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Thisthesisisa theoreticalanalysisofsam pletwo-and one-dim ensionalsystem s.Thetwo-

dim ensionalexam plesarethequantum Hallliquid and anom alouspaired states.Them ost

widely accepted e�ective theory ofthequantum Hallliquid isbased on theso-called Chern

Sim onsLagrangian,butitisnotentirely satisfactory. W e obtain the �rstderivation ofan

alternative e�ective theory from m icroscopic principles. O urform ulation allows fora �rst

principles derivation ofphysicalquantities such as the e�ective m ass and com pressibility

and containsthe�rstanalyticalobservation ofthem agnetoroton.Theform alism developed

along the way is also applied to paired states in anom alous supeconductors, a topic of

m uch recent interest. The one-dim enisonalsystem is the carbon nanotube. G as uptake

in nanotube bundles is currently attracting a wealth ofresearch with both applied and

fundam entalim plications. W e propose adsorption ofgaseson the surface ofa single tube,

�ndingstrong correlationsand sym m etriesthathavenotbeen observed yet.Theproperties

ofthesestatesaredirectly relevantto otherone-dim ensionalstructuressuch asspin ladders

and stripesand raise interesting and open questions.
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C hapter 1

Introduction

1.1 C om positeParticlesin theFractionalQ uantum H allE�ect

Thetechnologicalinnovation thatm adediscovery ofthequantum Halle�ect(Q HE)possible

is called a M O SFET,or m etaloxide sem iconductor �eld e�ect transistor. Undersuitable

conditions,electrons are e�ectively con�ned to two dim ensions by an inversion layer [1].

Inversion layersareform ed atan interface ofa sem iconductorand an insulatororbetween

two sem iconductorswith one ofthem acting asan insulator.Theoriginalsystem in which

the Q HE was discovered was between Si(sem iconductor) and SiO 2 (insulator). M ore re-

cently the sem iconductor-sem iconductor system G aAs-AlxG a1� xAs (with G aAs acting as

thesem iconductor)hasbeen used.Theparam eterisapproxim ately x � 0:2.Typically the

layersofG aAsand AlG aAsaregrown with atom icprecision using m olecularbeam epitaxy.

The necessary donorsthatare required forthe inversion layerto form are im planted away

from theinterfaceallowing very high electron m obility within theinversion layer.Forsom e

sam ples,an externalvoltage m ay beused to controlthedensity ofelectrons.

The originaldiscovery by von K litzing, Dorda, and Pepper in 1980 has com e to be

known astheintegerquantum Halle�ect(IQ HE).In brief,theyfound thatwhen am agnetic

�eld isapplied perpendicularto the electron layer,the electron currentresponse ispurely

transverse and quantized. M ore precisely,the currentdensity respondsto an electric �eld
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by ji=
P

j�ijE j,wherethe conductivity tensoris

� =

2

6
4

0 � �e2=h

�e2=h 0

3

7
5 :

h is Planck’s constant,e is the electron charge,and � is a sm allinteger. Thus the con-

ductivity isquantized in fundam entalunits,independently ofspeci�cm aterialparam eters.

The diagonalconductivity vanishes,so the state is dissipationless. The actualm easured

quantitiesaretheconductanceand/orresistance.Theoreticalunderstandingofthise�ectis

based on m odelsofindependentelectronsin thepresenceofdisorder,and isquitedeveloped

by now.

In this thesis we willbe concerned with an e�ect that was discovered shortly after

the IQ HE,which is known as the fractionalquantum Halle�ect (FQ HE).In 1982,Tsui,

St�orm er, and G ossard found that, in extrem ely pure sam ples at very low tem perature,

the integer � above can be replaced by a hierarchy ofrationalnum bers,� = p=q. In the

quantum lim it !c� � 1, where !c = eB =m and � is the electronic scattering tim e, �

showsplateausatthese fractionsasthe chem icalpotentialisvaried.Theleading fractions

were found to have q = odd,form ing an incom pressible quantum liquid. Since then,q =

even states are understood to have their own com plem entary set ofphenom ena [2]. In

contrastto theodd denom inator�llings,they arecom pressibleFerm iliquid-likestatesand

are notcharacterized by plateausin the conductivity (atleastforp � 3;� = 5=2 m ay be

an exception [3]). Theoreticalunderstanding ofthe FQ HE has progressed rapidly,butis

not yet com plete. For instance,problem s which depend in detailon the interaction and

disorder,such astransitionsbetween theplateaus,arenotwellunderstood.Q uestionshave

also arisen recently on the nature ofthe e�ective theory for � < 1 even in pure sam ples.

Thisisthe issuewe willtackle in thispartofthe thesis.

Letusbriey sum m arize the salientingredientsofthe theory.Thefundam entallength

scale forelectronsin a m agnetic �eld B is

‘B =
�
�hc

eB

�1=2

:

Itisindependentofm aterialparam etersand isin therangeof50� 100�A.Theindependent

particlestatesareparam eterized by Landau levels(LL)ofenergy E n = �h!c(n+ 1=2).Each

9



LL ishighly degenerate;thenum berofstatesperunitarea ofone fullLL isgiven by

�0 = 1=2�‘2B = eB =hc

The last equality can be rewritten as �0 = B =�0,where �0 is the unitux quantum ,so

thatthedegeneracy ofonefullLL iscounted by thenum berofux quanta in theexternal

�eld. In this sim pli�ed m odel,electrons successively occupy the Landau levels,and the

proportion ofoccupied statesisdenoted by the�lling fraction,�.Iftheelectron density is

� then

� = �=�0 : (1.1)

TheIQ HE occursatintegral�,when an integralnum beroflevelsare full.

However, the FQ HE occurs when certain rational fractions of LL’s are �lled. The

theoreticalunderstanding ofthisphenom enon startswith Laughlin’sapproach in 1983 [4].

He proposed a variationalwavefunction forthe ground state at� = 1=p,p = odd,which is

a fractionally �lled lowestLandau level(LLL).Assum ing that!c islarge com pared to the

electron-electron interaction,only theLLL should describethephysicsatlow energies.For

N electronswith coordinateszi= xi+ iyi,the Laughlin wavefunction is,

 (z1;:::;zN )=
NY

i< j

(zi� zj)
p

NY

i

e� jzij
2=4‘2

B :

Thisfunction iscom posed ofsingleparticlestatesin theLLL and isproperly antisym m etric

in keepingwith ferm ionicstatistics.Thetwom ain featuresof	are(i)thereisazeroon each

electron,and (ii)each electron seesotherelectronsasm agneticux dueto theaccum ulated

phase in dragging one coordinate around another. The basic excitations are quasiholes

and quasielectronswith fractionalcharge � e=p.Clearly thiskind ofe�ectisdueto strong

correlationsin theuid.Thequasiparticlesalso obey fractionalstatistics,asarticulated by

Halperin [5]and by Arovasetal.[6].Experim entaldata isconsistentwith fractionalcharge

at� = 1=3 and thatthe basic excitations at� = 1=2 are neutral[7,8,9]. Already we see

a collective behaviorthatisvery di�erentfrom Ferm iliquids. In fact,the Laughlin state

describesa strongly correlated quantum liquid thatcannotbereached perturbatively from

the Ferm iliquid. Asoriginally noted by Laughlin,itisaccepted thatthe FQ HE liquid is

isotropic and incom pressible.
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M uch ofthe currentunderstanding ofquantum liquidsrelieson e�ective �eld theories.

In the case of the FQ HE the m ost successfulhas been the Chern-Sim ons (CS) theory

[10].Fortuitously,CS actionswere being form ally developed concurrently in a purely �eld

theoretic context [11]. O ne starts with a transform ation that represents each electron as

a boson plusan odd num berof e� of�-ux tubes. Fractionalstatisticsem ergesasa Berry

phase when particlesorvorticesare dragged around ux tubes.Afterthe transform ation,

the action containsa U(1)Chern-Sim onsterm thatcouplesto the ferm ion density.Atthe

fractions� = 1=q (q= odd),thestatisticalgauge potentiala isdeterm ined by therelation

� = �
�

2�
r � a (1.2)

(where �h = c= 1).ThefullLagrangian includesa by m inim alcoupling and the statistical

gaugetransform ation allowsusto replacetheferm ionsby a bosonic�eld,�.Thecom plete

gauge invariantLagrangian is

LC S = �
y(i@t� A0 � a0)� �

1

2m
j(ir + A + a)�j2 +

�

4�
�
���

a�@�a�

�
1

2

Z

d
2
y�(x)V (x � y)�(y); (1.3)

where A 0;A isthe externalpotential. The third term isthe U(1)CS term (� isthe Levi-

Civita sym bol)and the lastterm isthe interaction. The de�ning equation (1.2)fora can

be viewed asan equation ofm otion.To com pletely determ ine a,one can use conservation

ofcharge,@t� + @iJi= 0,to obtain thedynam icsequation,Ji= � �

2�
�ij@taj.Togetherwith

eqn.(1.2)thiscom pletely determ inesthe statisticalgauge �eld a.

The net�eld isthe sum ofthe external�eld and the �-ux tubes.O n the average,for

a uniform density ofparticles,the two �elds cancelwhen � = 1=e� (that is,hA + ai= 0)

and we are leftwith bosonsin zero net�eld. The Laughlin state can thusbe interpreted

asa bose condensate ofthe electron-ux tube com posite. In principle,one can substitute

bosonic particles for electrons and use an even e�. Som e understanding ofthe states with

even denom inator,e.g.� = 1=2,hasbeen achieved in thisfram ework [2].In thiscase,the

com posite ferm ions form a Ferm isea and the resultant phase is Ferm i-liquid like. Paired

states offerm ions or bosons are envisioned as pairing ofparticle-ux tube com posites in

zero �eld,since the external�eld vanishesatm ean �eld,as discussed in the introductory

11



Section 1.2 and in Chapters4 and 5. Any analysis beyond m ean �eld m ustproceed with

caution in any case;standard techniquesare exactonly in the lim it e� ! 0,butthe FQ HE

statesrequire e� � 2.

O ther,perhapsm orefundam ental,di�cultieswith theCS approach havebeen appreci-

ated by severalworkerssince the beginning (see e.g.[12]).Atzero tem perature,the usual

assum ption isthatthe inter-electron interactions � �1=2e2="‘B are weak com pared to the

cyclotron frequency !c so thephysicsshould bedom inated by LLL stateswhen � < 1.The

kinetic energy is just a constant in any given LL so we are faced with a m acroscopically

degenerate perturbation theory with a purely dynam icalHam iltonian. In particular,con-

siderthe Ferm iliquid-like state at� = 1=2.In the m ean �eld approxim ation,the e�ective

m assofexcitations close to the Ferm isurface isthe bare m assm ,howeverthe low-energy

excitations should have an e�ective m ass m � determ ined solely by the interactions. The

problem ispartially resolved by Ferm iliquid uctuations,which introducea Landau inter-

action param eterF1 thatrenorm alizesthe bare m assby m � 1 = m � � 1(1+ F1). The m ost

serious problem is that interactions do not play a role in the com pressibility;whether or

notinteractionsareincluded in theuctuations,theresultisa �nitecom pressibility forthe

Ferm iliquid dueto them assm .O n theotherhand,a partially �lled Landau levelofnon-

interacting particlesshould have an in�nite com pressibility. The sam e di�culty ispresent

in the odd denom inator �lling fractions;regardless ofthe interaction,the com pressibility

vanishes[10]. There hasbeen a renewed interestin these puzzlesrecently,stem m ing from

new developm entsin com posite ferm ion theory.

It has becom e clear that a m ore physicalway of looking at the com posite particles

is as bound states of one particle and e� vortices. The com posites are literally dipoles.

Since the quantum Hallliquid cannot be reached perturbatively from a norm alelectron

uid,Landau’sFerm iliquid theory cannotbe applied,and the new quasiparticle m ustbe

builtup from scratch.Thisnotion developed steadily starting from Laughlin’sobservation

that particles see other particles as ux [4]. Jain used it to obtain the basic sequence of

fractionalquantum Hallplateaus [13], and Haldane [14]and Halperin [5]constructed a

com plete hierarchy ofstates. Their approach relied solely on the analytic properties of

ground state wavefunctions. The corresponding �eld theoretic im plem entation isthe class
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ofCS m odels outlined above. In spite ofthe successes ofthese descriptions,neither does

justice to the particle-vortex com positesasbound states(dipoles)in theirown right.

Thisthesis willclarify that perhapsthis is the essentialingredientrequired for a self-

consistent understanding ofthe e�ective m ass and com pressibility issues. Severalauthors

have applied the dipole scenario with som e success[12,15,16,17,18,19,20]. The works

ofLee[20]and ofShankarand M urthy [15,16,17]reconsidertheChern-Sim onsaction and

recoversom e ofthe dipole physics. Here,we willapproach the problem from the opposite

direction by working in the LLL atthe outsetwithoutany singularux attachm ent. The

language no longer includes �-ux tubesor e�,ratherparticle-vortex dipolesare the basic

building blocks. O ur guide is a form alism introduced by Haldane and Pasquier [19]and

applied by Read [18].Theseauthorsconsidered bosonsat� = 1,which ispresum ably qual-

itatively identicalto ferm ionsateven denom inator�lling fractions.Both thee�ectivem ass

and com pressibility puzzlesinherentin theoriginalChern-Sim onsapproach areresolved in

thisway (atleastforbosonsat� = 1).

O ur�rsttask,in thefollowing chapter,isto extend theHaldane-Pasquierform alism to

arbitrary � foreitherferm ionsorbosons.In thecaseofbosons,Chapter2,wewillobtain an

e�ective theory m icroscopically by following Read’sanalysisat� = 1.Thee�ective action

doeslead to a consistentpictureofthem assand com pressibility,butdi�ersfundam entally

from the CS action;there isno a priorireason the two actionsoughtto look sim ilarsince

weprojectto theLLL from thebeginning.However,itisgratifying thatsom eofourresults

overlap with those ofShankarand M urthy,who do startwith CS.

In Chapter3,we constructa phenom enologicalLandau-G inzburg �eld theory for� =

1=p,i.e.theunderlyingparticlesm ustbeferm ionsforp = odd and bosonsforp = even.The

spectrum in thiscasecontainsa m agnetoroton dip,which isthe�rstanalyticalobservation

ofthisphenom enon.

A centralthem erunning through both ofthesechaptersistheinternalstructureofthe

com posite particles. To com pensate forthe extra degreesoffreedom ofthe vortices,a set

ofconstraintsisintroduced and appearsthorughoutourm odels.
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1.2 Pairing in T wo D im ensions

Thestandard theory forsuperconductivity wasintroduced by Bardeen,Cooper,and Schri-

e�er (BCS) alm ost �fty years ago [21]. The originalground state was a paired state of

ferm ionsin thes-wavechannel,orrelativeangularm om entum l= 0.Sincethen,therehave

been num erousgeneralizations to non-zero angularm om entum and to otherm ore com pli-

cated orderparam eters. Fora review,ofthe rich phase diagram sin He3,see the book by

Vollhardtand W �ole [22]. W e referto the non-zero angularm om entum states asanom a-

lousin thesensethatthey violateboth parity and tim ereversalsym m etry.Typically,BCS

theory is applied to ferm ionic particles,which can be thought ofas pairing into bosons

which then condense.A lesswidely appreciated body ofwork treatspairing ofbosons[23].

W e explore instancesofboth statistics in Chapters4 and 5. There isgrowing evidence of

anisotropic superconductivity in the perovskite oxides. In Sr2RuO 4,both experim ent[24]

and theory [25]supportp-wave (l= � 1)pairing. Sim ilarly,d-wave pairing (l= � 2)isby

now wellestablished in thehigh tem peraturesuperconductors[26].p-wavepairing hasalso

been observed in superuid He3 in the so-called \A-phase" [22].

In thecontextofthe fractionalquantum Halle�ect,Halperin [27]proposed thatunder

certain conditions,electronscan form pairsthatcondenseinto a Laughlin stateofcharge-2

bosons. Since then,various alternatives forp-and d-wave pairing have been explored by

severalgroups [28,30,31,32,33,34,35]. An intriguing possibility is that the observed

plateau at� = 5=2 isthe Pfa�an state ofM oore and Read [28,33,36].

Recently ithasbeen proposed thatthe spin conductivity ofthe classofp-and d-wave

statesistransverseand quantized [37].A rem arkableseriesofearlierpapersby Volovik [38]

contained som eofthesepredictions,aswell.However,thepreciseproofofthisproposalhas

notbeen shown.Section 5 containsourderivation ofthise�ectwith a conserving approxi-

m ation.In the contextofthe originalBCS theory,a conserving approxim ation isrequired

fora correctdescription ofthecollectivem ode[21,39]sinceitrespectschargeconservation.

Analogously,in ourcase,theconserving approxim ation willrespecttheconservation ofspin

current,leading to thecorrectresult.

A lessfam iliarapplication ofBCS theory isto paired statesofbosons(see forexam ple

[23]). Typically,there isa com petition between the usualsingle-particle condensate and a
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purepaired state,ora phaseofcoexistence ispossible.

Pure p-wave pairing ofspin-1=2 bosonsischaracterized by a BCS wavefunction in the

form ofa perm anent.W ewillshow thatp-wavepairing can beinterpreted asa condensate

ofspin waves. As param eters in the Ham iltonian are tuned,one reaches another single

particlecondensatewith helicalspin order.Theperm anentsitsrighton thetransition and

containsa single anti-Skyrm ion,which isyetanothersingle particle condensate.

In the contextofthe fractionalquantum Halle�ect(FQ HE),the perm anentdescribes

singletpairsofspin-1/2 com posite bosonswith �lling factor� = 1=p,p odd [28,30]. Itis

theuniqueground statewavefunction ofaHam iltonian which penalizestheclosestapproach

ofthree spin-1/2 ferm ionsfora �xed num berofux quanta piercing the bulk. The exact

num berofux threading thebulk dependsupon thegeom etry,e.g.on whetherthesystem

is on the torus,on the sphere,or on the plane. Although the perm anentitselfis di�cult

to treat analytically, its Ham iltonian contains an in�nite set of degenerate zero-energy

eigenstates when ux isadded,am ong which isthe polarized Laughlin state,and the rest

areinterpreted in oneoftwoequivalentwaysaseitherquasiholesorasspin waveexcitations.

Thep = 1 Laughlin stateism ostam enableto analysisasitisa Slaterdeterm inantofsingle

particle wavefunctions (Section 3.1.c). Accordingly,it willserve as the prototype for our

exactstatem ents.

W e also consider d-wave pairing ofspinless bosons,which is known as the Ha�nian

in FQ HE literature [32]. A rich phase diagram ofcom peting single particle and paired

condensatesem erges,with theHa�nian sitting on a phaseboundary.

In the case of pairing in the FQ HE,the bosons (ferm ions) are to be thought of as

com posite bosons(ferm ions),asdescribed in Chapter2.W e can use CS m ean �eld theory

such thatthe CS gauge �eld cancelstheexternal�eld on theaverage,and we areleftwith

com posite particles in zero net �eld. Then we can treat the com posite particles within a

BCS approxim ation. The case ofcom posite ferm ions,which was addressed recently [35],

serves as a pointofreference forcom posite boson pairing. The centralthem e in ref. [35]

wastheexistenceoftwo regim es,weak-and strong-pairing.Theweak-pairing phasecan be

characterized by anontrivialtopologicalwindingoftheBCS orderparam eterin m om entum

space;wewillseean exam plein thediscussion ofthequantum Halle�ectforspin in Chapter
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5.O n theotherhand,thestrong-pairing phaseistopologically trivial,and,in thesim plest

case,thetwo phasesareseparated by a transition atzero chem icalpotential.Forexam ple,

the Pfa�an state [28]isa weak-pairing phase,while the Haldane-Rezayistate [29],which

isan l= � 2 state,wasfound to lieattheweak-strong transition point.Itisusefulto keep

these resultsin m ind aswe considercom posite boson pairing in thischapter.

1.3 A dsorption on C arbon N anotubes

M onolayer adsorption ofnoble gases onto graphite sheets hasproven to be an interesting

problem both theoretically and experim entally [40,41,42].M any ofthe observed features

can be understood within a lattice gas m odel,where the underlying hexagonalsubstrate

layer form s a triangular lattice ofpreferred 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.

Thefrustration ofthecouplingsby thetriangularlatticeleadsto therich phasediagram of

the m onolayer adsorption problem [41]. Introducing hopping adds quantum uctuations,

furtherenriching thephasediagram [42,43].

In thisChapterweaddresswhathappensif,in addition to thetriangularlatticefrustra-

tion,one hasan extra geom etric frustration due to periodic boundary conditions. In fact,

such a system isphysically realized by a singlewalled carbon nanotube[44],which m ay be

viewed asa rolled graphitesheet.In thiscontext,adsorption hasbeen thesubjectofgrow-

ing experim entaland theoreticalinterest [45,46]spurred by potentialapplications. Stan

and Cole [45]have considered the lim itofnon-interacting adatom satlow density,�nding

thatthey arelocalized radially neara nanotube’ssurfaceata distance com parable to that

in atgraphite (� 3�A). In thatwork,itwassu�cientto om itthe hexagonalstructure of

thesubstrate.However,thecorrugation potentialselectsthehexagon centersasadditional

com m ensuratelocalization points[40].In view ofthesim ilarity to atgraphite,weinclude

both thesubstratelattice and adatom interactionsand considera widerrangeofdensities.

In fact,very recently,ithasbeen shown [47]thatthe adsorbate stayswithin a cylindrical

shellfor �llings less than � 0:1=�A
2
(or � 0:5 adatom /hexagon),justifying the densities
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studied here.

O ur adsorption m odelis equivalent to a new sort ofXXZ Heisenberg quantum spin

tube,which is type ofspin ladder with periodic boundary conditions. A sim ple exam ple

with highly anisotropiccouplingswasconsidered recently in references[48].W e�nd density

plateau structures for arm chair, zig-zag and chiralnanotubes. In the language of spin

system s,the density plateaus correspond to m agnetization plateaus. The zig-zag tubes

turn outtobespecial,and haveextensivezerotem peratureentropy plateausin theclassical

lim it.Q uantum e�ectsliftthedegeneracy,leaving gaplessexcitationsdescribed by a c= 1

conform al�eld theory with com pacti�cation radius quantized by the tube circum ference.

Thisisan interesting conform alsym m etry because the only othersystem sin nature with

a quantized com pacti�cation radius,thatwe are aware of,are the chiraledge statesin the

FQ HE [49].
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C hapter 2

Low est Landau LevelI:C om posite

Ferm ions

W e begin thischapterby developing theHaldane-Pasquierform alism in Section 2.1.

In the restofthe chapter we apply the com posite ferm ion form alism to bosonsin the

lowest Landau level. In particular, we obtain an e�ective theory for an incom pressible

quantum Hallliquid ofbosonswith one attached vortex atgeneral�lling. Asdiscussed in

the introduction,theories based on the ux attachm ent,or Chern-Sim ons approach [10],

have not been entirely satisfactory. M ore recently there have been severalattem pts to

obtain an e�ective theory m icroscopically [15,19,20],which too have had di�culties. In

thiswork weavoid theChern-Sim onsapproach and follow an alternativethatwasdeveloped

forthe Ferm iliquid-like state ofbosonsat� = 1 [18].

The e�ective �lling factor in ourcom posite ferm ion m odelcan be obtained asfollows.

Aswe willsee below,the com posite feelsan e�ective m agnetic �eld B = B L + B R ,where

B L isthe physical�eld feltby the underlying particle and B R isan arbitrary �eld feltby

the vortex. The totalcharge ofthe com posite isq� = 1+ B R =B L. In the introduction we

showed thatthe �lling factorcan be written as� = ��0=B L,where � isthe density ofthe

underlying particles and �0 is the m agnetic ux quantum . Since the com posite particles

m usthavethesam edensity astheunderlying particles,thee�ective�lling is�e� = ��0=B ,
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which can berewritten as

�e� =
�

q�
; (2.1)

The originalJain construction [13]begins with particles of charge + 1 at � = 1=p and

attaches e� ux tubes.O n theaverage,theux tubesrenorm alizetherealm agnetic�eld by

B L ! q�B L with q� = 1� e��.In ourfram ework,q� can be any realnum ber,so there isa

fam ily oftheories,i.e.anyons[50],forany given � param eterized by q� and an integer�e�.

Strictly speaking,Jain’sm odeldoesnotrequire ferm ionic statistics forthe underlying

particles,so thebosoniccase isa valid quantum Hallstate.In fact,therehavebeen recent

theoreticalproposals thatquantum Hallliquids ofbosonsare realizable in rotating Bose-

Einstein condensates [51]. In this case,the m agnetic �eld is due to the angular velocity

!;roughly,the velocity ism odi�ed in the rotating fram e by v ! v + ! � r,which islike

m inim alcoupling ofa m agnetic�eld (r � (! � r)isa constantin thesam edirection as!).

In section 2.2 weobtain an e�ective m assby extracting a kineticterm from theinterac-

tion Ham iltonian. Thisproblem hasbeen centralto the recentwork in references[15,19].

Thesim pleststarting pointisaHartree-Fock approxim ation.Next,weusea conserving ap-

proxim ation,which restorestheconstraints,in ordertocalculatethecorrectdensity-density

responsefunction.Theself-consistentdiagram aticsconsistofsum m ing ring and ladderdi-

agram s;it is essentially the sam e fram ework that we use for paired states offerm ions in

Chapter5 ofthisthesis.

2.1 Form alism

2.1.a Single Particle in a M agnetic Field

A convenientfram eworkforaquantum particlein twodim ensionsisan operatordescription.

W e begin with the sim plest case of a single charged particle in two dim ensions and a

perpendicularm agnetic �eld.

TheHam iltonian is

H =
1

2m
(p � qA )2; (2.2)
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where p is the canonicalm om entum ,A is the vector potentialfor a m agnetic �eld B ,in

the ẑ direction,and q and m are the charge and m ass.Theunitsare setto �h = c= 1.

Thekinetic m om entum isde�ned by

� = p � qA (2.3)

with the corresponding com m utator

[��;��]= i���qB (2.4)

where� and � arespaceindices,x and y,and ��� istheLevi-Civita sym bol.Thedynam ics

of� follow sim ply,

:
��= i[H ;��]= !c����� ; (2.5)

where!c = qB =m isthecyclotron frequency.Therefore� precesses.

Asthe particle executescyclotron m otion itislocated by the guiding centeroperator

R = r+ ẑ� �
1

qB
(2.6)

which obeys

[R �;R �]= � i���
1

qB
: (2.7)

The operators � and R com m ute. Projection to the lowest Landau levelis accom plished

by replacing theparticle’scoordinatesby theguiding center.Note thatthecoordinatesno

longercom m ute,a consequence offrozen degreesoffreedom .Theappropriategeneratorof

translations,or\pseudom om entum ",isde�ned by

K = qB ẑ� R ; (2.8)

and obeys[K �;K �]= i���
1

qB
.Theplanarcoordinatesofa quantum particle in a m agnetic

�eld are a well-known exam ple ofnon-com m utative space [91].

Noting thecom m utation relationsof� and R,wecan de�netwo independentharm onic

oscillatoroperators:

a =

s

1

2qB
K ; a

y =

s

1

2qB
K (2.9)

b =

s

1

2qB
� ; b

y =

s

1

2qB
� (2.10)
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where� = �x + i�y and � = �x � i�y,and sim ilarly forK .TheHam iltonian then becom es

the fam iliarharm onicoscillatorHam iltonian:

H = !c

�

b
y
b+

1

2

�

: (2.11)

Itseigenstates are known asLandau levels (LL).Each levelism acroscopically degenerate

sincea com m uteswith band dropsoutoftheHam iltonian.Thecom pletesetofeigenstates

islabeled by two integers,m and n:

jn;m i =
aym
p
m !

byn
p
n!
j0;0i (2.12)

In thisconvention,� (orb)isa purely inter-Landau leveloperator,and K (ora)isintra-

Landau level.

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

sym m etric gauge,A = � 1

2
r� B = 1

2
B (� y;x).Thesingle particle operatorsbecom e

� = � 2i@z�
qB

2
iz (2.13)

K = � 2i@z+
qB

2
iz (2.14)

Ifwe restrictourselvesto the lowestLandau level(LLL),then the wavefunctions, 0;m (r),

are annihilated by b. The generalsolution to this �rst order partialdi�erentialequation

(up to gauge transform ations)is

 0;m (r)= fm (z)e
� jzj2=4‘2

B ; (2.15)

where ‘2B = 1=jqB jisthe m agnetic length. The greatsim pli�cation isthatfm (z)m ustbe

an analytic function in z. Further requiring that a 0;0 = 0 yields f0 and the rest ofthe

fm ’sare generated by applying ay.Theresultisthesetofstatesspanning theLLL:

um (z)=
1

q

2�2m m !‘m + 2
B

z
m
e
� jzj2=4‘2

B : (2.16)

It should be rem arked that the intra-LL ladder operator has a very sim ple action on the

um :ay = z=
p
2‘B and a = (‘B =

p
2)@z.
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2.1.b T w o Particles in a M agnetic Field

In thissection,weintroducea bound stateoftwo oppositely charged particlesin a perpen-

dicularm agnetic �eld. Thisform alism willbe usefulin interpreting the Haldane-Pasquier

approach.

Each com ponent is characterized by its charge qi and the m agnetic �eld that it feels,

B i.Forconvenience,wede�ne

B i= qiB (2.17)

W e willassum e thatB 1 > 0 and B 2 < 0,guaranteeing the existence ofa bound state. In

these unitsthecharge isdim ensionless.Ifwe�x q1 = 1 then the totalcharge is

q
� =

B

B 1

(2.18)

Thereare two setsofguiding centers,R �i,and pseudom om enta,K �i,which are de�ned in

the sam e way asin section 2.1.a. The algebra consistsoftwo copiesofthe single particle,

forexam ple

[R �i;R �j]= � i����ij
1

B i

; (2.19)

and so on.

Itturnsoutthatthisalgebra can bem apped exactly into a singleparticlein an e�ective

m agnetic �eld B [52],

B = B 1 + B 2 :

Ifwe constructthe e�ective translation and m om entum operatorsby

K = K 1 + K 2 (2.20)

� =
p
� B1B 2

�
1

B 2

K 2 �
1

B 1

K 1

�

(2.21)

then the com m utators ofthisalgebra are exactly thatofa single particle,equations (2.4,

2.7,2.8). For exam ple [��;��]= i���B . The physicalpicture becom es clearer once we

de�nean e�ective position r by eqn.(2.6).Solving forr,we�nd

r = � ẑ� (K + �)‘2B

=
B 1R 1 + B 2R 2

B
� (R1 � R2)

p
� B1B 2

B
: (2.22)
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In the lim itB ! 0,r becom es(R 1 + R 2)=2. Thisisnotsurprising from a classicalpoint

ofview;two opposite but equalcharges travelin a straight line due to E � B drift,the

\guiding center" m oveso� to in�nity,and theirposition isgiven by a pointexactly m idway

between them .

To proceed with thewavefunctionsofthecom posite,labelthereal-spacecoordinatesof

each particle by z and �.Thedi�erentialoperatorsare given by

K 1 = � 2i@z+
i

2‘2
B 1

z (2.23)

K 2 = � 2i@��
i

2‘2
B 2

� (2.24)

Note the relative m inussign,which com esfrom assum ing B 1 > 0 and B 2 < 0.The ladder

operators are given in term s of� and K by equation (2.10). The lowest eigenfuction is

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

ip
2B

��

� 2@z �
1

2‘2
B 1

z

�

+
�

� 2@� +
1

2‘2
B 2

�

��

 0;0 = 0

ip
2B

�
1

B 1

�

� 2@z+
1

2‘2
B 1

z

�

� 1

B 2

�

� 2@��
1

2‘2
B 2

�

��

 0;0 = 0 (2.25)

By analogy with a single particle,we expectthatthe solution isan analytic function in z

and � tim estwo G aussian factors.Indeed,ifwe choose

 0;0(z;�)= �(z;�)e
� jzj2=4‘2

B 1e
� j�j2=4‘2

B 2

then equations(2.25)are solved by

�(z;�)=
1

2�‘B 1
‘B 2

e
z�=2‘2

B 2 : (2.26)

Note the asym m etry between B 1 $ B 2,stem m ing from the sign ofB .W e have im plicitly

assum ed thatB > 0,butifB < 0 then theG aussian factorin eqn.(2.26)would be‘2B 1
.

The com plete set ofstates is generated by ay and by justas it was for one particle in

eqn.(2.12),

 ��(z;�)= hz;�j��i=
by�
p
�!

ay�
p
�!
 0;0(z;�): (2.27)

The �� are linearcom binationsoftheindependentparticle basis

hz;�jm ni= um (z)vn(�); (2.28)
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whereu and v areLLL singleparticlestatescorresponding to thetwo m agneticlengths‘B 1

and ‘B 2
,asin eqn.(2.16).

2.1.c Fock Space,O perators,and C onstraints

Having constructed thebasisfunctionsfora particle-vortex pairin theprevioussection,we

m ove on to the Fock space fora m any-particle system .

W e begin with canonicalferm ionic or bosonic operators which are m atrices with two

indices,cm n,with (anti-)com m utation relations

[cm n;c
y

n0m 0]� = �m m 0�nn0 (2.29)

Theleftindex,m ,runsfrom 1 to N �,thenum berofavailable statesin theLLL.Theright

index,n,runs1 through N ,which wewillinterpretlaterasthenum berofvortices.In the

therm odynam ic lim it,the �lling factor is � = N =N �. Strictly speaking,this construction

m ust be carried out on a �nite geom etry (e.g. m runs from 1 to N � + 1 on the sphere),

butwewillignorethissubtlety heresincewewillonly beinterested in thetherm odynam ic

lim it.

Theanticom m utation relationsareinvariantunderindependenttransform ationson the

leftand rightindices:

c7! ULcUR ; (2.30)

where UL and UR are N � � N� and N � N unitary m atrices. These transform ations are

generated by theleftand right\density" operators

�Rnn0 =
N �X

m = 1

cynm cm n0

�Lm m 0 =
NX

n= 1

cynm cm 0n (2.31)

The left density �L willrepresent the physicaldensity,as we willsee below. The right

density �R speci�esa setofN 2 constraints,which weuseto de�nea setofphysicalstates,

�

�
R
nn0� �nn0

�

j	 physi= 0 : (2.32)
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Itwillbeshown shortly thatthe setofj	 physido indeed give the correctFock space.

Because the �R generate the unitary group U(N )R and there is a phase factor,U(1),

com m on to both �R and �L, the physicalstates m ust be singlets under SU(N )R . The

physicalstatessolving thisconstraintare linearcom binationsof

j	 m 1� � � mN
phys

i=
X

n1� � � nN

�n1� � � nN cyn1m 1
cyn2m 2

� � � cy
nN m N

j0i; (2.33)

where j0i is the vacuum with no ferm ions. The Levi-Civita sym bol� ensures that these

states are singlets underSU(N )R . Ifthe c’sare ferm ionstheiranticom m utation relations

ensurethatj	 m 1� � � mN
phys

iissym m etricundertheinterchangeofany pairm i$ m j.Therefore,

thephysicalspaceisequivalentto N bosonseach ofwhich can occupy any oneofN � states,

i.e.theFock spaceofbosonsat�lling� = N =N �.Had thec’sbeen bosonicoperatorsrather

than ferm ionic,the resultwould have been a Fock space offerm ionsatthe sam e �lling.

W e now construct the m any body operators. By m apping into a single particle,we

showed thatthee�ective m agnetic length is

1

‘2
B

=
1

‘2
B L

�
1

‘2
B R

(2.34)

Asa rem inderofthephysicalpicture,wehavem adethenotation changefrom 1;2 to L;R.

O urconvention guarantees that‘B ispositive since ‘B L
< ‘B R

(equivalently,jB Lj> jB R j

and B = B L + B R > 0).

In realspace them atter�eld isde�ned by

c(z;�)=
X

m n

u
L
m (z)uRn (�)cm n (2.35)

whereuLm (z)= zm expf� jzj2=4‘2B L
g and uRm (�)= zm expf� j�j2=4‘2B R

g (apartfrom norm al-

izations). A unitary transform ation connects the jm ni independent particle basis to the

j��ibound state basisin section 2.1.b.Accordingly,the ferm ionscm n transform into

c�� =
X

m n

cm nhm nj��i; (2.36)

where

j��i=
ay�
p
�!

by�
p
�!

j0;0i: (2.37)
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Theoverlap hm nj��iisobtained from thede�nitionsin eqns.(2.27)and (2.28).Towritethe

density operators,we observe thatthey take a plane wave form in the operatorlanguage:

�̂Rq =
P

ie
iq� Ri;R and �̂Lq =

P

ie
iq� Ri;L ,where R i;R and R i;L are the two guiding center

coordinatesofthei’th particle.� In second quantization,theleftdensity becom es

�̂Lq =
X

��;�0�0

c
y

��
c�0�0h��je

iq� RL j�0�0i (2.38)

and sim ilarly for �̂Rq .Them atrix elem entcan becalculated by solving forR R ;L in term sof

K ,�,giving

R L = ^(K +
‘B L

‘B R

�)‘2B

R R = ^(K +
‘B R

‘B L

�)‘2B : (2.39)

W e have introduced the shorthand notation,^a = � ẑ � a (for the vector a). Because

[K ;�]= 0,theplanewave factorsinto an intra-and an inter-Landau levelpiece.W e write

�̂Lq =
X

��;�0�0

�q(�j�
0)�Lq(�j�

0)cy
��
c�0�0

�̂Rq =
X

��;�0�0

�q(�j�
0)�Rq (�j�

0)cy
��
c�0�0 ; (2.40)

wherethe�-coe�cientsare de�ned by

�q(�j�
0) = h�jexp

n

i‘2B q ^ K
o

j�0i

�Lq(�j�
0) = h�jexp

�

i‘2B
‘B L

‘B R

q ^ �

�

j�0i (2.41)

�
R
q (�j�

0) = h�jexp
�

i‘
2
B

‘B R

‘B L

q ^ �

�

j�0i:

Theoperation a ^ b standsfora � ^b.Note that �̂q isidenticalto �̂q fora particle in �eld

B and therefore follow thesam e orthonorm ality propertiesand com m utation relations.�Lq

and �Rq aresim ilarbutwith an additionalfactorof‘B L
=‘B R

or‘B R
=‘B L

in thephaseofthe

com m utator.

Since K and � are nothing other than harm onic oscillator operators,the �̂’s can be

calculated explicitly. The one thatwe need lateris �̂L,so we use itasan exam ple. First,
�
I was rem inded by R.Shankar that he had guessed the sam e density expressions based on a sm allq

lim itofthe Chern-Sim onsform ulation [16].
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rewrite iq ^ � in com plex coordinates as 1

2
(q� � q�). Secondly,recallthat b � � and

j�i� by�j0i,which reduces the calculation to a harm onic oscillator m atrix elem ent. The

restisstraightforward and we quote the�nalresult:

�
L
p
2

‘B

‘B R
‘B L

q
(�j�0)=

1
p
�!

1
p
�0!

e
qq=2 (� @q)

�(@q)
�0
e
� qq

: (2.42)

A bunch offactorswereabsorbed into q on theleft-hand sideto avoid repetitiously writing

them on theright.

The �nalstep in the construction is the Ham iltonian. In coordinate space it involves

only the diagonalcom ponentsof�̂L [18],

H =
1

2

Z

d2z1d
2z2 V (r1 � r2) :�L(z1;z1)�

L(z2;z2): (2.43)

O rin Fourierspace (Appendix),

H =
1

2

Z
d2q

(2�)2
V (q)e

� jqj2=2‘2
B L :�̂Lq �̂

L
� q : (2.44)

where V (q) is the ordinary Fourier transform ofV (r). As required,this Ham iltonian is

both translationally and rotationally invariant. By construction,the rightdensity �̂R isa

constantofthe m otion becausethe Ham iltonian actsonly on theleftindices,i.e.

[H ; �̂Rq ]= 0 : (2.45)

The system of Ham iltonian plus constraints is the starting point for Read’s analysis of

com posite bosonsat� = 1 [18].

2.2 H artree-Fock A pproxim ation

Forconvenience,we restate here theHam iltonian thatwe derived in the lastsection.

H =
1

2

X

�i;�i

Z
d2q

(2�)2
eV (q)Fq(�1�1;�3�3j�2�2;�4�4)c

y

�1�1
c
y

�3�3
c�4�4c�2�2 ; (2.46)

wherethem atrix elem entisgiven by

Fq(�1�1;�3�3j�2�2;�4�4)= �q(�1j�2)�� q(�3j�4)�
L
q(�1j�2)�

L
� q(�3j�4) (2.47)

and eV (q)= V (q)e
� jqj2=2‘2

B L isthe apodized potential.Thevertex isshown in Fig.2.1
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Figure 2.1:The vertex �q(�1j�2)�Lq (�1j�2).Thedotted line representsthe interaction eV (q)

The Hartree-Fock (HF)approxim ation consistsofreplacing pairsofferm ion operators

by theirexpectation valueatzero tem perature:

hc
y

��
c�0�0i0 = ���0���0�(� m ax � �); (2.48)

which �lls�m ax + 1 Landau levelsofcom posite bosons.In Jain’sm apping [13],thiscorre-

spondsto an e�ective �lling fraction �e� = �m ax + 1.At�nitetem perature,the�-function

isreplaced by the Ferm idistribution f("� � �c),where�c isthe chem icalpotential.Since

the chem icalpotentialisrestricted to "�m ax
< �c < "�m ax+ 1 butisotherwise arbitrary,we

willdrop itin the following.

Expanding the Ham iltonian around thisground state allows usto sum over the intra-

levelindices�i.In the following,we ignore the directterm ,which only shiftsthe chem ical

potential. In the exchange term , com pleteness of the j�i basis within a Landau level,
P

� j�ih�j= 1,gives ��1�4 or ��2�3. Com pleteness ofthe intra-LL basis is tantam ount to

translation invariance.Rotation invariance,on theotherhand,showsup in eV (q),which is

required to be a function ofonly jqjforan isotropic system . Thisgives term sdiagonalin

�,��1�4 or��2�3,sincetheothersvanish when weconsidertheexplicitexpression for f̂
L in

equation (2.42).TheHF Ham iltonian isnow

H 0 =
X

��

"� c
y

��
c�� (2.49)

with the exchange energy

"� = �

Z
d2q

(2�)2
eV (q)

�m axX

�0= 0

j�Lq(�j�
0)j2 : (2.50)
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Forconcreteness,we choose the sim plestnon-trivialcase: we �llonly the LLL,�m ax = 0,

and takea hard-corerepulsiveinteraction,V (q)= V (0).Usingtheexplicitform off̂Lq from

equation (2.42)theenergy becom es

"� = �

 

2
‘2B L

‘2
B R

‘
2
B

! �
1

�!

Z
d2q

(2�)2
V (q)e�

1

2
‘2
B
jqj2jqj2�

= �

�
‘B L

‘B R

�2�

V (0)� ; (2.51)

where� = 1=2�‘2B isthedensityofthecom positeferm ions.Notehow theapodized potential

now has‘2B ,not‘
2
B L
,in theG aussian,which isaconsequenceoftherelation 1=‘2B = 1=‘2B L

�

1=‘2B R
.Because‘2B L

< ‘2B R
,theenergyvanishesasym ptotically as� ! 1 .Furtherm ore,the

exponentialform im pliesa lineardependenceon � atsm all�,exactly thekind ofbehavior

that one would expect for non-interacting particles in a m agnetic �eld. The cyclotron

frequency,from equation (2.11),is given by !c = 1=m ‘2B so we can identify an e�ective

m ass with the gap � by 1=m � = ("1 � "0)‘2B . M ore generally when �m ax > 0,the low

energy physicsisdom inated by transitionsbetween thehighestoccupied LL and thelowest

unoccupied one,which gives

1

m �
= ("�m ax+ 1 � "�m ax

)‘2B

= ‘
2
B � : (2.52)

Furtherjusti�cation forthisinterpretation willem erge aswe consideructuationsaround

theground state.Atany rate,ourcalculation providesa fram ework to calculate m � in the

LLL.Note thatequation (2.50)showsthatm � hascontributionsfrom the lowestLL’s(of

com posite particles)and identi�esitwith a particularintegralovertheinteraction.

As a stand-alone approxim ation, HF does not preserve the constraints because the

com m utator [H 0;�̂
R
q ]6= 0 for allq 6= 0. In the next section we augm ent HF in a fully

self-consistentm annerto restore thissym m etry.

2.3 C onserving A pproxim ation and the W ard Identity

O ur goalis to �nd a perturbative series such that allcorrelation function that involve

the constraint �̂Rq � � �q;0 vanish. In other words, the constraints would vanish to any
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orderofapproxim ation.Thisisguaranteed by an exact(non-perturbative)W ard identity,

which isderived below.W e illustrate the m ethod by calculating theresponsefunctions,or

generalized susceptibilities,of�̂R � �̂R ,�̂R � �̂L,and �̂L � �̂L. The latterisrelated to the

physicalquantity ofinterest,thecom pressibility.

Itiswellknown in thetheory ofm etals[21,53]thatifa Hartree-Fock approxim ation is

used forthe two-particle G reen’sfunction,then a fully self-consistentapproxim ation that

conserves charge includes ladder and bubble diagram s in the response functions. In fact

thism ethod preservestheconstraintsin thecom positeboson problem at� = 1 aswell[18],

and we willshow thatitworkshere,too.

In im aginary tim e,the responsefunctionstake the form

�A B (q;i!n)= ĥ�Aq (i!n)̂�
B
� q(� i!n)i; (2.53)

where A;B stand for R or L and !n = 2n�=� are M atsubara frequencies. W e im plicitly

keep only the connected part,thus dropping a term containing ĥ�A i’s. The fundam ental

diagram sare those thatare irreducible,i.e. those thatcannotbe separated by cutting an

interaction line. For a short range interaction,these are the qualitatively relevant pieces

[21,53],so wewillnotperform thebubblesum sexplicitly here.In any case,they areeasily

obtained asgeom etric seriesofthe irreducibleparts[18,53].

Theform oftheconservingapproxim ation in ourcasestatesthattheirreducibleresponse

functions,�A Birr ,are to be calculated by including the ladder series with the HF G reen’s

function lines.W e sum the seriesby solving Dyson’sequation;the nextfew equationswill

describethestructureofthetheory.

First,letusrecalltheHF G reen’sfunction [53],

G0(�;i!�) =
1

i!� � ("� � �)
; (2.54)

"� = �
1

�

X

�

X

�0

Z
d2q

(2�)2
eV (q)�Lq(�j�

0)�L� q(�
0j�)G(�0;i!�)

= �
X

�0

Z
d2q

(2�)2
eV (q)j�Lq(�j�

0)j2f("�0 � �c); (2.55)

where !� = (2� + 1)�=� isa ferm ionic M atsubara frequency,and f("�0 � �c)isthe Ferm i

distribution with respecttotheLL index(�c and � should notbeconfused with theintra-LL

index and the�lling fraction).
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Second,the renorm alization ofthe vertices,�A ,by the ladderseriescan be written as

a m atrix Dyson equation:

�A��;�0�0(q;i!n)= �Aq (��j�
0�0)� (2.56)

�
X

�i;�i

Z
d2k

(2�)2
eV (k)Fk(��;�2�2j�1�1;�

0�0)D �1�2(i!n)�
A
�1�1;�2�2

(q;i!n)

whereFk hasbeen de�ned in equation (2.47)and D isthefrequency sum overtheinternal

G reen’sfunctions,

D �1�2(i!n) =
1

�

X

�

G0(�2;i!� + i!n)G0(�1;i!�) (2.57)

=
f("�2 � �c)� f("�1 � �c)

"�2 � "�1 � i!n
: (2.58)

Because the G reen’s function is independent ofthe intra-LL index �,it is convenient to

de�nea purely inter-LL vertex, e� by

�A��;�0�0(q;i!n)= �q(�j�
0)e�A��0(q;i!n) (2.59)

so thatDyson’sequation becom es

e�A��0(q;i!n)= �Aq (�j�
0)� (2.60)

�

Z
d2k

(2�)2
eV (k)�Lk(�j�1)�

L
� k(�2j�

0)D �1�2(i!n)e
iq^k‘2

B e�A�1�2(q;i!n):

Thephasefactorisduetothem agnetictranslation com m utatoralgebra| seethediscussion

im m ediately following equation (2.42).

Theresponsefunctionsare given in term softhe renorm alized verticesby

�
A B
irr (q;i!n)= � �0

X

�i

e�A�1�2(q;i!n)D �1�2(i!n)�
B
� q(�2j�1); (2.61)

where�0 = 1=2�‘2B isthe density ofparticlesperLL,com ing from the trace over�’s.The

diagram atic structureisshown schem atically in �g.2.2

The key to showing thatallresponse function containing �R vanish,i.e �R Rirr = �LRirr =

�R Lirr = 0,isthe W ard identity for�R ,which we now derive.The�rstprinciplesderivation

followsstandard �eld theoretic techniques[21].Considertheexactvertex in realtim e:

�R�1�1;�2�2(q;t;t1;t2) = hT
n

�̂
R
q (t)c�1�1(t1)c

y

�2�2
(t2)

o

i; (2.62)
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Figure 2.2: Diagram aticsofthe conserving approxim ation. (a)The exchange selfenergy;(b)the

ladderseriesrenorm alization ofthe vertices,�;and (c)the responsefunctionsin term sof�.

whereT isthetim eordering sym bol.By taking thetim e derivative @t ofboth sides,using

@t�̂
R
q = 0,and then Fouriertransform ing back to frequency space,we �nd the exactW ard

identity

i!n~�
R
�1�2

(q;i!n)= G� 1(�1;i!n+ i!�)�
R
q (�1j�2)� �Rq (�1j�2)G

� 1(�2;i!�): (2.63)

Here,G istheexactG reen’sfunction,and i!� on theright-hand sidecancelsidentically,but

isintroduced forconvenience. The two term sare due to di�erentiating the tim e ordering;

physically,they are due to cy(t1) and c(t2) acting as sources in equation (2.62). For the

particular HF and ladder series that we use here, we can verify the W ard identity by

substituting G0 forthe exactG and plugging the whole expression into the right-hand side

oftheDyson equation (2.60).Upon using thede�nition ofG0 from equation (2.55),we�nd

thatthe ladderseriessatis�esthe W ard identity.

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

the physicalquantitiesthatwe calculate in thisapproxim ation willbeconsistent.

2.4 R esponse Functions

Itisnow straightforward tousetheW ard identity in theresponsefunctions,equation (2.61),

to verify that

�R Rirr (q;i!n)= �R Lirr (q;i!n)= �LRirr (q;i!n)= 0 (2.64)
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and in factforany correlator containing �R . There isone proviso in thisprocedure,that

isdiscussed in detailin reference [18],having to do with the constraints ati!n = 0. O ur

procedure is only valid at non-zero frequencies because we divided the W ard identity by

i!n to isolate �R . A com plete proofrequiresm ore care,butwe willnotpursue thishere.

In any case,thereisno problem with taking thelim it! ! 0,which requiresonly sm allbut

non-zero frequencies.

Itrem ainsto calculate thephysicaldensity-density response,�LL.To thisend,we�rst

rewritethevertex in a m oresym m etricfashion by introducing thescattering m atrix,�,for

the ladderseries.Although the internalG reen’sfunctionsdo notcarry m om entum ,which

com es in only through the vertices, we can nonetheless absorb som e of the m om entum

dependenceinto � by taking advantage oftranslation invariance again.W e de�ne

e��1�01;�2�02(q;i!n)=
X

�i;�
0
i

�q(�
0
1j�1)��1�1;�01�01;�2�2;�02�02(i!n)�� q(�2j�

0
2) (2.65)

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

form

e��1�01;�2�02(q;i!n)=
Z

d2k

(2�)2
eV (k)�Lk(�1j�2)�

L
� k(�

0
2j�

0
1)e

iq^k‘2
B � (2.66)

�
X

��0

Z
d2k

(2�)2
eV (k)�Lk(�j�2)�

L
� k(�

0
2j�

0)eiq^k‘
2

B D ��0(i!n)e��1�01;��0(q;i!n):

Itisconvenient to view e��1�01;��0 asa vector with com ponentslabeled by ��0,while �1�01

and (q;i!n)areparam eters.Then theproblem reducesto inverting a m atrix in theindices

(�2�02;��
0).

Theform alstructureofthism atrixequation iselucidated byreducingittotheeigenvalue

equation,

X

��0

M �2�
0
2
;��0(q;i!n)eA �1�

0
1
;��0(q;i!n)= u�1�01(q;i!n)

eA �1�
0
1
;�2�

0
2
(q;i!n); (2.67)

wherethekernelis

M �2�
0
2
;��0(q;i!n)= ���2��0�02+

Z
d2k

(2�)2
eV (k)�Lk(�j�2)�

L
� k(�

0
2j�

0)eiq^k‘
2

B D ��0(i!n) (2.68)

and u, eA are the eigenvalues, eigenvectors. W e have obtained an exact zero eigenvalue

solution ofthisequation ati!n = 0.Using thepropertiesofthecom m utatator[�L
k
;�Rq ](c.f.
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equation (2.42) and the im m ediately following discussion)and the de�nitionsof"� (2.55)

and ofD ��0 (2.58),we �nd that

eA �1�
0
1
;��0(q;0) = "� �

R
q (�j�

0)� �
R
q (�j�

0)"�0 ; (2.69)

u�1�01
(q;0) = 0 : (2.70)

Thesim ilarity ofthissolution to theW ard identity (2.63)suggeststhattheexistenceofthe

scattering zero m odeisrelated to thevanishing ofcorrelatorscontaining �̂R .

Anotheradvantage ofthe Bethe-Salpeterequation isthatwe can rewrite the response

functionssym m etrically,

�A Birr (q;i!n)= �A B0 (q;i!n)+ (2.71)

+ �0
X

�i�
0
i

�
A
q (�

0
1j�1)D �1�

0
1
(i!n)e��1�01;�2�02(q;i!n)D �2�

0
2
(i!n)�

B
� q(�2j�

0
2);

where�A B0 isthe barebubble

�A B0 (q;i!n)= � �0

X

��0

�Aq (�j�
0)D ��0(i!n)�

B
� q(�

0j�) (2.72)

Fig.2.3 illustratesthesum m ation.
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Figure 2.3:(a)Ladderseriesforthe scattering m atrix � and (b)responsefunctionsin term sof�.

To obtain the m om entum expansion of �LL, consider the expansion of �̂L from its

de�nition in eqn.(2.42),

�Lq(�j�
0)= ���0 + ‘2B

‘B L

‘B R

h�jiq ^ � ji+ O (q2): (2.73)

The �rstterm ,diagonalin ��0,cannot contribute to the response because the transition

am plitudeD ��0 ispurely an inter-LL operator.Theexpanded responsebecom es
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�
LL
irr(q;i!n)= � �

X

��0

h�0jq ^ �j�iD��0(i!n)h�jq ^ �j�
0i+ (2.74)

+ �
X

�i�
0
i

h�01jq ^ �j�1iD �1�
0
1
(i!n)e��1�01;�2�02(q;i!n)D �2�

0
2
(i!n)h�2jq ^ �j�

0
2i+ ::: ;

where� isan overallconstant.

To obtain �LLirr through O (q2),we need only e�(0;i! n). At q = 0,the Bethe-Salpeter

equation is

e��1�01;�2�02(0;i!n)=
eV�2�02;�1�

0
1
�
X

��0

eV�2�02;��
0D ��0(i!n)e��1�01;��0(0;i!n); (2.75)

wheretheinteraction m atrix elem entis

eV�2�02;�1�
0
1
=
Z

d2k

(2�)2
eV (k)�Lk(�1j�2)�

L
� k(�

0
2j�

0
1): (2.76)

Rotation invariance atq = 0 requiresthatthem atrix elem entsvanish unless

�1 + �
0
2 = �

0
1 + �2 :

Now let us m ake two further restrictions that a�ord an exact solution for e�. First,we

choose �m ax = 0 as we did above to illustrate the exchange energy. Secondly,we work

atzero tem perature where the Ferm ifunction isf("� � �)= �(�m ax � �),restricting the

D -am plitudeto

D 0�(i!n) = �
1

� � � i!n

D �0(i!n) = �
1

� � + i!n
(2.77)

� � � "� � "0

Along with rotation invariance,these restrictionsallow usto solve equation (2.75)forthe

scattering m atrix (atq = 0)

e�0�;0� =
eV0�;0�

1+ eV0�;0�D 0�

e��0;�0 =
eV�0;�0

1+ eV�0;�0D �0

: (2.78)

The two channelsabove representa particle in the 0’th LL propagating on one leg ofthe

ladderdiagram and a particle in the �’th LL on the other,and vice versa.These channels
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do notm ix in ourexam ple. In fact,we willonly need � = 1 forthe lowest orderterm in

�LL because ofthe verticesh�jq ^ �j�0i.Atthispointwe �nd a crucialidentity for� = 1:

eV01;01 = eV10;10 = � 1 ; (2.79)

which iseasily proven by com paringequations(2.76)and (2.50).Plugging equations(2.78)-

(2.79)into equation (2.75)forthe responsefunction,we �nd

�LLirr(q;i!n) = � jh0j�j1ij2
�

D 01+ D 01�
D 01� 1D 01

1+ � 1D 01

�
D 10� 1D 10

1+ � 1D 10

�

jqj2 + O (jqj4)

= 0+ O (jqj4) (2.80)

(an overallfactor has been left out). Thus,the lowest order term in the density-density

responseisoforderjqj4.

This is the m ain physicalresult that we wanted to reproduce within our com posite

ferm ion fram ework. Its m ain content is that the system is incom pressible,i.e. the com -

pressibility,�,vanishes.The connection ofcom pressibility to the density-density response

iscontained in the de�nition [54]

� = lim
q! 0

�
LL(q;0): (2.81)

Fortheirreduciblediagram sthatwehaveconsidered so far,�LL = �LLirr,so that� = 0.W e

expectthattheorderoflim itsisconsistentwith ourcalculation oftheladderseries,which

isa Taylorexpansion around q = 0 at�nitefrequency.

The fullresponse function �LL can be obtained from the irreducible partby a bubble

sum m ation [21,53,54]

�
LL =

�LLirr

1+ eV (q)�LLirr
: (2.82)

Fora shortrangeinteraction,such asours,thisgeom etric sum hasno qualitative e�ect,so

that� rem ainsatzero.A well-known early work by G irvin,M acDonald,and Platzm an [55]

containsgeneralargum entsforthem om entum dependenceofthedensity responsefunction

forincom pressibleliquidsin the LLL,and isconsistentwith ourresult.

Beforeweclosethissection and m oveon to thee�ective�eld theory,theinteraction-gap

identity ofequation (2.79) is worth a couple m ore words. A slightly m ore generalcase is
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when �m ax > 0,

eV�;�+ 1;�;�+ 1 = eV�+ 1;�;�+ 1;� = "�+ 1 � "� ; (2.83)

where � � �m ax. W e expectthatthe com pressibility willvanish again,although we have

notperform ed thiscalculation explicitly.Thisidentity seem stohavean analog in theFerm i

liquid-like state ofbosonsat� = 1 [18].There,the system hasa divergentcom pressibility

due to a �xed Landau param eter,F1 = � 1,and m� is also com ing from an integralof

the interaction below the Ferm isurface. In both cases,the identities lead to the correct

com pressibility because thereisno barekinetic term dueto the LLL projection.

Theform oftheleftand rightdensity responsefunctions,suggesta physicalinterpreta-

tion ofthevertices.Tolowestorderin q,allresponsefunctionsvanish,and wecan takeany

linearcom bination �Lq � x�Rq forthephysicalresponsewithoutchanging theresult.Suppose

we choose the weighted com bination

�Lq ! �Lq +
B R

B L

�Rq : (2.84)

In operatorlanguagethedensitiesare�Aq = eiq� RA .Usingtheoperatorm appingin equations

(2.21)and (2.22),the m om entum expansion ofthenew vertex leaves

�Lq !
B

B L

+
1

B L

iq ^ K + O (q2)

=
B

B L

(1+ q � r)�
1

B L

iq ^ � + O (q2): (2.85)

The�rstterm isthe�rstorderterm ofa planewaveforthecom positeparticlewith charge

q� = B =B L atposition r,which isconsistentwith thetwo-particlem appingofsection 2.1.b.

Thesecond term isinterpreted asthedipolem om ent.Thechargeofthecom positedoesnot

show up in theresponsefunctions,butpresum ably would com e outifbackow corrections

are included asin the work ofLopezand Fradkin [57].

Ifthe expansion isexponentiated,we obtain

�
L
q ! e

iq� r

�
B

B L

� ‘
2
B L
iq ^ �

�

: (2.86)

This form agrees with the work ofShankar [15],which starts from a di�erent approach

using the Chern-Sim onstheory at the outset. As the �rstline ofeqn. (2.85) shows,this
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particularchoice ofx m akesthe physicaldensity a purely intra-LL operator.Assuch,itis

obviousthatthe density-density response vanishesto O (q2)in the ladderapporxim ation,

since the vertices contain only inter-LL transitions. Further,our weighted com bination

agreeswith Read’s[18]density for� = 1 where BR =B L = � 1.Nonetheless,we stressthat

ourderivation doesnotspecify x by itself.

2.5 E�ective T heory

In this section we willshow that the ladderseries can be replaced with a dynam ic gauge

�eld,yielding an e�ective theory m uch like that for bosons at � = 1. It is not a Chern-

Sim ons �eld theory,but the fam iliar relation ofdensity to the curlofa gauge �eld will

appear.

In accordance with the previoussection,the low energy physicsofbosonsat� 6= 1 is

thatofcom posite ferm ions�lling an integralnum ber,�e� = �=q�,ofLandau levels.Letus

takean ordinary ferm ion �eld c(x;t)in a staticm agnetic�eld B = r ^ A such thatexactly

�e� levelsare �lled,and couple itto a nondynam icgauge �eld a:

H e� =
Z

dtd
2
x

1

2m �
j(� ir � A � a)cj2 � �c

y
c: (2.87)

Theferm ion density is� = �e�=2�‘2B ,orequivalently � = �=2�‘2B L
.Thechem icalpotential

� is tuned to lie between the upperm ost �lled LL and the lowest em pty one. m � is the

only param eterin the theory and isobtained from the sm allestenergy gap ofthe original

problem asde�ned in equation (2.52). The action ofthe theory isan action fora aswell

as forc;cy,butin contrast to Chern-Sim onstheory,there isno kinetic term for a;itis a

\strongly coupled" gauge�eld in thelanguage of�eld theory.Thereisalso theterm a0c
yc,

howeverwe willchoose the tem poralgauge in which a0 = 0 at�nite frequency,so thatits

uctuationsdo nota�ectthe response.

Thegaugesym m etry ofH e� isordinary U(1),which can beviewed asthelong distance

lim itofthe globalU(N )R sym m etry ofthe rightcoordinates.The gauge invariantdensity

ofthism odel,cyc,isidenti�ed with the constraint�R ,which �xes

�
R = c

y
c= � : (2.88)
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This condition is the long distance lim it of the fullconstraint that was constructed in

Section 2.1.c.To obtain an expression forthephysicaldensity,considerthegaugeinvariant

m om entum density beforea isincluded,

g(r)=
1

2i

n

c
y(r � iA )c�

h

(r + iA )cy
i

c
o

: (2.89)

Thesingle-particle version isthe � operatorofSection 2.1.a.Thisallowsusto rewrite the

density suggestively.The�rstterm in equation (2.86),q�eiq� r,isa planewave fora charge

ofm agnitudeq�;attree levelitsexpectation value can bereplaced by �,which leaves

� = � � q
�
‘
2
B r ^ g ; (2.90)

where q� = B =B L.Sim ilarly,attree levelthe gauge potentialisrelated to the m om entum

density by a = g=�.Thereforethephysicaldensity becom es

� = � �
�

2�
r ^ a ; (2.91)

wherewe used �e� = �=q�.Equation (2.91)isprecisely the uctuation piece ofthe Chern-

Sim ons equation (1.2),despite the absence ofa kinetic term for a! It should be borne

in m ind,however,thatwe have im posed the particularlinearcom bination �L � x�R with

x = B =B L,which is responsible for this appealing result;in principle,any coe�cient of

r ^ a isobtainable in thisway.

Let us now consider the correlation functions. The basic conductivities are �ij =

hgigji=m � 2. Because ofthe O nsager relation �xy = � �yx and isotropy �xx = �yy,it is

convenientto usecom plex coordinatesg = gx+ igy and g = gx� igy so thattheexpectation

valueshggiand hggivanish.O uraim isto com pare thesusceptibility

�
LL(q)= h��(q)��(� q)i = ‘

4
B L
hq ^ g(q)� q ^ g(� q)i (2.92)

= ‘4B L

jqj2

4
hg(q)g(� q)+ g(q)g(� q)i

to the ladder series in the previous section. W e willshow that within a random phase

approxim ation (RPA),the responsesare identical(atleastto O (q2)).

TheRPA hasbeen applied in thecontextofthequantum Halle�ectby severalauthors

[18,57].Itisa bubblesum forthe gauge �eld uctuations.Thebasic term s,shown in �g.

2.4,consistofa diam agnetic and a bubblepiece.Thegauge �eld correlatoris
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Figure 2.4: Bubble sum m ation forthe gauge �eld propagator.(a)The shaded circle includesthe

diam agneticcoupling and the hggi
0
bubble;(b)The thick wavy line representshaai

ha(q)a(� q)i=
�

�
�

m �
+

1

2m � 2
hg(q)g(� q)i

0

�� 1

; (2.93)

wherehg(q)g(� q)i
0
isthe barebubble,which we can evaluate in thesingle particle basis:

hg(q)g(� q)i
0
= �

X

��;�0�0

h��j�j�0�0iD ��0(i!n)h�
0�0j�j��i: (2.94)

The calculation of ha(q)a(� q)i
0
is analogous, but with hg(q)g(� q)i

0
. The m atrix ele-

m entsof� produce a factor 2�e�‘2B since � =
p
2‘B b isthe inter-LL ladderoperator and

D ��0 connects only states on opposite sides ofthe Ferm isurface,which restricts �;�0 to

�m ax;�m ax + 1.Thesum over�’sgivesthe density perLL,1=2�‘2B ,with the end result

1

2m � 2
hg(q)g(� q)i

0
= �

�

m �
D

�m ax ;�m ax + 1
(i!n)�

�
�

m �

�

�+ i! n

; (2.95)

whereone factorofm � hasbeen replaced by 1=‘2B �.

Now,the RPA g� g responseconsistsofthe bubblesum shown in �g.2.5.

χ = +

Figure2.5:�L L asa bubblesum .Thewavy lineisthegauge�eld propagatorfrom equation (2.93).

See also �g.2.4.

hg(q)g(� q)i = hg(q)g(� q)i
0
� (2.96)

� 2hg(q)g(� q)i
0

1

2m �
ha(q)a(� q)i

1

2m �
hg(q)g(� q)i

0
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Usinghggi= hggiand theidentities(2.93),(2.95)in equation (2.96)and pluggingtheresult

into the expression for�LL,equation (2.92),we �nd that

�
LL(q)= 0+ O (q4): (2.97)

Thisisthesam eresultasin theconservingapproxim ation ofthelastsection.Thestructure

ofthe RPA issuch that,the gauge �eld propagator replacesthe scattering m atrix �,and

thetwo channels e�01;01,e�10;10 correspond to haai,haai.Diagram atically,the second bubble

term in Fig.2.5 isexactly the ladder sum in Fig.2.3(b).

Anotherway to testthee�ective theory isby integrating outtheferm ions.Sincethere

are ordinary ferm ions �lling �e� Landau levels, we expect a Chern-Sim ons term in the

e�ective action fora.

TheRPA prescription in Fig.2.4 im pliesthat

L[a]= �
1

2m � 2

X

i;j

aihgigji0aj+
�

2m �

X

i

aiai ; (2.98)

Thediam agneticpiececom bineswith thebarebubbleam plitudein equation (2.95)to give

�

m �

!2n
� 2+ !2n

aiai. In the lim it ! ! 0,this diagonalterm vanishes. O n the other hand,the

crossterm isproportionalto !n in thesam e lim it,leaving

L[a]= �
�e�

4�
�ijai!naj ;

where �ij is the Levi-Civita sym bol. Since the originalproblem was gauge invariant,the

com plete Lagrangian m ustcontain the scalarpotentiala0:

L[a]= �
�e�

4�
i����a�@�a� ; (2.99)

where�;�;� = t;x;y and @t� i!n.Thisform iscorrectto leading orderin q,! and shows

the correctHallconductivity ofthecom posite ferm ions.
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C hapter 3

Low est Landau LevelII:

C om posite B osons

In the previous chapter,we considered com posite ferm ions. In this one,we willconsider

com posite bosons. In the form ercase,we derived an e�ective theory from �rstprinciples.

However,thisisnotpossibleform orethan oneattached vortex and wefollow aphenom eno-

logicalapproach instead. The m ain feature that we �nd is the m agneto-roton excitation,

which was predicted and analyzed by severalauthors [55,58]. O ur analysis provides a

physicalpictureofthisexcitation.

3.1 Form alism

In thissection we generalize the Haldane-Pasquier form alism by considering p objects at-

tached to the underlying particle. The physicalpicture that willem erge is sim ilar,with

the com posite particle being a bound state ofp vortices and one particle. W e specialize

to � = 1=p so thateach vortex carriescharge 1=p to m aintain neutrality and the m agnetic

lengthsarerelated by

‘2B R
= p‘2B L

: (3.1)

42



3.1.a Fock Space

For fractional�llings� the num berofvortices in the com posite particle isp. The m atter

operatorsarenow p+ 1 rank tensorscm ;n1� � � np
,with

[cm ;n1� � � np
;c
y

n0
1
� � � n0

p;m
0]� = �m m 0�n1n01

� � � �npn
0
p

(3.2)

m runsfrom 1 to N � and the n’sfrom 1 to N . The left(physical)density isobtained by

tracing overallthe rightindices

�
L
m m 0 =

X

n1� � � np

c
y
n1� � � np;m

cm ;n1� � � np
(3.3)

However,thereare now p rightdensities:

�
R a

nn0
=

X

m ;nj;n̂a

c
y
n1� � � ni� 1 n ni+ 1� � � np;m

cm ;n1� � � ni� 1 n
0ni+ 1� � � np

; (3.4)

wherea = 1;:::;p and n̂a im pliesthatthereisno sum overna.Sim ilarly,therearep copies

ofthe constraintsin eqn. (2.32),which require j	 m 1� � � mN
phys

ito be a singletin each ofthe p

rightindices. A straightforward extension ofthe p = 1 case (eqn. (2.33)) showsthat the

basisis

j	 m 1� � � mN
phys

i=
X

�i�i� � � i

�
�1�1� � � 1 � � � �

�p�p� � � pc
y
�1� � � �p ;m 1

c
y

�1� � � �p ;m 2
� � � c

y
1� � � p ;m N

j0i; (3.5)

where there are N G reek indices ofthe type �� � � � . The Levi-Civita sym bols and an-

ticom m utation relations ofthe c’s ensure sym m etry under the interchange ofany pair of

physicalindicesm i$ m j,and we are leftwith a bosonic Fock space ofN particlesin N �

orbitals.Again,had westarted with bosonicc’s,wewould haveended up with a Fock space

ofcom posite Ferm ions.

3.1.b PhysicalO perators and C onstraints

The�eld operatorhasp rightcoordinates�i,

c(z;�1;:::;�p)=
X

m ;ni

uLm (z)u
R
n1
(�1)� � � uR

np
(�p)cm ;n1� � � np

: (3.6)

Itisconvenientto change the vortex coordinatesto the so-called \center-of-m ass" (orJa-

cobi) coordinates,which have been used in few-body problem s in the context ofatom ic

43



physics [59]. This reduces the p-com plex to one center-of-m ass coordinate �cm = 1

p
(�1 +

� � � �p)and p� 1 relative coordinates�� (� = 1;� � � ;p� 1),which are linearcom binations

ofthe�i.W e willdenote the lineartransform ation by

�� = R �i�i ; (3.7)

where � = 0;:::;p� 1 and � = 0 standsforcm .G enerally,G reek indiceswillbe used for

the �’sand Latin indicesforthe �’s.

O neofthenice propertiesofJacobicoordinatesisthat
p
pR isorthogonal:

j�cm j
2 + j�1j

2 + � � � j�p� 1j
2 =

1

p
(j�1j

2 + � � � + j�pj
2) (3.8)

Forthespecialwhereeach vortex carriescharge1=p (� = 1=p),wecan usethisproperty to

setthem agneticlength ofeach � to ‘2B L
� ‘2B R

=p.Theutility ofthistransform ation isthat

allcoordinates now have only one m agnetic length,‘B L
.

The particular way in which Jacobicoordinates are constructed is well-illustrated by

two specialcases,p = 2 and p = 3,both ofwhich we willutilize below. For two vortices

there isonly one relative coordinate,so theJacobisystem is

�cm =
1

2
(�1 + �2)

�1 =
1

2
(�1 � �2) (3.9)

Thenorm alizationsarechosen soastopreservethenorm alization in eqn.(3.8).Speci�cally,

the 1=2 factor in �1 is the reduced \m ass", m (with 1=m = 1=m 1 + 1=m 2) of the two

vortices| each vortex istaken to have unit\m ass" (m i= 1).

For p = 3,the coordinates are arranged so that �1 is a vector from �1 to �2,and �2

connects�3 to the centerofm assof�1 and �2.Each � isnorm alized by the squarerootof

thereduced m assofthetwo objectswhich itconnects.Fig.3.1 illustratesthisconstruction.

Theparticularlinearcom binationsare

0

B
B
B
B
@

�cm

�1

�2

1

C
C
C
C
A
=

1
p
3

0

B
B
B
B
@

1p
3

1p
3

1p
3

1p
2

� 1p
2

0

1p
6

1p
6

�

q
2

3

1

C
C
C
C
A

0

B
B
B
B
@

�1

�2

�3

1

C
C
C
C
A

: (3.10)
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Figure3.1:Thecom positewith threevorticesattached.Theunderlyingparticleisatz with charge

+ 1,and thevorticesareat�i with charge� 1=3.The(unnorm alized)Jacobivectorsaredotted lines.

z and the centerofm assofthe vortices,�cm ,areconnected by ^k,which we willlaterinterpretas

a dipole m om ent.Since the com positeisneutral,itdriftswith m om entum k.

There is a certain degree offreedom inherent in assigning the �. For instance,we could

have chosen �1 to connect �1 to �3,and �2 to connect �2 to the center ofm ass of�1;2.

However,each choice obeysthe norm alization condition in eqn. (3.8). Viewed classically,

j�cm j
2 is a constant in the absence ofexternalforces,so the norm alization im plies that

j�1j
2 + � � � + j�p� 1j

2 is�xed and thatallchoicesofJacobisetscan betransform ed into each

other by a m em ber ofSO(p � 1). Although this is a fundam entaland generally useful

property ofthe coordinate system ,we willnot use it in this thesis,but point it out for

com pleteness.Them ostim portantproperty forusisthateqn.(3.8)scalesthe� in such a

way thatallcoordinateshave the sam e m agnetic length.

Forhighervaluesofp,theJacobicoordinatescan beconstructed recursively by grouping

the vorticesinto pairsand connecting the centersofm ass,and then repeating the process

with thecentersofm ass.Thedetailsofthegeneralprocedurearedescribed elsewhere[59];

however,herewe only need thep = 2;3 cases.

Now,thecom bination ofthe particle atz and thecenterofm assofthe vorticesat�cm

isjustlike a particle and vortex ofequalbutopposite charge,which can betreated by the

45



noncom m utative Fouriertransform (Appendix).Thetransform ed �eld operatorsbecom e

ck(f�g)=
Z

d2z

pY

i= 1

d2�0i c(z;�
0
1� � � �0

p)�k(�
0
cm ;z)

p� 1Y

�= 1

�(�0�;��): (3.11)

The �-functions im plem ent the Jacobicoordinate transform ation of eqn. (3.7) through

�0� = R �i�
0
i. Since the �� them selvesare coordinateswith a m agnetic length ‘B L

,the �eld

can becastinto the com plem entary \spin" basis

ck(f�g)=
X

��

ck �1� � � �p
uL�1(�1)� � � uL

�p� 1
(�p� 1): (3.12)

The quantum num bers �� are nonnegative integers. They are angular m om enta ofthe

relativecoordinates,butwewillreferto them sim ply as\spin".In thischapterweconsider

spinlessferm ionsand bosonsso thereshould beno chance forconfusion.

The left density is integrated over allright coordinates and has the sam e m om entum

structureasin thep = 1 case:

�̂Lq =
Z

d2k

(2�)2
X

��

e
1

2
ik^q‘2

B L c
y

k� 1

2
q;�1� � � �p� 1

c
k+

1

2
q;�1� � � �p� 1

: (3.13)

Therightdensitiesarem ore com plicated,

�̂
R i
q = (3.14)

Z
d2k

(2�)2

Z p� 1Y

�= 1

d
2
��d

2
�
0
� �q(�

0
cm � �

0
i;�cm � �i)e

1

2
ik^q‘2

B L c
y

k� 1

2
q
(f�g)c

k+
1

2
q
(f�

0
g)

Notice them agnetic translation in �cm � �i,which isthe vectorfrom thecenter-of-m assto

the i’th vortex.

Finally,the Ham iltonian looksjustlike the unequally charged case,eqn.(2.44),in the

previouschapter,

H =
1

2

Z
d2q

(2�)2
V (q)e

� jqj2=2‘2
B L :�̂Lq �̂

L
� q : (3.15)

Again,only \left" operatorsappearsinceH isa physicalquantity and �̂R i
q areconstantsof

the m otion.
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3.1.c R em arks on M any-Particle W avefunctions

In thissection,we augm entthe physicalpicture ofthe com posite ferm ionsand bosonsby

outlining the m any-body wavefunctions that they can describe. In particular,we recover

Laughlin’sfunction at� = 1=p [4].

Consider�rstN bosonsat� = 1=p.ThereareN particlecoordinatesziand pN vortex

coordinates�s;i with s= 1;:::;p and i= 1;:::;N .Theconstraints(Section 3.1.b)require

thatthe �s;i dependenceofthewavefunction bethatofa fullLandau levelforeach s [18],

	 phys(z1;�1;1;:::;�p;1;:::;zN ;�1;N ;:::;�p;N )= f(z1;:::;zN )
Y

s;i< j

(�s;i� �s;j)

The last factor is the product ofp Laughlin-Jastrow factors (the G aussian factors have

been left o�). Another way ofwriting it is the product ofp Slater determ inants ofthe

m atrices m s
ij = fuRj (�s;i)g. Each determ inant is a Vanderm onde determ inant and is the

uniquetotally antisym m etric wavefuction annihilated by the corresponding constraint.

Thesim plestground stateofcom positebosonsatzero tem peratureisthesingle-particle

condensate

hck �1� � � �p� 1
i=

p
� �k;0

Y

�

��� ;0 : (3.16)

In coordinate space thiscan berewritten suggestively as

h 0(z;�1;:::;�p)i=
Y

s

~�(z;�s); (3.17)

where e� isthe delta function with the m agnetic length ofthe vortices,‘B R
. Thisputsthe

vorticeson top oftheparticle,asonewould expectfrom theloweststateduetoelectrostatic

attraction.Projection onto thephysicalbasisgives

f(z1;:::;zN )=
Z Y

s;i

d
2
�s;i e

� j�s;ij
2=4‘2

B R

Y

s;i< j

(�s;i� �s;j)
NY

i

h 0(zi;�1;i;:::;�p;i)i: (3.18)

Using thecondensate wavefunction (3.17),f isthe productofp identicalfactors,

f(z1;:::;zN )=

2

4

Z Y

i

d
2
�i e

� j�ij
2=4‘2

B R

Y

i< j

(�i� �j)
Y

i

e�(zi;�i)

3

5

p

: (3.19)
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Each factorisa Slaterdeterm inantofthe m atrix m ij = fuRi (zj)g,which isthe sam e asa

Vanderm ondedeterm inantofthem atrix vij = zij tim esan overallfactor.Theend resultis

exactly the Laughlin state at� = 1=p,

fp(z1;:::;zN )=
Y

i< j

(zi� zj)
p
Y

i

e
� jzij

2=4‘2
B L : (3.20)

Thus,wereinterpretthe Laughlin state asa com posite boson condensate.

However,there isa slightsurpriseiffp isthe uniquecharacteristic ofa Laughlin state.

It turns out that the condensate is not required to carry the spin �� = 0; any linear

com bination oftheinternalstatesfuL�� (��)g willprojectonto thesam efp.In otherwords,

the sim plecondensate in eqn.(3.16)isgeneralized to

hck(�1;:::;�p� 1)=
p
� �k;0u(�1;:::;�p� 1)

Y

�

e
� j�� j

2=4‘2
B L ; (3.21)

where u is a suitably norm alized anti-analytic function ofthe ��. In term s ofcom posite

bosons,theLaughlin stateisin�nitely degenerate(forallp 6= 1).W ewillcom eback to this

question in Section 3.2 when we im posetheconstraintsand m odeltheuctuationsaround

the ground state.

Despite the in�nitely degenerate ground state,the fundam entalquasiholescan be rep-

resented unam biguously. W e m odify one delta function in equation (3.17) by e�(z;�s) !
P

m uLm + 1(z)u
R
m (�s),m oving the particle at z radially from the origin by one angularm o-

m entum unit.Thee�ecton fp isan overallfactorof
Q

izi,which istheform ofthequasihole

wavefunction given by Laughlin [4].Thiscan be seen by writing one ofthe factorsin eqn.

(3.19)asa Slaterdeterm inant;the shiftsuLm (zi)! uLm + 1(zi)are equivalentto m ultiplying

every colum n iby zi and rescaling every row m by an overallnum ericalfactor(due to the

norm alization ofum ),which only changes the determ inantby an overallconstant. Q uasi-

holescan bem oved around by applying m agnetictranslations �̂,which aredescribed in the

Appendix.

3.2 Energy Functional

Section 3.1.cexplained how theLaughlin wavefunction isacondensateofcom positebosons.

The salientfeature wasthe degeneracy ofthe ground state. Letusrephrase thisin term s
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oftheHam iltonian (3.15),which isa function ofonly the leftdensity. �̂L is

�̂Lq =
Z

d2k

(2�)2
X

��

e
1

2
ik^q‘2

B L c
y

k� 1

2
q;�1� � � �p� 1

c
k+

1

2
q;�1� � � �p� 1

: (3.22)

In eqn. (3.21) ofthe previous section, we pointed out that the condensate is in�nitely

degeneratebecausetheLaughlin statedoesnotdepend on thewavefunction oftheinternal

vortex coordinates.In otherwords,the expectation value ofthe Ham iltonian isuna�ected

by theinternal\spin"stateaslongasthecondensateishck;�1� � � �p� 1
i/ �k;0,which isenough

to give ĥ�L
k
i= �.Unlikethecom positeferm ion case in Chapter2,thereisno uniquem ean

�eld ground statetoexpand around.Thisdegeneracy should disappearoncetheconstraints

are im posed.

Here we willfollow an alternate route which allowsusto includetheconstraintsatthe

outset.W e willconstructa phenom enologicalLagrangian thatrespectsallthe sym m etries

and includetheconstraintsasLagrangem ultipliers.TheresultingLandau-G inzburgtheory

can then besystem atically expanded abouta uniquem ean �eld solution.

Thesim plestrotationally invariantcontribution to theLagrangian consistsofa m om en-

tum and a spin piece

LM + LJ = �
X

k;��

�
1

2M
jkj2 +

J

2
�

�

c
y

k�1� � � �p� 1
ck�1� � � �p� 1

; (3.23)

whereM ;J areconstantsand � =
P p� 1

�= 1 ��.W em ay guessthatthefullLagrangian should

be

L =
X

k;��

c
y

k�1� � � �p� 1
@�ck�1� � � �p� 1

+ LM + LJ + Lconstr ; (3.24)

wherethe �rstterm isthe usualtim e derivative [53]and L constr isthe Lagrange m ultiplier

term thatim posestheconstraints.However,thisexpression isnotgaugeinvariant.L m ust

beinvariantunderthe sym m etriesofc,which preservethe com m utatorsofeqn.(3.2),

c7! UL c

pY

i= 1

UR i
; (3.25)

whereUR i
isa unitary m atrix acting on thei’th rightindex and UL actson theleftindex of

them atrix cm ;n1� � � np
.W ewill�nd thatin ordertopreservethesesym m etries,itisnecessary

to introduce p gauge potentialsthatacton the rightindices.Thebare term LM + LJ will
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acquirethevectorcom ponentsai�,� = x;y,and theLagrange m ultipliers,�i,willplay the

role ofthe scalar potentialai0. Since the m assand spin term sare decoupled in LM + LJ,

we willconsidertheirgauge invariantform sseparately in thefollowing two subsections.

3.2.a M ass Term

Towritethem assterm in coordinatespaceweneed thetransform ofik,which istheanalog

ofr in ordinary space.To thisend,de�nethe LLL coordinate operators,Z and Z

Z = z�(z;�cm ) and Z = �(z;�cm )�cm ; (3.26)

which are adjoints ofeach other,Z y = Z. In Cartesian coordinates Z = Zx + iZy and

Z y
� = Z�.Itisstraightforward to verify thatthe �̂k are eigenoperatorsofZ;Z,thatis

[Z �;�̂k]= � ik�̂k and
h

Z �;�̂k

i

= ik�̂k ; (3.27)

wherethe � -com m utatorisde�ned in eqn.(7.4).Asusual,k = kx + iky and k = kx � iky,

so that� ��� [Z� �;�̂k]= k� �̂k.Therefore,� i���Z� isthe analog ofthe ordinary derivative

operator@� when acting on �̂.To see how Z actson the m atter�eld,we need to consider

the Fock space operatorsin m ore detail.

In general,cm ;n1;:::;np can be transform ed on the leftby som e m atrix M m m 0 or on the

right by som e m atrix �n0
i
ni

that acts on the i’th right index. In coordinate space,M =

M (z;z0)and � = � i(�0i;�i). W e willcontinue to use the � -operator,butitsm eaning m ust

beclari�ed when acting on therightcoordinatessince there arep ofthem .W e de�ne

(c� �i)(z;�1;:::;�p)=
Z

d
2
�
0
ic(z;�1;:::;�

0
i;:::;�p)�i(�

0
i;�i): (3.28)

Theindexon theoperatorwillalwaysindicatethecoordinate on which itacts,renderingthis

notation unam biguous.An exam pleisc� Z,whereZ actson thecenterofm asscoordinate:

(c� Z)(z;�1;:::;�p) =
1

p

Z

d2�01c(z;�
0
1;:::;�p)�

0
1
e�(�01;�1)+ � � �

+
1

p

Z

d
2
�
0
pc(z;�1;:::;�

0
p)�

0
p
e�(�0p;�p) (3.29)

Letusde�nethe coordinate operatorfrom theright,vi,by

vi= �i
e�(�i;�

0
i) and vi= e�(�i;�

0
i)�

0
i ; (3.30)
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such that

c� Z =
1

p

X

i

c� v
i
: (3.31)

The Cartesian com ponentsofthe v’sare Herm itian,viy� = vi�. Acting on the left,Z � c is

the sam easbefore,

(Z � c)(z;�1;:::;�p) =
Z

d
2
z
0
z�(z;z0)c(z0;�1;:::;�p)

� zc(z;�1;:::;�p): (3.32)

Now,theFouriertransform ,eqn.(3.11),togetherwith theproperty in eqn.(3.27)a�ord a

de�nition ofthe\derivative" operator

@c= �
1

2
[Z �;c] and @c=

1

2
[Z �;c]: (3.33)

W e translate thisde�nition into Cartesian coordinatesby using the conventionalrelations

@ = (@x � i@y)=2 and @ = (@x + i@y)=2,

@�c= � i���[Z� �;c]; (3.34)

where ��� is the Levi-Civita sym bol. The non-com m utative Fourier transform of@�c is

� ik�c.Furtherlikeordinary derivatives,@� obeystheLeibnitzproperty @(a� b)= @a� b+

a� @b,which followseasily from theJacobiidentity [A;[B ;C ]]+ [C;[A;B ]]+ [B ;[C;A]]= 0.

Theunitarysym m etryin eqn.(3.25)requiresthatthederivativeoperatorsarecovariant.

The ini�nitesim alversion ofthe transform ation on the rightisobtained from the product

ofexpanding each UR i
= 1+ i�i,

c 7! c+ ic� �

cy 7! cy� i�� cy ; (3.35)

where� isa Herm itian operator,

�=
X

i

�i(�
0
i;�i) (3.36)

and itsconjugate is�=
P

i�i(�i;�
0
i).A standard procedurefrom �eld theory can beused

to m ake@�ccovariant[60].SinceZ� � cisalready covariantunderrighttransform ations,let
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usconsidereach term in c� Z� separately,which areoftheform c� vi�.First,weintroduce

a gauge potentialai�(�
0
i;�i)which transform saccording to

ai� 7! ai� � @��i+ i[ai�
�;�i]: (3.37)

Thederivative of�i isconstructed like @�c,

@��i= � i���[vi�
�;�i]: (3.38)

Then thecom bination c� (���vi� + ai�)transform saccording to therulesin eqns.(3.35)and

(3.37):

c� (���vi� + ai�) 7! (c+ ic� �i)� (���vi� + ai� + i���[vi�
�;�i]+ i[ai�

�;�i])

= c� (���vi� + ai�)+ ic� (���vi� + ai�)� �i+ O (�2i) (3.39)

showing thatitiscovariant.

Thetotalcontribution ofthe gauge potentialsto ���Z� =
1

p

P

i�
��vi� isjustthe sum of

the individualgauge potentials,which we term acm ,

a
cm
� =

1

p

X

i

a
i
� : (3.40)

Thecovariantderivative becom es

D � c = @� c� ic� a
cm
�

(D � c)
y = @� c

y+ ia
cm
� � c

y
: (3.41)

These derivatives obey [D �;D �]= iG ��,where G �� = @�a
cm
� � @�a

cm
� � i[acm�

�;acm� ]isthe

�eld strength [60]. By analogy to standard non-Abelian gauge theory,we willchoose the

transverse gauge foreach ai

@�a
i
� = 0 : (3.42)

The derivative isagain de�ned by eqn. (3.38). Using the non-com m utative Fouriertrans-

form ,the gauge condition isexactly q � aiq = 0.

Thefully covariantm assterm can now bewritten in coordinate space as

LM ! �
1

2M
Tr

h

(D �c)
y � D�c

i

= �
1

2M
Tr

�

@�c
y+ iacm� � cy

�

�
�

@�c� ic� acm�

�

: (3.43)
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Atm ean �eld,the saddlepointofthefullLagrangian

hacm� i = 0

hck;�1;:::;�p� 1
i =

p
� �k;0

Y

�

��� ;0 : (3.44)

Afterquadratically expanding LM aboutthesaddlepoint,we�nd thattheterm slinearin

acm� areproportionalto @�acm� ,which vanishesby thegauge choice.Thequadraticterm in

acm� decouplesfrom the m atteructuations,and we are leftwith

�LM = �
1

2M
Tr

�

@�c
y� @�c+ � a

cm
� � a

cm
�

�

: (3.45)

In the nextsection,we will�nd a sim ilardecoupling ofthe m atterand gauge uctuations

in the spin term .Even ifthe ordinary kinetic energy k2=2M isgeneralized to an arbitrary

polynom ialin k,the sam e decoupling would hold atthe G aussian level. G auge �eldswill

befelt,however,asLagrange m ultipliersin the constraintterm s.

3.2.b Spin Term

Turning now to thespin term ,we willsuppressthe leftindex in thissubsection.

Thepreceeding subsection de�ned theoperatorsvi= �i
e�(�i;�0i),whosesum wasrelated

to thecenterofm asscoordinateoperator.Fortherelative coordinates,thenaturalbasisis

w � = � i
X

j

R �;jv
j and w � = i

X

j

R �;jv
j ; (3.46)

whereR istheJacobitransform ation �� =
P

jR �;j�j thatwasconstructed in Section 3.1.b.

Theiprefactorensuresthat,in Cartesian coordinates,w �
� isrelated to ���vj�.Thisalso has

the e�ectofm aking thew �
� anti-Herm itian,w � y

� = � w��,becausev
j
� isHerm itian.

In the single particle basis uL�(��),w
� and w � act like ��=

p
2‘B L

and (‘B L
=
p
2)@�� ,

respectively| see eqn. (2.16) and the im m ediatly following discussion. Therefore, the

quadratic form w � � w� isexactly �=2,and thespin term can bewritten as

LJ = � J
X

�

Tr
�

w � � cy� c� w�
�

(3.47)

= � J
X

�

Tr
�

w
�
� � c

y� c� w
�
�

�

:
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Cyclicity ofthetracewasused to separatew � w in the�rstline.By changing to Cartesian

coordinatesin the second line,we ignore a constantterm in the energy. Thiscontribution

isfrom the com m utator[w � �;w �]= � 2��� to w �
� � w�� = (w � � w� + w � � w�)=2.

Justasthe @’swere notcovariantin the lastsubsection,the w � are not,either.Recall

from thatdiscussion thateach c� ���vi� ism adecovariantby �
��vi� 7! ���vi� + ai�.W ethus

introducep� 1 gauge potentialsa��,

a
�
� =

X

i

R �;ia
i
� (3.48)

and thecovariantoperatorsW �
� ,

c� W�� = c� w�� + c� a��

W � y
� � cy = � w�� � cy+ a�� � cy : (3.49)

Asin theprevioussection,wework in theCartesian basis� = x;y with W x = (W + W )=2

and W y = (W � W )=2i.Thecorrectspin term isnow

LJ ! � J
X

�

Tr
�

W � y
� � cy� c� W��

�

= J
X

�

Tr
�

w
�
� � c

y� a
�
� � c

y
�

�
�

c� w
�
� + c� a

�
�

�

: (3.50)

Thepartlinearin a�� isequalto

� J Trcy� c� [w��
�;a

�
�]: (3.51)

The com m utator isa sum ofterm softhe form ���[vi� �;ai�]� i@�a
i
� because [vi� �;aj�]= 0

unlessi= j.According to the transverse gauge choice,allterm sin eqn.(3.51)vanish.In

factwe can prove a m ore generalstatem entfora polynom ialspin dispersion.Any term in

the energy oftheform �n� can bewritten as

�n� c
y
�1� � � �p� 1

c�1� � � �p� 1
= Trcy� c� (W� y� � W�� )

n : (3.52)

The linear piece in a�� always looks like (3.51) and vanishes in the transverse gauge. For

ourpurposes,wewillstick with thesim plestnon-trivialexam ple,J�.

Thesaddlepointis

ha��i = 0

hc�1� � � �p� 1
i =

Y

�

��� ;0 (3.53)
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wheretheleftcoordinatesaresuppressed.Q uadraticexpansion aboutthesaddlepointgives

the perturbation ofLJ as

�LJ = � J
X

�

Tr
�

w
�
� � c

y� c� w
�
� + � a

�
� � a

�
�

�

: (3.54)

The second term is also proportionalto
P

iTr
�

ai� � ai�

�

because
p
pR is orthogonal. It

rem ainsto treattheconstraintsgauge invariantly,thesubjectofthe nextsection.

3.3 C onstraints

W ewilltreattheconstraintsby includingpLagrangem ultipliers,�i(�i;�0i).TheLagrangian

then includesthe term

Lconstr = i

pX

i= 1

Tr�i� �R i : (3.55)

The �R i were constructed in eqn. (3.15). G auge invariance under the transform ation in

eqn.(3.35)requiresthat

�i7! �i+ i[�i �;�
i]:

Thesaddlepointfor�i is

h�i(�i;�
0
i)i=

e�(�i;�
0
i) (3.56)

or h�iqi= �q;0 in m om entum space. Expansion ofthe uctuations is analytically feasible

ifthe �R i
q are expanded in powersofq. Itcan be done exactly forp = 2,butwe willalso

considerp = 3 to �niteorder.

Atp = 2 there isonly onerelative coordinate,� = (�1 � �2)=2.Thesaddlepointis

hcq(�)i =
p
� �q;0u

L
0(�)

h�iqi = �q;0 (3.57)

Thedisplacem entofthevorticesfrom thecenterofm asswas�cm � �1 = � � and �cm � �2 = �

according to the Jacobim apping in eqn.(3.9). Plugging thisinto the rightdensities,eqn.
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(3.15),and expanding in powersofcaboutthe saddlepointwe get

��R 1

q =

r
�

2�

Z

d2� cq(�)e
� 1

4
j�j2� i

2
q�� 1

4
jqj2

+

r
�

2�

Z

d
2
� c

y
� q(�)e

� 1

4
j�j2� i

2
q�� 1

4
jqj2

;

��
R 2

q =

r
�

2�

Z

d
2
� cq(�)e

� 1

4
j�j2+ i

2
q�� 1

4
jqj2

+

r
�

2�

Z

d2� c
y
� q(�)e

� 1

4
j�j2+ i

2
q�� 1

4
jqj2 ; (3.58)

wherecistheuctuation abouthciand ��R � �R � �.‘2B L
issetto oneabove,and in what

follows.Ifwe m ake useoftheidentity

1

2�
e
� 1

4
j�j2� i

2
q�� 1

4
jqj2 = �(�;� iq)�

1X

�= 0

u�(�)u�(iq); (3.59)

then

��
R 1

q =
p
p
X

�

cq�u�(� iq)+ c
y
� q�u�(� iq);

��R 2

q =
p
p
X

�

cq�u�(iq)+ c
y
� q�u�(iq): (3.60)

Thisisan explicitexpansion in powersofqsinceu�(q)� q� (asidefrom an overallG aussian

factor).ThesuperscriptL hasbeen dropped from u aswe aresetting ‘B L
= 1.

M ovingon top = 3,therearetworelativecoordinates,�1;2 thataregiven by eqn.(3.10).

Them atter�eld iscq(�1;�2)with expectation value

hcq(�1;�2)i =
p
� �q;0u0(�1)u0(�2):

Asin thep = 2 case,weobtain �cm � �iin term softheJacobicoordinatesfrom eqn.(3.10),

putthe resultinto the de�nition of�R i in eqn. (3.15) and expand aboutthe saddle point

in powersofc.Forexam ple,�cm � �1 = �

q
3

2
�1 �

q
1

2
�2,which gives

��
R 1

q = (3.61)
Z

d2�1d
2�2cq(�1;�2)u0(�1)u0(�2)e

� 1

4
j
p

3

2
�1+

p
1

2
�2j

2� 1

2
q(

p
3

2
�1+

p
1

2
�2)�

1

4
jqj2 + h:c:

= 2�
Z

d
2
�1d

2
�2cq(�1;�2)�(�1;� iq

q

3=2)�(�2;� iq

q

1=2)+ h:c:;
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whereweused thedelta function identity,eqn.(3.59).Theprocedureisanalogousfor�R 2;3,

and we obtain in spin space

��
R 1

q =
p
p
X

�1�2

cq�1�2u�1(� iq

q

3=2)u�2(� iq

q

1=2)+

p
p
X

�1�2

c
y
� q�1�2

u�1(� iq

q

3=2)u�2(� iq

q

1=2);

��R 2

q =
p
p
X

�1�2

cq�1�2u�1(iq
q

3=2)u�2(� iq

q

1=2)+

p
p
X

�1�2

c
y
� q�1�2

u�1(iq
q

3=2)u�2(� iq

q

1=2);

��R 3

q =
p
2�p

X

�2

cq0�2u�2(iq
p
2)+

p
2�p

X

�2

c
y

� q0�2
u�2(iq

p
2):

3.4 D ensity R esponse and the M agnetoroton

Theresultsofthelastthree sectionsadd into the uctuationsofthe Lagrangian density,

�L = Tr(cy� @�c)� �LM � �LJ � i

pX

i= 1

��i� q � �
R i
q ; (3.62)

where the �rstterm isthe usualBerry phase,� being com plex tim e,and the otherpieces

are given by eqns.(3.45),(3.54),and (3.55).

W ecan drop theuctuationsin thevectorpotentials,acm and aisincetheyaredecoupled

and willnota�ectthe physicalquantities.Then in m om entum space,�LJ + �LM becom e

�LM + �LJ =
X

��

E k;� c
y

k�1� � � �p� 1
ck�1� � � �p� 1

; (3.63)

where

E k;� = "k + J�

"k =
k2

2M

J� = J� : (3.64)

Asobserved previously,both"k and J� can bearbitrarypolynom ialsin k and �,respectively,

butthepresentform su�cesforourpurposes.

Letusrewritethe Lagrangian as

�L = ��
y

k
G

� 1
k

��k (3.65)

57



��k =

0

B
B
B
B
@

��ik

c
y

� k�

ck�

1

C
C
C
C
A

(3.66)

The propagatorm atrix G carriesthe physicalinform ation,including the correlation func-

tions and the spectrum ofexcitations via the zeros ofits determ inant. W e consider the

p = 2;3 casesin thefollowing sections.

3.4.a T he case p= 2

Itisa lengthy,butstraightforward,calculation to obtain thedeterm inantby G auss-Jordan

elim ination.Itprovesconvenientto usethe basis�� = �1 � �2,and we �nd,

DetG � 1 = PevenPodd ; (3.67)

where

Peven =

(
1Y

�= 0

h

E 2
k;2� � !2n

i
) (

1X

�= 0

ju2�j
2
E k;2�

E 2
k;2�

� i!2n

)

(3.68)

Podd =

(
1Y

�= 0

h

E 2
k;2�+ 1 � !2n

i
) (

1X

�= 0

ju2�+ 1j
2
E k;2�+ 1

E 2
k;2�+ 1

� i!2n

)

and u� � u�(k).

The generalfeatures ofthe spectrum em erge already ifwe keep only the term s up to

� = 3.W e �nd thatthelowestm odeis

i!n =

"

E k;0E k;2

 
k4E k;0 + 8E k;2

k4E k;2 + 8E k;0

! #1=2

; (3.69)

which isplotted in �g.3.2.In keeping with an incom pressibleuid,thereisa �nitegap at

k = 0.In general,them odeshaveenergy gapsequalto �J with � � 2.Thelowestm odeis

a m ixture ofonly �= even channels,the nextone up isa m ixture of�= odd,and so forth,

alternating in even/odd m ixtures.Becausethegap would vanish iftheconstraintswerenot

included,orifJ ! 0,thelow energy physicsisdom inated by theinternalvortex excitations

of�.Them ain featurein �g.3.2 isthedip.According to theapproxim ation in eqn.(3.69)

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

� = 4,i.e.to O (q8),and theshapeisvirtually identicalto �g.3.2.In properunits,thedip
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Figure 3.2:Lowestm ode at� = 1=2 obtained from the action expanded to O (k3).k isin unitsof

inversem agneticlength.The param etersarem = 3 and J = 1.

isalwayslocated atjk�j� 1=‘B L
.Itwould seem tocorrespond tothem agnetoroton thathas

been proposed by severalauthors[55,58].However,oursisthe �rstanalyticalobservation

ofthisphenom ena;earlierpredictionsrelied on num erics.Based on the com posite ferm ion

picture,k isproportionalto thedipolem om ent,orseparation between theparticleand the

centerofm assofthevortices.Itistem pting to concludethatthedip isan electrostatic-like

feature,occurringwhen therelativeorbitradiusofthevorticesisequaltothedistancefrom

the particle to theircenterofm ass,i.e.�=2 � �cm .

Thedensity-density responsefunction,�LL(q)can becalculated within theabovefram e-

work aswell.Theconnected partofthiscorrelation function is

�LL(q)= h��Lq ��
L
� qi; (3.70)

where q = (q;i!n)and ��L is the uctuating partof�L (eqn. (3.22)). Expanding about

the condensate in eqn.(3.57)gives,

��Lq =
p
p(cq;0u0 + c

y

� q;0u0): (3.71)

O neway togetthelowestorderterm in � istosubstitutetheexpansionsfor�R 1;2.A sim ple

linearcom bination from eqn.(3.60)yields

1

2

�

��R 1

q + ��R 2

q

�

=
p
p

X

�= 0;2;4;:::

�

cq�u�(� iq)+ c
y
� q�u�(� iq)

�

(3.72)

= ��Lq +
p
p

X

�= 2;4;:::

�

cq�u�(� iq)+ c
y
� q�u�(� iq)

�

:
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O n the average, the left-hand side is zero because the constraints vanish at m ean �eld,

h��Rq i= 0,so that��Lq � O (jqj2)and

�LL(q)= O (jqj4) (3.73)

justaswe had beforein the com posite ferm ion case.

Thesam eresultcan beobtained by an explicitcalculation thatextractsthe�eld corre-

latorsfrom eqn.(3.66). An expansion in m inors(Cram er’srule)ofthe propagatorm atrix

G leadsto

hc
y

k;0
ck;0i = �

(i!n + "k)Q + ju0j
2

�
!2n + "2

k

�
Q + 2ju0j2"k

hc
y

k;0
c
y

� k;0
i =

ju0j
2

�
!2n + "2

k

�
Q + 2ju0j2"k

(3.74)

where

Q =
X

�= 2;4;6;:::

2ju�j2E k;�

!2n + E k;�

: (3.75)

Plugging these correlatorsinto �LL(k)= � h(ck;0 + c
y

� k;0
)2i,we �nd

lim
k! 0

�
LL(k;i!n = 0)= �

jkj4

16J
: (3.76)

This result is consistent with an incom pressible quantum Halluid [55]. Note that the

lim itisindependentofM and isvalid so long asJ 6= 0,which isconsistentwith thevortex

excitationsdom inating the long distance physics.

3.4.b T he case p= 3

The expansionsofthe constraints,eqn.(3.62),isprohibitive in general. To getan idea of

thespectrum ,wecuttheexpansion o� after�1;2 = 2.Thespectrum ,asobtained from the

zerosofG is

i!n =

8
>>>><

>>>>:

h

E k;0E k;2

�
k4E k;0+ 4E k;2

k4E k;2+ 4E k;0

�i1=2

h

E k;1E k;2

�
k4E k;1+ 4E k;2

k4E k;2+ 4E k;1

�i1=2

: (3.77)

Thesecond branch in eqn.(3.77)isdoubly degenerate.Presum ably thisdegeneracy would

be lifted in a betterapproxim ation. The two m odesare shown in �g. 3.3. W ith the help
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ofM athematica,we have analyzed the spectrum in m ore detailand �nd that the gaps

are J�,� � 2.A non-zero gap,ofcourse,isconsistentwith an incom pressible uid.O nce

1 2 3 4
k

1

2

3

Ek

Figure 3.3:Lowesttwo m odesat� = 1=3 obtained by expanding the action to O (k2).The higher

m odeisdoubly degenerate.k isin unitsofinversem agneticlength.Theparam etersarem = 3 and

J = 1.

again,them ain featureisthem agnetoroton gap.Itseem sto bea generalfeatureforallp,

provided thatJ islarge enough relative to 1=M .
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C hapter 4

Paired States ofB osons in T w o

D im ensions

In thischapterwe analyze p-and d-wave pairing ofbosonsfrom two pointsofview.First

as an exact gound state ofa particular Ham iltonian in the FQ HE,where the bosons are

really com posite bosons. And second,in the fram ework ofBCS theory ofpaired states of

ordinary bosons.

W e�nd thattheperm anentisan anti-Skyrm ion texturesittingon thetransition between

ferrom agnetic and helical ordering, both of which are single-particle condensates. The

transition isofsecond orderso thatwecan writea continuum quantum ferrom agnetaction

[61]for the localm agnetization in its vicinity. An analogous description on a lattice is

straightforward and willbe discussed briey. The results are com pared to num erics with

excellentagreem ent.

In Section 4.2 we m ove on to the Ha�nian. As we did for the perm anent, we �rst

construct a three-body Ham iltonian for which the trialwavefunction is exact,and from

which num ericaldiagonalization techniques can extract the spectrum . Unfortunately in

thiscase we cannotcalculate the spectrum analytically and we resortto an e�ective BCS-

typeham iltonian attheoutset.A m ean �eld analysissuggeststhreepossiblephasesin the

presence ofan attractive channelat l= � 2: (i) a single particle condensate,or Laughlin

state, (ii) a pure pair state and (iii) a charge-density-wave phase. W e conjecture that
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the Ha�nian lies on the specialpoint separating (i) from (ii). In support,our num erical

evidence suggeststhatthe Ha�nian iscom pressible and thatitm ay contain incipientlong

lange correlationsin the density.

4.1 T he Perm anent: p-wave Pairing

4.1.a A nalytic Structure ofthe G round State

Beforediscussingtheactualcalculations,webrieysum m arizetherelevantpropertiesofthe

perm anentstate.Detailed analysisand related statesm ay befound elsewhere [28,30,62].

For the m om ent we begin by choosing to put the system on a sphere with a m agnetic

m onopole in thecenter[14].

For� = 1=q,theperm anentstateisa spin-singletground stateofspin-1/2 ferm ionsfor

q= odd and ofspin-1/2 bosons for q= even. The form er case is the relevant one here,the

sim plestbeing q = 1. Atthis�lling factor,the m icroscopic three-body Ham iltonian isthe

projection onto them anifold ofstatesspanned by theclosestapproach ofthreeferm ions.It

takesan especially com pactform on the sphere,where each particle in the lowestLandau

level(LLL)hasorbitalangularm om entum N �=2:

H = V
X

i< j< k

Pijk(
3

2
N � � 1;

1

2
): (4.1)

Theargum ents(3N �=2� 1;1=2)arethetotalorbitalangularm om entum and z-com ponent

ofspin,respectively,ofthree ferm ionsatclosestapproach. Pijk isthe projection operator

onto these statesforeach tripletofparticles.Note thatthe angularm om entum isallowed

to behalfintegralbecausetherelevantsingleparticlesstatesarem onopoleharm onics[63].

Due to sym m etry,three ferm ionscan neverhave totalorbitalangularm om entum 3N �=2,

so H is properly regarded as a projection onto triplet states ofm om entum greater than

or equalto 3N �=2� 1. To specify a unique ground state,the totalux,N�,through the

sphere m ust be �xed. At N � = (N � 1)� 1,the perm anent is the densest zero-energy

eigenstateofH .Thedenseststatebeing theonewith thesm allestN �.Forourpurposes,it

ism ostconvenientto projectstereographically onto the plane,where the i’th particle has

the com plex coordinate zi= xi+ iyi.Denoting the spin com ponentofthe i’th particle by
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�i= "i;#i,caststheperm anentinto the form :

	 perm (z1�1;:::;zN =2�N =2)=
X

P

N =2Y

i= 1

"P (2i� 1)#P (2i) � #P (2i� 1)"P (2i)

zP (2i� 1)� zP (2i)

Y

i< j

(zi� zj): (4.2)

Theprefactoristhe perm anentofan N � N m atrix,which isa determ inantwith the sign

ofthe perm utation om itted,and P standsforallperm utationsofN objects. The second

factor isthe usualLaughlin-Jastrow ansatz with the G aussian factors om itted. The BCS

pairing structureoftheprefactorism anifestin theaboveform ;thespatialpartofthepair

wavefunction isin an orbitalangularm om entum l= � 1 eigenstate and the spin partisa

singlet.Thereforetheprefactoristotally sym m etric,representing a paired wavefunction of

bosoniccoordinates,which arenon otherthan the com posite bosons.

The factors in the denom inator ensure that the relative angular m om entum ofeach

disjoint pair (zi� zj) is reduced such that each projection by Pijk gives zero. In other

words,H penalizesthosestateswhich do notappearin the wavefunction.Addition ofone

ux quantum preserves this property and there is a space ofzero energy states including

the Laughlin state. Equivalently,reducing the ux by one quantum through the Laughlin

state creates an anti- Skyrm ion,which is a uniform spin con�guration on the sphere (a

\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 ofzero-energy

states[30,64].Theadvantageoftheq = 1 Laughlin stateisthatitisaSlaterdeterm inant

ofsingle particle states,which in thiscase isa Vanderm ondedeterm inant:

	 L(z1;� � � ;zN )=
Y

i

0

B
@

1

0

1

C
A

i

Y

i< j

(zi� zj); (4.3)

where (1 0)
i
is the spin state ofthe i’th particle,so thatthe totalz -com ponent ofspin

is Sz = N =2. The spin-wave states correspond to superpositionsofthe degenerate states

de�ned by Sz = N =2� 1.NoticethattheprefactoroftheLaughlin-Jastrow factoristrivially

constantand sym m etricunderparticleinterchange.By analogy to theperm anent(4.2),we

interprettheprefactorasa wavefunction ofcom posite bosons.

In thefollowingsubsection weswitch totheplaneand constructthespin waveexcitations

in theLLL using m agnetictranslation operators,with which weobtain theexactspin wave
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spectrum at allwavevectors. W e do not utilize the com posite boson picture yet and all

resultsin the nextsection are com pletely exact.

4.1.b M agnetic Translations on the Plane

A singlem agnon m odewith m om entum k isrepresented in term sofspin density operators

by Ŝ�
k
=
P N

j= 1e
� ik� rj�̂

�
j ,which periodically ipsone spin ofa com pletely polarized state.

However, alloperators m ust not have any com ponents in the higher Landau levels. To

im pose thisconstraint,itprovesnecessary to projectalloperatorsinto the LLL using the

Bargm ann-Fock representation [69,65].Asa consequence,a m agnon iscom posed ofipped

spinsalong thedirection perpendicular to k.

Thefundam entaloperatorthatwewillneed istheprojected one-body density operator

�k(ri)= e� ik� ri.Here and throughoutthischapterthe overbardenotesprojection into the

LLL.Thisoperatorisdiscussed in detailin the Appendix.Because translationsno longer

com m utein theLLL duetobroken tim etranslation sym m etry in thepresenceofam agnetic

�eld,a charged particle picksup an Aharonov-Bohm phase asittraversesa closed circuit.

However,thereisaone-to-onecorrespondencebetween theordinarytranslationsin zero�eld

and them agnetictranslations.In zero �eld,�k(ri)translatesthei’th particleby a distance

r,and thecorrespondingm agnetictranslation,�k(i),isa translation by l2B ẑ� k,wherelB is

them agneticlength and ẑ isthedirection ofthem agnetic�eld.Thecross-productappears

asa consequence ofthe Lorentz force.Theexplicitrelation is

�k(i)= e
k
2

4 �k(ri); (4.4)

wherethem agneticlength hasbeen setto unity| asitwillbethroughoutthechapter.The

ubiquitousG aussian factorcan be thoughtofasthe m om entum space version ofthe m ost

localized wavepacketin theLLL,ortheprojected delta function.Thetotalspin and charge

density operatorsare easily obtained from (4.4):

�k =
NX

i= 1

e�
k
2

4 �k(i) (4.5)

S
a

k =
NX

i= 1

e�
k
2

4 �k(i)�
a
i ; (4.6)
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where�a isthea’th Paulim atrix.Theprojected spin density ipsonespin and translates

the resulting state by ẑ � k,which is a quasihole-quasiparticle pair. The lim it oflarge

k corresponds to a large pair so we expect that the spin wave spectrum approaches an

asym ptotic value in thislim it.

The Laughlin state (4.3)isa Slaterdeterm inant,which allowsthe density-density cor-

relation to be determ ined analytically [1]at� = 1. In term softhe m agnetic translations

in (4.5),the paircorrelation function (projected onto the LLL)is:

h	 Lj:�q�� k :j	 Li=
X

i6= j

e
�

q
2

4 e
� k

2

4 h�q(i)�� k(j)i= � h�i2�kqe
�

q
2

2 ;

or
X

i6= j

h�q(i)�� k(j)i= � h�i2�kq ; (4.7)

wherethecolonsrem oveself-correlationsby norm alordering.Equation (4.7)isthebuilding

block form uch ofthe subsequentanalyticalresults.

Thenon-com m utativity ofm agnetictranslationsisirrelevantin (4.7)becausetheprod-

ucts involve di�erent particles. However,the translations do not com m ute for the sam e

particle. Rather,they form a representation ofthe m agnetic translation group with the

algebra:

[�q(i);�k(j)]= 2i�ij�q+ k(i)sin
q ^ k

2
(4.8)

�q(i)�k(i)= �q+ k(i)e
i

2
q^k; (4.9)

wherethewedge productstandsfor(q � k)�̂z.

Using the projected spin density operatorwe can easily constructa single m agnon by

applying the spin density operator(4.6)to theLaughlin state:	 k = S
�

k 	 L.

4.1.c Spin-W aves and Instability;Exact R esults

Thetranslationally invariantversion ofthethree-body Ham iltonian (4.1)on theplanecan

bewritten as:

H = V
X

i6= j6= k

r 2
i�(ri� rj)�(ri� rj) (4.10)

O fcourse,allobservables are to be calculated after projection into the LLL.Since the

Ham iltonian conserves the totalspin,as wellas being translationally invariant,the state
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with onem agnon isan exacteigenstateofH with energy given by theusualexpression [66]:

!k =
h	 LjS

+

k

h

H ;S
�

k

i

j	 Li

h	 LjS
+

k S
�

k j	 Li
: (4.11)

W ithin theexpectation valueofH ,thetwo gradientsreducetheorbitalangularm om entum

ofatripletin 	 k and in 	 �
k
by one,hencetheidentity with thesphericalHam iltonian (4.1).

H can berewritten in term softhe real-space density operator�(r)=
P

i�(r� ri)in a

sim ilarm anner:

H = V

Z

d
2
xd

2
x
0
d
2
x
00:r 2

x �(x)�(x
0)�(x00):�(x � x

0)
�(x0� x

00)

= � V
X

qp

q
2
e
�

q
2

4 e
�

(q� p)
2

4 e
�

p
2

4

X

i6= j6= k

�� q(i)�q� p(j)�p(k): (4.12)

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

and m agneticoperators(4.5).Substitution ofthelastlineinto theenergy expression (4.11)

and useofthe m agnetic operatoralgebra (4.8)and (4.9)reducesthe dispersion to:

!k = � V
X

q;p

q
2
e
�

q
2

2 e
�

(q� p)
2

2 e
�

p
2

2 � (4.13)

X

i6= j6= k

h�� q(i)�q� p(j)�p(k)iL
�

eip^k + ei(q� p)̂ k + e� iq^k � 3
�

:

Ratherthan calculating thetriple-density correlatordirectly,observethateverything inside

theexpectation valueisalready in theLLL.Thus,them agnetictranslationscan bereplaced

by density operatorsaccordingtotherulein (4.5).AfterFouriertransform ingback intoreal

space,weareleftwith term slikeh:r 2
x�(x)�(x

0)�(x00):i�(x� x0)�(x0� x00+ k� ẑ),which can

be evaluated by writing the density operatorin second quantization,�(x)= ĥ y(x) ̂(x)i,

and using W ick’stheorem .Forthespin-polarized �= 1 state,theG reen’sfunction isknown

exactly [1],being,in thesym m etric gauge,

h ̂y(x) ̂(x0)i
L
= h�ie�

1

4
jx� x0j2

e
i

2
x^x0

: (4.14)

Theend-resultisthe exactspin wave spectrum :

!k = C

"

1� e
� k2=2

 
k2

2
+ 1

! #

; (4.15)

where
isthearea ofthesystem ,h�i= 1=2�‘2B ,and theasym ptoticvalueisC = 16V h�i
.

Equation (4.15) is the centralresult of this section. It should be borne in m ind that,
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although it was obtained for the Laughlin state (4.3),it is also valid for the perm anent

(4.2),sincethetwo aredegenerate in thepresenceofourthree-body interaction (4.1).The

com parison to exactnum ericsisshown in Fig.4.1.

0 2 4 6 8
k

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

Ek

Figure 4.1: Spin-W ave Dispersion: Pointsare num ericaldata for N = 10,N � = 9 (com puted by

E.Rezayi).Solid line isthe spectrum in (4.15),with C determ ined by m atching to the data atthe

highestk. Forcom parison,the dotted line isthe spectrum fora two body interaction (4.16)with

V2 = 0.

At large k,!k approaches an asym ptotic value as expected. This is the energy ofa

widely separated quasihole-quasiparticle pair,as in earlier work on two-body interactions

[67].However,thenovelfeatureof(4.15)em ergesatsm allk,where!k � k4 ,in contrastto

theusualquadraticdependence.In otherwords,thespin sti�nessisexactly zero when the

interaction is the three-body Ham iltonian (4.10). This is precisely what was conjectured

earlier based on num ericalevidence [30]. Here, however, we have an exact calculation

verifying that claim ,and the com parison with the originaldata is quite good,as shown

in Fig. 4.1. Therefore,the perm am entispoised on the brink ofan instability because !k

becom esnegative assoon asthespin sti�nessdipsbelow zero.

Thedegeneracy ofthepolarized Laughlin stateand theunpolarized perm anentcan also

be understood in light of the long wavelength behavior of the spectrum . At zero spin

sti�ness,it should cost no energy to create a slowly varying spin texture ofunbounded

size. In factnum ericalcalculations ofthe spin-spin correlator hSz(x)Sz(y)ion the sphere

con�rm that the spins are approxim ately anti-aligned at antipodalpoints,indicating an

anti-Skyrm ion texture with long range order(Fig.4.2).In the nextsubsection we willsee
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thatpairing ofcom positebosonspredictsprecisely thisordering.Skyrm ionsarenotnew in

the FQ HE [68,69]and are typically associated with excitations when extra ux isadded.

Here,however,they appearatonefewerux quantum .

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5
-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5
<σ(r)σ(0)>

��λ

 Permanent

 Skyrmion

N=8, Sphere

Figure 4.2: hSzSzi ofthe Perm anent and,for com parison,ofthe Laughlin state with one fewer

ux.� isthe m agneticlength.(Com puted by E.Rezayi)

The three-body spectrum obtained above cannot exhibit an instability because it is

alwaysstable| i.e.projection operatorsgenerally haveno negativeeigenvalues.However,a

negative quadratic term can be restored by including a short-range,two-body interaction.

Forconcreteness,we m odelsuch a potentialby thesim plest,non-trivialexpansion,

H 2 =
X

i6= j

V0�(xi� xj)+
1

2
V2r

2
i�(xi� xj); (4.16)

in place ofH .There isno restriction on the sign ofV2,butV0 should be positive.Except

forthe specialcase V2 = 0,forwhich H 2 isthepseudopotential[1]at� = 1,the Laughlin

state is no longer an eigenstate. However,due to translationalinvariance,the state with

one m agnon is an eigenstate,so that its spectrum m ay be calculated exactly once again.

Projecting H 2 onto the LLL and following the sam e procedureasbeforeyields:

!k = �
1

2

X

q

Vqe
� q2=2

�

e
iq^k + e

� iq^k � 2
�

; (4.17)

where Vq = V0 +
1

2
V2q

2 . Eqn. (4.17) agrees with earlier calculations using m any-body
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techniques [67]. Unlike the three-body case,the coe�cient ofthe quadratic term in the

dispersion doesnotvanish in general. However,by tuning the interaction param eters,the

sti�nesscan beforced tozero,and thetwo-and three-bodyinteractionswillbehavesim ilarly

at large distance. For exam ple,the ratio V2=V0 = � 2=3 m im ics the three-body spectrum

(4.15)atsm allk.

W hen V2=V0 < � 2=3, !k looks like the fam iliar \M exican Hat" potential, with a

m inim um at the wavevector Q 2 = jV0=V2j. At zero tem perature, allthe m agnons (or

quasiparticle-quasihole pairs)condense into the m om entum Q . Nonetheless,the totalve-

locity ofthesuperuid iszero becausetheup-spinscondenseinto Q =2 and thedown-spins

into � Q =2. W e illustrate this explicitly by a Hartree-Fock function in the LLL with the

variationalparam eterQ .Atthispointthisism oreofan ansatzthan anything else,butwe

willjustify thisin thenextsubsection.Forthem om ent,considerthesingleparticleorbitals

�m (r)=
1
p
2

0

B
@

e
i

2
Q � r

e�
i

2
Q � r

1

C
A z

m
e
jzj2=2 �

0

B
@

�Q =2(r)

�� Q =2(r)

1

C
A z

m
e
jzj2=2

; (4.18)

where�Q =2(r)istheone-body density operatorthatisto beprojected into theLLL accord-

ing to the rulein (4.4).TheSlaterdeterm inant,~	 Q ,ofthese orbitalsexhibitshelicalspin

orderand reducesto 	 L atQ = 0.In term softhe m agnetic operators,e	 Q is:

e	 Q (z1;:::;zN )=
Y

i

1
p
2
e
� Q 2=4

0

B
@

�Q =2(i)

�� Q =2(i)

1

C
A

i

Y

i< j

(zi� zj)e
�
P

i
jzij

2=4
: (4.19)

Letusrewrite e	 Q asthe spinoroperatortim esthe purely spatialpart, e	 Q = TQ 	 0.The

energy E Q of e	 Q can be calculated in exactly the sam e way as the spin-wave energy (by

using (4.11)).W e �nd thatE Q isidenticalto !Q ,i.e.

!Q =
hS

+

Q

h

H 2;S
�

Q

i

i
L

hS
+

Q S
�

Q iL

=

E Q =
hT

y

Q

h

H 2;TQ

i

i
0

hT
y

Q TQ i0

: (4.20)

In fact,thisidentity holdsgenerally forany translationally invariant interaction that can

be expressed asa productofcharge density operators. In particular,itistrue forboth of
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thethree-and two-body interactions,illustrating thatourpictureofa m agnon condensate

isinternally consistent.

The wavevector Q plays the role ofan order param eter which increases continuously

from zero asone crossesover from the ferrom agnetic into the helicalphase. O n the other

hand,them agnetization undergoesa �rstordertransition.Theboundary between thetwo

phases is de�ned by �s = 0. In the following subsection,we prove that helicalorder is

incipientin the ground statesofthe perm anentby adopting the com posite boson pointof

view.A sim ilarprocedureon thespherewillshow thattheanalog ofthehelicalordering is

exactly the anti-Skyrm ion,aswassuggested by the num ericaldata in Fig.4.2.

4.1.d Spin O rder ofthe Perm anent

Letusbegin by recalling thegeneraltheory ofpaired bosonsin zero m agnetic�eld [23].An

e�ective Ham iltonian which capturesthisphysicsisoftheBCS type:

K eff =
X

k�

�

�kc
y

k�
ck� +

1

2

�

� �
kc� k#ck" + � kc

y

k"
c
y

� k#

��

(4.21)

where �k = "k � � and "k isthe single-particle kinetic energy and � k isthe gap function.

In the fractionalquantum Halle�ect,the quasiparticles entering K eff are the com posite

bosons,ck�,which see no m agnetic �eld. W e assum e that"k ’ k2=2m � atsm allk,where

m � isan e�ective m assofthe com posite (see forexam ple Chapter2). Forp-wave pairing,

we take � k to be an eigenfunction ofrotations in k ofeigenvalue l= � 1. Atsm allk the

generic form ofthegap function isthus

� k ’ �̂(k x � iky) (4.22)

where �̂ isa constant. Although there isno explicitsingle particle condensate in K eff,it

willbeem erge naturally below asbeing equivalentto purep-wave order.

M ore rigorously,one m ust solve the self-consistent gap equation when the interaction

contains an attractive l= � 1 channel. Consider a non-singular interaction which has a

powerseriesexpansion atshortdistance:V (k)= a0 + a2k
2 + :::.Thegap equation is

� k = �
1

2

X

k0

V (k � k
0)
� k0

E k0
: (4.23)
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wherethequasiparticle energy is

E k =
q

�2
k
� j�kj2 (4.24)

Note them inussign in contrastwith thefam iliarferm ion case.Thisisa com plicated non-

localintegralequation,butitseparates ifwe assum e thatthe gap function contains only

one angular m om entum channel: � k = j� kje
il�,where � is the polar angle ofk. The

interaction expandssim ilarly into angularm om enta:

V (k � k
0)=

1X

m = � 1

Vm (k;k
0)e� im (�� �0) (4.25)

where the coe�cients V l(k;k0)depend only on the m agnitudesofk and k0. Itisstraight-

forward to show thatthe leading orderbehaviorofVlin k is

Vl(k;k
0)’ k

l (4.26)

Substituting the expansion (4.25) into the gap equation (4.23) yieldsprecisely the p-wave

gap (4.22)atleading orderin k wheneverV� 1(k;k0)isnegative and Vl= 0 forl6= � 1.For

generall-wave pairing the gap isproportionalto (kx � iky)l atlong distance.

Thequasiparticleenergy E k containsim portantphysicalinform ation.W hen � < 0 and

�̂ issm allenough,the gap isE 0 = � and 2E0 isthe energy needed to break a condensed

pair. O n the other hand,as the gap closes the paired state ceases to exist and a single

particle condensate appears[23].Precisely at� = 0 thespectrum isunstableforany �nite

�̂.However,aswewillshow shortly,thepurepairstateisreally asingleparticlecondensate

and thesolution ofK eff isfully consistentwhen we expand aboutthisnew m inim um .

In theabsenceofany singleparticlecondensates,a purepairstateofspin-1=2 bosonsis

j
i=
1

N
exp

(
1

2

X

k

gkc
y

k"
c
y

� k#

)

j0i (4.27)

whereN isthenorm alization given by

N =
Y

k

1

1� jgkj
2
: (4.28)

To ensurethatj
iisnorm alizable itisnecessary thatjgkj
2 < 1 forallk and p-wave order

requires that gk is antisym m etric in m om entum space: gk = � g� k. Therefore,due to
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bosonic statistics,the lowest allowed spin state ofa pairisthe spin singlet"i#j � #i"j so

j
ihastotalspin S = 0.

In realspace,the(unnorm alized)com ponentofthepairwavefunction with N particles

(N even)is

	(r 1�1;:::;rN �N )=
X

P

N =2Y

i= 1

g(rP (2i� 1)� rP (2i))
�

"P (2i� 1)#P (2i) � #P (2i� 1)"P (2i)

�

(4.29)

where g(r) is the inverse Fourier transform ofgk and P runs over allperm uations ofN

objects.Thisistheform ofaperm anentofan N � N m atrix,which lookslikeadeterm inant,

but with the sign of P om itted. In fact, it is the analog of the Pfa�an (which is the

determ inantofan antisym m etric m atrix)forpaired ferm ions.

Ifwe are dealing with the FQ HE,then the bosonic operators ck� really originated as

com posite bosons.During projection to the LLL,one typically picksup a cuto� factoron

gk ofexp(� l2B jkj
2=2),where ‘B is the m agnetic length. W e willneglect this factor in all

thatfollowswith theunderstanding thatK eff and gk arevalid atlong distance.W ith this

caveat,itiseasy to see thatif

gk =
�

(kx + iky)
(4.30)

with � a constant,then the asym ptotic behavior at long distance ofthe inverse Fourier

transform is

g(r)’
1

z
: (4.31)

Com paringthiswith (4.29),we�nd thatatlong distance,thepairwavefunction isprecisely

the perm anentprefactoroftheLLL state de�ned by 	 perm (4.2).

W hile the Laughlin-Jastrow factoristaken care ofby the transform ation to com posite

bosons,itshould bebornein m ind thatthepriceofthisprojection isan extra constraintor

a uctuating (Chern-Sim ons)gauge �eld.W e areneglecting thesee�ectsatthem ean �eld

level.Analogousquestionsforpairing ofcom positeferm ionshavebeen raised recently [72].

Now letusconsidertheoccupation num beratwavevectork:hnki= hc
y

k"
ck"i+ hc

y

k#
ck#i:

From theform ofj
i(4.15)thiscan bewritten asa function ofgk only,

hnki=
jgkj

2

1� jgkj
2
: (4.32)
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Substituting theasym ptotic behavior(4.30),we can writethe totalnum berofparticlesas

N =
X

k

hnki=
X

k

j�j2

jkj2 � j�j2
(4.33)

The occupation num bersfallo� algebraically atsm allk and even m ore quickly (exponen-

tially) on the scale of k > 1=‘B . The condition of norm alisability of the ground state

guarantees that j�=kj2 < 1 for allk| in other words,j�jm ustbe less than the m inim um

wavevector,jkm inj. To m ake sense ofthisexpression we now im pose boundary conditions

that com pactify the plane into a torus. For sim plicity, consider an L � L torus in the

xy-plane;generalization to Lx � Ly and m odularparam eter� isstraightfoward.

O n the torus there are four degenerate ground states for the perm anent Ham iltonian

(4.2)corresponding to periodic(+ + )orantiperiodic,(+ � ),(� + ),(� � ),boundary condi-

tionsin each ofthe two directions.W hen both directionsare periodic (+ + )the m inim um

reciprocallattice vectorallowed iskm in = 0 and N becom essharply peaked (in factitisa

delta function)atn0.O ne ofthe spin directions(say,")issingled outby the correlations

and we areleftwith nothing otherthan a Bose condensate with

hck�i=
p
N �k;0��;" (4.34)

which isthespin-polarized Laughlin state.O n theotherhand,in theantiperiodicsector,(+ � )

or (� + ),jkm inj= �=L. Inverting (4.33),we �nd that j�j= jkm inj� O (1=N ) and in the

therm odynam iclim itoneofthesetwo sectorsism acroscopically occupied.Forexam ple,in

the(+ � )direction,km in = (�=L;0).Sincethetotalm om entum ofthecondensatem ustbe

zero,we occupy (+ �=L;0)and (� �=L;0)with equalprobability:

hck"i=

s

N

2
�k;km in

and hck#i=

s

N

2
�k;� km in

(4.35)

In realspace this is precisely the helicalwinding with Q = 2km in which corresponds to

the spins winding exactly once over the length ofthe system L in the x̂ direction. For

the rem aining antiperiodic sector,(� � ),jkm inj=
p
2�=L and the winding is along the

diagonal.

In anycase,wehaveshown thatthreeoftheground statesoftheperm anentHam iltonian

are really single particle condensates with helicalspin orderand the rem aining one isthe
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Laughlin spin polarized state. As we tune through the transition,one or the other long

range order takes over. This justi�es our Hartree-Fock ansatz (4.20). In the following

subsection 4.1.e we shallexpand about the single particle m inim um by using an e�ective

Landau-G inzburg theory instead ofK eff.

Finally,we repeatthe analog ofthe above on a sphere,which providesa nice intuitive

pictureoftheanti-Skyrm ion texture.Recallthattheperm anentstateon thespherehasone

fewer ux quantum than the Laughlin state. Thus,com posite bosons live on the surface

ofa sphere with a m agnetic m onopole ofstrength one. The appropriate single particle

statesarem onopoleharm onics,YL;M (�;�),with angularm om entum L � 1=2 and M isthe

m agnetic quantum num berin the range � L � M � L [63]. A pairwavefunction m ustbe

rotationally invariantjustasitistranslationally invarianton the torusorthe plane. The

uniquebilinearscalaris

1X

L= � 1=2

LX

M = � L

YL;M (�;�)YL;� M (�
0
;�

0)fLh0;0jL;M ;L;� M i; (4.36)

whereh0;0jL;M ;L;� M iistheClebsch-G ordan coe�cientforcouplingjL;M iand jL;� M i

into theorbitalsingletj0;0iand fL isa function ofL only.ThisparticularClebsch-G ordan

coe�cient is equalto a function ofL tim es (� 1)L� M ,i.e. the only M -dependence is in

the phasefactor(� 1)M [74].Ifwe com bine allofthe L dependenceoffL and the angular

m om entum coupling into a single pairam plitude,g
L
(� 1)M ,then we can write the m any-

body paired state as

j
i=
1

N
exp

8
<

:

X

L;M

g
L
(� 1)M c

y

L;M "
c
y

L;� M #

9
=

;
j0i: (4.37)

Note that M is half-integralso the pairing am plitude gL(� 1)M is antisym m etric under

M ! � M which isconsistentwith bosonic statistics and with the planarsym m etry k !

� k. The relationship ofangularm om entum to linearm om entum isL = jkjR,where R is

the radiusofthe sphere (Haldane in ref. [1]). Therefore,by analogy to (4.30),we expect

thatg ’ 1=L atsm allL,although wehaveno explicitproofofthisstatem ent.Fortunately,

the exactform ofg
L
isnotim portantforthefollowing.

ThelowestLandaulevelofthecom positebosonshasonlytwoavailablestates:j1=2;� 1=2i.

By analogy to thetorus,thespinsoughtto condenseinto thesetwo loweststateswith equal
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probability.In realspace thissaysthat

hc#(�;�)i= Y1=2;� 1=2(�;�)= � ei�
p
1� cos�

hc"(�;�)i= Y1=2;1=2(�;�)=
p
1+ cos�

(4.38)

Theexpression forthe�rstfew m onopoleharm onicsm ay befound in ref.[63],and a factor

of
p
N =2 hasbeen om itted from therighthand sidesof(4.38).W ith theabovecondensate

it is easy to calculate the expectation ofthe spin density hSii= hcy��
��

i c�i,where �
��

i is

the i’th Paulim atrix with spin indices� and �:

hSzi= � cos�

hSxi= � sin� cos�

hSyi= � sin� sin�

(4.39)

Thisisprecisely an anti-Skyrm ion spin ordering asthe num ericaldata in Fig.4.2 shows.

In sum m ary,them ean �eld theory ofcom positebosonsiscom pletely consistentwith the

analyticaland num ericalresultsoftheprevioussubsection.Furtherm ore,itseem sthatpure

p-wavepairingofbosonsin twodim ensionsshould beviewed asasingleparticlecondensate.

4.1.e E�ective Field T heory N ear the Transition

An e�ective continuum quantum ferrom agnetic action (CQ FM ) for the polarized FQ HE

hasbeen proposed recently by Read and Sachdev [61].The idea isto write a sigm a m odel

forthe localm agnetization [66],n̂.Theirm odelincludesterm sup to m om entum squared,

thehigherorderterm sbeing irrelevantin therenorm alization group sense.W em odify this

CQ FM by stabilizing itin the helicalregion (�s < 0)by adding term sthatare quartic in

m om entum .Atthe end ofthissubsection,we willbriey discussthistheory on a lattice.

TheCQ FM Lagrangian density is

L0[̂n]= iA (̂n)� @�n̂ +
�s

2
(r n̂)2 ; (4.40)

where� iscom plex tim eand thetim ederivativeterm istheBerry phase.A isthem onopole

vector potentialsuch that r n̂ � A = n̂. Although the m odelde�ned by L 0 is unstable

when the sti�nessisnegative,higherorderderivative term scan stabilize thisregion. The

sym m etry broken helicalphase contains an SO (2)� SU (2)residualsym m etry;SO (2)for
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rotations ofQ in the plane and SU (2) for the spins. There are three term s at leading

non-trivialorderthatobey thisrequirem ent:

@ani@ani@bnj@bnj ; @ani@bni@anj@bnj ; @
2
ani@

2
bni ;

where a; b = 1; 2 and i; j = 1; 2; 3 and repeated indices are sum m ed over. A renor-

m alization group analysis shows that m ode elim ination in L0 generates a com bination of

only the �rsttwo term s:L J = J(2@ani@bni@anj@bnj � @ani@ani@bnj@bnj),which isassoci-

ated with spin wave scattering [61].The third term ,LK = K
�
r 2n̂

�2
,isassociated with a

second-nearestneighborinteraction on a lattice.Ifonly thesetwo term sareretained,then

the totalCQ FHM Lagrangian isgiven by

L [̂n]= L0[̂n]+ LJ [̂n]+ LK [̂n]:

Although LJ cannotintroduce any k4 term sinto the dispersion since itarisesfrom m ode

elim ination,it willem erge that LK is su�cient to reproduce allofthe long wavelength

features found in the previous subsection. W e choose to keep LJ at this point for added

generality.

Usingsphericalangles,n̂ can beparam eterized by �,itsdirection in theplaneand �,the

uctuation outofthe plane.Sm alldeviations(#;’)from helicalordering with wavevector

Q are given by � = #,� = Q � x + ’.The uctuationsin the sphericalanglesshould obey

jr ’j;jr #j� jQ j.Inthesecoordinates,n̂ = (cos#cos(Q � x+ ’);cos#sin(Q � x+ ’);� sin#),

and the ferrom agnetic phase is recovered when Q = 0. The Berry phase reduces to the

sim pleexpression,i#@�’.

Them ean �eld energy density ofthe helicalstate isgiven by

E 0(Q
2)=

1

2

h

�sQ
2 + (J + K )Q 4

i

; (4.41)

which hasthedesired shapewhen thesti�nessisnegative.Thespectrum ofL can befound

byincludinguctuationstosecond orderin ’ and #.TheG reen’sfunctionsh’(� k;� !)’(k;!)i

and h#(� k;� !)#(k;!)iboth have polesat

i!k = (4.42)
8
><

>:

1

2

��
4J(Q � k)2 + K (k2 � Q2)2

� �
4(J + K )(Q � k)2 + K k4

�	1=2
�s � 0

�
1

2
�sk

2 + 1

2
K k4

�

�s � 0;
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whereQ isthem om entum which m inim izesE 0.Forcertain rangesoftheparam eters(J;K ),

the spectrum isalways positive,and L describesa stable system . For sim plicity,consider

the helicalstate with J = 0 and K positive. Then the spin wave energy ofthe CQ FHM

sim pli�esto

i!k =
K

2
jk2 � Q

2j

q

4(Q � k)2 + k4 (4.43)

As required,!k � k4 when �s zero. The three-body spectrum obtained in the previous

subsection can be reproduced by identifying K =2 with the coe�cient ofthe k 4 term in

(4.43).O n theotherhand,when �s isnegative,weobtain thereasonablebehavior,atsm all

k:

i!k �

8
><

>:

k2 if k ? Q

k if k kQ
(4.44)

Thism ay beexpected because thespinsare alligned ferrom agnetically perpendicularto Q̂

butanti-ferrom agnetically parallelto Q̂ .

4.1.f Lattice M odel

Before leaving the spin waves and m oving on to the charged excitations,we briey sum -

m arizea lattice m odelofspin-1/2 bosonsthatexhibitsthehelicaltransition.W erepresent

the spin sector by two typesofhard-core bosonshopping on a lattice with a short-range,

spin-dependentinteraction.

De�ning bi� to be the bosonic destruction operator on site i,consider the following

Ham iltonian:

H lat= � t
X

hiji;�

b
y

i�bj� � �
X

i

ni+ U
X

i

ni(ni� 1)+ J
X

hiji

�

Si� Sj �
1

4
ninj

�

; (4.45)

where ni is the totalnum ber ofbosons per site,and hiji denotes the sum over nearest

neighbors.TheU -term isrequired sincewearedealing with hard-corebosons;thesingular

gauge transform ation which m apped the ferm ions to bosons m aintains the repulsion at

the sam e site. The �nal, antiferrom agnetic, term is very m uch like the ferm ion t� J

interaction [66].In thecontinuum lim it,itreducesto therotationally invariantinteraction,

j��� ̂�r  ̂�j
2.W e willnotdiscussH lat further,save to pointoutitsm ean-�eld features.
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This two-com ponent m odelis sim ilar to the one-com ponent lattice boson m odelcon-

sidered earlier by M .Fisher et al. [75]. In the superuid regim e,which is characterized

by large t=U or specialvalues of� where H lat has particle-hole sym m etry,one is free to

consider bose condensation ofthe particle �elds. Ifone also m akes the self-consistent re-

striction t=U < Jn=2U ,n being theaveragenum berofbosonspersite,then thefreeenergy

ofthe helicalphase is lower than that ofthe ferrom agnetic phase. As in the continuum ,

thiswinding isdescribed by thecondensation:

hb
y

i"
i =

s

N "

N L

e
iQ � xi (4.46)

hb
y

i#
i =

s

N #

N L

e
� iQ � xi ;

where N " = N # = N =2 and N L is the num ber oflattice sites. The optim alcondensate

wavevectorliesalong the diagonalofthe lattice:Q = Q x̂ + Q ŷ with Q determ ined by the

solution ofcosQ = 2t=Jn (in unitsoftheinverse lattice constant).

As the hopping decreases,provided that one is in a given region of�=U ,the ground

state crosses over into a M ott insulator and it is no longer valid to argue based on Bose

condensation. However,at points ofparticle-hole sym m etry,the superuid persistsdown

to in�nitesim alhopping.FortheHallliquid,theinsulating phaseism ostrelevantsincethe

charge excitationsm ustbegapped.Itwould beinteresting to m ap outin detailthe phase

diagram ofthism agnetic superuid to insulatortransition.

4.2 T he H a�nian: d-wave Pairing

Theprevioussection hasanalyzed thespin sectoroftheperm anentin som edetail.Itsspin-

wave dispersion wasshown to besoft,allowing a m agnetic transition.W enow wantto ask

thequestion whetherthereisa ground statewavefunction whosedensity sectorexhibitsan

analogousbehavior.Tothisend,weintroducead-wavepaired wavefunction,or\Ha�nian",

describing hard-core,spinlessbosons at�lling factor� = 1=2.In the FQ HE,itisa d-wave

paired state ofcom posite bosons. W e willthen argue that the Ha�nian is com pressible

and sitson the phaseboundary between incom pressibility and non-uniform charge density

order.Atpresentwe have no e�ective �eld theory thatcapturesthisbehavior.
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Although d-wave paired states have been proposed in a di�erent contex by W en and

W u [32],their Ha�nian wavefunctions describe incom pressible states offerm ions. As our

proposalis som ewhat di�erent,in the following subsection we present the relevant con-

structionsin som e detail,m ainly along the linesused to investigate non-abelian statistics

[30].

4.2.a A nalytic Structure ofthe H a�nian

TheHa�nian buildsin pairing into theLaughlin state,m uch likethePfa�an ofM ooreand

Read [28]:

	 H f =
X

P

1

(zP (1)� zP (2))2� � � (zP (N � 1)� zP (N ))2
Y

i< j

(zi� zj)
2
: (4.47)

Thisdescribesan even num ber,N ,ofspinlessbosonsathalf-�llingand uxN � = 2(N � 1)� 2

(on thesphere).Theprefactorisknown asa Ha�nian in linearalgebra and isalso theper-

m anentofthe N � N (N > 2)m atrix M ij = 1=(zi� zj)2 (i6= j; M ii = 0). The Ha�nian,

Pfa�an and determ inantare related by severalidentities,which m ay be found in,for in-

stance,G reiteretal.[31]

To constructthe parentHam iltonian for	 H f,itis convenient to work on the sphere,

where each particle has orbitalangular m om entum N �=2. Using the sam e notation as in

the perm anent(4.1),H H f isa sum ofthree-body projection operators:

H H f =
X

i6= j6= k

V0Pijk(3N �=2)+ V2Pijk(3N �=2� 2)+ V3Pijk(3N �=2� 3): (4.48)

	 H f isthe unique zero-energy eigenstate ofH H f atN � ux. The proofofthisstatem ent

proceedsbyshowingthatthem axim um angularm om entum ofanytripletin 	 H f is3N �=2�

4;thedetailsarein Section 4.2.b.Notethatprojection ontoangularm om entum 3N �=2� 1is

absent.Thisisa consequenceofthesym m etriesofClebsch-G ordan coupling;threespinless

bosonsofangularm om entum L cannotbein a totalangularm om entum state of3L � 1.

Alternatively,	 H f can berewritten explicitly asa paired stateofcom positebosons.By

analogy with the perm anent,the orderparam eter(on the plane ortorus)isan eigenstate

ofangularm om entum with eigenvalue l= � 2,i.e.�’ �̂(k x � iky)2 to leading orderin k.

Likewise the m any-body state isa BCS wavefunction ofd-wave bosonsin two dim ensions
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and the asym ptotic behaviorofthe pairstate reproducesthe 1=z2 nature ofthe Ha�nian

prefactor(4.47).

4.2.b T he H a�nian H am iltonian on the Sphere

To see that 	 H f does not contain any triplets oftotalangular m om entum greater that

3N �=2� 4,we generalize Haldane’soriginalargum entfortwo-body interactions[14].This

argum ent is easily applicable to n-body interactions. The factors (zi� zj) on the plane

correspond to (uivj � ujvi)on the sphere,with (ui;vi)being the spinorcoordinatesofzi.

Thetotalangularm om entum ofa triplet(ijk)on thesphereisone-half ofthem axim um of

thecoherentstate operatorSijk = 
̂� (Li+ Lj+ Lk),where 
̂(�;�)isany direction on the

sphereand Liistheangularm om entum ofthei’th particle.(Li+ Lj+ Lk)com m uteswith

any factor involving only particles i;j;k;i.e. allfactors (uavb � ubva)with a;b2 fi;j;kg.

Translating this to the plane,we can �nd the m axim um ofSijk acting on 	 H f alm ost

by inspection. W hen allfactors involving exactly one of zi;zj or zk are m ultiplied out,

the result willbe a polynom ialwith term s ofthe form zAi z
B
j z

C
k
. The m axim um value of

1=2(A + B + C )isexactly them axim um valueofthetotalangularm om entum ofthetriplet

(ijk). In particular,this m axim um is3N �=2� 4 for	H f,so itis certainly a zero energy

eigenstate ofH H f.

It m uststillbe shown that 	 H f is the unique ground state. To this end,we willuse

the m ethod in Appendix A ofM ilovanovi�c and Read [64]. Consider the behavior ofthe

Ha�nian prefactorin (4.47)asthreeparticles(ijk)approach each other,theotherparticles

rem aining far away from the three. The Laurent series m ust contain term s ofthe form

(zi� zj)qij(zj � zk)qjk(zk � zi)qki with qab positive ornegative integers. By continuity,the

totalfunction m ustcontain thisLaurentfactor forany position ofthe particles. In order

for	 H f to be analytic,asitm ustbe in the LLL,each q m ustnotbe sm allerthan � 2,or

Q � qij+ qjk+ qki� � 6.In particular,	H f isannihilated byPijk(3N �=2)iftheinequality is

strict,Q > � 6.Anotherway to seethisison theplane:Pijk(3N �=2)istheprojection onto

the closestapproach ofa triplet| allthree particlesare clum ped atthe north pole,taking

them axim um Lz value| which takestheform �(2)(zi� zj)�(2)(zj� zk)on theplane.Thus,if

Q = � 6,thedeltafunction interaction doesnotannihilate	H f.Reducingthetotalangular
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m om entum (on the sphere)by one correspondsto restricting furtherthe particles’closest

approach,orincreasing thelowerlim itofQ by one.In thisway,weobtain therequirem ent

Q > � 3 in orderforPijk(L)to annihilate the ground state wheneverL > 3N �=2� 4.The

extrem e case Q = � 2 correspondsto the densesteigenstate. There are fourpossible such

factors:

1

(zi� zj)2
;

1

(zi� zj)(zk � zj)
;

(zi� zj)2

(zj � zk)2(zk � zi)2
;

(zi� zj)

(zj � zk)2(zk � zi)
:

Sym m etrizing thesefactorswith respectto (ijk)leavesonly term slikethe�rstone.There-

foreH H f autom atically requiresa pairing structureofitsground statethatisgiven by the

Ha�nian.

O ther zero-energy eigenstates are obtained by m ultplying in factors sym m etric in the

particle coordinates,being form ally allowed since they can only increase Q . These states

describequasiholesand edgeexcitationsand arelessdensethan theground statesincethey

contain added ux.They areenum erated explicity in theSection 4.2.c;hereweverify that

they are indeed zero-energy eigenstatesofH H f.W ithoutlossofgenerality,pick a de�nite

triplet,(ijk)= (123),forconvenience. There are severalcases to check,corresponding to

the possible term sappearing in som e quasihole state (4.50):(i)the pair(z1;z2)isbroken,

(ii) the pair involving z3 and another particle,say z4,is broken,(iii) both pairs (z1;z2)

and (z3;z4)arebroken,and (iv)neitherpairisbroken.Forillustration,we check case (ii),

the others being done sim ilarly. Applying the generalization ofHaldane’s argum ent,the

m axim um degreeofthetriplet(123)is2(N � 3)+ 2(N � 3)+ 2(N � 3)+ 2n+ (n� 2).The

�rst three contributions com e from the term s (zi� za),where i= 1;2;3 and a 6= 1;2;3,

the fourth term is due to the quasihole operator �(z1;z2;z5;:::),and the last takes into

account the m axim um orbitalquantum num ber ofthe unpaired boson,zn� 23 . Using the

ux condition N � = 2(N � 1)� 2+ n,leadsto one-halfthem axim um degree(orm axim um

totalorbitalangular m om entum ofa triplet) being 3N �=2� 4,which is consistent with

requirem ent that it be less than 3N �=2� 3. Note that it has tacitly been assum ed that

n � 2;ifn = 1 then the unpaired boson isin the zeroth orbitaland halfofthe m axim um

degreeis3N �=2� 3� n=2.Theotherthreecasescan bechecked straightforwardly by such

counting,proving thatthe quasihole states(4.50)areannihilated by H H f.
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4.2.c Zero Energy Eigenstates

In addition to the Ha�nian,there are other zero energy eigenstates ofH H f generated by

adding n = 1;2;:::ux quanta. The structure ofthese excitations is m ore com plex than

thatofthefam iliarLaughlin quasiholes,havingan in�nitedegeneracy in thetherm odynam ic

lim it. In previouswork [30],thisdegeneracy hasbeen suggested to provide the necessary

m anifold ofstates for nonabelian statistics,which we discuss below. Properconstruction

ofthezero energy statesisusefulforunderstanding thenum ericalspectrum ofH H f,so we

willgo through them in som e detail.

Thequasiholein thepaired state,likein theLaughlin state,isgenerated by oneux,but

itisbuiltoftwo vorticesatw1 and w2 each carrying one-half ux quantum .Letn bethe

num berofux added totheHa�nian,i.e.N � = 2(N � 1)� 2+ n,with w1;:::;w2n beingthe

positionsofthevortices.Denoting B =2 asthe num berofbroken pairsin the Ha�nian and

fm 1;m 2;:::;m B g as the quantum num bersofthe orbitals into which the upaired bosons

are placed,theexplicitform forthe m anifold ofzero-energy eigenstatesis

	 m 1;m 2;:::;m B
(z1;z2;:::;zN ;w1;w2;:::;w2n)= (4.49)

X

�2SN

BY

k= 1

z
m k

�(k)

(N � B )=2
Y

l= 1

�(z�(B + 2l� 1);z�(B + 2l);w1;:::;w2n)

(z�(B + 2l� 1)� z�(B + 2l))2
Y

i< j

(zi� zj)
2 :

� isthe quasihole operatorgiven by:

�(z1;z2;w1;:::;w2n)=
X

�2S2n

nY

r= 1

(z1 � w�(2r� 1))(z2 � w�(2r)): (4.50)

It can be veri�ed that the 	 m 1;m 2;:::;m B
(z1;z2;:::;zN ;w1;w2;:::;w2n) are in fact zero-

energy eigenstates ofH H f (Section 4.2.a). Ifno pairs are broken (B = 0),� builds in

two vortices| each within halfofthebosons| foreach ofthen ux.Hence the interpreta-

tion thatthevorticescarrycharge1=4,or1=2qform oregeneral�llingfactors.Theunpaired

bosonsare labeled by the orbitalquantum num bersfm 1;:::;m B g,which m ustsatisfy the

condition 0 � m1 � :::� mB � n � 2.The upperlim itfollowsfrom the constrainton N�

and the ordering issim ply to avoid overcounting upon sym m etrization. Thisisequivalent

to putting B bosonsinto n � 1 orbitals,forwhich the m ultiplicity is
0

B
@

B + n � 2

B

1

C
A : (4.51)
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Note thatfor n = 2 allofthe bosonscom ing from broken pairs are in the lowest orbital,

z0,and there areno unbroken pairsatn = 1.

There is an additionaldegeneracy com ing from the positions ofthe quasiholes them -

selves,which iscalculated by expanding � in thew’susing theelem entary sym m etricpoly-

nom ialsem (w)=
P

i1< :::< im
wi1 :::wim . The em have the property that,form = 0;:::;j,

they form a basisforthe algebra ofallsym m etric polynom ialsin j variables. Thus,zero-

energy statesm ay also beobtained aslinearcom binationsoftheem .W hen � isexpanded

in this way we obtain allthe sym m etric polynom ials in w1;:::;w2n in which the degree

ofany w isno greater than (N � B )=2. The totalnum beroflinearly independentstates,

fora �xed B and a �xed setofm i’s,isatm ostthe totalnum beroflinearly independent

sym m etricfunctionsofw in theexpansion of�,which establishestheupperbound on the

positionaldegeneracy ofthe quasiholes. Thatthis isalso the correctdegeneracy,without

overcounting,is proven elsewhere [30]. W e can now write down this num ber by regard-

ing the vortices assom e kind ofbosonic particle,interpreting the em (w) as the states for

2n bosonsoccupying the (N � B )=2+ 1 orbitalsf1;:::;w(N � B )=2g (recallthat� appears

(N � B )=2 tim esdueto the product
Q (N � B )=2

l= 1
in (4.50)):

0

B
@

(N � B )=2+ 2n

2n

1

C
A : (4.52)

Throughoutthisconstruction ithasbeen tacitly assum ed thatN iseven,soB isnecessarily

even aswell. The construction forN odd proceedswith only slightm odi�cation,butthe

countingin (4.51)and in (4.52)doesnotchange,sinceB hasthesam eparity asN .In either

case,the totalnum beroflinearly independentquasihole statesisobtained by m ultiplying

the two com binatorialfactorsand sum m ing overtheallowed valuesofB :

X

B ;(� 1)B = (� 1)N

0

B
@

B + n � 2

B

1

C
A

0

B
@

(N � B )=2+ 2n

2n

1

C
A : (4.53)

To com plete this description,one should check that allstates in (4.50) exhaust allzero-

energy eigenstates at�xed N and n and thatthey are linearly independent. Since thisis

som ewhatinvolved and isdiscussed atlength elsewhere [30],we willom itithere.

Asaspecialcase,noticethatfortwoadded ux(n = 2)theLaughlin state,forbosonsat

� = 1=2,isrecovered when allpairsarebroken (B = N ).Therefore,up to two ux quanta,
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the Ha�nian and the Laughlin states are degenerate eigenstates ofH H f. It is convenient

to adoptthe com posite boson interpretation ofthe quasihole positionaldegeneracy (4.52).

Rewriting thiscom binatorialfactoras
0

B
@

(N � B )=2+ 2n

(N � B )=2

1

C
A ; (4.54)

a�ordsan interpretation as(N � B )=2 com posite bosonsin 2n + 1 orbitals.O n thesphere

atn = 2 thisisthecorrectdegeneracy foran L = 2 angularm om entum m ultiplet,indepen-

dently ofboth N and B .Theunpaired bosonsareallforced into thelowestorbitalm = 0,

which ism anifested by the degeneracy factor(4.51)reducing to unity.Thus,the m anifold

ofdegeneratestatesiscom posed ofN =2 states(oneforeach ofB = 0;2;:::;N � 2)carrying

angular m om entum L = 2 and one Laughlin state (for B = N ) carrying L = 0,which is

a rotationally invariant. The m ain point ofthe expression (4.54) is that the zero energy

eigenstatesofH H f contain both d-wave pairsand unpaired com posite bosonsin the m = 0

orbital

The degeneracy at L = 2 is a feature that is rem inescent ofthe perm anent. In that

case,an analogous argum ent at n = 1 leads to a Laughlin state at � = 1 and a set of

N =2 states carrying L = 1. The (N � B )=2 paired bosonswere interpreted asspin waves

[30],which wehaveestablished to condenseinto helicalorder(4.35).Spin wave excitations

are,ofcourse,gapless, but one m ay expect that the L = 2 m odes in the Ha�nian are

m assive,being density excitations.However,wearguethatthisisnotthecase and H H f is

com pressible,indicating thatitsitsrighton the transition from an incom pressible state to

one with non-uniform charge density order.

4.2.d d-w ave Pairing ofSpinless B osons

In theprevioussubsection weshowed thatthelowestsingleparticleorbitalm ay bem acro-

scopically occupied by breaking pairs (4.54). A proper description ofthis system m ust

therefore include a single particle condensate at the outset. As soon as there is such a

condensate there is also isotropic scattering out ofthe superuid,which gives rise to an

s-wave pairam plitude.
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O n thetorusorplane,the fullHam iltonian isgiven by

K =
X

k

 
k2

2m �
� �

!

c
y

k
ck +

1

2

X

k;k0;q

V (q)cy
k+

1

2
q
c
y

k0� 1

2
q
c
k� 1

2
q
c
k0+

1

2
q

(4.55)

W e assum e that the lowest state k = 0 is m acroscopically occupied with an am plitude

� = hc0i and expand around this condensate: ck ! � + eck. In addition there is the

possibility ofs-and d-wave pairing ofthe anom alous correlators heckec� ki. The resulting

e�ective Ham iltonian is

K eff =
X

k

0
�

�kc
y

k
ck +

1

2

�

� kc
y

k
c
y

� k
+ � �

kc� kck

��

; (4.56)

where the prim e on the sum m ation indicates that the k = 0 term is to be om itted when

� > 0;otherwise the sum m ation isoverallwavevectors. The chem icalpotentialisshifted

by thehcy0c0icontribution from expanding theinteraction so thatthesingleparticleenergy

isnow �k ’ k2=2m � � � + 2V (0)j�j2.Forconsistency,itisnecessary thatV (0)ispositive,

which isa standard assum ption in interacting Bose system s. Itisalso com m on to assum e

thatthe exchange contributionsdo notm odify m � signi�cantly.

The pairorderparam eterm ustsatisfy the self-consistentgap equation in the presence

ofa condensate:

� k = �2
V (k)�

1

2

X

k0

0
V (k � k

0)
� k0

E k0
(4.57)

To m akesenseofthiscom plicated integralequation,weshallassum ethat� k isdom inated

by the (s+ d)-wave sym m etry and,furtherm ore,thatitsleading orderbehavioris

� k = � s
k + � d

k with

8
><

>:

� s
k
’ �̂ s

� d
k
’ �̂ d(kx � iky)2

(4.58)

where�̂ s;d areconstants.Recallthattheinteraction can beexpanded into angularm om en-

tum eigenstates(4.26)and thateach channelhastheasym ptoticbehaviorVl(k;k0)’ kl.In

otherwords,itisim plicitin the above form (4.58)thatthe long distance property ofeach

orderparam eterisdictated by itsrespective angularm om entum channel.

The standard procedure isto diagonalize K eff. Thisisthe fam iliarBogoliubov trans-

form ation thatreplacesthe originalparticlesand holesby quasiparticles�k:

�k = u�kck + vkc
y

� k
(4.59)
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Com m utation relationsare preserved ifjukj2 � jvkj
2 = 1 and sym m etry requiresthatuk =

u� k and vk = v� k. The following solutionsforuk and vk putK eff into the form K eff =
P

k E k�
y

k
�k :

v
2
k =

1

2

�
�k

E k

� 1
�

� k

j� kj

u
2
k =

1

2

�
�k

E k

+ 1
�

(4.60)

E 2
k = �2 � j�kj

2 : (4.61)

Thereisakind ofgaugefreedom in thatboth uk and vk can bem ultiplied byak� dependent

phase factor,withoutchanging the physics. W e adoptthe convention thatuk isrealand

positive,whilevk carriesthe possibled-wave phasefactor.

Ifboth s-and d-wave am plitudesare nonvanishing,an interesting feature em ergesim -

m ediately.Thequasiparticlespectrum containsan anisotropicpiececom ing from thecross

term sin j� kj
2,

E
2
k = �

2
k � ĵ� s + �̂ d

k
2
e
� 2i�j2 ; (4.62)

where k isthe m agnitude ofand � isthe polarangle ofk.Choosing the constants�̂ s;d to

berealforthem om ent,theanisotropy is

� 2̂� s�̂ dk2cos2� (4.63)

which has two m inim a at � = 0; �. There is a relative U (1) phase degree offreedom

between the pairing am plitudes,which is equivalent to an SO (2) rotation ofthe m inim a.

In otherwords,thetransform ation �̂ s ! e2i� �̂ s isthesam eas� ! � + �.Itisinteresting

that this anisotropy arises not from an attraction in V (k),which is isotropic,but rather

from thecoexistence oftwo distinctpairing sym m etriesin m om entum space.

A unique ground state wavefunction exists foreach solution ofthe gap equations. Its

genericform islikethatoftheperm anent(4.15)butwith an allowanceforthesingleparticle

condensate

j
i=
1

N
exp

(

�cy0 +
X

k

0
gkc

y

k
c
y

� k

)

j0i: (4.64)

The norm alization is the sam e as in Eq. (4.28) but with an extra factor of exp(j�j2):

The reciprocalspace pair wavefunction,gk,can be expressed in term s ofthe Bogoliubov
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param etersuk and vk as

gk =
vk

uk
(4.65)

The generic form ofthe N -body paired wavefunction has already been discussed in Eq.

(4.29)and theHa�nian existsonly when �= 0 sinceitisa purepaired state.Furtherm ore,

the asym ptotic behaviorofthe realspace pairwavefunction g(r)’ 1=z2 isobtained when

gk = �
k2x + k2y

(kx + iky)2
: (4.66)

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

prefactor of Eq. (4.47). And, the sam e rem arks following Eq. (4.31), concerning the

validity ofthism ean �eld approxim ation,apply here.

Unfortunately,unlike the perm anentcase,the occupation num berhnki= hc
y

k
ckidoes

notcontain any new inform ation sinceitisconstant:

hnki=
j�j2

1� j�j2
:

However,the required form ofgk doesconstrain theparam etersatwhich theHa�nian can

exist.Atsm allk,theasym ptoticbehaviorofgk (4.66)isconsistentwith �̂ s = 0 only ifuk

and vk have thesam e asym ptotic behavior.

To understand where thispointlieswe m ustunderstand the phase diagram asderived

from the self-consistency condition (4.57). It is sim pli�ed by assum ing the asym ptotic

expansion for � k in Eq. (4.58) and by expanding V (k � k0) into angular m om entum

eigenstates as before (4.25). This decom position separates the BCS gap equation (4.57)

into two coupled integralequations,

�̂ s = �2V (k)�
1

2

X

k0

0
V0(k;k

0)
�̂ s + �̂ dk02cos2�0

E k0
(4.67)

�̂ d
k
2 = �

1

2

X

k0

0
V� 2(k;k

0)
�̂ scos2�0+ �̂ dk02

E k0
: (4.68)

The assum ption thatthe s-wave am plitude isconstantthen im pliesthatk = 0 in the �rst

equation to leading order. The coe�cient V 0(k;k0) reduces to V (k0) at k = 0,and the

leading orderterm ofV� 2(k;k0)is proportionalto k2 so the second equation is consistent

(c.f. Eq. (4.26)). Furthersim pli�cation ispossible by choosing a particulargauge forthe
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phasesofthecondensates.A convenientchoiceisto pick a real�̂ d and to absorb thephase

of�̂ s into �0;thisonly rotatesthe inhom ogeneity ofthe spectrum (4.63). Since the phase

of� is locked to that of �̂ s,allorder param eters can be chosen to be realand positive.

Finally,since the inhom ogeneity is even underparity,�0 ! � �0,the odd term s sin2�0 in

the num eratorcanceland only cos2�0appears.

Thecrudestcriterion forthesolutionsofthegap equationsiswhetherornot�vanishes.

Consider�rstthesituation when �= 0and theuid consistsofpurepairs.In principleboth

s-and d-wavepairingcan coexistsincethegap equationsallow thisgenerally.However,ifwe

m ake thereasonable assum ption thatV (k)ispositiveeverywherethen only �̂ d isallowed.

This m ay be seen from a closer inspection ofthe �0-dependent part ofthe integrand in

(4.67). Letussplititinto two disjointpiecescharacterized by cos2�0negative orpositive.

ThecorrespondingE k0 isalwayslargerin theform ercasebecausetheinhom ogeneity (4.63)

hasa negativesign.Therefore,thetotalcontribution ofthe �̂ d term to therighthand side

isalwaysnegative.Thatisto say

Z 2�

0

d�
0
V (k0)

cos2�0

E k0
� 0 : (4.69)

Since �̂ s isalso positive in ourgauge there isno consistentsolution of(4.67)when � = 0.

The only possibility isa pure d-wave gap thatsatis�es(4.68) with �̂ s = 0. In thisphase

� < 0 and 2E0 = 2j�jis the gap to breaking a pair (see also [23]). Thus,when there

is no single particle condensate the system is speci�ed by the following gap equation and

quasiparticle spectrum :

�̂ dk2 = �
1

2

X

k0

V� 2(k;k
0)
�̂ dk02

E k0

E 2
k = �

2 +
j�j

m �
k
2 +

"�
1

2m �

�2

�
�

�̂ d
�2
#

k
4 (4.70)

�̂ d isrealin thisgauge.

O n the other hand,when � > 0 there is a new set ofconsiderations,which require

V0(k;k0) = 0 for consistency. Firstly,in order for K eff to be a stable approxim ation to

thefullHam iltonian,hc0im ustbea m inim um ofthefreeenergy.Theresultantconstraint,

som etim esknown astheG ross-Pitaevsky equation,pinsthechem icalpotentialto thesingle

particle condensate by � = V (0)�2 (in the gauge where � is real). Furtherm ore, the
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spectrum is dom inated by the gapless G oldstone phonon m ode at low k,requiring E 0 =

�20 � j�0j2,or

� � + 2V (0)�2 = �̂ s : (4.71)

In conjunction with the pinning condition � = V (0)�2,this im plies that �̂ s = V (0)�2.

But,using the positivity condition in Eq. (4.69),thisisconsistentwith the gap equation

(4.67)only ifwereinstatethek-dependenceof�̂ s orifV0(k;k0)vanishes.W eshallassum e

the latter as it is m uch m ore tractable. Ultim ately,this condition is traced back to the

asym ptoticbehaviorofthegap function (4.58),which issom ewhatrestrictive.However,we

now have a tractable and fully consistentsystem .Sum m arizing these resultsfor�> 0,

�̂ s = V (0)�2 = �

�̂ d
k
2 = �

1

2

X

k0

0
V� 2(k;k

0)
�̂ scos2�0+ �̂ dk02

E k0
(4.72)

E
2
k = 2�

�
1

2m �
� �̂ dcos2(� + �)

�

k
2 +

"�
1

2m �

� 2

�
�

�̂ d
�2
#

k
4
:

W e have used the gauge in which allorder param eters are real,which shifts � by �,the

phase of�̂ s. The single particle condensate constraint �̂ s = � hasalso been used in the

lastexpression.

W e can now m ap out the phase diagram in the space of� and �̂ d by looking at the

spectra in Eqs.(4.70) and (4.72). Fig. 4.3 illustrates the possible phases. The dotted line

indicates the instability ofboth spectra when �̂ d > 1=2m �. For clarity, in each ofthe

fourregions there is an insetofthe typicalspectrum E 2
k
. The spectrum in region (IV)is

presum ablystabilized athigherm om enta(which isrepresented by thedashed curve)sothat

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. Although we have no explicit calculations,it is

probable thatthe phase in (III)isa charge-density-wave atthe roton wavevector. O n the

otherhand,thereare no instabilitiesin regions(I)and (II).(I)isa pure,isotropic,d-wave

condensate,in which the gap is halfofthe energy required to break a pair. As the gap

closes,and we m ove into (II)at�xed �̂ d,a single particle condensate developsso thatall

threecondensates,�, �̂ s,and �̂ d exist;accordingly,there isa linearphonon m odeand an

90



anisotropy due to the coexistence ofboth pairings. As �̂ d increasesfrom (II)to (III),the

anisotropy isstrong enough thatthe gap closesat�nite m om entum ,in addition to k = 0.

Thisisconsistentwith thetransition from (IV)to (III).

TheHa�nian itselfcan only existat� = 0,which can beseen from theasym ptoticsofuk

and vk.Sincethepairam plitudegk isapurel= � 2eigenstateatk ! 0 when theHa�nian

is the asym ptotic form ofthe m any-body wavefunction, �̂ s m ust vanish. Furtherm ore,

the requirem ent that jgkj= jvk=ukj! 1 as k ! 0 restricts the relative behavior ofuk

and vk,and the explicit solution in Eq. (4.61) im plies that � = 0. The thick line in the

�gurem arksthe transition region,� = 0 with a stable spectrum (�̂ d < 1=2m �),wherethe

Ha�nian representsthe long range behavior. E.Rezayi[76]hasanalyzed num erically the

k

k

k
E

k
E

k

0

µ

E

k

(III)(II)

∆

Pure d−wave, Roton

(IV)

Anisotropic Phonon

Single−Particle Condensate,
Unstable

 CDW (?)

Pure d−wave, Gap>0

(I)
d

Haffnian

Figure 4.3:Phasesofbosonsin two dim ensions.

Ha�nian Ham iltonian in eqn. 4.47. He found that for V0 negative the ground state is a

paired state,while forV0 positive itisa Laughlin state,which isa Bose condensate. This

isconsistentwith the Ha�nian being on a phaseboundary.
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C hapter 5

Ferm ion Pairing: Q uantum H all

E�ect for Spin

In thisChapter,weprovidea detailed derivation oftheHallconductivity forspin transport

in the d-and p-wave pairing offerm ions.In the FQ HE,the ferm ionsare really com posite

ferm ions,and we ignore gauge �eld uctuations. This is equivalent to showing that the

induced action forthesystem in an externalgauge�eld thatcouplesto thespin isa Chern-

Sim ons(CS)term . In the d-wave case,the system isspin-rotation invariant,so we obtain

an SU(2)CS term ,while in the p-wave case,there isonly a U(1)sym m etry,so we �nd a

U(1)CS term .In both cases,theHallspin conductivity isgiven by a topologicalinvariant.

W ithin the BCS m ean �eld approach,using a conserving approxim ation,this topological

invariant is the winding num ber of the order param eter in m om entum space and is an

integer,which isthestatem entofquantization.W earguethatthequantization in term sof

a topologicalinvariantism oregeneralthan theapproxim ation used.

5.1 B C S H am iltonian

Considering �rstthespin-singletpaired states,weusethe Nam bu basiswherethesym m e-

triesare transparent.De�ne

	=
1
p
2

0

B
@

c

i�yc
y

1

C
A ; (5.1)
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with

c=

0

B
@

c"

c#

1

C
A ; (5.2)

sothat	transform sasatensorproductofparticle-holeand spin-spacespinors.W econsider

an interactingsystem and approxim ateitasin BCS theory,then with am inim alcouplingto

thegauge �eld,we usea conserving approxim ation to obtain the spin response.In Fourier

space,we should note that

	 k =
1
p
2

0

B
@

ck

i�yc
y

� k

1

C
A : (5.3)

In theNam bu basis,thekinetic energy becom es(with K = H � �N )

K 0 =
X

k

�
0
k(c

y

k"
ck" + c

y

k#
ck#)

=
X

k

�0k	
y

k
(�z 
 I)	k; (5.4)

where�0k = jkj2=(2m )� � isthekineticenergy,containingthebarem assm ,and theproducts

in the spinorspace are understood. Productslike �z 
 I acton the Nam bu spinors,with

the �rstfactoracting in the particle-hole factor,the second in the spin-space factor. The

interaction term ,fora spin-independentinteraction V ,is

K int =
1

2

X

kk0q

Vq :	
y

k+ q
(�z 
 I)	k	

y

k0� q
(�z 
 I)	k0 :: (5.5)

Here the colons :::::denote norm alordering,that is allthe cys are brought to the left.

In the BCS-extended Hartree-Fock approxim ation,the e�ective quasiparticle Ham iltonian

(forlaterreference)is

K e� =
X

k

	 y

k
[�k(�z 
 I)+ Re�k(�x 
 I)

� Im �k(�y 
 I)]	k: (5.6)

Thisis for singlet pairing,where � � k = � k,and notjustford-wave. Here �k is �0k plus

the Hartree-Fock corrections.Ifwede�nea vector

E k = (Re� k;� Im �k;�k) (5.7)

then the quasiparticle energy E k = jE kj,and

K e� =
X

k

	 y

k
(E k � � 
 I)	k: (5.8)
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5.2 Spin R esponse in a C onserving A pproxim ation

In theNam bu notation,itisclearthatK = K 0+ K int,and K e�,areinvariantunderglobal

SU(2)rotationsthatacton thespin-space,thatisthesecond factorin thetensorproducts.

The spin density,the integralofwhich over allspace isthe totalspin and generates such

globaltransform ations,and the spin currentdensitiesare given by

J
a
0(q) =

1

2

X

k

	 y

k� q=2
(I
 �a)	 k+ q=2 (5.9)

Jai(q) =
1

2

X

k

ki

m
	 y

k� q=2
(�z 
 �a)	 k+ q=2; (5.10)

wherei= x,y isthespatialindex,and a = x,y,zisthespin-spaceindex.Spin conservation

im pliesthecontinuity equation,asan operatorequation,

@Ja�=@x� = 0; (5.11)

where� = 0,x,y,and thesum m ation convention isin force.

So farwehavenotintroduced a gauge�eld forspin.Sincethespin isconserved locally,

we can turn the sym m etry into a localgauge sym m etry by introducing an SU(2) vector

potential,and m aking allderivativescovariant.Thee�ecton K isto add the integralof

A
a
�J

a
� +

1

8m
A
a
iA

a
i	

y(�z 
 I)	: (5.12)

The gauge �eld is to be used solely as an externalsource,with which to probe the spin

responseofthe system ,and then setto zero.

Ifwe now consider integrating out the ferm ions,then we can obtain an action in the

externalgauge �elds,which can be expanded in powers ofA a
�. The zeroth-order term is

thefreeenergy density,tim esthevolum eofspacetim e,and the�rst-orderterm vanishesby

spin-rotation invariance.Thesecond-orderterm correspondsto linearresponse:thesecond

functionalderivative with respectto A a
�,atA

a
� = 0,yieldsthe (m atrix of)linearresponse

functions.In particular,the spatialcom ponentsyield the conductivity tensorin the usual

way.Thereforewe considerthe im aginary-tim e tim e-ordered function,

� ab
�� = � ihJa�(q)J

b
�(� q)i; (5.13)
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where tim e-ordering is understood,and from here on we use a convention that p,q,etc.

stand for three-vectors p = (p0;p),and furtherp0 = i! is im aginary for im aginary tim e.

For� = � = i= x ory,an additional\diam agnetic" term �n�ab=4m ispresentin � ab
��,which

wedonotshow explicitly.Asconsequencesofthecontinuity equation and therelated gauge

invariance,� �� m ustbedivergencelesson both variables,q�� �� = q�� �� = 0.To m aintain

these when using the BCS-Hartree-Fock approxim ation forthe equilibrium properties,one

m ustuse a conserving approxim ation forthe response function,which in this case m eans

sum m ing ladderdiagram s(com parethechargecasein Ref.[21],pp.224{237).W eused the

identicalm ethod in treating com posite bosonsat� 6= 1 in Chapter2,Chapter2.

O nebeginswith theBCS-Hartree-Fock approxim ation,which can bewritten in term sof

G reen’sfunctionsas(we consideronly zero tem perature,and
R
dp0 isalong the im aginary

p0 axisthroughout)

G � 1(p) = p0 � �0p�z 
 I� �(p); (5.14)

�(p) = i

Z
d3k

(2�)3
(�z 
 I)G (k)(�z 
 I)V (k � q): (5.15)

Note thatG (p)and �(p)are m atricesacting on the tensorproductspace. The equations

are solved by

G
� 1(p)= p0 � Ep � � 
 I; (5.16)

(wewrite1 forI
 I)asonecan also seefrom thee�ective quasiparticleHam iltonian Ke�,

and � p obeysthe standard gap equation.

In theresponsefunction,theladderseriescan besum m ed and included by dressing one

vertex,to obtain (again notshowing thediam agnetic term )

� ab
��(q) = � i

Z
d3p

(2�)3
tr
h


a
�(p;p+ q)G (p+ q)

� �b�(p+ q;p)G (p)
i

; (5.17)

wherea� isthe barevertex,


a
0(p;p+ q) =

1

2
I
 �a; (5.18)


a
i(p;p+ q) = �

(p+ 1

2
q)i

2m
�z 
 �a; (5.19)
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and �a� isthedressed vertex satisfying

�b�(p+ q;p) = b�(p+ q;p)+ i

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�z 
 IG (k + q)

� �b�(k+ q;k)G (k)�z 
 IV (p� k): (5.20)

At sm allq,we can obtain usefulinform ation aboutthis function from the W ard identity

thatresultsfrom the continuity equation. The particularW ard identity we use here isan

exactrelation ofthe vertex function to the self-energy,and the conserving approxim ation

(theladderseries)wasconstructed to ensurethatitholdsalso fortheapproxim ated vertex

and selfenergy functions.

Following Schrie�er’streatm ent[21],weconsiderthevertex function with externallegs

included:

�a�(r1;r2;r3)= hJa�(r3)	(r 1)	
y(r2)i; (5.21)

forspacetim e coordinatesr1,r2,r3.Applying @=@r3� to both sidesand using theoperator

continuity equation,we obtain the exactidentity in Fourierspace

q��
a
�(p+ q;p)=

1

2
I
 �aG

� 1(p)�
1

2
G � 1(p+ q)I
 �a: (5.22)

Since G � 1 is trivialin the spin-space indices,it com m utes with I
 �a. Hence at q ! 0,

the right-hand side vanishes,so �(p+ q;p)hasno singularitiesasq! 0.Thisdi�ersfrom

thechargecase,forexam ple,wherethiscalculation (using theladderseriesapproxim ation)

leadsto thediscovery ofthecollective m ode[39].Sincethespin sym m etry isunbroken,no

collective m odeisnecessary to restore thisconservation law,and so there isno singularity

in the vertex function forspin.

O necan verify thattheW ard identity issatis�ed using theBCS-Hartree-Fock G � 1 and

the ladderseriesfor�.Atq= 0,thisyieldsthe im portantresults

�a�(p;p)= �
1

2
@�G

� 1(p)I
 �a; (5.23)

orexplicitly,

�a0(p;p) =
1

2
I
 �a;

�ai = �
1

2
@iG

� 1(p)I
 �a; (5.24)
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where @i and @� stand for @=@pi,@=@p� from here on,and the extra m inus in the �rst

relation isconsistentbecauseim plicitly q��� = q0�0 � qi�i.

W e now calculate � atsm allq. To zeroth order,use ofthe W ard identity showsthat

the J-J function giveszero,exceptwhen � = � = i.In thatcase,itreducesto a constant

thatcancelsthediam agneticterm also presentin justthatcase.Hencewerequireonly the

part�rst-orderin q.In the expression for� above,we �rstshiftp ! p� 1

2
q,so thatq no

longerappearsin any barevertices,butdoesappearin theG reen’sfunctionson both sides

ofthe ladder,between the rungswhich are the interaction lines. Hence to �rstorder,we

obtain a factor � 1

2
@�G = � 1

2
G @G � 1G in place ofG in one position in the ladder. Since

there m ay be any num berofrungs(including zero)between thisand eitherofthe vertices

atthe ends,the term scan be sum m ed up into a ladderdressing each vertex,evaluated at

q= 0.Hence we obtain to �rstorder

� ab
��(q) = �

i

2

Z
d3p

(2�)3
tr
h

�a�(p;p)q�@�G �
b
�(p;p)G (p)

� �a�(p;p)G (p)�
b
�(p;p)q�@�G

i

: (5.25)

Using theW ard identity,thisbecom es

� ab
��(q) =

i

8
q�

Z
d3p

(2�)3
tr
n

(I
 �a)(I
 �b)G @�G
� 1

� [G @�G
� 1;G @�G

� 1]
o

(5.26)

Since the G ’s are independent of the spin-space indices, the explicit �’s factor o�, and

the result is �ab tim es a spin-independent part. The latter can be sim pli�ed using the

BCS-Hartree-Fock form ofG ,by writing the latteras

G (p)=
p0 + E p � � 
 I

p20 � E2p
: (5.27)

Thespin-independentfactorcontains���� sinceitisantisym m etricin theselabels.K eeping

track ofthe signs,we �nd forthe quadraticterm in theinduced action

1

4�

M

4

Z

d3rA a
�

@A a
�

@r�
����; (5.28)

with M given by the topologicalinvariant

M =
Z
d2p

8�
�ijE p � (@iE p � @jE p)=E

3
p: (5.29)
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Therighthand sideisexactly thePontriagin winding num berm ,and isan integeraslong

asE isa continuous,di�erentiable function ofp;itis2 forthe d-wave case.

To ensure SU(2)gauge invariance,the CS term should include also a term cubic in A,

with no derivatives. For this term we evaluate the triangle one-loop diagram s with three

insertionsofJ,with each vertex dressed by theladderseries.Setting theexternalm om enta

to zero,the W ard identity can be used forallthree vertices,and the resultcan be seen to

be

� abc
���(0;0) = �

1

24

Z
d3p

(2�)3
tr
h

(I
 �a)G @�G
� 1

� f(I
 �b)G @�G
� 1;(I
 �c)G @�G

� 1g
i

: (5.30)

Theanticom m utatorf;g arisessince theresultm ustbesym m etric underperm utationsof

theindexpairs�,a,etc.Theproduct�a�b�c,when traced overthespin-spaceindices,yields

a factor2i�abc,which isantisym m etric,and so therem ainderm ustcontain ���� to m aintain

sym m etry;therestofthestructureisthesam easbefore.HencethefullresultistheSU(2)

CS term ,which we write in term softhe2� 2 m atrix vectorpotentialsA� =
1

2
�aA

a
�,

k

4�

Z

d
3
x����tr(A �@�A � +

2

3
A �A �A �): (5.31)

Here k isthe conventionalnotation forthe coe�cientofsuch a term ,in thissam e norm al-

ization;ifwe wished to quantize the theory by functionally integrating over A,we would

need k = an integer.In ourcase k = M =2 = 1 ford-wave.

For the spin-tripletcase with an unbroken U(1) sym m etry,we m ust use the fact that

� � k = � �k. For exam ple,in the two-dim ensionalA-phase,as occurs in the 331 state

in the double-layer FQ HE system with zero tunneling,the pairsare in the isospin Sz = 0

tripletstate"i#j + #i"j,and theU(1)sym m etry generated by Sz isunbroken;werecallthat

the underlying Ham iltonian is notassum ed to have a fullSU(2) sym m etry. The e�ective

quasiparticle Ham iltonian becom es,in the Nam bu-style notation,

K e� =
X

k

	 y

k
[�k(�z 
 I)+ Re�k(�x 
 �z)

� Im �k(�y 
 �z)]	 k: (5.32)

TheU(1)vectorpotentialA � couplesto Sz,and thevertex functionscontain I
 �z,which

com m utes with the BCS-Hartree-Fock G reen’s function G . The tensors appearing in the
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three term s in K e� obey the sam e algebra as the three in that for the spin-singlet case

(where they were trivialin the second factor),and as in that case com m ute with I 
 �z.

Consequently,the derivation forthe induced action to quadratic orderin A � issim ilarto

thatforthe SU(2)singletcase above,and the tracesin the Nam bu indicescan be carried

outwith thesam e resultasbefore,to obtain the abelian CS term

1

4�
M

Z

d3rA �

@A �

@r�
����; (5.33)

and no cubic term .In thiscase,M isagain given by the winding num berm which is0 or

� 1 in thep-wave strong and weak-pairing phases(respectively)discussed in thischapter.

5.3 D iscussion and G eneralizations

W enotethatthee�ectofthevertex correctionsweincluded asladderseriesistorenorm alize

theq= 0 verticesasshown in eq.(5.23)forthespin-singletcase,and usethesein one-loop

diagram swith no furthercorrections.Thiscorrespondsto them inim alcoupling p ! p� A

in the action,as one would expect by gauge invariance. Ifwe assum e such a coupling,

and treatthe low-energy,long-wavelength theory nearthe weak-strong transition asDirac

ferm ionswith relativistic dispersion and m inim alcoupling to theexternalgauge�eld,then

the expression for M as an integralover p covers only halfthe sphere in n space,and

we would get � 1 (d-wave),� 1=2 (p-wave). The m issing partresults from the ultraviolet

regulatorin the �eld theory version ofthe calculation [78],orfrom a second ferm ion with

a �xed m assin som e lattice m odels[77]. In ourcalculation,the rem ainderisprovided by

the ultraviolet region,where � k ! 0 as k ! 1 . At the transition,� = 0,the m ap is

discontinuous and covers exactly halfthe sphere in the p-wave case,so M = 1=2,as in

otherproblem s.In thed-wavecasewith rotationalsym m etry,thevalueofjvk=ukjask ! 0

is nonuniversal,and hence so is the value of�sxy at the transition. Thisis a consequence

ofthe non-relativistic form ofthe dispersion relation ofthe low-energy ferm ions in this

case. W e m ay also note that for a paired system on a lattice, as in m odels ofhigh Tc

superconductors,a sim ilar calculation willgive an integralover the Brillouin zone,which

isa torusT2,instead ofthe k plane which can be com pacti�ed to S 2. Butm apsfrom T2

to S2 are again classi�ed by the integers,and the integer winding num berisgiven 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 in a

translationally-invariant system ,at least in allordersin perturbation theory. For thiswe

usethe form in eq.(5.26)or(5.30),where theW ard identity forthe vertex hasbeen used.

Diagram m atically,itisclear thatthe exactexpression can be sim ilarly written,using the

exact (i.e.,allordersin perturbation)G reen’s function and vertex function. (Thisis also

truewhen theCS gauge�eld interaction isincluded.) TheW ard identity thatrelatesthem

isexact,and theresultfor�sxy isofthesam eform asshown.Thenextstep,thefrequency

integrals,cannot be done explicitly in this case,because the precise form ofthe G reen’s

function is unknown,and the analogs of�k,� k (or ofuk,vk) do not exist. The latter

do not exist because in generalthe poles in the G reen’s function,which would represent

thequasiparticles,arebroadened by scattering processes,exceptforthelowestenergiesfor

kinem aticalreasons.However,the form in eq.(5.26)isitselfa topologicalinvariant,aswe

willnow argue.Aslong asthereisa gap in thesupportofthespectralfunction ofG ,G (p)

is continuous and di�erentiable on the im aginary frequency axis,and tends to I 
 I=p0

asp0 ! � i1 . ThusG� 1 exists and nevervanishes. Considering the spin-singletcase for

convenience,thespin-spacestructureistrivial,sowem ay perform thecorrespondingtraces,

and then G or G � 1 is a 2� 2 m atrix,with the sam e reality properties on the im aginary

p0 axisasin the BCS-Hartree-Fock approxim ation.(The spin-tripletcase should work out

sim ilarly,because ofthe algebraic structure already m entioned.) Itthusrepresents a real

non-zero4-com ponentvector,in R 4� 0,which topologically isthesam easS3.S3 isobtained

by dividing G by itsnorm ,(trG yG )1=2,and thenorm alized G isa 2� 2 unitary m atrix with

determ inant� 1,so itliesin S3.Thek space can becom pacti�ed to S 2 asbefore,and the

frequency variable can be viewed asan elem entofthe intervalI = (� 1;1),so the integral

isoverS2 � I.However,sincethelim itoftheG reen’sfunction asp0 ! � i1 for�xed k is

independentofk,we can view thisassim ply S3.Thuswe are dealing with m apsfrom S3

to S3,the equivalence classes ofwhich are classi�ed by the hom otopy group �3(S3)= Z.

Theintegralwehaveobtained sim ply calculatestheintegerwinding num berorPontryagin

index ofthem ap,when properly norm alized (G can benorm alized to lie in SU(2)without

a�ectingtheintegral).Thisestablishesthequantization of�sxy in atranslationally-invariant
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system with a gap,atleastto allordersin perturbation theory,and probably can bem ade

fully non-perturbative(asthe W ard identity isalready).
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C hapter 6

A dsorption on C arbon N anotubes

In thischapterwe switch gearsinto one dim ension and consideradsorption on nanotubes

asdiscussed in the introductory chapter,Section 1.3.

6.1 N anotube geom etry

Fig.6.1 illustratestheway in which a nanotubeisobtained by wrapping a graphite sheet.

The hexagonsare atpositionsR n;m = na+ + m a� ,where a� are prim itive lattice vectors

ofthe honeycom b lattice. The standard convention is to identify R 0;0 � RN ;M ,and to

sim ply labelthetube(N ;M ).Thecase(N ;N )isknown asthearm chairtube,(N ;0)isthe

zig-zag,and allothersare chiral. There isa geom etric frustration wheneverthe wrapping

destroys the tripartite nature ofthe in�nite sheet,which occurs when (N � M )m od 3 is

non-zero (thiscriterion isfam iliarin thecontextofelectronicconductivity[44]).Thus,both

zig-zag and chiraltubes can be frustrated geom etrically,whereas arm chair tubes cannot.

The adsorption sitesform a triangularlattice wrapped on the cylinder,which isshown in

Fig. 6.2 for the (7;0) zig-zag. In the following section we specify the Ham iltonian and

considerthesim plest(classical)lim itin which intersitetunneling ofadatom sisprohibited.

W e willthen turn on thehopping perturbatively (the quantum case).
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Figure6.1:An exam pleofwrappingofthegraphitesheettom akea(2;1)tube.a� aretheprim itive

lattice vectorsofthe honecom b lattice. The solid rectangle is the prim itive cellofthe tube. The

tube can also be built up by stacking the dotted region along the axiswith the solid dotted lines

identi�ed.Also shown isthe tripartitelattice labeling A,B,C.
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Figure 6.2:Adsorption siteson a (7;0)zig-zag nanotube
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Figure 6.3:Phasediagram ofthe (N ;M )tube

6.2 T he H am iltonian and C lassicalLim it

W hen theadsorbed gasisa hard-coreboson,thelatticegasisde�ned by theBose-Hubbard

Ham iltonian[42,66]

H = � t
X

hiji

b
y

ibj + b
y

jbi+ V
X

hiji

ninj� �
X

i

ni ; (6.1)

where ni is the boson density at site i,V is the nearest neighbor repulsion and t is the

hopping am plitude. The occupation num bers ni are restricted to 0;1 by the hard-core

condition. There is a fam iliar Heisenberg spin representation [81],which identi�es S z
i =

ni� 1=2,S+i = b
y

i,and S
�
i = bi.TheHam iltonian isthus

H = � 2t
X

hiji

SxiS
x
j+ S

y

iS
y

j + V
X

hiji

SziS
z
j� H

X

i

Szi ; (6.2)

whereSzi = ni� 1=2and H = �� 3V isan e�ectiveexternalm agnetic�eld.Throughoutthe

paper we willuse the spin and density representations interchangeably. The spin m odels

obtained in thisway are sim ilarto recentexam plesof\spin tubes"[48].

The Ising lim it of the spin m odels, t = 0 corresponds to the case when hopping is

forbidden,and already contains m any interesting features. W e start the analysis in this

regim e,obtaining thephasediagram asa function ofthem agnetic �eld,and then consider

quantum uctuationsperturbatively in t=V .W e sum m arizeourresults�rst.

The phase diagram in the tem perature-m agnetic �eld plane ofa typicaltube isshown

in Fig.6.3. W hen the index q = (N � M )m od 3 is 1 or 2, we �nd four lobes (solid

lines),corresponding to two plateauswith m agnetizationsm � < 1=3 and m + > 1=3.Here,
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we use the standard Ising notation in which spin is � 1. Note that the plateaus are real

phasesonly atzerotem peraturebecausethetubeisone-dim ensional.At�nitetem perature,

the boundaries should be interpreted as crossovers. Nonetheless,deep within a lobe,at

kB T � V ,the m agnetizationsare well-de�ned.Speci�cally,forq= 1,we obtain the exact

expressions

m + =
1

3

�

1+
2

2M + N

�

m � =
1

3

�

1�
2

2N + M

�

H c =
�

4�
2M

N + M

�

V (6.3)

The com plem entary case ofq = 2 is obtained by interchanging N $ M . O n the other

hand,those tubeswithoutgeom etric frustration (q = 0)behave sim ilarly to the atsheet

(dotted lines)which hasonly two lobeswith m agnetizations � 1=3 [41]. In the atsheet,

the dotted linesare second orderphase transitionsin the universality class ofthe Potts-3

m odels [82]. In our wrapped case,as the tube perim eter approaches the at sheet lim it,

one expects thatthe geom etric frustration becom es irrelevant. Indeed,as N orM ! 1 ,

m + and m � squeeze1=3 astheinverseofthetubediam eterand becom eindistinguishable.

Beyond the lobes,wherethe �eld isstrong enough to overcom e allnearestneighborbonds

(jH j=V > 6 at kB T = 0),the tube is fully polarized. The �lling fractions are obtained

from the m agnetizations by m = � 2(n � 1=2). The phase diagram , however, is m ore

easily visualized in term sofspin sincespin reversal,m $ � m ,correspondsto particle-hole

sym m etry,n $ 1� n.

W ehaveveri�ed thisprediction num erically by transferm atrix m ethods[81]forzig-zag

tubesup to N = 11 and forthe chiraltubesup to N + M = 7.� Thetransferm atrix rows

fora sam pletubearedelineated by dotted linesin Fig.6.1.Itshould benoted thatsim ilar

transferm atrix calculationshavebeen carried outforthespecialcaseofunfrustrated zig-zag

tubes(q = 0)[82]. The m otivation in these earlierworkswasa �nite size scaling analysis

ofthesolid phaseson atgraphite.

Although 7 isprobably too sm allto be physical,we believe thatthe argum entsin this

papergeneralizeto any tube.In Fig.6.4 wedisplay sam pledata fortwo zig-zag tubeswith
�
Theprogram m ing used theG nu im plem entation ofFortran 77 on a PC .Them ain stum bling block is

very large contributionsto the partition function atlow T;the Lapack routine library wasused to handle

num bersoutside ordinary m achine range.
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Figure 6.4:M agnetization and entropy persite atkB T = 0:05V

di�erent q: (7;0) and (8;0). The m agnetization curves show clear plateaus whose values

and transition �elds m atch those predicted by Eq.(6.3). By increasing the tem perature

and following theevolution oftheplateaus,wegenerate the phasediagram above.

W e �nd that a rather interesting feature ofthe zig-zag (N ;0) tubes em erges,m aking

them exceptional.Theinsetsin Fig.6.4 indicatean extensiveentropy atzero tem perature,

which has plateaus,too. Upon enum erating the degenerate space explicitly (Section 6.3

below),we shallshow that the entropy is exactly s = (ln2)=N and that it occurs in m +

for q = 1 and in m � for q = 2. In the presence ofhopping,the non-degenerate plateaus

retain their gaps, whereas the degenerate ones becom e correlated states with a unique

ground stateand gaplessexcitations.M oreprecisely,conform alinvariancedevelopsand the

e�ective theory has centralcharge c = 1 with a com pacti�cation radius,R,quantized by

the tubecircum ference,R = N .

In orderto understand the m agnetizations and nature ofthe geom etric frustration,it

is m ore intuitive to use the originalbosonic picture. As a result ofhard-core repulsion

on the in�nite graphite sheet,the m = 1=3 plateau correspondsto �lling one ofthe three

sublattices,A;B orC ,ofthetriangularlattice.Thiscon�guration m inim izestherepulsion,

V ninj,whilem axim izing the�lling,�n.Itisnaturalto try thesam efornanotubes,aswe

illustratein Fig.6.5for(5;0).Upon wrapping,however,thethick verticallinesareidenti�ed

and the lattice is no longer tripartite. In fact,the num berofsublattice sites is no longer

equal,and thereisam ism atch along thethick line,which weterm the\zipper".O n theleft

we�lltheA sublattice,obtaining the�lling fraction n + = 2=5,and on therighteitherB or

C m ay be�lled with theresultthatn� = 3=10.Forgeneral(N ;0)thereare2N hexagonsin

107



n + n -

   

B CA

A

A

A

B

B

B

B

BB

B

C

C

C

C

C

C

C

C

C

   

C

A

A

A

A

A

A

A

A

A

A

A

A

A

A

B

C

C

C

C

C

C

C

C

C

A B B

B

A

A

A

A

A

A

A

A

A

B

B B

B

B B

BB

B B

Figure 6.5:Fillingsand zipperofthe (5;0)zig-zag tube.n� correspondsto m �

theunitcell,and the�llingfractionsaren+ = d2N =3e=2N and n� = b2N =3c=2N ,wheredxe

and bxc denote the largerand sm allerofthe two bounding integersofx,respectively.The

m agnetizationsin Eq.(6.3)follow directly by using the correspondence m = � 2(n � 1=2).

Furtherm ore,dueto thesublatticem ism atch,thenum berdensity ofadjacentparticles,nb,

m ay benon-zero.In thecase of(5;0),there aretwo broken bondsperunitcellin n+ ,and

none in n� . Thisresultgeneralizes to any q = 2 zig-zag tube: nb+ = 2=2N and nb� = 0.

Forq = 1,the argum entgoesthrough asbefore,exceptthatnb+ = 1=2N . W e sum m arize

thiscom pactly by nb+ = q=2N .

Substitutingthese�llingsintotheHam iltonian (6.1)yieldstwoenergiespersite,e� (�)=

V nb� � �n� .Thetransition occurswhen these levelscross:e+ = e� ,or

q

2N
� �

d2N =3e

2N
= � �

b2N =3c

2N
(6.4)

Solving for � and using the correspondence H = � � 3V gives precisely the critical�eld

in Eq. (6.3). In particular,thisexplainswhy there are exactly two independentplateaus.

Note that,forthe specialcase ofthe zig-zags,the critical�eld dependsonly on q and not

on N perse.

In theaboveanalysis,wehave m adeonly oneassum ption,nam ely thatthezipperruns

parallelto the tube axis. In general,the zipper m ay wind helically around the tube or

wiggle sideways. However,in allthe casesthatwe considered,the straightzipperhasthe

lowest energy,and m oreover, our transfer m atrix com putations,which are blind to this

assum ption,are consistentwith ouranalysis.
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Thechiraltubesare di�erent.Dueto theirgeom etry thezipperisforced to wind,but,

again,we�nd thatthechoiceofthestraightestpossiblezipperreproducesournum ericsfor

N + M up to 7.Thedeterm ination ofthe�llingsand levelcrossingsism uch m oreinvolved

than thatofthezig-zag,and weleaveitfora m oredetailed paper.In any case,ouranalysis

reveals that the plateaus in a chiraltube are notm acroscopically degenerate,so that the

zig-zagsare ata specialdegenerate point.

6.3 M acroscopic D egeneracy and Q uantum Fluctuations

Having understood in detailthe Ising lim it,we now turn on a sm allhopping,t� V ,that

introducesquantum uctuations. Deep within a plateau,the substrate ism axim ally �lled

since adding a particle increases nb. Consequently,allplateaus begin with a classicalgap

oforderV ,and wework in theHilbertspaceoftheclassicalground states.Thoseplateaus

which have only a discrete sym m etry m ustretain their gaps,butthe m acroscopically de-

generate plateausare m orecom plicated.

Letusreconsiderthen+ �lling ofthe(5;0)tubein Fig.6.5.Noticethata particlem ay

hop laterally by one site without changing nb,as we illustrate in Fig.6.6,left. Im agine

buildinga typicaln+ statelayer-by-layerfrom top to bottom ,with a totalofL layers.Each

new layerm ustadd exactly two �lled sitesand onenearest-neighborbond (nb = 1=5).This

constraintim pliesthatno two adjacentsitesm ay be occupied within a layer;ifthey were,

then,toconservenb,twoadjacentsitesm ustbeoccupied in thenext,and soon up thetube.

However,thisstate isnotconnected to any otherby a single hop. Sim ilarly,the particles

cannot hop from layer to layer because this adds another intra-layer bond. An allowed

state can be represented asa string ofoccupied sites,� = f�ig,i= 1;:::;L,which in our

exam ple is� = f� � � (5;3)(5;2)(5;3)� � � g. At each layer,there are exactly two possibilities

forthe following one. For exam ple,(1;4) can be followed by (1;4) orby (2;4). However,

the totalnum berofpossibilitiesatany given levelis�ve.Fig.6.6 (right)sum m arizesthis

structure succinctly as a square lattice wrapped on the cylinder. A typicalstate,then,is

a lattice path along the tube.There isa recentHubbard m odelconsidered by Henley and

Zhang [83]ofspinless ferm ions on a square lattice in which the bookkeeping ofstates is
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Figure 6.6:LEFT:Typicalcon�guration in n+ (orm � )ofthe (5;0)tube.Alternating num bering

within layersallowsasym m etricdescription from bottom -to-top ortop-to-bottom .RIG HT:Allowed

statesaspathson a wrapped squarelattice.Thevertex labelsm ay be dropped.

very sim ilar.

G eneralizing to (N ;0),we�nd N possiblestatesin each layerand two in thesucceeding

one,and the structure ofstates is again thatofa wrapped square lattice with N squares

along thecircum ference.Thedim ension oftheHilbertspaceisthenum beroflatticepaths,

N 2L,so thatin an in�nitely long tube,the entropy persite isexactly (ln2)=N ,asclaim ed

earlier. Notice thatconstrained pathsintroduce correlations along the length ofthe tube,

despite theabsence ofinter-layerhopping.

Them atrix elem entsoftheprojected Ham iltonian connectonly thosestatesthatdi�er

by a single hop:

h�jH j�i=

8
><

>:

� 2t if
P

i��i�i = L � 1

0 otherwise
(6.5)

It turns 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 [89]. In the following section we

derive the continuum lim itofH ,and we con�rm the resultnum erically in the succeeding

section.

6.3.a C ontinuum Lim it

In theprevioussection,thepaths� werelabeled,forclarity,by a string ofoccupied siteson

thenanotube.A sim plerrepresentation isto work with thewrapped squarelatticedirectly,
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where the path isuniquely speci�ed by an initialpointand itsdirection in each layer.W e

willlabelthe topm ost layer by i= 1 with iincreasing by 1 with each downward m ove.

ThereareL layersofhexagonsand weim poseperiodicboundary conditions,L + 1 � 1.In

orderforthe layersto m atch,L hasto beeven.

To specify the initialpointon �,we chose an \anchor" � on one ofthe N sitesin the

i= 1 layer (� = 1;:::;N ). Now,representa step to the rightin layer iby a ferm ion,cyi,

and a step to the leftby a hole,ci.A state j�iin the Hilbertspace,S,isrepresented by

j�i= j�i
 c
y

i1
c
y

i2
� � � c

y

ip
j0i; (6.6)

where� istheanchorsite in the�rstlayerand i1� � � ip arethelayerswherethepath steps

to the right. For instance,the portion ofthe path in �g. 6.6 is j�i= j3i
 c
y

1c
y

3c
y

4� � � j0i.

Theferm ionicrepresentation isconvenientsincethereisexactly onestep in each layer,but

hard-corebosonscan also beused.In any case,in one dim ension they areequivalent.The

num berofparticles (steps to the right)and holes (steps to the left) m ustadd up to L in

order for the path to close on itselfalong the length ofthe tube. Each path also has a

topologicalcharacter for the num beroftim es that itwindsaround the tube,which m ust

bea m ultiple ofN forthe path to close.Thesetwo conditionsm ay bewritten as

N p + N h = L (6.7)

N p � Nh = bN ; (6.8)

where N p;h is the num ber ofparticles or holes,and b is an integer. Ifthe particles are

assigned a charge,then bN isthe totalcharge.Note thatb= 0 correspondsto half-�lling,

N p = N h = L=2.

W heneveritisallowed within a layer,a single hop changesthe step sequence right-left

to left-right and vice versa,which corresponds to c
y

i+ 1ci or c
y

ici+ 1. In a layer without a

kink no hopsare possible,and the hopping term svanish by ferm ionic statistics. Since we

are working in periodicboundary conditions,the boundary term s,cy1cL and c
y

L
c1,m ustbe

treated m ore carefully. A hop atthispointisnecessarily accom panied by a translation of

the anchorpointby j�i7! j� � 1i.Letusrepresentthisoperation by

R � j�i= j� � 1i (6.9)
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with R
y
� = R + .Cylindricalwrapping requiresa ZN sym m etry because j� � N i� j�i,i.e.

R N
� = R � . Putting the bulk and boundary hopping term s together,the Ham iltonian of

eqn.(6.5)becom es

H = � 2t

"
L� 1X

i= 1

c
y

i+ 1ci+ R � 
 c
y

1cL

#

+ h:c:: (6.10)

W e can think ofH asdescribing free ferm ionson a periodic one dim ensionalchain with a

ZN im purity on oneofthebonds.

H can be diagonalized exactly in m om entum space.G oing around the tubelengthwise

contributesa phaseeikL whilegoing around theperim etercontributesei�,with � = 2�a=N

(a = 1;:::;N � 1).Thereforetoroidalboundary conditionsrequire

e
ikL

e
i� = 1 : (6.11)

O r,

k =
2�v

L

�

n +
a

N

�

; (6.12)

where v = 2tisthe velocity and n isan integer. The Ham iltonian containsthe usualfree

particle dispersion,butwith theallowed k given by eqn.(6.12),

H = � 4t
X

k

coskcy
k
ck : (6.13)

Ifthe spectrum is linearized around the Ferm im om entum ,jkF j(at half-�lling),then at

sm allk,nonzero a statescostan additionalenergy of(2�v=L)(a=N )2.

Thea=N o�setin k can bethoughtofasa m inim ally coupled vectorpotentialsuch that

them agnetic�eld isa �-ux tubethrough thetoruscontaining (a=N )ux quanta.In other

words,one ofthe bondsalong the chain (the \anchor")had ZN sym m etry,whose e�ectis

equivalentto a ux tube.Fig.6.7 illustratesthisequivalence.Theo�setin k islikea total

currentin the ferm ion system .

Atthispoint,onecan seetwotopologicale�ectsofthetorus.FirstistheZ N uxtube,or

totalcurrent.Aswehaveseen,itscontribution totheenergy nearjkF jwas(2�v=L)(a=N )2.

Second is the path winding along the length ofthe tube,or totalcharge,eqn. (6.7). Its
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Figure 6.7: The leftring showsthe ZN im purity on the anchorbond (wavy line). The rightring

showsthe equivalentalternative,wherethe im purity isreplaced by a ux tube through thetorus.

contribution to the energy near jkF jis sim ilar,(2�v=L)(bN =2)2. The totalenergy due to

these topologicalsectorsis

�E a;b =
2�v

L

 
a2

N 2
+
b2N 2

4

!

: (6.14)

This expression is fam iliar from the Luttinger liquid m odelof one-dim ensional spinless

Ferm ions[88].

W ecan now obtain thecontinuum lim itofourm odel.Itiswellknown thatfreeferm ions

in one dim ension areequivalentto free bosons.Thecorresponding Lagrangian is

L =
1

8�
[v� 1(@t’)

2 � v(@x’)
2]; (6.15)

where’ isthebosonic�eld.L isa conform ally invarianttheory with centralcharge c= 1.

W econjecturethatthetopologicale�ectsthatwedescribed abovecom efrom com pactifying

’ on a circle ofradiusR,

� � � + 2�R : (6.16)

By com pactifying the boson,topologicalm odes (or zero m odes) appear. In �eld theory,

they areconventionally obtained from electric and m agnetic m onopoles.Theenergy ofthe

zero m odesis

E 0
a;b =

2�v

L

 
a2

R 2
+
b2R 2

4

!

; (6.17)

where a and b are integers labeling the fundam entalcycles on the torus. Com paring E 0
a;b

to �E a;b (6.14),we �nd that R = N . The ordinary phonon,(oscillator) m odes exist on
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Figure 6.8:The gap scalesas1=N 2L.

top ofeach topologicalsectorand sim ply contribute the usualphonon energy,so thatthe

com plete dispersion is

E = E 0
a;b+

2�

L
jnj: (6.18)

Theoverallpictureofa com pacti�ed boson with centralchargec= 1 isconsistentwith

the solid-on-solid m odelsofPasquier[89].

6.3.b N um erics

W ehavediagonalized theoriginalHam iltonian,eqn.(6.5)num erically with periodicbound-

ary conditionsforsystem sizesup to N = 11 and L = 10.Dueto thesparsenessofH m we

were also able to obtain the ground state energy up to L = 16.W e will�x 2t= 1 in what

follows.

W e�nd thatthedegeneracy islifted and theground statebecom esuniqueand uniform .

Theground state energy,E 0(L),followsE 0� � 0:61L� 0:31�c=L.ThelowestN � 1 excited

states are given by � a = a2�=(N 2L),with � = 12:9 � 0:5,which is shown in Fig.6.8

for a = 1;2;3. Allofthese levels are doubly degenerate. This ground state energy and

spectrum arein perfectagreem entwith freebosonscom pacti�ed on a radiusR = �N ,aswe

described in the previoussection.

Right-and left-m oving oscillatorm odesofenergy !n = vkn,wherekn = 2�n=L,appear

in the spectrum ,butfora < N the zero m odesare the lowest. O urspectrum in Fig.6.8
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corresponds to E 0
a;b with b = 0. The m odes with non-zero b are very high in energy and

arewashed outby oursm allsystem size.To �x �,welook athigherlow-lying levels(which

also scale like 1=L). W e �nd that the N ’th excitation energy is independent ofN and

quadruply degenerate. Thiscan happen only ifthe N ’th zero m ode,E 0
� N ;0 = 2�v=�2L,is

degenerate with the lowest oscillator m ode,!� 1 = 2�v=L,which �xes � = 1. Thus,the

com pacti�cation radiusisR = N .The velocity can be read o� from the slopesin Fig.6.8

as v = �=2�. W ithin our accuracy,v = 2. The rest ofour spectrum is consistent with

these param eters. For instance,we �nd a unique,zero-m om entum state with a = b = 0,

which consistsofone right-and one left-m oving oscillator m ode with n = 2�=L atenergy

E = 2E 1.Notethat� is�xed only by counting degneracies,notby �tting any param eters.

6.3.c H igher O rder C orrections

The preceeding discussion isvalid to �rstorderin t=V . The nextterm sare ofordert2=V

and involve virtualtransitions to adatom con�gurations that are not in the degenerate

subspaceS.Thegeneric form is

�
t2

V
PS

2

4
X

hijihkli

b
y

ibjb
y

k
bl

3

5 PS ; (6.19)

wherePS isa projection operatorinto S.Anotherway ofwriting thesecond orderpertur-

bation isthe fam iliarform ,

h�0jH j�i! h�0jH j�i�
X

�

h�0jH j�ih�jH j�i

E � � E�
; (6.20)

where j�i;j�0i2 S while j�i =2 S. E� isthe energy ofthe virtualstate. E � = E �0 are,of

course,constant,and allenergy di�erencesaredueto thenearestneighborrepulsion V ninj.

Therearethreetypesofvirtualprocesses:(i)single particle hopping from � to � 6= �0,

(ii)twoparticlecorrelated hoppingfrom � to� 6= �0and(iii)singleparticlediagonalhopping

from � back into �. For concreteness,consider process (iii) in the (5;0) state in �g. 6.6.

W heneverthereisakinkin �,such asin thethird layerfrom thetop,thecontribution toeqn.

(6.20)from allvirtualhopsis� (35=6)4t2=V .Forexam ple,theadatom on site3can hop into

any oneofitssix neighborswith theenergy denom inators1=2+ 1=2+ 1=2+ 1=2+ 1=2+ 1=3

(in units oft2=V ). Sim ilarly,the adatom on site 5 contributes 1 + 1 + 1,for a totalof
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35=6 (itisforbidden to hop one site overto the rightbecause the resulting state isin S).

O n the other hand,ifthere is no kink,the contribution is � 8� 4t2=V . The criterion for

a kink in layer iis 2[1=4 � (~ni� 1=2)(~ni+ 1 � 1=2)]= 1,where ~ni = c
y

ici;otherwise this

quantity vanishes.Sim ilarly,theabsenceofa kink issynonym ouswith thenonvanishing of

2[1=4+ (~ni� 1=2)(~ni+ 1 � 1=2)].Thus,thetotaldiagonalcontribution to H can bewritten

H ! H �

8t2

V

X

�

X

i

35

6

�
1

4
�

�

~ni�
1

2

� �

~ni+ 1�
1

2

��

+ 8
��

~ni�
1

2

� �

~ni+ 1�
1

2

�

+
1

4

�

j�ih�j

= H �
4t2

V

X

�

"
13

3

X

i

~ni~ni+ 1 �
13

3

X

i

~ni+ 8

#

j�ih�j: (6.21)

ForgeneralN ,thecorrection scaleslikeN .Theessentialterm in thelastlineofeqn.(6.21)

isthe �rstone. Thisfour-ferm ion interaction renorm alizes the radiusR by corrections of

ordert=V .

Let us return to processes (i) and (ii). An exam ple of(i) is the adatom in the third

layerfrom the top,site5,hopping to the second layer,site 1,and then back into the third

layer,site 1. The interm ediate state is notin S. This process serves only to renorm alize

t because its am plitude is the sam e for allkinks. An exam ple of(ii) is the particle in

the fourth layer,site 5,hopping to site 4,followed by the particle in the third layer,site

5,hopping to site 1 in the sam e layer. Thiscorrelated hopping occurs in a con�guration

containing the sequence particle-hole-hole orhole-particle-particle,which correspondsto a

next-nearestneighborinteraction cyi+ 2c
y

i+ 1ci+ 1ci+ h:c:.W ehavenotanalyzed allsuch term s

in detail,and it is possible that there is a delicate cancellation ofthe term s (ii) and (iii)

when the �eldsare linearized around jkF j,butwe consideritm ore likely thatthey do not

cancelso thatR isrenorm alized atordert=V .

O necan also considerthe extrem e lim itin which t� V .In thiscase,the XXZ Ham il-

tonian in eqn. (6.2) is sim ply the XY m odelon a cylinder. Let us denote the spin angle

relative to the cylindricalsurface by ’(x;�),wherex isthe coordinate along the tube and

� isthe coordinate around the perim eter. Uniquenessofthe wavefunction requiresthat’

hasthe periodicity ’(x;� + 2�)= ’(x;�)+ 2�m ,where m is an integer. The low energy

excitations are purely along the length ofthe tube;excitations around the perim eter will

costan energy on the orderof1=N ,which islarge com pared to 1=L. Thuswe can freeze
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 6.9: The �llings for N = 2. n+ = 1=2 (a) and n� = 1=4 (b). Each adatom can live at

either site in its layer because each site is connected to every site in the neighboring layers. (c)

showsthetriangularlatticein theplane;thehorizontaldoublebond isdueto theperiodicity around

a cylinder. (c) is exactly the geom etry ofthe spin ladder studied by other authors (albeit with

di�erentcoupling).

the � coordinate,and the energy density is proportionalto j@x’j
2. Since the periodicity

isstill’ � ’ + 2�m ,we end up with a free boson com pacti�ed on radiusRX Y = 1. The

question is how the adsorption regim e t� V ,which is also a com pacti�ed boson buton

radiusR = N ,isreached.

6.4 SpecialC ase: N = 2

Before concluding with the e�ective theory,we should pointoutthatthe geom etry ofthe

(2;0) tube is special;allsites in adjacent layers are interconnected. Asa result,allofits

plateaushavean extensiveentropy,and we�nd thathopping opensa gap in both plateaus.

Fig.6.9 illustratesthisexception.Ateither�lling,the adatom in each layerisfree to hop

to either site| 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 ofhopping,each adatom lives in a double wellpotential,which hasa gap of

ordert.In fact,thistubecan bewritten asa spin chain thathasbeen studied atisotropic

coupling[87],� 2t= V .Twoplateauswerefound in thiscase,and itistem ptingtospeculate
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whetherthetwo regim esare connected adiabatically.

6.5 D iscussion and C onclusion

O ne observable consequence ofconform alsym m etry is that the low tem perature heat ca-

pacity is�xed by c[84]:

C = c
�vk2B

3
T =

�vk2B

3
T (6.22)

Itisnoteworthy that,even though thedispersion oftheoscillatorm odesisindependent

of N , the spectrum rem em bers, via the zero-m odes, the �nite radius of the nanotube.

Furtherm ore,R isquantized by N ;in thelanguageofLuttingerliquids,thism eansthatthe

Luttingerparam eteris�xed by topology,sim ilarly to thecaseofedgestatesin a fractional

quantum Halluid[85],and in contrastto quantum wires(where the Luttingerparam eter

can vary continuously). Because there is no inter-layer hopping,� is tied to transverse,

ratherthan to longitudinal,density uctuationsalong the tube.

Finally,letusbrieyview thespin tubeasaquantum spin laddertoseeifityieldsagap-

lessstate in the degenerate plateaus.A standard approach isto usea Lieb-Schultz-M attis

(LSM ) argum ent,in which the spins are deform ed slowly along the length[86]. Applying

it to our tube,we �nd thata plateau is gapless ifS � M is notan integer,where S and

M are the totalspin and m agnetization,respectively,perlayer (a layer being the N sites

around the perim eter). Using S = N =2 and the m agnetizations from Eqn.(6.3),we �nd

thatS � M isan integerin them acroscopically degenerateplateaus,so thattheLSM argu-

m entisinsu�cientin thiscase.A conclusiveargum entm usttakethegeom etricfrustration

into account,which isfurtherevidence thatourstate isstrongly correlated.

In conclusion,wehavestudiedtheproblem ofm onolayeradsorption on carbon nanotubes

and identi�ed severalinteresting �lling fraction plateaus. Since the di�erence between the

plateaus decreases slowly,asthe inverse ofthe tube diam eter,experim entalm easurem ent

should be feasible for large enough tubes. W e have identi�ed the zig-zag tubes as ex-

ceptional,in which the geom etric frustration together with quantum uctuations lead to

conform alsym m etry.Thee�ectivetheory isfreecom pacti�ed boson,which hasaquantized

radiusto �rstorderin thehopping.Theonly othersuch theory in naturethatweareaware
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ofare the chiraledge statesin a quantum Halluid,where the radiusisquantized by the

bulk �lling fraction.Thereare interesting questionsrelated to thelarge hopping lim it.
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C hapter 7

Sum m ary

It is widely believed by both theorists and experim entalists that the com posite particle

constructisrequired fora fullunderstandingofthefractionalquantum Halle�ect(FQ HE).

In this thesis we take the point ofview that a great dealofthe FQ HE physics can be

understood by projecting to the lowestLandau level(LLL)atthe outset,which allowsus

to develop a com posite particle form alism atvarious�lling fractions,�. Initially the com -

positesare abstractoperatorsbuilding up them any-particle Fock space,butlateranalysis

ofphysicaloperators,m any-particle wavefunctions,and response functions reveals an in-

terpretation in term sofvorticesbound to an underlying particle.O urtheory departsfrom

m ostother theoreticalwork in this area,which usessingular ux attachm ent to m ap the

problem into a Chern-Sim onsaction.W e treatboth ferm ionicand bosonicstatisticsofthe

underlying particles.

W hen theunderlyingparticles(orparticles,forshort)arebosons,theappropriateform u-

lation isin term sofcom positeferm ions.TheoriginalHam iltonian forthebosonsism apped

exactly into a Ham iltonian forcom posite ferm ionswith an in�nite num berofconstraints.

To preservetheconstraints,weuseaconserving approxim ation to derivean e�ectivetheory

m icroscopically. In addition to a self-consistent theory ofincom pressible quantum liquids

in the LLL,ourapproach providesa m ethod to calculate the e�ective m ass(gap)and the

singleparticlespectrum ofthecom positeferm ions,which arisesolely from theinteractions

between the particles. Thiscalculation extendspreviouswork in the specialcase � = 1 to

arbitrary �.A recentproposalraisestheintriguing prospectofobservingaFQ HE ofbosons
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in rotating atom ic Bose-Einstein condensates.

The com plem entary case is com posite bosons. The ground state for a perturbation

expansion is m acroscopically degenerate,which precludes a m icroscopic derivation ofan

e�ective theory. W e follow an alternate approach by constructing a phenom enological

Landau-G inzburg action based on a sym m etry analysis. A crucialingredient in the ac-

tion is the internalstructure ofthe com posite particle,which,at � = 1=p,consists ofp

vortices bound to the particle. For p = even the particles are bosons while for p = odd

they are ferm ions. O ur m odelincorporates this structure through gauge potentials that

coupleto theinternaldegreesoffreedom .Thespectrum ofthee�ectivetheory containsthe

so-called m agnetoroton excitation,which seem sto be the �rstanalytic observation ofthis

phenom enon.

Thenextportion ofthethesisisan exam ination ofpaired statesofbosonsorferm ionsin

two dim ensions.Theclassofpairingsthatweinvestigateincludesnon-zero relativeangular

m om entum ,which isa state thatbreaksboth parity and tim e reversalinvariance. Partof

ourm ethod isbased on Bardeen-Cooper-Schrei�er(BCS)theory and islargely independent

ofthe FQ HE.However,in the context ofthe FQ HE,we use a m ean �eld approxim ation

thatm apsparticlesin a netm agnetic �eld into com posite particlesin zero �eld.TheBCS

approach then appliesto the com posite particles.

Forbosonicparticles,weconsiderp-wavepairing ofspin-1=2 bosonsand d-wavepairing

ofspinlessbosons. In the FQ HE,the form er case is a singlet known as the \perm anent"

stateand thelatteristhe\Ha�nian".Each statecan bewritten asatrialwavefunction that

is the unique ground state ofits corresponding Ham iltonian. By analyzing the spectrum

ofthe Ham iltonian directly or by applying the m ean �eld BCS theory,we �nd that the

perm anentsitson the transition between the polarized Laughlin state (a Bose condensate

ofcom posite particles) and a Bose condensate with helicalorder. The spin order ofthe

perm anentisthatofan anti-Skyrm ion.Sim ilarly,theHa�nian ison thetransition between

a Laughlin stateand a strong coupling paired state.O fcourse,theseconclusionscan stand

alone withoutreference to the FQ HE because they can be derived solely within the BCS

fram ework.

Forferm ionic particles,we carry through a conserving approxim ation forthe spin con-
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ductivity.W eshow thattheinduced action foran externalgauge�eld thatcouplesto spin

isa Chern-Sim ons(CS)term .In thed-wavecaseweobtain thenon-abelian SU(2)CS term

becausethesystem isspin-rotationally invariant,whereasthep-wave case givesan abelian

U(1)term since ithasonly U(1)sym m etry. In both cases,the Hallspin conductivity isa

topologicalinvariant,which characterizesthewindingoftheorderparam eterin m om entum

space. This is a m icroscopic proofofquantization that was proposed in earlier works by

otherauthors.

The lastpartofthe thesisdealswith adsorption on carbon nanotubes,which isa one-

dim ensionalproblem . The hexagon centers serve as adsorption sites for hard core atom s,

allowing the system to be treated as a lattice gas on a triangular lattice wrapped on a

cylinder.Thism odelisequivalenttoatypeofquantum spin tube.Thewrappingintroduces

geom etricfrustration on top ofthefrustration ofthetriangularlattice,leadingtointeresting

physics. In the spin language, we �nd m agnetization plateaus in alltubes in the Ising

lim it,which is con�rm ed both analytically and num erically. However,the zig-zag tubes

are exceptionaland contain plateausthatare m acroscopically degenerate.W hen quantum

hoppingisallowed,thespecialplateausbecom egaplessphasesthataredescribed by ac= 1

conform altheory ofa com pacti�ed boson.Thetheory isderived analytically and con�rm ed

num erically.Perhapsthe m ostrem arkable feature isthatthe radiusofcom pacti�cation is

quantized by the tube diam eter. This brings us back to the FQ HE,where the theory of

edgestatesisalso characterized by a (chiral)conform alboson com pacti�ed on a quantized

radius.
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A ppendix: N on-C om m utative

Fourier Transform

O urultim ateaim in thissubsection isto introduceconstructsthatwillallow usto takethe

therm odynam iclim it,N ! 1 ,and to introducethem om entum k so asto take advantage

oftranslationalinvariance.Asdiscussed by severalauthors[12,15,18],k isagood quantum

num berand ẑ� k willturn outto bethe dipole m om ent.Theform alism in thisappendix

hasbeen discussed in m ore detailby [18],and we includeithereforcom pleteness.

Consider the specialcase of one attached vortex with B 1 = � B2, as introduced in

Sections 2.1.b and 2.1.c. W e �rst introduce realspace wavefunctions by analogy to the

usualm atter�eld:

c(z;�) =
X

m n

um (z)un(�)cm n

c
y(�;z) =

X

m n

un(�)um (z)c
y
nm : (7.1)

O urconvention isto usez fortheleftcoordinateand � fortheright.Com plex conjugation

reects the two opposite charges. There is only one m agnetic length ‘B in this problem

because the m agnitude ofthe charges isequal. Thisisa rathersingularlim itofourtwo-

particle construction in Section 2.1.b; in this lim it the e�ective m agnetic �eld is B =

B 1 + B 2 = 0,and the pseudom om entum and translation operators,� and K ,are identical

(eqn.(2.21)).

In thez,� basis,the densitiesbecom e

�
R (�;�0) =

Z

d
2
z c

y(�;z)c(z;�0)

�L(z;z0) =
Z

d2� cy(�;z0)c(z;�) (7.2)
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Thusintegration hasreplaced sum m ation overindices.Itisconvenienttointroduceabinary

operation � to representintegration overone setofcoordinates,

(̂a� b̂)(z;z0)=
Z

d
2
z1 a(z;z1)b(z1;z

0); (7.3)

oftwo operators,â and b̂,which isjustm atrix m ultiplication.Itisalso convenientto de�ne

the � -com m utatorby

[̂a �;b̂]= â� b̂� b̂� â : (7.4)

Thisallowsusto write

�̂
R = ĉ

y � ĉ

�̂L = :ĉ � ĉy : (7.5)

Note thenorm alordering in �̂L necessary to avoid sign am biguities.

Considertheplanewave,eik� r,projected to theLLL.Following thepreviousdiscussion

oftwo particlesin Section 2.1.b,eqn. (2.22),r = (R 1 + R 2)=2 in zero e�ective �eld. The

planewave operatornow becom es

e
ik� r= e

ik� (R1+ R 2)=2 : (7.6)

Itsrepresentation in the z,� coordinatesisobtained by acting on the lowestweighteigen-

function  0;0. Recall that, for B 1 = � B2,  0;0(z;�) = 1

2�
e�

1

4
jzj2� 1

4
j�j2+ 1

2
z�, where the

m agnetic length hasbeen setto unity.Itisnotdi�cultto show that 0;0(z;�)isidentical

to the delta function in the LLL.

�(z;�)=
X

m

um (z)um (�): (7.7)

In theLLL,� actsasexpected:�̂ � â = â �̂� = â.Theconstraintisthus �̂R = �̂,or

�
R (�;�0)= �(�;�0):

The di�erentialrepresentation ofR 1;2 in the z,� coordinates was constructed in Sec-

tion (2.1.b). According to the prescription,the plane wave acting on �̂ yields the LLL

representation

�k(z;�)= �(z;�)e
1

2
i(kz+ k�)�

1

4
jkj2 : (7.8)
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By eitherstraightforward integration orby using the com m utatorofR 1;2,eqn. (2.19),we

�nd thatthe �̂k obey

�̂k � �̂k0 = �̂k+ k0 e
1

2
ik^k0 ; (7.9)

where we have introduced the shorthand notation,^k = � ẑ � k and k ^ k0 � k � ^k0.

Thephase factoristhe area ofa triangle form ed by k and k0so thatthe phasecountsthe

ux enclosed by thetriangle.Hence weinterpret �̂k asa m agnetic translation in the plane

by ^k [18]. The connection to plane waves extends to com pleteness and orthonorm ality

properties,which de�nesa \noncom m utative Fouriertransform ".In particular,

Tr �̂k � �̂k0 = 2��(k + k
0); (7.10)

Z
d2k

2�
�k(z;z

0)�� k(�;�
0) = �(z;�0)�(�;z0): (7.11)

The Trstandsfora trace de�ned by Tr â =
R
d2z a(z;z). W e can now de�ne the Fourier

transform and itsinverse:

c(z;�) =
Z

d2k

(2�)3=2
ck �k(z;�); (7.12)

ck = (2�)1=2 Tr ĉ� �̂� k : (7.13)

Theextra
p
2� factorsarenotused in general;they arespeci�cto theFouriertransform of

the ĉ’sin orderforthe com m utatorsto retain theirconventionalform

[ck;c
y

k0
]
�
= (2�)2�(k � k

0): (7.14)

Therefore,we have constructed com posite particleswith m om entum k and dipolem om ent

^k,which em erged from m agnetic translations perpendicularto k. W hen the underlying

particlesarebosons,anticom m uatorsarerequired in eqn.(7.14).Thisde�nesthecom posite

ferm ion.The Fock space offerm ionsat� = 1 istrivial,consisting ofexactly one function,

so com posite bosonsare notusefulin thiscase.

Nextwewould liketo apply theFouriertransform to theleftand rightdensitiesin eqn.

(7.2),which becom e

�̂Rq =
Z

d2k

(2�)2
e�

1

2
ik^q c

y

k� 1

2
q
c
k+

1

2
q

(7.15)

�̂
L
q =

Z
d2k

(2�)2
e
1

2
ik^q

c
y

k� 1

2
q
c
k+

1

2
q
; (7.16)
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The com m utators of �̂q are fam iliar in the quantum Halle�ect [55,90,91],de�ning an

in�niteLiealgebraknown asW 1 .Theconstraintsappearparticularly sim plein m om entum

space:

�̂
R
q � 2�� �(q)= 0 ; (7.17)

which enforcesa uniform vortex density,�.
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