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It is shown that W en’s e ective theory correctly describes the Tom onaga-Luttinger liquid at the

edge of a system of non-interacting com posite ferm ions. However, the weak residual interaction

between com posite ferm ions appears to be a relevant perturbation. The 1lling factor dependence of

the Tom onaga-Luttinger param eter is estim ated for interacting com posite ferm ions In a m icroscopic

approach and satisfactory agreem ent w ith experin ent is achieved. It is suggested that the electron
eld operatorm ay not have a sin ple representation In the e ective one din ensional theory.
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A centralassertion ofW en’se ective theory ofthe edge
liquid in the fractional quantum Halle ect FQHE) is
that its Tom onaga-Luttinger (T L) exponent, which de-
scribes the long distance behavior of various correlation
functions, isa topologicalquantum num ber characteristic
ofthe FQHE state In the buk, Insensitive to perturoa—
tions that do not a ect the H all quantization -'_IiL] In par-
ticular, for fractions = n=@n+ 1) itsvalie is predicted
tobe = 3. Thiswould in ply that the edge states in the
FQHE constitute an exam ple ofa \universal" Tom onaga—
Luttinger liquid, in contrast to the usualTL liquids for
w hich the exponent varies continuously w ith the strength
of the interaction. However, this result is not derivable
rigorously from  rst principles, and therefore it is In por—
tant to sub Ect i to lndependent tests.

T he tunneling experim ent of Chang et al ig] nicely
dem onstrated that the FQHE edges form a TL liquid; a
power-law behavior is cbserved overm any decades in the
IV characteristics, from which the edge exponentm ay be
determm ined. Several recent experin ents E_ﬂ{id] have stud-
ied the 1ling factordependence In detail. They nd that
the edge exponent varies smn oothly along the sequence

= n=(2n+ 1), does not exhibi well quantized plateaus
concurrent w ith the FQ HE plateaus in resistance i_é], and
is sam ple dependent. T hese experin ents have m otivated
a num ber of theoretical studies [1{14].

W e have nnvestigated this issue In a m icroscopic ap—
proach. O ur principal ndings, discussed below in m ore
detail, are as ollow s. (i) A study ofseveral Illing factors
of the orm n=@n + 1) suggests the rem arkable result
that the edge exponent is = 3 for non-interacting com —
posite ferm ions (CF’s), but changes from thisvalie when
the interaction betw een com posite ferm ions is taken into
account. Even though the CF-CF interaction is weak,
the corrections to  can be substantial. (i) W e have es-
tin ated the exponent for the Coulomb interaction and
found is 1ling factor dependence to be in satisfactory
agreem ent w ith that seen expermm entally. (iil) W e ar-
gue that for interacting com posite ferm ions, the electron

eld operatorm ay not have a sin ple form In thee ective
one din ensionaltheory, and soeculate on how thatm ight
alter the exponent.

Follow ing Refs. f_‘/.;'_l-g], we will deduce the edge expo—
nent from the equaltin e edge G reen’s function, de ned
as
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where isthe ground state, . and ! areanniilation

and creation eld operators for an electron, and r and £
are tw o points along the edge. In the lim it of large 3
the G reen’s function behaves as
G edge (1) ]r_roj 2)

which de nes the edge exponent The wave
function of the state ()j > is proportional to

(L7100 2y 1 ), Obtained from the ground state wave
function by the replacem ent of one of the particle coor-
dinates, say ry , by r. The equaltin e G reen’s finction
can therefore be w ritten as:
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w hich can beevaluated e ciently by M onte C arlo forany
given wave fiinction for the ground state.

T he com posite ferm ion theory of the FQHE f_l-é_j] pro—
vides the wave fiinction

z)’ n @)

fortheFQHE stateat = n=@n+ 1).Herez; = x5 iyj
denotes the position of the jth particle, , is the Slater
determ nant wave function forn lled Landau levels, and
P1 11 proctsout the part ofthe wave function that has
com ponent residing outside the low est electronic Landau
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level The ﬁctorQ sy @5 z )% attaches tw o vortices to
each electron In , ; thebound state com prised ofan elec—
tron and tw o quantized vortices is Interpreted as a parti-
cle, called the com posite ferm ion, and the wave function

2(0% ; is nterpreted asn
:iten ferm dons. T he m icroscopic wave fiinctions and their
Interpretation in tem s of com posite ferm ions have both
been established.

T he calculations are perform ed for com posite ferm ions
con ned nside a disk |[16,16]. T here is a slight am biguity
regarding which state corresponds to = n=@n + 1)
forn > 1. For exampl, for N = 30 composie
ferm ions at = 2=5, we could take the con guration
(15;15), (14;16), or (16;14), where N y;N ;) refers to
the state containing Ny com posite ferm ions in the low —
est com posite—ferm ion Landau level and N1 in the sec—
ond. Fortunately, we have found that the G reen’s func-
tions for these choices di er only at short distances but
not in exponent descrbing the long-distance behavior.
T herefore, we con ne our attention to states that have
equalnum bers of com posite ferm ions in each com posite—
ferm jon Landau level. W e have considered fully polarized
states at = 1=3, 2/5, and 3/7, wih the lowest Lan-
dau Jevel proction evaluated in the standard m anner
f_l-g]. Con nement to a disk is achieved by xing the to—
talangularm om entum , w hich correspondsto a parabolic
con nement potentja]_ T he calculated G reen’s functions,
shown 1 Fig. (La), are consistent with @ = 3. This
wasknown for1/3,but isnon+trivialfor2/5 and 3/7, for
which thewave fiinction © is rather com plex. T he pre—
diction from the e ective theory thus correctly describbes
the edges of ©,

The wave functions

lled Landau kvels of com pos—

:2‘% descrlbe non-interacting
com posite ferm ions, because , is the ground state of
non-interacting electrons. These are known to be ex—
cellent approxin ations for the actual ground states of
Interacting electrons [_l-g], but they are not exact; the In—
teraction between com posite ferm ions isweak but nite,
and Jeads to slight correctionsto . This is ofno con—
sequence to the quantization ofthe H all resistance, w hich
rem ansuna ected so long asthere isa gap in the excita—
tion spectrum ; that iswhy it is often valid to neglect the
CF-CF interaction In that context. W e now ask if that
is also the case for the edge physics.

The e ect of interaction between com posite ferm ions
is to cause m ixing with higher CF-LLs. (This ought
to be distinguished from m ixing with higher elctronic
LLs, which is neglected throughout this work.) To in—
corporate the e ect of CF-LL m ixing, we diagonalize
the Coulomb Ham iltonian in the basis ( © ;£ ©P 8 gy,
where f ©P P g denote states containing a singk
particle-hole pair of com posite ferm ions ['_7.], and can be
constructed explicitly from the corresponding electronic
wave fiinctionsat lling factorn. Various nner products
required for an orthonomm alization of the basis as well

as the Coulom b m atrix elem ents are evaluated by M onte
Carl [{]. The ground state thus obtained is denoted
€©) and the corresponding exponent €7,

Asseen mFig. @b), ©) issigni cantly smaller than

© = 3, The calculations are perform ed r nite sys-
tem s, containing up to 40, 50, and 60 particks for 1/3,
2/5, and 3/7, and the possibility that the exponent m ay
change on the way to the them odynam ic 1m it cannot
be ruled out in principle, but several facts suggest that
our study captures the asym ptotic physics: The m ax—
Inum distance along the edge is 30 tin es the charac-
teristic length, nam ely the m agnetic length; the system
is big enough to produce a well de ned exponent; the
\expected" exponent is cbtained or ©;and nally, in—
creasing the num ber of particles from 30 to 50 for 2/5
and 30 to 60 for 3/7 does not appreciably alter the expo—
nent, while going from 30 to 40 particles at 1/3 reduces

©) sightly {1

Fi. 6'_2) show s a com parison between our theory and
experin ent. T he theoretical resuls for interacting com —
posite ferm ions capture the qualitative behavior seen in
experim ent. T he system atic quantitative discrepancy be—
tween theory and experin ent can be ascribed to the ne—
glect, In our calculation, of certain experin ental features
that could provide corrections, for exam ple disorder, the
actual orm of the con nem ent potential, or the screen—
Ing of the Interaction by the nearby gate. W e note that
the tunneling experin ents probe the tin e dependence of
the G reen’s function, w ith the relevant correlation fiinc—
tion being G cqqe (r;t;1;0); however, for TL Iiquids it is
expected that the behavior along the tim e direction is
also described by the sam e exponent.

To gain insight into how the CF-CF interactionsm ight
enter nto the edge physics, let us recall som e facts about
the TL approach to a one dim ensional system of chiral
ferm ions. ll7 G ven the com m utator for the density op—
erator:

qL
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where L is the length and g the wave vector, one de nes
r___ r___

— 2 . Y — 3
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which satisfy [aqo;aé] = g¢- One then de nes the
bosonic eld
X F ) ) »
&) = — @ ¥ ag + eFal)e THT? 0]
a> 0 qL

where a is a reqularization cut-o , to be set to zero at
the end. The ekctron eld operator can be written as
&) el ®  an identity that can be rigorously es—
tablished at the operator level.
W e consider below = 1=m,wherem = 2p+ 1 is
an odd integer. W en argued that for the FQHE edge
problem
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so the operators a and a¥ acquire a factorof  m
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The bosonic eld operator (x) is de ned as above in

term s of the new creation and anniilation operators. A
key step in W en’stheory isthe postulate that the electron
eld operator is given by

iPa (x)

e®) e (10)
This identi cation is consistent w ith antisym m etry
f &) &)g=0 1)

and can also be shown to create an excitation w ith unit
charge:
) 12)
e
Various correlation functions can be evaluated straight-
rwardly w ith the help ofEq. {10).

Eq. (10) can be jisti ed m icroscopically ifi] fr Laugh-
Iin’s wave function [18]

o _ Y m X
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T he vortex excltation at  is given by = | (25 ) 1ln -

W en showed, em ploying an analogy to a two-din ensional
one-com ponent classicalplasn a f_lé], that the vortex ex—
citation at the edge of Laughlin’s w ave fiinction is equiv—
aknttoe! ®)= ©  Theoperatorel ™ ) createsm vor-
tices at , given by 5 (23 ' 1(2“ . However, this is
precisely the wave function obtained by the application
of <( ) on the N + 1 particke Laughlin’s wave func-
tion. The equivalence ofa hok and m vorticesestablishes
W en’s ansatz for Laughlin’s wave fiinction.

H ow ever, this derivation does not carry over to other
possbl wave functions at = l=m . The form of the
general wave function at 1=m is <k (25 7z )F [£z:9],
where F [fz;g] is a symm etric function. Creation of a
Eo]e at anbounts to replacing 7 ! , which produces

5 (25 ) <k (25 zk)F by = ;fzgl. This has a
sihgle order-one vortex at . Treating the wave function
as a function of one of the coordinates, say z;, we expect
that the wave function typically has m 1 additional
vortices near , the exact positions of which depend on
the coordinates of the other particles.

For an arbitrary ground state ,we de ne a vortex

14)

Because © 3 (24 ) » has a hole in each Landau level,

v () descrioes the state with a CF hole in each CF—
Landau kvel. In the interior, the vortex has a charge
equalto e relative to the neutral background, but its
charge is not quantized near the edge. T he vortex-vortex

correlation fiinction isde ned as

R
Pgadn (9 v ()

Fry udln j F

G \e]dge (j Oj) (15)

Theplots in Fig. {lc,d) indicate that GV alsohasa power
law behavior, govemed by an exponent \(,0) \(,c )
that is Independent of the actual ground state, suggest—
Ing that the vortex pe>_<cjtatjon istobe identi ed with the
vertex operator e * (), This assignm ent in plies that
the analogous G reen’s fiinction for a m ultiple vortex, cre—
ated by multiplication by | (z ) has an exponent
n? associated wih i; we have con m ed that as well.
These results are in Iine w ith the predictions ofRef. 'gl].

T hus, it appears that while the vortex excitation has
a sin ple representation in the e ective one-din ensional
theory, the electron eld operator . (x) doesnot. Before
concliding, we speculate on the possbility that . &)
m ight be represented by a non-localoperator in the one—
din ensional problem . T his should not be surprising be—
cause quite often, especially for non-trivial m appings,
sin ple, local operators of one theory are m apped into
com plicated, non-local ones in the new theory. Let us
consider
Z

dyg (¥
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where g(j xJ) is a nom alizable function peaked at
y = x. Eq. Lll])inp]jesgpu'symmetry: e®) &) =

&%) ox),andEq. (12) showsthat . (x) createsan
excitation of charge one:

Z
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But now the equaltim e G reen’s function is given by
Z Z
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Ifg(k vyJ) hasa nie range, then a quantized expo—
nent is obtained as before. On the other hand, if one

assum es a power-daw form g(k vyJ X vyj ,then
from din ensional considerations, we get
i< I <&Y> 3 x x% 19)

with =m 21 ). The nom alizability of g (x) re—
quires > 1=2, and the requirem ent that the above inte—
gralsbewellde ned at coincident points in posesthe con—
dition < 1. Together, these Inply that liesbetween



m andm 1.W hik the above discussion isonly specula—
tive, show Ing that, at least In principle, non-locality can
Jead to a non—quantized exponent, i isworth noting that
all theoretical and experin ental exponents for = 1=3
lie between 2 and 3.
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FIG . 1. The cor—
relation function G egge (I roj G eage (sin =2) is plotted
as a function of sin ( =2) for 1/3, 2/5, and 3/7 (from top to
bottom , respectively, in each panel). The points r a%d P are
chosen at the edge of the disk, at a distance ofR = 2N= 1
from the center, where 1 is the m agnetic length, and is the
angk between r and r’. The error bars indicate the statisti-
caluncertainty in M onte Carlo. The exponent de ned by
G () Jsin(=2)j isshown on the gure foreach case. For
clarity, som e lines have been shifted vertically by an am ount
given in parentheseson the left. The panel (@) gives the expo—
nent for non-interacting com posite ferm ions ( 0 ), panel ()
for interacting com posite ferm ions ( €7y, and panels (c) and
(d) contain the vortex correlation fuinction, de ned in text,
for non-interacting and interacting com posite ferm ions. Sys—
tem swih N = 40, 50 and 60 com posite ferm ions are used for
1/3,2/5, and 3/7, respectively.
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FIG .2. Tom onaga-Luttinger exponent, , for the FQHE
edge liquid as a function of the lling factor, . The Iled
circles ( lled triangles) show theoretical values for interacting
(non-interacting) com posite ferm ions at = 1=3, 2/5, and
3/7. T he error bars refer to the statistical uncertainty com ing
from M onte Carlo as well as the linear tting in Fig. @b).
T he experim entalresuls (em pty symbols) are taken from the
follow ing sources: square ftom Chang et al {2 circles and
triangles from G rayson et al [3] (sam plesM and Q ); inverted
triangles from Chang et al. h ] (samples 1 and 2).



