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A m icroscopic con�rm ation ofthefractionalstatisticsofthequasiparticlesin thefractionalquan-

tum Halle�ecthasso farbeen lacking.W e calculate the statisticsofthe com posite-ferm ion quasi-

particlesat� = 1=3 and � = 2=5 by evaluating theBerry phase fora closed loop encircling another

com posite-ferm ion quasiparticle. A carefulconsideration ofsubtle perturbations in the trajectory

due to the presence ofan additionalquasiparticle is crucialfor obtaining the correct value ofthe

statistics.The conditionsforthe applicability ofthe fractionalstatisticsconceptare discussed.

The fractional statistics concept of Leinaas and

M yrheim [1]relies on the property that when particles

with in�nitely strong shortrange repulsion are con�ned

in two dim ensions,pathswith di�erentwinding num bers

are topologically distinct and cannot be deform ed into

one another. The particles are said to have statistics �

ifa path independent phase 2�� results when one par-

ticle goes around another in a com plete loop. A half

loop isequivalentto an exchange ofparticles,assum ing

translationalinvariance,which produces a phase factor

ei�� = (� 1)�. Non-integralvalues of� im ply fractional

statistics. There are no fundam entalparticlesin nature

that obey fractionalstatistics. Any fractionalstatistics

objectswillhaveto be em ergentcollectiveparticlesofa

non-trivialcondensed m atter state. Furtherm ore,they

willbenecessarily con�ned to two dim ensions:in higher

dim ensions the notion of a particle going around an-

other is topologically illde�ned,because any loop can

beshrunk to zero withoutevercrossing anotherparticle.

Even though the explanation ofthe fractionalquan-

tum Halle�ect[2](FQ HE)and num erousotherrem ark-

ablephenom ena followsfrom thecom positeferm ion the-

ory with no m ention offractionalstatistics[3],fractional

statisticsisbelieved to be oneofthe consequencesofin-

com pressibility at a fractional�lling [4,5,6],and m ay

possibly be observable in an experim entspeci�cally de-

signed for this purpose. For Laughlin’s quasiholes[7]at

� = 1=m ,m odd,the statisticswasderived explicitly by

Arovas,Schrie�er,and W ilczek[4]in aBerryphasecalcu-

lation,butasim ilardem onstration offractionalstatistics

hasbeen lackingatotherfractions,oreven forthequasi-

particlesat� = 1=m .Theneed fora m icroscopiccon�r-

m ation was underscored by K j�nsberg and M yrheim [8]

who showed that, with Laughlin’s wave function, the

quasiparticles at � = 1=m do not possess well-de�ned

statistics. The reason for the discrepancy rem ains un-

clear, but it illustrates that the fractionalstatistics is

ratherfragileand cannotbe taken forgranted.

The objective of this article is to revisit the issue

arm ed with them icroscopiccom posite-ferm ion (CF)the-

ory ofthe FQ HE [9]. A step in thatdirection hasbeen

taken by K j�nsberg and Leinaas[10],whose calculation

ofthestatisticsofthe\unprojected" CF quasiparticleof

� = 1=m ,the wave function for which is di�erent from

thatofLaughlin’s,produced a de�nite value,the sign of

which,however,wasinconsistentwith generalconsider-

ations.W e con�rm below thatthe statisticsisrobustto

projection intothelowestLandau level(LL),and provide

a non-trivialresolution to thesign enigm a,which hasits

origin in very sm allperturbationsin the trajectory due

to the insertion ofan additionalCF quasiparticle. The

calculation isextended to � = 2=5forfurtherveri�cation

ofthe generality ofthe concept.

Because the CF theory provides an accurate account

ofthe low energy physics,including incom pressibility at

certain fractional�llings,itm ustalsocontain thephysics

of fractionalstatistics, which indeed is the case. The

fractionalstatistics can be derived heuristically in the

CF theory asfollows[11].Com positeferm ionsarebound

statesofelectronsand an even num ber(2p)ofvortices.

W hen a com posite ferm ion goes around a closed path

encircling an areaA,thetotalphaseassociated with this

path isgiven by

�� = � 2�(B A=�0 � 2pN enc); (1)

where N enc is the num ber ofcom posite ferm ions inside

the loop and �0 = hc=e iscalled the ux quantum .The

�rstterm on the righthand side isthe usualAharonov-

Bohm phaseforaparticleofcharge� egoingaround in a

counterclockwiseloop.Thesecond term isthe contribu-

tion from the vorticesbound to com posite ferm ions,in-

dicating thateach enclosed com positeferm ion e�ectively

reducesthe ux by 2p ux quanta. (A note on conven-

tion:W ewilltakethem agnetic�eld in the+ z direction,

the electron charge to be � e,and considerthe counter-

clockwisedirection forthe traversaloftrajectories.)

Eq.(1)sum m arizestheorigin oftheFQ HE.Thephase

in Eq.(1) is interpreted as the Aharonov-Bohm phase

from an e�ectivem agnetic�eld:� � � � 2�B �A=�0.Re-

placingN enc byitsexpectation valuehN enci= �A,where

� isthe two-dim ensionaldensity ofelectrons,we get

B
� = B � 2p�0� : (2)

Theintegralquantum Halle�ect[12](IQ HE)ofcom pos-

ite ferm ions at CF �lling �� = n produces the FQ HE

ofelectronsat� = n=(2pn + 1). Atthese special�lling

factors,thee�ectivem agnetic�eld isB � = B =(2pn+ 1).
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The fractionalstatistics is also an im m ediate corol-

lary ofEq.(1).Letusconsiderthe state with CF �lling

n < �� < n+ 1and denoteby �� = x� � iy� thepositions

where the com posite ferm ions in the topm ost partially

�lled CF levelarelocalized in suitablewavepackets.O ne

m ay im agineadensity lum p centered ateach ��.An \ef-

fective" description in term s of��,which willbe called

CF quasiparticles(CFQ P’s),can in principlebeobtained

by integrating outzj = xj � iyj.W e can conjecture the

winding properties ofthe CFQ P’s from the underlying

CF theory asfollows.Considertwo CFQ P’s,su�ciently

far from one another that the overlap between them is

negligible. According to Eq.(1)the phase a CFQ P ac-

quires for a closed loop depends on whether the loop

enclosesthe otherCFQ P ornot. W hen itdoesnot,the

phase is �� = � 2�eB �A=hc. The change in the phase

due to the presenceofthe enclosed CFQ P is

�� � = 2�2p�hN enci= 2�
2p

2pn + 1
(3)

because a CFQ P hasan excessof1=(2pn + 1)electrons

associatedwith itrelativetotheuniform state[producing

a localchargeofq� = � e=(2pn + 1)].W ith �� � = 2���

wegetthe CFQ P statisticsparam eter

�
� =

2p

2pn + 1
: (4)

This value is consistent, m od 1, with those quoted

previously[5,6].

O urgoalisto con�rm Eq.(4)in a m icroscopic calcu-

lation ofthe Berry phases.The statisticsisgiven by

�
� =

I

C

d�

2�
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	 �;�
0

jid
d�
	 �;�

0

E

h	 �;�0j	 �;�0i
�
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d�
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	 �jid

d�
	 �

�

h	 �j	 �i
; (5)

where	 � isthewavefunction containing a singleCFQ P

at�,and 	�;�
0

hastwoCFQ P’sat� and �0.Herewetake

� = Re�i� ,and C refersto the path with R �xed and �

varying from 0 to 2� in the counterclockwise direction.

Forconvenience,we willtake�0= 0.

The calculation of�� requiresm icroscopic wave func-

tions which are constructed as follows. The com posite

ferm ion theory m apstheproblem ofinteractingelectrons

at� into thatofweakly interacting com posite ferm ions

at ��. In order to put these com posite ferm ions at ��,

we�rstconstructtheelectronicwavefunction at�� with

the electronsin the partially �lled levelat��;these are

placed in the coherentstatewavepackets

��(n)� (~r)= �
(n)
� (~r)exp[� jzj2=4l�2] (6)

�
(n)
� (~r)= (�z� ��)n exp[��z=2l�2 � j�j

2
=4l�2] (7)

where l=
p
�hc=eB and l� = (2pn + 1)1=2lare the m ag-

neticlengthsatB and B �.W ethen m akeam appinginto

com positeferm ionsin a m annerthatpreservesdistances

(to zeroth order)by m ultiplying by �
2p

1
=
Q N

j< k= 1
(zj �

zk)
2p exp[� 2p

P

i
jzij

2=4l21]with l
2
1 = �hc=eB 1 = �hc=e��0,

followed by projection into the lowestLL.

To give an explicit exam ple,consider two CFQ P’sat

� = 1=(2p+ 1).Theelectronwavefunction at�� = 1with

fully occupied lowestLL and two additionalelectronsin

the second LL at� and �0 is

�
�;�

0

1
=

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

�
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�
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: : : : :

: : : : :

z
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z
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2

: : :

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
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e
�
P

j
jzjj

2
=4l

�2

: (8)

This leadsto the (unnorm alized)wave function fortwo

CFQ P’sat� = 1=(2p+ 1):
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0
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2

: (9)

Here,P is the lowestLandau levelprojection operator,

and we have used l��2 + 2pl�2
1

= l�2 which is equiva-

lentto Eq.(2).W avefunctionsforoneorm any CFQ P’s

atarbitrary �lling factorscan be written sim ilarly. The

lowestLL projection can be perform ed in either one of

two waysdescribed in theliterature[13].O urwavefunc-

tionsare sim ilarto those considered in Ref.10,butnot

identical.

The integrandsin Eq.(5)involve 2N dim ensionalin-

tegrals over the CF coordinates,which we evaluate by

M onte Carlo m ethod. To determ ine the O (1)di�erence

between twoO (N )quantitieson therighthand sidewith

su�cientaccuracy,weusethesam eim portancesam pling

forboth the quantitieson the righthand side,which re-

ducesstatisticaluctuationsin the di�erence.The two-

CFQ P wavefunction 	 �;�
0

isused astheweightfunction

for both term s in Eq.(5). Approxim ately 4� 108 iter-

ations are perform ed for each point. For � = 1=3 we

have studied system s with N = 50,100,and 200 par-

ticles,and the projected wave function is used. In this

case,a study offairly large system s is possible because

no explicit evaluation ofthe determ inant is required at

each step. For� = 2=5,itism uch m ore costly to work

with the projected wave function,and we have studied

only theunprojected wavefunction forN = 50 and 100.

The calculation at� = 1=3 explicitly dem onstratesthat
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FIG .1: The statisticalangle ~�
�
for the CF quasiparticles at

� = 1=3(upperpanel)and � = 2=5(lowerpanel)asafunction

ofd � j� � �
0
j.N isthe totalnum berofcom posite ferm ions,

and lis the m agnetic length. (The sym bol~�
�
isused rather

than �
�
for the statisticalangle to rem ind that the correct

interpretation ofthe results gives �
�
= � ~�

�
.) The error bar

from M onte Carlo sam pling is not shown explicitly when it

issm allerthan the sym bolsize. The deviation atthe largest

d=lforeach N isdue to proxim ity to the edge.

�� isindependentofwhethertheprojected ortheunpro-

jected wavefunction isused,orwhich projection m ethod

isused;weassum ethe sam eistrueat� = 2=5.

The statistics param eter �� is shown in Fig. 1 for

� = 1=3 and � = 2=5. �� takesa well-de�ned value for

large separations. At� = 1=3 itapproachesthe asym p-

totic value of�� = � 2=3,which is consistent with that

obtained in Ref.10 without lowest LL projection. At

� = 2=5 thesystem sizeissm allerand thestatisticalun-

certainty bigger,buttheasym ptoticvalueisclearly seen

to be�� = � 2=5.Atshortseparationstherearesubstan-

tialdeviationsin ��;itreachestheasym ptoticvalueonly

afterthethetwo CFQ P’sareseparated by m orethan �

10 m agneticlengths.

The m icroscopic value of�� obtained above has the

sam e m agnitude as �� in Eq.(4) butthe opposite sign.

The sign discrepancy, if real, is profoundly disturbing

because itcannotbe reconciled with Eq.(1)and would

castdoubton the fundam entalinterpretation ofthe CF

physicsin term sofan e�ectivem agnetic �eld.

To gain insightinto the issue,considertwo com posite

ferm ions in the otherwise em pty lowest LL,for which

x=l

�

two CFQP's

single CFQP

x=l

�

20151050-5

0.09

0.08

0.07

0.06

0.05

FIG .2:D ensity pro�lesfor	
�
(dashed line)and 	

�;�
0

(solid

line) along the x axis at � = 1=3,with � = 13land �
0
= 0.

(The uniform state has density � = �=2�.) The noise on

the curves is a m easure ofthe statisticaluncertainty in the

M onteCarlo sim ulation.TheCFQ P in thesecond levelhasa

sm oke ring shape,with a m inim um atitscenter.The CFQ P

is located at x = 13lin 	
�
,butis shifted outward in 	

�;�
0

.

The insetshowsthe density pro�lesfor�
�
(dashed line)and

�
�;�

0

(solid line),describing CFQ P’sin thelowestLL (seethe

textforde�nition).

various quantities can be obtained analytically. W hen

there is only one com posite ferm ion at � = Re�i� ,itis

thesam easan electron,with thewavefunction given by

�
� = exp[��z=2� R

2
=4� jzj

2
=4]: (10)

Fora closed loop,

I

C

d�

2�



��jid

d�
��
�

h��j��i
= �

R 2

2l2
= �

�R2B

�0
: (11)

Twocom positeferm ions,oneat� and theotherat�0= 0,

aredescribed by the wavefunction

�
�;0 = (z1 � z2)

2p(e��z1=2 � e
��z2=2)e�(R

2
+ jz1j

2
+ jz2j

2
)=4

(12)

Here,weexpect�� = 2p.However,an explicitevaluation

ofthe Berry phaseshows,neglecting O (R �2 )term s

I

C

d�

2�



��;0jid

d�
��;0

�

h��;0j��;0i
= �

R 2

2l2
� 2p; (13)

which gives�� = � 2p forlarge R. Again,itapparently

hasthe \wrong" sign.

A calculation ofthe density for ��;0 shows that the

actualposition oftheoutercom positeferm ion isnotR =

j�jbutR0,given by

R
02
=l
2 = R

2
=l
2 + 4� 2p (14)

forlargeR.Thiscan alsobeseen in theinsetofFig.(2).

Thecorrectinterpretation ofEq.(13)thereforeis

I

C

d�

2�



��;0jid

d�
��;0

�

h��;0j��;0i
= �

R 02

2l2
+ 2p (15)
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which produces�� = 2p.TheO (1)correction to thearea

enclosed thus m akes a non-vanishing correction to the

statistics.(Itisnoted thattheCF quasiparticleat� = 0

isalsoa littleo� center,and executesa tiny circularloop

which providesanothercorrection to the phase,butthis

contribution vanishesin the lim itoflargeR.)

Thisexercisetellsusthatan im plicitassum ption m ade

in the earlier analysis,nam ely that the position ofthe

outer CFQ P labeled by � rem ains unperturbed by the

insertion ofanother CFQ P,leads to an incorrect value

for ��. In reality, inserting another CFQ P inside the

loop pushesthe CFQ P at� very slightly outward.

To determ ine the correction at � = n=(2pn + 1),we

notethatthem apping into com positeferm ionspreserves

distancesto zeroth order,so Eq.(14)oughtto be valid

also at� = n=(2pn+ 1).Thisisconsistentwith theshift

seen in Fig.2 forthe position ofthe CFQ P.O urearlier

result

I

C

d�

2�



	 �;0jid

d�
	 �;0

�

h	 �;0j	 �;0i
= �

R 2

2l�2
�

2p

2pn + 1
(16)

oughtto be rewritten,using l�2=l2 = B =B � = 2pn + 1,

as

I

C

d�

2�



	 �;0jid

d�
	 �;0

�

h	 �;0j	 �;0i
= �

R 02

2l�2
+

2p

2pn + 1
(17)

W hen thecontribution from theclosed path withoutthe

otherCFQ P,� R 02=2l�2,issubtracted out,�� ofEq.(4)

is obtained. The neglectofthe correction in the radius

oftheloop introducesan errorwhich justhappensto be

twicethe negativeofthe correctanswer.

The fractional statistics of the CFQ P should not

be confused with the ferm ionic statistics of com posite

ferm ions.The wavefunctionsofcom posite ferm ionsare

single-valuedand antisym m etricunderparticleexchange;

the ferm ionic statistics ofcom posite ferm ions has been

�rm ly established through a variety offacts,including

the observation ofthe Ferm isea ofcom posite ferm ions,

the observation ofFQ HE at �llings that correspond to

the IQ HE ofcom posite ferm ions,and also by the fact

that the low energy spectra in exact calculations on �-

nitesystem shaveaone-to-onecorrespondencewith those

ofweakly interacting ferm ions[3]. There is no contra-

diction,however. After all,any fractionalstatistics in

nature m ust arise in a theory of particles that are ei-

therferm ionsorbosonswhen an e�ective description is

soughtin term sofcertain collective degreesoffreedom .

The fractionalstatisticsappearsin the CF theory when

theoriginalparticlesfzgaretreated in an average,m ean

�eld sense to form ulate an e�ective description in term s

ofthe CFQ P’satf�g.

The fractionalstatisticsisequivalentto the existence

ofan e�ective locally pure gauge vectorpotential,with

no m agnetic �eld associated with itexceptatthe parti-

cle positions[4]. In the presentcase,the substantialde-

viation of �� from its asym ptotic value at separations

of up to 10 m agnetic lengths indicates a core region

where the induced vector potentialis not pure gauge,

thereby im posing a lim itation on a m odelin which the

the CFQ P’sare approxim ated by ideal,point-like parti-

cleswith well-de�ned fractionalstatistics(anyons).Such

anidealizationisvalidonlytotheextentthattherelevant

CFQ P trajectoriesdo notinvolvea signi�cantoverlap of

CFQ P’s.G iven thattheredoesnotexista strong repul-

sion between the CFQ P’s { the inter-CF interaction is

very weak and often attractive[14]{ such trajectoriesare

notprecluded energetically,andtheanyonm odelisthere-

forenota justi�ableapproxim ation,except,possibly,for

very dilute system sofCFQ P’sin a narrow �lling factor

range around � = n=(2pn + 1). Any experim entalat-

tem ptto m easurethefractionalstatisticsoftheCFQ P’s

m ustensurethattheyrem ain su�cientlyfarapartduring

the m easurem entprocess.
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