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A m icroscopic con m ation of the fractional statistics of the quasiparticles in the fractional quan—
tum Halle ect has so far been lacking. W e calculate the statistics of the com posite—ferm ion quasi-

particlesat = 1=3 and

= 2=5 by evaliating the B erry phase for a closed loop encircling another

com posite—ferm on quasiparticle. A carefiil consideration of subtle perturbations in the tra pctory
due to the presence of an additional quasiparticle is crucial for obtaining the correct value of the
statistics. T he conditions for the applicability of the fractional statistics concept are discussed.

The fractional statistics concept of Lehaas and
M yrhein E:] relies on the property that when particles
w ih In niely strong short range repulsion are con ned
In two dim ensions, paths w ith di erent w inding num bers
are topologically distinct and cannot be deform ed into
one another. The particles are said to have statistics
if a path independent phase 2 resuls when one par-
ticle goes around another n a complete loop. A half
Joop is equivalent to an exchange of particles, assum ing
translational nvariance, which produces a phase factor
et = ( 1) . Non-integralvalies of imnply fractional
statistics. T here are no fundam ental particles In nature
that obey fractional statistics. Any fractional statistics
ob fcts w ill have to be em ergent collective particles of a
non-trivial condensed m atter state. Furthem ore, they
w illbe necessarily con ned to two dim ensions: in higher
din ensions the notion of a particle going around an-—
other is topologically ill de ned, because any loop can
be shrunk to zero w ithout ever crossing another particle.

Even though the explanation of the fractional quan-—
tum Halle ect@_:] FQHE) and num erous other rem ark—
able phenom ena ollow s from the com posite ferm ion the-
ory w ith no m ention of fractional statistics B], fractional
statistics is believed to be one of the consequences of in—
com pressbility at a fractional lling ['4:, E, 6], and m ay
possbly be ocbservable in an experim ent speci cally de—
signed for this purpose. For Laughlin’s quas:ho]esij.] at

= 1=m ,m odd, the statistics was derived explicitly by
A rovas, Schrie er, and W ilczek [Zl:] in a Berry phase calcu—
Jation, but a sin ilar dem onstration of fractional statistics
hasbeen lacking at other fractions, or even for the quasi-
particlesat = 1=m . The need for a m icroscopic con r—
m ation was underscored by K j nsberg and M yrheim i_&]
who showed that, wih Laughlin’s wave function, the
quasiparticles at = 1=m do not possess wellde ned
statistics. The reason for the discrepancy rem ains un-—
clear, but it illustrates that the fractional statistics is
rather fragile and cannot be taken for granted.

The obgctive of this article is to revisit the issue
am ed w ith them icroscopic com posite-ferm ion (CF) the-
ory ofthe FQHE []. A step in that direction has been
taken by K j nsberg and Lejnaasf_l-C_i], whose calculation
of the statistics of the \unpro ected" CF quasiparticle of

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

that of Laughlin’s, produced a de nite value, the sign of
w hich, however, was inconsistent w ith general consider—
ations. W e con m below that the statistics is robust to
progction into the lowest Landau level (LL), and provide
a non-trivial resolution to the sign enigm a, which has its
origin in very sm all perturbations in the tragctory due
to the insertion of an additional CF quasiparticle. The
calculation isextended to = 2=5 for further veri cation
of the generality of the conoept.

Because the CF theory provides an accurate account
of the low energy physics, including incom pressbility at
certain fractional llings, itm ust also contain the physics
of fractional statistics, which Indeed is the case. The
fractional statistics can be derived heuristically in the
CF theory as follow s ﬁ_l-]_J'] C om posite ferm ions are bound
states of electrons and an even num ber (2p) of vortices.
W hen a com posite fermm ion goes around a closed path
encircling an area A , the totalphase associated w ith this
path is given by

= 2 BA=, 2PN enc) i 1)

where N o is the num ber of com posite ferm ions inside
the Ioop and ( = hc=e is called the ux quantum . The
rst temm on the right hand side is the usualA haronov—
Bohm phase for a particle ofcharge e goingaround In a
counterclockw ise loop. T he second tem is the contribu—
tion from the vortices bound to com posite ferm ions, in—
dicating that each enclosed com posite ferm ion e ectively
reduces the ux by 2p ux quanta. A note on conven-—
tion: W e w ill take them agnetic eld In the + z direction,
the electron charge to be e, and consider the counter—
clockw ise direction for the traversalof tra fctories.)

Eqg. @:) sum m arizes the origin ofthe FQ HE . T he phase
In Eqg. @') is Interpreted as the Aharonov-Bohm phase
from an e ective m agnetic eld: 2 B A= g.Re-
placing N ¢y ¢ by itsexpectation value W ¢ ci= A ,where

is the tw o-din ensional density of electrons, we get

B =B 2pg : @)
T he integralquantum Halle ectt_L-g:] (DHE) of com pos—
ite form ons at CF 1lling = n produces the FQHE
ofelectronsat = n=Qpn + 1). At these special 1ling
factors, the e ective m agnetic eld isB = B=Q@pn+ 1).
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The fractional statistics is also an Inm ediate corol-
lary ofEq. (:}') . Let us consider the state wih CF 1ling
n < < n+ landdenoteby = x iy thepositions
where the com posite ferm ions in the topm ost partially

lled CF levelare Iocalized in suitable wave packets. O ne

m ay in agine a density um p centered ateach . An \ef-
fective" description in term s of , which willbe called
CF quasiparticles (CFQP ’s), can in principle be cbtained
by integrating out z; = x5 1iyj. W e can confcture the
w inding properties of the CFQP’s from the underlying
CF theory as follows. Considertwo CFQP’s, su ciently
far from one another that the overlap between them is
negligble. A ccording to Eq. 6'3:) the phase a CFQP ac-
quires for a closed loop depends on whether the loop
encloses the other CFQP or not. W hen it does not, the
phase is = 2 eB A=hc. The change in the phase
due to the presence of the enclosed CFQP is

— 2 2p HN eei= 2 — 3

= P encl™ 2pn + 1 3)
because a CFQP has an excess of 1=(2pn + 1) electrons
associated w ith it relative to the uniform state producing
a localchargeofg = e@pn+ 1)].W ih =2
we get the CFQP statistics param eter

2p .
2pn+ 1 °

4)
This value is consistent, mod 1, wih those quoted
prevjous]yﬁ,-_é].

Ourgoalisto con m Eq. (ZJ:) in a m icroscopic calcu—
lation of the Berry phases. T he statistics is given by

D . 0E
I Pogd I .
T d = d i 5)
c2 h %9 i c2 h 3 i '
w here is the wave function containing a single CEFQP
0
at ,and ‘¢ hastwoCFQP’sat and °.Herewetake

= Re'! , and C refers to the path with R xed and
varying from 0 to 2 in the counterclockw ise direction.
For convenience, we willtake %= 0.

The calculation of  requires m icroscopic wave func-
tions which are constructed as follows. The com posite
ferm Jon theory m aps the problem of interacting electrons
at  Into that of weakly Interacting com posie ferm ions
at . In order to put these com posite ferm ions at

we rst construct the electronicwave function at  wih

the electrons In the partially lled levelat ; these are
placed in the coherent state wave packets

@)= ™ ) expl 2F=417] ©)

™ ey = z  Pexpl z=21> 7§ 3=41721 ()

p
where 1= hc=eB and 1 = @pn + 1)'21lare them ag-
netic lengthsatB andB .W ethen m akeam apping into

com posite fermm jons in a m anner that preseryes distances
(to zeroth ordgr) by multiplying by = e
z)®Pexpl 2p , FiF=4¥]with ¥ = hcweB; = hc=e o,
follow ed by profction into the lowest LL .
To give an explicit exam ple, consider two CFQP s at
= 1=(@2pt 1). Theekctronwave finction at = 1lwih

fully occupied lowest LL and two additional electrons In
0

the second LL at and " is
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T his leads to the (unnomn alized) wave function for two
CFQP’sat = 1=Qp+ 1):

(1) (1)
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Here, P is the lowest Landau level profction operator,
and we have used 1 2 + 2pl? = 12 which is equiva—
lentto Eq. {_2) . W ave functions forone orm any CFQP's
at arbitrary ling factors can be w ritten sin ilarly. The
lowest LL projction can be perform ed in either one of
two ways described in the theraturef_lij‘]. Ourwave func-
tions are sim ilar to those considered In Ref. ',;L-(_)', but not
dentical.

The integrands in Eq. @) involve 2N din ensional in—
tegrals over the CF coordinates, which we evaluate by
M onte C arlo m ethod. To detem ine the O (1) di erence
between two O (N ) quantities on the right hand side w ith
su cient accuracy, we use the sam e in portance sam pling
for both the quantities on the right hand side, which re—
duces statistical uctuations in the di erence. The two-
CFQP wave function / * isused as the weight function
frboth tem s n Eq. {§). Approxinately 4 10° iter—
ations are perform ed for each point. For = 1=3 we
have studied system swih N = 50, 100, and 200 par-
ticles, and the profcted wave function is used. In this
case, a study of fairly large system s is possible because
no explicit evaliation of the determ inant is required at
each step. For = 2=5, it ismuch m ore costly to work
w ith the profcted wave fiinction, and we have studied
only the unprofcted wave function forN = 50 and 100.
The calculation at = 1=3 explicitly dem onstrates that
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FIG .1: The statistical angle ~ for the CF quasiparticles at

= 1=3 (upperpanel) and = 2=5 (lowerpanel) asa function
ofd j 0j. N is the totalnum ber of com posite fem ions,
and 1 is the m agnetic length. (The symbol ~ is used rather
than for the statistical angle to rem ind that the correct

Interpretation of the results gives = .) The error bar
from M onte Carlo sam pling is not shown explicitly when it
is am aller than the sym bolsize. T he deviation at the largest
d=1 for each N is due to proxin ity to the edge.

is Independent of w hether the pro gcted or the unpro—
“ected wave function isused, orw hich pro fction m ethod
isused; we assum e the sam e istrue at = 2=5.

The statistics param eter is shown in Fi. :14' or

= 1=3and = 2=5. takesa welkde ned valie for
large separations. At = 1=3 it approaches the asym p—
totic value of = 2=3, which is consistent w ith that
cbtained in Ref. 110 without lowest LL projction. At

= 2=5 the system size is an aller and the statisticalun-—
certainty bigger, but the asym ptotic value is clearly seen
tobe = 2=5.At short separationsthere are substan—
tialdeviations in  ; it reachesthe asym ptotic value only
after the the two CFQP 's are separated by m ore than
10 m agnetic lengths.

The m icroscopic value of  obtained above has the
sam e m agnitude as n Eqg. (:4) but the opposite sign.
The sign discrepancy, if real, is proﬁ)und]y disturbing
because it cannot be reconciled w ith Eq. 6]. ) and would
cast doubt on the fiindam ental interpretation ofthe CF
physics In temm s ofan e ective m agnetic eld.

To galn Insight into the issue, consider two com posite
ferm jons In the otherw ise empty lowest LL, for which

single CFQP -----
two CFQP’s —

FIG .2: Density pro les for ’ (solid

(dashed line) and
line) along the x axisat = 1=3, wih = 13land °= 0.

(The uniform state has density = =2 ) The noise on
the curves is a m easure of the statistical uncertainty in the
M onte C arlo sin ulation. The CFQP in the second lvelhas a
an oke ring shape, wih a m inimum at its center. The CFQP
is Iocated at x = 131 in , but is shifted outward in i ¢
T he inset show s the density pro ls for (dashed line) and

’ (solid line), describbing CFQP ’s in the lowest LL (see the
text for de nition).

various quantities can be obtained analytically. W hen
there is only one com posite ferm ion at = Re?® , it is
the sam e as an electron, w ith the wave function given by

z=2 R?*=4 ¥=4]: 10)

= exp|
For a closed loop,
d  dF _ R? R?B
¢c2 h j i 2P 0

11)

T wo com posite ferm ions, oneat and theotherat =0,

are described by the wave fnction
;0 22)2]? e 71 =2 e 22:2)e R 2+ 21 f+ 22F)=4

12)

= 2p. However, an explicit evaluation

= (z1

Here, we expect

of the Berry phase show s, neglecting O R 2 ) tem s
d ;Oj]'_di 70 R2
———— = —  2p; 13
c 2 h 05 041 2F P a3)
w hich gives = 2p Pr arge R . Agai, i apparently

has the \w rong" sign.

A calulation of the density for © shows that the
actualposition ofthe outer com posite ferm ion isnotR =
j jbut RY, given by

RE®=2 =R2%2=P+4 2p 14)

orlargeR . This can also be seen In the inset of F ig. ('_Zi).
T he correct interpretation ofEq. (L3) therefore is

I 05d 50 @
d_jlid = R_ + 2p (15)
c2 h P03 01 2P



which produces = 2p. TheO (1) correction to the area
enclosed thus m akes a non-vanishing correction to the
statistics. (&t is noted that the CF quaspartickat = 0
isalso a little o center, and executes a tiny circular loop
w hich provides another correction to the phase, but this
contrbution vanishes in the lim it of large R .)

T his exercise tellsus that an in plicit assum ption m ade
In the earlier analysis, nam ely that the position of the
outer CFQP Ilabeled by  rem ains unperturbed by the
insertion of another CFQP, leads to an incorrect value
for . In reality, Inserting another CFQP inside the
loop pushesthe CFQP at very slightly outward.

To determ ine the correction at = n=Qpn + 1), we
note that the m apping Into com posite ferm ions preserves
distances to zeroth order, so Eq. (';Lfl:) ought to be valid
alsoat = r_1=(2pn + 1). T his is consistent w ith the shift
seen in Fig.'2 or the position of the CFQP. O ur earlier
result
1 0 R? 2p
212 2pn+ 1

;0 d

d Ojld—
T o s 16)
c2 h #j Fi
ought to be rew ritten, ushg 1%=P = B=B = 2pn + 1,
as

1 i0 R® 2p

;Ojj_di _ R® .
212 2pn+ 1

d 17
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W hen the contrlbution from the closed path w ithout the
other CFQP, R®=217?, is subtracted out, ofEq. )
is cbtained. The neglect of the correction in the radius
of the loop introduces an errorwhich jist happens to be
tw ice the negative of the correct answer.

The fractional statistics of the CFQP should not
be confused with the fem ionic statistics of com posite
ferm jons. T he wave functions of com posite ferm ions are
single-valued and antisym m etric under particle exchange;
the ferm ionic statistics of com posite ferm ions has been

m ly established through a variety of facts, lncluding
the observation of the Fem i sea of com posite ferm ions,
the observation of FQHE at I1lings that corresoond to
the DHE of com posite f&rm ions, and also by the fact
that the low energy spectra in exact calculationson -
nite system shave a one—to-one correspondencew ith those
of weakly interacting ferm jonsij]. T here is no contra—
diction, however. A fter all, any fractional statistics in
nature must arise In a theory of particles that are et
ther ferm jons or bosons when an e ective description is
sought in tem s of certain collective degrees of freedom .
T he fractional statistics appears in the CF theory when
the originalparticles fzg are treated In an average, m ean

eld sense to form ulate an e ective description in tem s
oftheCFQP’'sat £ g.

T he fractional statistics is equivalent to the existence
of an e ective locally pure gauge vector potential, w ith

no m agnetic eld associated w ith it except at the parti-
cle posjijonsfff]. In the present case, the substantial de—
viation of from is asym ptotic valie at separations
of up to 10 m agnetic lengths indicates a core region
where the induced vector potential is not pure gauge,
thereby in posing a lin itation on a m odel n which the
the CFQP’s are approxin ated by ideal, point-like parti-
clesw ith wellde ned fractional statistics (anyons). Such
an idealization isvalid only to the extent that the relevant
CFQP tractories do not involve a signi cant overlap of
CFQP/’s. G wven that there does not exist a strong repul-
sion between the CFQP’s { th_e InterCF interaction is
very weak and often attractive [[4] { such tra fctories are
notpreclided energetically, and the anyon m odel is there—
fore not a justi able approxin ation, except, possbly, for
very dilute system s of CFQP’s in a narrow 1ling factor
range around = n=@Cpn + 1). Any experin ental at-
tem pt to m easure the fractional statistics ofthe CFQP ’'s
m ustensure that they rem ain su clently farapart during
the m easurem ent process.

P artialsupport ofthis research by the N ationalScience
Foundation under grants no. DGE-9987589 (IGERT)
and DM R-0240458 is gratefiilly acknow ledged. W e thank
Profs. A S.Goldhaber and JM . Lehaas for comm ents.

[l]1 JM . Lehaas and J.M yrhein , Nuovo Cinento 37 B, 1
1977).

R1D C.Tsui, H L. Stom er, and A C.Gossard, Phys.Rev.
Lett. 48, 1559 (1982)

B]10 . Heinonen (Ed. Composite Fermm ions W orld Scien—
tic, New York, 1998); S.Das Sam a and A . Pinczuk
(Eds.), Perspectives in Quantum Hall E ects W iky,
New York, 1997); JK . Jain, Physics Today 53 (4), 39
(2000) .

41D .Arovas, JR. Schrie er, and F.W ilczek, Phys. Rev.
Lett.53, 722 (1984).

B] B I.Halerin, Phys.Rev. Lett. 52, 1583 (1984).

b]W P.Su,Phys.Rev.B 34,1031 (1986).

[71R B .Laughlin, Phys.Rev.Lett. 50, 1395 (1983).

Bl H .K jnserg and J.M yrhein , nt.J.M od.Phys.A 14
537 (1999).

P] JK .Jain, Phys.Rev.Lett. 63,199 (1989);Phys.Rev.B
40,8079 (1989).

[l0] H .K j nsberg and JM . Leinaas, Nucl. Phys.B 559, 705

(1999).

111 A S. Goldhaber and JK . Jain, Phys. Lett. A 199, 267
(1995).

2] K & .K litzing, G .D orda, and M .Pepper, Phys.Rev.Lett.
45,494 (1980).

3] JK .Jain and R K .Kam illa, Int. J. M od. Phys.B 11,
2621 (1997).

4] S~Y .Lee, VW .Scarola, and JK .Jain, Phys.Rev.Lett.
87, 256803 (2001); A .W opand J.J.Quinn, Phys.Rev.
B 61,2846 (2000).



