure 6.7: The lft ring show s the Zy in puriy on the anchorbond Wwavy line). T he right ring
show s the equivalent altemative, w here the In purity is replaced by a ux tube through the torus.

contribution to the energy near %y jis sin ilar, ¢ v=L) (N =2)?. T he total energy due to

these topological sectors is
|

2 v a® N 2
— +

— 6.14
L N2 4 ( )

Ea;b=

This expression is fam iliar from the Luttinger liquid m odel of one-din ensional spinless
Fem ions Efg]
W e can now obtain the continuum lm it ofourm odel. It iswellknown that free ferm ions

In one din ension are equivalent to free bosons. T he corresponding Lagrangian is
1
L=oF @) vE&)l; (6.15)

where ’ isthebosonic eld. L isa conformm ally invariant theory w ith central charge c= 1.
W e con cture that the topologicale ects that we described above com e from com pactifying

’ on a circle of radiusR,

+ 2 R : (6.16)

By ocom pactifying the boson, topological m odes (or zero m odes) appear. In eld theory,
they are conventionally obtained from electric and m agnetic m onopols. T he energy of the

zero m odes is
!
2 v a® K¥R?

- - n ; 617
L R?2 4 ( )

0 _
Ea;b_

where a and b are integers labeling the fiindam ental cycles on the torus. C om paring E g;b

to E .4 (6.14), we nd that R = N . The ordinary phonon, (oscillator) m odes exist on
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Figure 6.8: The gap scales as 1=N °L.

top of each topological sector and sin ply contribute the usual phonon energy, so that the

com plete dispersion is
_g0 L2 L
E = Ea;b+ TJ’]]. (6.18)

T he overall picture of a com pacti ed boson w ith central charge c= 1 is consistent w ith

the solid-on-solid m odels of P asquier @9]

6.3b Num erics

W e have diagonalized the originalH am ittonian, eqn. (_-_5.) num erically w ith periodicbound-
ary conditions for system sizesup toN = 11 and L = 10. D ue to the sparsenessof Hm we
were also able to obtain the ground state energy up toL = 16. Wewill x 2t= 1 in what
ollow s.

W e nd that the degeneracy is lifted and the ground state becom es unique and uniform .
T he ground state energy, Eo (L), ©llows E g 061L,. 031 c=L.ThelowestN 1 excied
states are given by .= a? =N L), with = 129 035, which is shown n Fig. 6.8
fora = 1;2;3. A1l of these Jkvels are doubly degenerate. This ground state energy and
spectrum are in perfect agreem ent w ith free bosons com pacti ed on a radiusR= N ,aswe
described In the previous section.

R ight-and left-m oving oscillator m odes ofenergy !, = vk, ,where k, = 2 n=L, appear

in the spectrum , but ora < N the zero m odes are the Iowest. Our spectrum i Fig.6.8
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corresponds to Eg;b wih b= 0. Them odes wih non—zero b are very high in energy and
are washed out by our an all system size. To x ,we ook at higher Iow lying levels (which
also scalke lke 1=L). W e nd that the N 'th exciation energy is independent of N and
quadruply degenerate. T his can happen only ifthe N th zero m ode, E ON 0= 2 V= ’L, is
degenerate w ith the lowest oscillatormode, ! ; = 2 v=L, which xes = 1. Thus, the
com pacti cation radius isR = N . The velocity can be read o from the slopes in F ig. '§-_8-:
asv= =2 . W ithih our accuracy, v = 2. The rest of our spectrum is consistent w ith

these param eters. For instance, we nd a unigque, zero-m om entum statewith a = b= 0,
w hich consists of one right—-and one left-m oving oscillator m ode wih n = 2 =L at energy

E = 2E;.Notethat is xed only by counting degneracies, not by tting any param eters.

6.3.c H igher O rder C orrections

T he preceeding discussion is valid to rst order in t=V . T he next tem s are of order t?=V
and nvolve virtual transitions to adatom con gurations that are not in the degenerate

subspace S . The generic form is
2 3

+ X
v Es? bbb Ps (619)

hijitk 11
where Pg is a proction operator into S . Another way ofw riting the second order pertur-

bation is the fam iliar fom ,

X hOf3ih H9
hOH3i! hOH3i j;] Eﬁjl; (6.20)

where § 1;7% 2 S whilke 12 S. E isthe energy of the virtual state. E = E o are, of
course, constant, and allenergy di erences are due to the nearest neighbor repulsion V n in5.

T here are three types of virtual processes: (i) single particlke hopping from to 6 9,
(i) two particle correlated hopping from  to 6 Yand (ili) singke particke diagonalhopping
from  back nto . For concreteness, consider process (i) in the (5;0) state In  g. i6.8.
W heneverthereisakink in , such asin the third Jayer from the top, the contridbution to eqn.
C_E-i _-.Z_E]) from allvirtualhopsis (35=6)4€ =V . Forexam ple, the adatom on site 3 can hop Into

any one of its six neighbors w ith the energy denom inators 1=2+ 1=2+ 1=2+ 1=2+ 1=2+ 1=3

(in units of 2=V ). Sim ilarly, the adatom on site 5 contrbutes 1+ 1+ 1, or a total of
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35=6 (it is forbidden to hop one site over to the right because the resulting state isin S).
O n the other hand, if there is no kink, the contribution is 8 26V . The criterion for
a kink in layer i is 2[1=4 (v 1=2) (s 1 1=2)]= 1, wherenn = czci; otherw ise this
quantity vanishes. Sin ilarly, the absence of a kink is synonym ous w ith the nonvanishing of

20=4+ @®; 1=2) @1 1=2)]. T hus, the total diagonal contribution to H can be w ritten

H! H

82 X X 35 1 ‘g +l L i 4
— — - r; — B — n; — n; — —

v . 6 4 i 2 i+t 1 2 i 2 i+t 1 2 4 J J

" #
u 42 X 13X 13X +8 41 < ©621)
= ~ =y niftiv 1 251 J J:
v 3 5 3 i

For generalN , the correction scales like N . The essentialterm in the last line ofeqn. (6.21)
is the rst one. This fourferm jon interaction renom alizes the radius R by corrections of
order &V .

Let us retum to processes (i) and ({). An exam ple of (i) is the adatom in the third
layer from the top, site 5, hopping to the second layer, site 1, and then back into the third
layer, site 1. The Interm ediate state isnot in S. This process serves only to renom alize
t because its am plitude is the sam e for all kinks. An exampl of (i) is the particke in
the fourth layer, site 5, hopping to site 4, lowed by the particke In the third layer, site
5, hopping to site 1 in the sam e layer. This correlated hopping occurs In a con guration
containing the sequence particlke-hole-hole or holeparticleparticlke, which corresponds to a
next-nearest neighbor interaction ciiﬁr 2cxi’+ 1Ci+ 16+ hci. W e have not analyzed allsuch temm s
In detail, and it is possible that there is a delicate cancellation of the term s (i) and (i)
when the elds are linearized around kr j but we consider i m ore lkely that they do not
cancel so that R is renom alized at order &=V .

One can also consider the extreme lin it in which t V . In thiscase, the XX Z Ham i
tonian In egn. ('_-_.i,) is sin ply the XY model on a cylinder. Let us denote the spin anglke
relative to the cylindrical surface by / (X; ), where x is the coordinate along the tube and

is the coordinate around the perim eter. Uniqueness of the wavefunction requires that ’
hasthe periodicity ' x; + 2 )= "' (x; )+ 2 m,wherem isan Integer. The low energy
excitations are purely along the length of the tube; excitations around the perin eter w ill

cost an energy on the order of 1=N , which is large com pared to 1=L . Thuswe can freeze
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(C)

Figure 69: The llingsforN = 2. n, = 1=2 @) andn = 1=4 (o). Each adatom can live at
either site in its layer because each site is connected to every site in the neighboring layers. (c)
show s the trdangular lattice in the plane; the horizontaldouble bond is due to the periodiciy around
a cylinder. (c) is exactly the geom etry of the soin ladder studied by other authors @bei with

di erent coupling).

the ooordinate, and the energy density is proportionalto &’ F. Sice the periodicity
is still ’ "+ 2 m,weend up wih a free boson com pacti ed on radiusRxy = 1. The
question is how the adsorption regime t V , which is also a com pacti ed boson but on

radiusR = N , is reached.

64 SpecialCase: N = 2

Before concluding w ith the e ective theory, we should point out that the geom etry of the
(2;0) tube is special; all sites in adpcent layers are interconnected. A s a resul, all of is
plateaus have an extensive entropy, and we nd that hopping opensa gap in both plateaus.
Fig. :_6-:5. Mustrates this exosption. At either 1ling, the adatom in each layer is free to hop
to either SJte| both con gurations are iso-energetic because each site is contiguous to all
sites In the neighboring layers. Hence both plateaus are m acroscopically degenerate. In
the presence of hopping, each adatom lives in a double well potential, which has a gap of
order t. In fact, this tube can be w ritten as a spin chain that hasbeen studied at isotropic

coupling 'gz'j], 2t= V . Twoplatesauswere found in this case, and it istem pting to speculate
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w hether the two regin es are connected adiabatically.

6.5 D iscussion and C onclusion

O ne observable consequence of conform al sym m etry is that the low tem perature heat ca—
pacity is xed by cB4l:
2 2
v v
C=c i T = i T (622)

Tt is notew orthy that, even though the digpersion of the oscillator m odes is independent
of N , the spectrum rem embers, via the zero-m odes, the nie radius of the nanotube.
Furthem ore, R is quantized by N ; in the Janguage of Luttinger liquids, thism eans that the
Luttinger param eter is xed by topology, sin ilarly to the case of edge states in a fractional
quantum Hall uid ['5-5], and In contrast to quantum w ires W here the Luttinger param eter
can vary continuously). Because there is no inter-ayer hopping, is tied to transverse,
rather than to longiudinal, density uctuations along the tube.

Finally, et usbrie y view the spin tube asa quantum soin lJadderto see if it yields a gap—
Jess state in the degenerate plateaus. A standard approach is to use a Ligb-Schultz-M attis
(LSM ) argum ent, In which the soins are deform ed slow Iy along the length L8-§] Appling
it to our tube, we nd that a plateau is gapless if S M is not an integer, where S and
M are the total spin and m agnetization, respectively, per layer (@ layer being the N sites
around the perin eter). Using S = N =2 and the m agnetizations from Eqn. {6.3), we nd
that S M isan Integer in them acroscopically degenerate plateaus, so that the LSM argu-—
m ent is Insu cient In this case. A conclusive argum ent m ust take the geom etric frustration
Into acoount, which is further evidence that our state is strongly correlated.

In conclusion, we have studied the problm ofm onolayer adsorption on carbon nanotubes
and identi ed several Interesting 1lling fraction plateaus. Since the di erence between the
plateaus decreases slow ly, as the nverse of the tube diam eter, experim ental m easurem ent
should be frasbl for large enough tubes. W e have identi ed the zig—zag tubes as ex-—
ceptional, n which the geom etric frustration together w ith quantum uctuations lead to
conform alsym m etry. T he e ective theory is free com pacti ed boson, which has a quantized

radiusto rst order in the hopping. The only other such theory In nature that we are aware
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of are the chiral edge states In a quantum Hall uid, where the radiis is quantized by the

buk Iling fraction. T here are Interesting questions related to the large hopping 1m it.
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C hapter 7

Sum m ary

It is widely believed by both theorists and experin entalists that the com posite particke
construct is required for a fillunderstanding ofthe fractionalquantum Halle ect FQHE).
In this thesis we take the point of view that a great deal of the FQHE physics can be
understood by procting to the Iowest Landau level (LLL) at the outset, which allow s us
to develop a com posite particke form alism at various 1ling fractions, . Inidally the com —
posites are abstract operators building up the m any-particlke Fodk space, but later analysis
of physical operators, m any-particke wavefunctions, and response fiinctions reveals an in-—
terpretation in tem s of vortices bound to an underlying particlke. O ur theory departs from
m ost other theoretical work in this area, which uses singular ux attachm ent to m ap the
problem into a Chem-Sim ons action. W e treat both ferm ionic and bosonic statistics of the
underlying particks.

W hen theunderlying particles (orparticles, for short) arebosons, the appropriate form u-
Jation is In term s of com posite ferm ions. T he originalH am ittonian for the bosons ism apped
exactly into a H am iltonian for com posite ferm ions w ith an in nite num ber of constraints.
T o preserve the constraints, we use a conserving approxin ation to derive an e ective theory
m icroscopically. In addition to a selfconsistent theory of ncom pressble quantum liquids
in the LLL, our approach provides a m ethod to calculate the e ective m ass (gap) and the
single particle spectrum of the com posite ferm ions, which arise sokly from the interactions
between the particles. This calculation extends previous work In the specialcase = 1 to

arbitrary . A recent proposalraisesthe intriguing progpect of cbservinga FQ HE ofbosons
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In rotating atom ic BoseE instein condensates.

The com plam entary case is com posite bosons. The ground state for a perturbation
expansion is m acroscopically degenerate, which precludes a m icroscopic derivation of an
e ective theory. W e Pllow an alemate approach by constructing a phenom enological
Landau-G InZburg action based on a symm etry analysis. A crucial ingredient in the ac-
tion is the Intemal structure of the com posite particle, which, at = 1=p, consists of p
vortices bound to the particle. For p = even the particles are bosons whik forp = odd
they are ferm jons. O ur m odel incorporates this structure through gauge potentials that
couple to the ntemaldegrees of freedom . T he spectrum ofthe e ective theory contains the
so—called m agnetoroton excitation, which seem s to be the rst analytic observation of this
phenom enon.

T he next portion ofthe thesis is an exam nation ofpaired states ofbosons or ferm ions in
two dim ensions. T he class of pairings that we investigate includes non-zero relative angular
m om entum , which is a state that breaks both parity and tin e reversal Invariance. Part of
ourm ethod isbased on B ardeen-C ooperSchrei er BC S) theory and is lJargely Independent
of the FQHE . However, in the context of the FQHE, we use a mean eld approxin ation
that m aps particles In a net m agnetic eld Into com posite particles in zero eld. TheBCS
approach then applies to the com posite particls.

For bosonic particles, we consider p-w ave pairing of spin-1=2 bosons and d-w ave pairing
of spinless bosons. In the FQHE, the form er case is a singlet known as the \pem anent"
state and the latter isthe \Ha nian". E ach state can be w ritten as a trialwavefiinction that
is the unique ground state of its corregponding H am iltonian. By analyzing the spectrum
of the Ham ittonian directly or by applying the mean eld BCS theory, we nd that the
pem anent sits on the transition between the polarized Laughlin state (@ Bose condensate
of com posite particles) and a Bose condensate w ith helical order. The soin order of the
pem anent is that ofan antiSkym ion. Sin ilarly, the Ha nian is on the transition between
a Laughlin state and a strong coupling paired state. O fcourse, these conclusions can stand
alone w ithout reference to the FQHE because they can be derived sokly w ithin the BCS
fram ew ork.

For ferm ionic particles, we carry through a conserving approxin ation for the spin con—
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ductivity. W e show that the lnduced action for an extemal gauge eld that couplesto spin
isa Chem-8Sinons (CS) tem . In the d-wave case we cbtain the non-abelian SU (2) CS tem
because the systam is spin—rotationally invariant, w hereas the p-wave case gives an abelian
U (1) temm since it hasonly U (1) symm etry. In both cases, the Hall soin conductivity is a
topological nvariant, w hich characterizes the w inding of the order param eter In m om entum
space. This is a m icroscopic proof of quantization that was proposed in earlier works by
other authors.

T he Jast part of the thesis deals w ith adsorption on carbon nanotubes, which is a one-
din ensional problem . The hexagon centers serve as adsorption sites for hard core atom s,
allow ing the system to be treated as a lattice gas on a triangular lattice wrapped on a
cylinder. Thism odelisequivalent to a type ofquantum spin tube. T he w rapping Introduces
geom etric frustration on top ofthe frustration ofthe triangular lattice, lkeading to interesting
physics. In the spin language, we nd m agnetization plateaus in all tubes in the Ising
Iim it, which is con m ed both analytically and num erically. However, the zig-zag tubes
are exceptional and contain plateaus that are m acroscopically degenerate. W hen quantum
hopping is allow ed, the specialplateausbecom e gapless phases that are descrbed by ac= 1
conform altheory ofa com pacti ed boson. T he theory is derived analytically and con m ed
num erically. Perhaps the m ost ram arkable feature is that the radius of com pacti cation is
quantized by the tube diam eter. This brings us back to the FQHE, where the theory of
edge states is also characterized by a (chiral) conform alboson com pacti ed on a quantized

radiis.
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A ppendix: N on-C om m utative

Fouriler T ransform

Ourulim ate ain In this subsection is to Introduce constructs that w illallow us to take the
them odynam ic lm i, N ! 1 , and to Introduce them om entum k so as to take advantage
oftranslational invariance. A s discussed by severalauthors [12,15,118], k isa good quantum
numberand 2 k willtum out to be the dipole m om ent. T he form alismn n this appendix
has been discussed In m ore detailby t_l-g], and we include it here for com pleteness.
Consider the special case of one attached vortex with B; = By, as introduced in

Sections :_2-i_Ig: and :_é_.-l_.g':. W e rst introduce real space wavefunctions by analogy to the

usualm atter eld:

c(z; ) Up (Z)un () Gin

mn

d(jz) = up (g @) & ¢ (71)

mn

O ur convention is to use z for the lkeft coordinate and — for the right. C om plex con jigation
re ects the two opposite charges. There is only one m agnetic length ‘ In this problem
because the m agnitude of the charges is equal. T his is a rather singular lim it of our two—
particle construction in Section :_2-_.1_.T9'; In this Ilim it the e ective magnetic eld is B =

B1+ B, = 0, and the pseudom om entum and translation operators, and K , are dentical

ean. £21)).
In the z, basis, the densities becom e
7
Ry = Fz I( 2)cEziY
7
Lz;Z2% = & (D) (72)
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T hus Integration has replaced sum m ation over indices. It is convenient to introduce a binary
operation to represent integration over one set of coordinates,
Z
@ b zh)= dz alziz)bE;z) ; (73)
oftw o operators, & and B, which is just m atrix m ultiplication. It is also convenient to de ne

the -ocomm utator by

m;bl=a b b a: (7 .4)
This allow s us to w rite
Ro= @ e
A= e B (7.5)

AL

N ote the nom al ordering In necessary to avoid sign am biguities.

C onsider the plane wave, e* ¥ profcted to the LLL . Follow ing the previous discussion

of two particles in Section iI_q',eqn. C_2-.-2_2),r= R+ Ry)=2 In zero e ective eld. The

plane wave operator now becom es

ok T ok RER2)=2 (7.6)

Tts representation In the z, ooordinates is cbtained by acting on the lowest weight eigen—
- - —) = Lo 3¥F §33+37

function ;0. Recall that, or B; = By o00(i) = 5-e i 4 2% , where the

m agnetic length hasbeen set to unity. It isnot di cult to show that ¢, (z;7) is dentical

to the delta function in the LLL.

@i )= Un @un () : (7.7)

In the LLL, ac:tsase:><pec:l’.ed:A a= 4" = 4. The constrant is thus ® = A,or

= 079

The di erential representation ofR ;, In the z, coordinates was constructed in Sec—

tion iig'). A cocording to the prescription, the plane wave acting on A yilds the LLL

representation
likzt k™) L4
T E R C S (7.8)
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By either straightforw ard Integration or by usihg the com m utator ofR 1, egn. (_é _Q), we

nd that the % cbey

1, A0
Lik~k
% K= Tk+xo €2 ; (7.9)

where we have Introduced the shorthand notation, "k = 2 k and k ~ ¥ k Ay
T he phase factor is the area of a triangk form ed by k and k° so that the phase counts the

ux enclosed by the trianglk. Hence we interpret % as a m agnetic translation in the plane
by "k t_1'§i] T he connection to plane waves extends to com plteness and orthonom ality

properties, which de nes a \noncom m utative Fourier transform ". In particular,

Try D = 2 &+ 8); (7.10)
7
d’k
- x ZZ) (7Y = @) (D (711)
R
The Tr stands for a trace de ned by Tra = &z a(z;z). W e can now de ne the Fourier
transform and its inverse:
o —_— Z d2k o .
clz;7) = (27)3:2% x Z:;7) s (7.12)
a = @ Y2 Tre A (713)

P
Theextra 2 factorsare notused In general; they are speci c to the Fourder transform of

the ¢’s in order for the com m utators to retain their conventional form
Bicdd =7 &k B (7.14)

T herefore, we have constructed com posite particles w ith m om entum k and dipole m om ent
“k, whith em erged from m agnetic translations perpendicular to k. W hen the underlying
particlkes are bosons, anticom m uators are required in eqn. {_7-_.1_5:) . Thisde nesthe com posite
ferm ion. The Fodk space of ferm ionsat = 1 is trivial, consisting of exactly one function,
so com posite bosons are not usefiil in this case.

Next we would lke to apply the Fourier transform to the left and right densities In eqn.

{_-_-),which becom e

Z
&’k Ln
AR _ ik~ g
=T et k 3a+ 3a (715
Z 2
d“k 1ina
AL sik"~qg .
i T e "% 1q%eial (7.16)



T he comm utators of %, are fam iliar in the quantum Halle ect b5, 90, B1], de ning an
In niteLiealgebra known asW ; . The constraints appear particularly sin ple in m om entum

Soace:

N 2T @=0; (7.17)

which enforces a uniform vortex density, ~ .
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