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

edge ofa system ofnon-interacting com posite ferm ions. However,the weak residualinteraction

between com posite ferm ionsappearsto bea relevantperturbation.The�lling factordependenceof

theTom onaga-Luttingerparam eterisestim ated forinteracting com positeferm ionsin a m icroscopic

approach and satisfactory agreem entwith experim entisachieved.Itissuggested thatthe electron

�eld operatorm ay nothave a sim ple representation in the e�ective one dim ensionaltheory.

71.10.Pm ,73.43.-f

A centralassertionofW en’se� ectivetheoryoftheedge

liquid in the fractionalquantum Halle� ect (FQ HE) is

that its Tom onaga-Luttinger (TL) exponent,which de-

scribesthe long distance behaviorofvariouscorrelation

functions,isatopologicalquantum num bercharacteristic

ofthe FQ HE state in the bulk,insensitive to perturba-

tionsthatdo nota� ecttheHallquantization [1].In par-

ticular,forfractions� = n=(2n+ 1)itsvalueispredicted

tobe� = 3.Thiswould im ply thattheedgestatesin the

FQ HE constitutean exam pleofa\universal"Tom onaga-

Luttingerliquid,in contrastto the usualTL liquidsfor

which theexponentvariescontinuouslywith thestrength

ofthe interaction. However,this resultis notderivable

rigorously from � rstprinciples,and thereforeitisim por-

tantto subjectitto independenttests.

The tunneling experim ent of Chang et al. [2]nicely

dem onstrated thatthe FQ HE edgesform a TL liquid;a

power-law behaviorisobserved overm any decadesin the

I-V characteristics,from which theedgeexponentm aybe

determ ined.Severalrecentexperim ents[3{5]havestud-

ied the� lling factordependencein detail.They � nd that

the edge exponent varies sm oothly along the sequence

� = n=(2n+ 1),doesnotexhibitwellquantized plateaus

concurrentwith theFQ HE plateausin resistance[6],and

issam pledependent.Theseexperim entshavem otivated

a num beroftheoreticalstudies[7{12].

W e have investigated this issue in a m icroscopic ap-

proach.O urprincipal� ndings,discussed below in m ore

detail,areasfollows.(i)A study ofseveral� lling factors

ofthe form n=(2n + 1) suggests the rem arkable result

thattheedgeexponentis� = 3 fornon-interacting com -

positeferm ions(CF’s),butchangesfrom thisvaluewhen

theinteraction between com positeferm ionsistaken into

account. Even though the CF-CF interaction is weak,

the correctionsto � can be substantial.(ii)W e havees-

tim ated the exponent for the Coulom b interaction and

found its � lling factor dependence to be in satisfactory

agreem ent with that seen experim entally. (iii) W e ar-

guethatforinteracting com positeferm ions,theelectron

� eld operatorm ay nothavea sim pleform in thee� ective

onedim ensionaltheory,and speculateon how thatm ight

alterthe exponent.

Following Refs.[7,13],we willdeduce the edge expo-

nentfrom the equaltim e edge G reen’sfunction,de� ned

as

G edge(r� r
0)=

<  j	 y
e(r)	 e(r

0)j >

<  j >
(1)

where istheground state,	 e and 	
y
e areannihilation

and creation � eld operatorsforan electron,and r and r0

aretwo pointsalong theedge.In thelim itoflargejr-r0j,

the G reen’sfunction behavesas

G edge(r)� jr-r0j�� (2)

which de� nes the edge exponent �. The wave

function of the state 	 e(r)j > is proportional to

 (r;r1;r2;:::rN �1 ),obtained from theground statewave

function by the replacem entofone ofthe particle coor-

dinates,say rN ,by r. The equaltim e G reen’sfunction

can thereforebe written as:

G edge(jr� r
0
j)= N

R Q N �1

j= 1
d2rj 

�(r;frjg) (r
0;frjg)

R Q N

k= 1
d2rk 

�(frkg) (frkg)

(3)

which can beevaluated e� cientlyby M onteCarloforany

given wavefunction forthe ground state.

The com posite ferm ion theory ofthe FQ HE [14]pro-

videsthe wavefunction

 
(0)

n

2n + 1

= PL L L

Y

j< k

(zj � zk)
2
�n (4)

fortheFQ HE stateat� = n=(2n+ 1).Herezj = xj� iyj

denotesthe position ofthe jth particle,�n isthe Slater

determ inantwavefunction forn � lled Landau levels,and

PL L L projectsoutthepartofthewavefunction thathas

com ponentresiding outsidethelowestelectronicLandau
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level.Thefactor
Q

j< k
(zj� zk)

2 attachestwo vorticesto

each electron in �n;thebound statecom prised ofan elec-

tron and two quantized vorticesisinterpreted asa parti-

cle,called thecom positeferm ion,and thewavefunction

 
(0)

n

2n + 1

isinterpreted asn � lled Landau levelsofcom pos-

ite ferm ions. The m icroscopic wave functions and their

interpretation in term sofcom posite ferm ionshaveboth

been established.

Thecalculationsareperform ed forcom positeferm ions

con� ned insidea disk [15,16].Thereisa slightam biguity

regarding which state corresponds to � = n=(2n + 1)

for n > 1. For exam ple, for N = 30 com posite

ferm ions at � = 2=5, we could take the con� guration

(15;15), (14;16), or (16;14), where (N 0;N 1) refers to

the state containing N 0 com posite ferm ions in the low-

est com posite-ferm ion Landau leveland N 1 in the sec-

ond. Fortunately,we have found thatthe G reen’sfunc-

tionsforthese choicesdi� eronly atshortdistancesbut

not in exponent describing the long-distance behavior.

Therefore,we con� ne our attention to states that have

equalnum bersofcom positeferm ionsin each com posite-

ferm ion Landau level.W ehaveconsidered fully polarized

states at � = 1=3,2/5,and 3/7,with the lowest Lan-

dau levelprojection evaluated in the standard m anner

[16].Con� nem entto a disk isachieved by � xing the to-

talangularm om entum ,which correspondstoaparabolic

con� nem entpotential.Thecalculated G reen’sfunctions,

shown in Fig.(1a),are consistent with �(0) = 3. This

wasknown for1/3,butisnon-trivialfor2/5and 3/7,for

which thewavefunction  (0) israthercom plex.Thepre-

diction from thee� ectivetheory thuscorrectly describes

the edgesof (0).

The wave functions  
(0)

n

2n + 1

describe non-interacting

com posite ferm ions,because �n is the ground state of

non-interacting electrons. These are known to be ex-

cellent approxim ations for the actualground states of

interacting electrons[16],butthey arenotexact;thein-

teraction between com positeferm ionsisweak but� nite,

and leadsto slightcorrectionsto  (0).Thisisofno con-

sequencetothequantization oftheHallresistance,which

rem ainsuna� ected solongasthereisagap in theexcita-

tion spectrum ;thatiswhy itisoften valid to neglectthe

CF-CF interaction in thatcontext. W e now ask ifthat

isalso the caseforthe edgephysics.

The e� ect ofinteraction between com posite ferm ions

is to cause m ixing with higher CF-LLs. (This ought

to be distinguished from m ixing with higher electronic

LLs,which is neglected throughout this work.) To in-

corporate the e� ect of CF-LL m ixing, we diagonalize

the Coulom b Ham iltonian in the basis( (0);f (0)p�h g),

where f (0)p�h g denote states containing a single

particle-hole pair ofcom posite ferm ions [7],and can be

constructed explicitly from the corresponding electronic

wavefunctionsat� lling factorn.Variousinnerproducts

required for an orthonorm alization ofthe basis as well

astheCoulom b m atrix elem entsareevaluated by M onte

Carlo [7]. The ground state thus obtained is denoted

 (C ) and the corresponding exponent�(C ).

Asseen in Fig.(1b),�(C ) issigni� cantly sm allerthan

�(0) = 3. The calculationsare perform ed for � nite sys-

tem s,containing up to 40,50,and 60 particlesfor 1/3,

2/5,and 3/7,and the possibility thatthe exponentm ay

change on the way to the therm odynam ic lim it cannot

be ruled out in principle,but severalfacts suggestthat

our study captures the asym ptotic physics: The m ax-

im um distance along the edge is 30 tim es the charac-

teristic length,nam ely the m agnetic length;the system

is big enough to produce a wellde� ned exponent; the

\expected" exponentisobtained for (0);and � nally,in-

creasing the num ber ofparticles from 30 to 50 for 2/5

and 30 to 60 for3/7 doesnotappreciably altertheexpo-

nent,while going from 30 to 40 particlesat1/3 reduces

�(C ) slightly [7].

Fig.(2) shows a com parison between our theory and

experim ent.The theoreticalresultsforinteracting com -

posite ferm ionscapture the qualitative behaviorseen in

experim ent.Thesystem aticquantitativediscrepancybe-

tween theory and experim entcan be ascribed to the ne-

glect,in ourcalculation,ofcertain experim entalfeatures

thatcould providecorrections,forexam pledisorder,the

actualform ofthe con� nem entpotential,orthe screen-

ing ofthe interaction by the nearby gate. W e note that

thetunneling experim entsprobethetim edependenceof

the G reen’sfunction,with the relevantcorrelation func-

tion being G edge(r;t;r;0);however,for TL liquids it is

expected that the behavior along the tim e direction is

also described by the sam eexponent.

Togain insightintohow theCF-CF interactionsm ight

enterinto theedgephysics,letusrecallsom efactsabout

the TL approach to a one dim ensionalsystem ofchiral

ferm ions.[17]G iven the com m utatorforthe density op-

erator:

[��q 0;�q]=
qL

2�
�qq0 (5)

whereL isthelength and q thewavevector,onede� nes

aq = � i

r
2�

qL
��q ; a

y
q = i

r
2�

qL
�q (6)

which satisfy [aq0;a
y
q] = �qq0. O ne then de� nes the

bosonic� eld

� (x)=
X

q> 0

r
2�

qL
(e�iqx aq + e

iqx
a
y
q)e

�ajqj=2 (7)

where a is a regularization cut-o� ,to be set to zero at

the end. The electron � eld operator can be written as

	 e(x) � e�i� (x),an identity that can be rigorously es-

tablished atthe operatorlevel.

W e consider below � = 1=m ,where m = 2p + 1 is

an odd integer. W en argued that for the FQ HE edge

problem
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[��q 0;�q]=
1

m

qL

2�
�qq0 (8)

so the operatorsa and ay acquirea factorof
p
m

aq = � i
p
m

r
2�

qL
��q ; a

y
q = i

p
m

r
2�

qL
�q (9)

The bosonic � eld operator � (x) is de� ned as above in

term softhe new creation and annihilation operators.A

keystep in W en’stheoryisthepostulatethattheelectron

� eld operatorisgiven by

	 e(x)� e
�i

p
m � (x) (10)

Thisidenti� cation isconsistentwith antisym m etry

f	 e(x);	 e(x
0)g = 0 (11)

and can also be shown to create an excitation with unit

charge:

[�(x);	y
e(x

0)]= �(x � x
0)	 y

e(x
0) (12)

Variouscorrelation functions can be evaluated straight-

forwardly with the help ofEq.(10).

Eq.(10)can bejusti� ed m icroscopically [1]forLaugh-

lin’swavefunction [18]

 
(0)

1=m
=
Y

j< k

(zj � zk)
m exp[�

1

4

X

i

jzij
2] (13)

The vortex excitation at� is given by
Q

j
(zj � �) 

(0)

1=m
.

W en showed,em ployingan analogy to atwo-dim ensional

one-com ponentclassicalplasm a [18],thatthevortex ex-

citation attheedgeofLaughlin’swavefunction isequiv-

alenttoei� (x)=
p
m .Theoperatorei

p
m � (x) createsm vor-

ticesat�,given by
Q

j
(zj � �)m  

(0)

1=m
. However,this is

precisely the wave function obtained by the application

of 	 e(�) on the N + 1 particle Laughlin’s wave func-

tion.Theequivalenceofaholeand m vorticesestablishes

W en’sansatzforLaughlin’swavefunction.

However,this derivation doesnotcarry overto other

possible wave functions at � = 1=m . The form ofthe

generalwave function at 1=m is
Q

j< k
(zj � zk)F [fzig],

where F [fzig]is a sym m etric function. Creation of a

hole at� am ountsto replacing zN ! �,which produces
Q

j
(zj � �)

Q

j< k
(zj � zk)F [zN = �;fzig]. This has a

singleorder-onevortex at�.Treating the wavefunction

asa function ofoneofthecoordinates,say z1,weexpect

that the wave function typically has m � 1 additional

vorticesnear�,the exactpositionsofwhich depend on

the coordinatesofthe otherparticles.

Foran arbitrary ground state  ,wede� ne a vortex

 V (�)=
Y

j

(zj � �) (14)

Because
Q

j
(zj � �)�n has a hole in each Landau level,

 V (�) describes the state with a CF hole in each CF-

Landau level. In the interior,the vortex has a charge

equalto �e relative to the neutralbackground,but its

chargeisnotquantized neartheedge.Thevortex-vortex

correlation function isde� ned as

G
V
edge(j� � �

0
j)�

R
d2r1:::d

2
rN  

�
V (�

0) V (�)
R
d2r1:::d

2
rN j j

2
(15)

Theplotsin Fig.(1c,d)indicatethatG V alsohasapower

law behavior,governed by an exponent�
(0)

V
� �

(C )

V
� �

thatisindependentofthe actualground state,suggest-

ing thatthevortex excitation isto beidenti� ed with the

vertex operatore�i
p
�� (�).Thisassignm entim pliesthat

theanalogousG reen’sfunction foram ultiplevortex,cre-

ated by m ultiplication by
Q

j
(zj � �)n hasan exponent

n2� associated with it;we have con� rm ed that as well.

Theseresultsarein linewith the predictionsofRef.[1].

Thus,it appearsthatwhile the vortex excitation has

a sim ple representation in the e� ective one-dim ensional

theory,theelectron � eld operator	e(x)doesnot.Before

concluding,we speculate on the possibility that 	 e(x)

m ightberepresented by a non-localoperatorin theone-

dim ensionalproblem . Thisshould notbe surprising be-

cause quite often, especially for non-trivial m appings,

sim ple, localoperators ofone theory are m apped into

com plicated,non-localones in the new theory. Let us

consider

	 e(x)�

Z

dyg(jy� xj)ei
p
m � (y) (16)

where g(jy � xj) is a norm alizable function peaked at

y = x. Eq.(11) im plies antisym m etry: 	 e(x)	 e(x
0) =

� 	 e(x
0)	 e(x),and Eq.(12)showsthat	 e(x)createsan

excitation ofchargeone:

[N̂ ;	 y
e(x

0)]=

Z

dx[�(x);	y
e(x

0)]= 	 y
e(x

0) (17)

Butnow the equaltim e G reen’sfunction isgiven by

< 	 y
e(x)	 e(x

0)> �

Z

dy

Z

dy
0g(jy� xj)g(jy0� x0j)

(y� y0)m

(18)

Ifg(jx � yj) has a � nite range,then a quantized expo-

nent is obtained as before. O n the other hand,ifone

assum es a power-law form g(jx � yj)� jx � yj�� ,then

from dim ensionalconsiderations,weget

j< 	 y
e(x)	 e(x

0)> j� jx � x
0
j
�� (19)

with � = m � 2(1� �). The norm alizability ofg(x)re-

quires� > 1=2,and therequirem entthattheaboveinte-

gralsbewellde� ned atcoincidentpointsim posesthecon-

dition � < 1.Together,these im ply that� liesbetween
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m and m � 1.W hiletheabovediscussion isonly specula-

tive,showing that,atleastin principle,non-locality can

lead to a non-quantized exponent,itisworth noting that

alltheoreticaland experim entalexponents for � = 1=3

lie between 2 and 3.
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FIG . 1. The cor-

relation function G edge(jr � r
0
j) � G edge(sin�=2) is plotted

as a function ofsin(�=2) for 1/3,2/5,and 3/7 (from top to

bottom ,respectively,in each panel).The pointsr and r
0
are

chosen atthe edge ofthe disk,ata distance ofR =
p
2N =�l

from the center,where listhe m agnetic length,and � isthe

angle between r and r
0
. The errorbars indicate the statisti-

caluncertainty in M onte Carlo. The exponent� de�ned by

G (�)� jsin(�=2)j� � isshown on the�gureforeach case.For

clarity,som e lineshave been shifted vertically by an am ount

given in parentheseson theleft.Thepanel(a)givestheexpo-

nentfornon-interacting com posite ferm ions( (0)),panel(b)

forinteracting com positeferm ions( 
(C )

),and panels(c)and

(d) contain the vortex correlation function,de�ned in text,

fornon-interacting and interacting com posite ferm ions. Sys-

tem swith N = 40,50 and 60 com positeferm ionsareused for

1/3,2/5,and 3/7,respectively.

2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0

1/ν

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

α

interacting CFs
non−interacting CFs

experiment, , ,

FIG .2. Tom onaga-Luttinger exponent,�,for the FQ HE

edge liquid as a function ofthe �lling factor,�. The �lled

circles(�lled triangles)show theoreticalvaluesforinteracting

(non-interacting) com posite ferm ions at � = 1=3, 2/5, and

3/7.Theerrorbarsreferto thestatisticaluncertainty com ing

from M onte Carlo as wellas the linear �tting in Fig.(1b).

Theexperim entalresults(em pty sym bols)aretaken from the

following sources: square from Chang et al.[2]; circles and

trianglesfrom G rayson etal.[3](sam plesM and Q );inverted

trianglesfrom Chang etal.[4](sam ples1 and 2).
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