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1. Introduction

D iscovered In 1982 by T sui, Stom er and Gossard [L], the fractional Quantum Hall e ect
FQHE) hasopened a eld ofvivid activity untiltoday. T he reason for its continuing actuality
can be attributed m ainly to four fascinating features of this two-din ensional electron gas In
amagnetic eld.

A s In the nteger quantum Halle ect (IHE) R, 4] the m easured H all resistance In the
FQHE isreproduced to very high accuracy due to a topological origin ofthe quantization. T his
was already pointed out by Laughlin [3] short after the discovery of the e ect. Q uantization
that can be traced back to topological features is not restricted to the DHE and FQHE but
was also found In super uidity, superconductivity and in Jossphson junctions. A collection
on this sub ct by Thouless can be found in [B]. Secondly, the FQHE is an e ect caused by
correlations. It can be describbed by a H am iltonian solely containing tw o-particle interactions
(see section 4.1 4). Thus, it belongs to the m ost strongly correlated system s studied so far.
C losely linked to the correlations is the appearance of fractionally charged quasiparticlkes rst
Introduced by Laughlin [B]. The prediction of these exotic particles inspired the e orts of
experin entalists and theorists and the particles’ existence becam e m ore and m ore m anifest.
N evertheless investigating their properties { such as In tunneling experin ents { is stilla do-
m ain of recent experim ents [19, 20] and accom panying theoreticalwork [L7]. T hese tunneling
experin ents raised the question what the dynam ics of quasiparticles at a tunneling constric—
tion is. It is also the m otivation for this diplom a thesis. T he Jast point is a m ore theoretical
one: In som e cases the edgesofa sample In the FQHE { lke In the DHE { can be considered
to be an em bodin ent ofan one-dim ensional Interacting system forwhich analytically solvable
m odels (Luttinger liquid) are already known independently.

M otivated by experin ents [18, 19, 20] and theory [16, 17] on single quasiparticle tunneling
through a quantum point contact, a constricted fractional quantum Hall system will also
be investigated In this work (section 6). To address the question of a single quasiparticle
tunneling through this constriction, here we resort to quasiholes for which well approved trial
wavefiinctions are known. Basing the work on the electronic m any-particle H am ittonian and
these trial wavefiinctions allow s for a view on quasihol tunneling that is independent on the
chiral Luttinger liquid m odel used so far for explaining the experim ents. Finie system s of
few (4 - 6) ekctrons In the FQH regin e w ill be nvestigated, which pem is the electronic
m any-particle H am iltionian to be dealt w ith by exact num erical diagonalization .

T he outline of them ain part of this work, which is divided into six sections, is as follow s.
Section 2 covers the m a pr developm ents on the fractional quantum H all regin e conceming
thiswork. In doing so, the question of quasiparticle tunneling w illbe touched and em bedded
into past and ongoing research . In section 3 the single particle basis for the chosen boundary
conditions w illbe derived. T he connection of the boundary conditions to an electric nplane

eld will also be pointed out. Section 4 covers the hom ogeneous (@bsent extemal potential)
m any-electron system . A short-ranged interaction w illbe introduced and shown to be useful
for the follow ing work. The features of a system at a 1ling factor = % w ill be reviewed
for Coulom b interaction and this short-range interaction. Two di erent m ethods of Inserting
a quashol into the system will be derived from Laughlin’s trial wavefunctions [B] and the
stability of these excitations w ill be checked for both electron-electron interactions. A side
from that, a system providing bound quashol states is found. These bound states w ill
be used in section 5 to create the m ost sin ple system in which tunneling of quasiholes can
be observed. In section 6 an extemal potential is introduced to m odel a quantum point
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contact. C orrections to the current operators arising from contributions of the next Landau
Jlevel tum out to be crucial to obtain a consistent picture. T he tin e evolution of an Infcted
quasihole w ill be evaluated for both, weak and strong extemal potentials (com pared to the
excitation gap). Creating a tunneling constriction by a strong potential is counteracted by
the incom pressibility of the systam . W ays to overcom e this com petition are exam ined and
Jead to a realization ofan e ective tunneling barrier n which the tin e evolution ofa quasihol
can be studied. The last section contains a summ ary of the m ain results and conclusions.
Perspectives on possble further investigations and on questions not exhausted in this work
are given as well.
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2. Quaspartickes n past and recent research: An overview on the
FOH regine

In the follow ing, the m a pr developm ents on the fractional quantum Hall regin e from the
perspective ofthiswork w illbem entioned. T his isnot only iIntended to give a coarse overview
but also to renderm ore precise the question about quasiparticle tunneling and to relate it to
past and recent research.

A s stated above, it was Laughlin B3] who found the low energy exciations n a FQHE
system to carry a fraction of an electron’s charge. The nite creation energy of these quasi-
particles explained the crucial physics like the lncom pressbility (section 4.1.5) which In tum
helped explaining the vanishing longitudinal resistance y;x = 0. H is trdal wavefunction also
identi ed the origin of the gapped ground state (section 4.1) and revealed the unigqueness
of the lling factors = mi, m odd. M oreover, the oneto-one correspondence between ux
quanta and zeros In the m any-body wavefunctions (vortices) becam e apparent. Num erical
work by Yoshioka, Halperin and Lee on nite system sw ith rectangular geom etry Bl]was in
agreem ent w ith Laughlin’s proposaland also nite system s w ith spherical sym m etry investi-
gated by Haldane and Rezayi [7] con m ed Laughlin’s wavefunction for the ground state and
the quasiparticle excitations.

The lling factors = ﬁ p;m 2 N,wherethe FQHE was cbserved aswell, could not
be explained by Laughlin’s theory. Haldane explained it in a hierachichal schem e [6] as the
FQHE ofquasiparticles. A gain the quasiparticles played an essential role. Another nding in
this paper was the In portance of the short—ranged part of the C oulom b Interaction that was
proven to be responsble for the appearance of the correlations in Laughlin’s wavefiinction.
This was precised by Trugm an and K fevelson R9] who even showed Laughlin’s wavefiinc—
tion to be an exact eigenstate or a special kind of short-ranged electron-electron interaction
(section 4.1).

T hese earlier developm ents which base directly on the m any-particle H am iltonian of the
system (section 3.1) together w ith the trial wavefunctions of fractionally charged excitations
(section 4 2) constitute the footing forthework at hand. T his isto point out the independence
of our resuls on other theoretical work resting upon m ore elaborate theoretical m odels.
A ¥hough not used explicitly in this work, these developm ents shallbe sketched here because
they arem ainly used In explaining the m ost recent experin ents of quasiparticle tunneling.

Jain Introduced a new quasiparticle { a com pound of an electron and an even num ber of
vortices { the com posite ferm ion B]. T his invention m ade a uni cation ofthe DHE and FQHE
possible: \The FQHE isthe DHE of com posite ferm ions". This uni cation also includes an
altemative to the hierachical picture n explaining the fractions = ﬁ . A coording to
Jain, the correlations are the key issue of this conogpt: T he Interaction between the electrons
is incorporated Into the system in the de nition of the com posite ferm ions. T he system of
strongly correlated electrons thus transform s nto a system of weakly interacting com posite
ferm ions. Their fermm ionic nature attended by weak interactions am ong them allow these
com pound particles to show the DHE again. Due to the weak interaction, this invention
opened the eld towardsthe wellapproved m ean eld descriptions and those that go beyond.
An overview on the wealth ofdevelopm ents basing on com posite ferm ions can be found in P].
T he success of this theory proved the im portance of two kinds of correlations for the FQ HE :
T he Laughlin-like correlations that bind vortices to electrons resident in the de nition of the
com posite ferm dons and the ferm ionic Pauli correlations responsble for the rigidity ofe ect.
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R ecent experin ents on quasiparticle tunneling [18, 19, 20] are closely related to a descrip—
tion of the fractional quantum Hall regin e by edge states. T his theory, used successfully
In explaining the DHE, was ported to the FQH regin e. Its applicability in the latter case
can Intuitively be understood due to the uni cation of DHE and FQHE by the analogy of
electrons and com posite ferm ions.

A m ore rigor treatm ent is based on the wavefunction picture. In an abruptly con ned
tw o-din ensionalelectron gas at Integer 1ling the only excitations allowed by Pauli’s principle
appear at the edges of the sam plk where the Landau level crosses the Fermm i energy. In the
wavefunction picture for the D HE these excitations can be shown to be bosonic. The sam e
is true for the FQHE [10]. Creating an e ective low energy theory of excitations near the
two Fem ipoints of the one-din ensional edge m akes the Luttinger liquid m odel applicable in
the case of the IDHE . Sin ilar Jow energy bosonic excitations In the FQHE are treated in the
chiralLuttinger liquid m odeldeveloped by W en [11]. A subsequent work ofCham on and W en
[12] pointed out the in portance of the con ning potential to produce abrupt edges. \Soft"
potentials were shown to produce m ore com plicated edge structures.

Q uasiparticle tunneling into the edges is considered to be a properm eans of verifying the
chiral Luttinger liquid nature and of Investigating the structure of the edges. Such tunneling
experin ents, rstused orexam ining the quasiparticles them selves rather than the edges, were
perform ed by Sinm ons et. al. [13] already before W en’s theory. They m easured uctuations
in the longitudinal conductivity xx which were believed to origin from tunneling processes of
quasiparticles between the current carrying edges as explained in a paper by P okrovsky and
P ryadko [14]. However, the fractional 1ling of the system ocould not be ruled out com pletely
as a source of these uctuations. To exclide them , non-equillbbrium processes had to be
Investigated.

K ane and F isher [16] developed a non-equilbbrium theory that allowed the calculation of

uctuations in the current through a FQH system . Tt is based on the chiral Luttinger liquid
modelby Wen [11] and describbes the tunneling process as a point-like tunneling in puriy
between two edges of the sam ple. To sketch the idea, a schem atics of the two edge channels
that conduct the current through the sam ple isgiven in Fig. 1. T hese edge channels are bent
due to an extermalpotentialV (x;y) that creates a quantum point contact in the system . The
quasiparticles ow Ing along the edges are believed to tunnel from one edge to the other and
therefore cause uctuations in tin e In the current I. These can be directly cbserved In the
experin ent.

An experim ent of a quantum point contact in the FQH regin e lke In Fig. 1 was realized by
Sam inadayer and G lattli [18]. Near the potentialV (x;y) of the constriction the Illing factor
was = % .Foran allcurrents Iy (weak backscattering lim it) them easured shotnoise [L5, 16]
in the current T ket them infer a fractional charge of%e for the particks that are tunneling.

T he regin e of strong backscattering Iy ’ I was Investigated by Gri th et. al. [19] and
showed behavior as expected: If the potential of the barrier is su ciently high the system is
e ectively divided into two halves and only electrons can tunnelbetween them .

Just recently Chunget. al. R0]m ade experin ents at low er tem perature on a system oftwo
quantum point contacts. T he quasiparticles ow ing along the edge were reduced in density
by tranam itting them through the st quantum point contact prior to hitting the second
one. Thus being in a regin e w here quasiparticles arrived \one by one" at the constriction,
single quasiparticlk tunneling could be investigated In the absence of correlations between the
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| Ix
T V X;V)

Figure 1: P roposed geom etry for quasiparticle tunneling betw een one-din ensionaledges in the
FQH regim e. T he sourcedrain voltage Ugp causes a current I through the sam ple.
T he edges are bent due to an extemalpotentialV (x;y). Tunneling of quasiparticles
is expected to occur w here the edges are close to each other. T he tunneling current
Iz causes uctuations in the tranam itted current I which ism easured.
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particles. T he m easurem ents showed that sihgle-quasiparticle tunneling was only observed
if the tem perature was su ciently high (73 mK ) whik at lower tem perature 23 mK) only
electrons were found to tunneleven at quite trangparent constrictions. T his very surprising
result is supported by recent calculations by K ane and Fisher [17] founded on the chiral
Luttinger liquid theory. Their calculations show \strong evidence" for only electrons being
tranam itted at T = 0 and their proposed explanation is an Andreev re exion.
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3. Theoretical preparations

In this section the preparations for the num erical calculations on system s In the fractional
quantum Hall regin e are collected and derived. In section 3.1 the system to be treated will
be Introduced and the necessity of exact diagonalization w illbe pointed out. T he subsequent
sections deduce the single particle basis used for the num erical calculations. In this context
the periodic boundary conditions will be explained and a physical Interpretation for the
appearing phase factors will be given. In section 32 usihg these boundary conditions a
possible realization of an in-plane electric eld w illbe discussed.

3.1. The modelofthe fractionalquantum Hall system in this work

T hem odelofthe fractionalquantum H allsystem streated In thiswork m ake the sin pli cation
of electrons to be con ned In a two dim ensional plane. Perpendicular to this x-y-plane
there is a hom ogeneous m agnetic eld B = Be,. The elctrons interact via a repulsive
interaction potential Vi, for which we w ill use the Coulomb interaction as well as a short
ranged Interaction and in som e cases they are sub fcted to an extemalpotential Ve, which is
used tom odela constriction inside the system . A dditionally, there can be an In-plane electric
eld used as a driving force for a current.
A coordingly, the m any particle H am iltonian has the follow ing form

1 Ke 5 Xe X
- Uit Vext (€1) + VipeBs  B): 1)

1
=1 i< 5

H =

— L)
Hyin

Here, ~ is the kinetic m om entum that incorporates the vector potential caused by the m ag—
netic eld and the inplane electric eld. W e w ill calculate In the lim it ofhigh m agnetic eld,
B ! 1 . So the soin of the electrons is assum ed to be polarized and there is no spin degree
of freedom in the Ham iltonian. The states of electrons in a m agnetic eld are known to be

quantized in m acroscopically degenerate Landau kvels E, of energy E, = h!c(% + n) wih
| = B

be= ==
Here we are interested in the case ofa partly lled rst Landau kevel, m ainly in the Illing
factor = ﬂ—: = %, w here N g denotes the num ber of states In the lowest Landau lvel. In

the lim i of high m agnetic elds the energy is dom inated by the energy of the Landau level
quantization. T he degeneracy of the Landau levels forces us to use exact diagonalization to
acoount for the Interaction and for extemal potentials. Thus it is reasonable to determ ine
the eigenbasis of the single particlke kinetic H am ittonian H i, and treat the interactions and
extermal potentials by diagonalization in the degenerate space of the lowest Landau level.

T his basis w illbe derived in the follow Ing sections.

3.1.1. One ekctron In a m agnetic eld: Ham onic oscillator

Consider electrons that are constrained to m ove in the x-y-plane and which are exposed to
a hom ogeneocus m agnetic eld B = B e, paralkel to the z-axis. T he vector potential can be
chosen In Landau gauge as

E@®) = Bxe; @)
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where = (x;y) is the coordinate In the plane.
The Ham ittonian descrlbing one electron in this system is

1 2 2
H = P o 3)

@
w ith x = ih—
@x
C

y = ihr—+ eB x
Cy

The operators y = Py+ €Ay and = Py+ €A are the kineticm om enta of the electron, P
denotesthe canonicm om entum . A naturalenergy scale ofthe system isgiven by the(fyilomn

frequency ! = ‘?ﬂi,thetypjcallength unit is the classical cyclotron radius ly = %. By
rescaling the kinetic m om enta to these naturalunits two operators Q and S can be de ned

as

Q = p=— y 4)
mh!.
1
S = PpP=— x
mh!.
T heir com m utator evaluates to
;s8] = 1 )

which is the canonical com m utation relation.

Follow ing R1], it is possble to express the Ham iltonian (3) using Q and S. Know Ing
the com m utator (5) one recognizes this to be the problem of an one-din ensional ham onic
oscillator, whose spectrum consists of equidistant discrete energy levels, comm only known as
Landau-levels.

H h!.Q?+ s?) 6)

E, 0

1
h!c(§+ n); n2N

In an analogousm anner to the approach for solving the usualham onic oscillator, raising and
Jow ering operators a¥ respectively a can be de ned as

Y 1 :
al = p—E(Q iS) (7)
1 ,
a = p_E(Q + iS):
W ih aid of the commutators D ;S?]= 2iS and B;0%]= 210 Hlowig from (5) the

action of a¥ or a on an energy eigenstate of the system can be veri ed to raise and lower its
energy by an energy quantum h!..
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3.1.2. M agnetic transkhtions

O nce chosen the Landau gauge, the H am iltonian (3) given above com m utes w ith the m om en—
tum operator P, in y-direction, sihce y and y do. So it ispossibleto nd a com plete set of
com m on elgenvectors f1;p,itoboth operatorsH and Py, where the labeln denotes the energy
eigenvalue and p, the eigenvalue of them om entum . Sowehave H h;p,i= h! .+ %)jﬂ ipyi
and Py h;py,i= pyNipyi. Apart from the raising and low ering operators for the energy there
m ust be a m om entum —shift operator BY ( p) a ecting the eigenvalue of P, lkep, ! py+ p.
T his in plies the ©llow ing com m utator of P, and B Y

P,BY(p)Eigi = @+ pBY(p £ipi @)
BY(p)PyEipyi = BY(p R Eipd
) PyiBY(p)l = pB(p)

A sin plem om entum translation operator ofthe form BY( p) = exp% P y) does however not
comm ute w ith the Ham iltonian, which is due to the non vanishing com m utator between y
and . But a generating operator’ = y ie%@x commuteswih , aswellaswith
(com pare Equ. (3)) and is thus com patble to H . A nite transfom ation constructed from

this generzator isa momentum shift by p accom panied by a coordinate shift in x-direction

bep=% .
@

v o=y x )
BY(p) = exp(gi p¥)
= exp El Py exp %g@x
% Kp) = exp %Xpy exp X pQx

D ue to the coupling of x coordinate to the y-m om entum , we de ne t, pTlg) = BY( p) asthe
\m agnetic transltion operator n x-direction". Since t; has the dem anded properties of (8)
it is the (continuous) raising operator for the eigenvalue of P, . T his continuous symm etry of
the systam causes an in nite degeneracy of every Landau level.

Apart from the m agnetic translation t; X ) in x-direction, the operator P, can be used
as a generating operator of an ordinary translation in y-direction, that aswell com m utesw ith
H

t(Y) = exp(ey): (10)

3.1.3. Basis In direct space

By virtue ofthe operatorsa;a¥;t( p) the eigenbasis can be determ ined in direct space. Initially
the ground state can be calculated by applying the low ering operator. W e are looking for the
sin ultaneous eigenvector of H and Py for the eigenvalue 0 in both cases. T his eigenvector
has to satisfy
a®;0i = 0 @
PyP;0i = 0) o0&;y)= o0;0X):
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The second equation tells us that ;) is only a function of x. Now using the direct space
representation of the low ering operator, we gain a di erential equation for g; )

(y 1x)P;01 = 12)
( 1h@ + eBx+ hy) &) =
1 x?
) o0 &Kiy) = ?—p_:]oexp( 2—]%);

2
which, as a function of x, is nom alized to 1. By applying BY (o,) = t (%py) one cbtains
solutions w ith a di erent m om entum p, in the sam e Landau—level. T his leads to the explicit
form of eigenfunctions in the lowest Landau-level

2
Pipyi = &(%py)jﬁ;Oi 13)
wiy) = 1 i ®+ Xp)?
0Opy X7Y - p_P_:]OeXp hpyy exXp 21(2) —
2
with X, = %py

which are nom alized to a delta distrlbbution (lke plane waves are). The eigenfunctions of
higher landau—Jevels can be cbtained by the repeated application of the rising operator a¥
which results in an additional factor consisting of a H emm ie polynom ialH , & Xp ) of degree
n where n denotes the Landau-level.

3.1.4. Genemralized periodic boundary condiions on the torus

Theain todescribe an in nitely big system in a niebasisthat can be handled for num erical
diagonalization, can be achieved only if the systam com plies w ith certain sym m etries, which
reduce the degrees of freedom to a nite num ber and thus allow s for a description In a nite
basis. Here, the system w illbe required to have a discrete translational sym m etry where the
periodicity is given by the size ofa cell x;y) 2 [0;L1] 0;Iy]. Thus all physical observables
have to retum to their origihal valie w hen proceeding to another cell.

Tobegin w ith, the num ber ofelectrons in the x-y-planem ust be reduced toa nitenumber
in order to have a nite number of degrees of freedom . The idea is the follow ing. Only a
an all num ber of electrons is put into one unit cell 0;L 4] 0;1y] and treated Independently.
A 1l neighboring cells only contain in ages of these electrons at exactly the sam e position
w ith respect to this cell's boundaries. T he Intention is to m odel a systam that spreads out
in nitely and doesn’t need any con ning potentials which would cause boundary e ects.
Since the Interaction of electrons in distant cells is som ewhat sm aller than that between
electrons In the sam e and directly neighboring cells, the m irroring of electrons is assum ed
not to destroy the desired e ects. However, to gain results of a real in nie systam with
In nite degrees of freedom , a carefiil analysis for the size dependence of the cbserved e ects
would have to bem ade. A sketch of the repetition of the unit cell is ound In gure 2. The
equipotential lines are Intended to depict a potential which is periodically repeated In every
cell. Putting thism ore form ally, we have a nite num ber of electrons in the system . D ue to
the cell w ise periodicity of all potentials In the system , we know by B Iloch’s theoraem , that
the eigenfunctions of the one particle Ham iltonian will be sim ultaneous eigenfinctions to
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Figure 2: Periodic tiling: The physical content of the uni cell {ie. extemal potentials
(equipotential lines in the gure){ is repeated over the entire system . A nie
num ber of electrons (plue circles) in this cell is treated independently, the electrons
in neighboring cells are m irrored. A lthough only depicted for the y-direction, the
periodicity holds in x-direction as well
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the transhtions that do a shift by one cell size. Since here we have a non-periodic vector
potential in the kinetic part of the Ham iltonian, instead of ordinary translations we have
to use the m agnetic translations t; (1) and &, (Lz) from section 312 in order to comm ute
w ih H i, In com plete analogy to B loch’s theoram , these translations are uniary operators
which have elgenvalues of m odulus 1, which is a phase factor the wavefunction picks up
upon application oft; (L1) ort, (Lp) respectively. Thus, we arrive at generalized (pbecause of
m agnetic translations) periodic boundary conditions

% @L1) &Ky =expd) Ky (14)
ty@L2) &iy)=exp(d ) &iy);
where and x the elgenvalue for the respective transltion.

T he above procedure isof course only possible ifadditionally t; and t, com m ute. G enerally
this is not the case, since their com m utator evaluates to

i i
[y Gity) = p2c (15)
L) @) = @1 L) exp %Lle

T he appearing phase factor exp %L 1L, isthephase factorknown from the A haranov-Bohm

e ect R3]. The connection between these to phase factors can be understood in the ollow Ing
m anner. O ne has to keep In m ind that the m agnetic translations perform a coordinate shift
w ith the additional property of transform ing eigenstates of H ., to eigenstates w ith the sam e
energy. In the chosen Landau gauge, the vectorpotential A (x;y) is linear n x and independent
ofy and thus A (0;0) = 0. Assum e we had an eigenvector ( ofH i, and want to construct
another eigenvector which is shifted by (@;b). In a 1rst step we can jast shift the reference
frame by ( a; b)whith changesx! x+ a,y! y+ b

Tkinj(! gpamt vib o&+ ajytb)=Eq o+ ajy+ b

0
Hkin

T he coordinate shift in H vy, only a ects the vector potential which accordingly changes by
B! R%= A+ eBae,. Thenew Hamjll:onjanH}Ejn can be w ritten In a m ore com plicated form

Z Z
ie 0 ie
exp (— Rde)Hy;,, = Hyinexp(— K dr) 16)
h cl@b) h clab)
L Z L Z
ie ie
Hyin exp (— Edr) ox+ a;vy+ b = E exp(— Edr) o+ a;y+ b)

clab) | cl@ab)

{= }

ab (x;y)

T he phase factor com pensates for the o set eB a in the vector potential and it is the sam e
factor that appears in the explanation for the A haranov-Bohm e ect. Here c(@;b) isa contour
that connects the point (0;0) with X + a;y + b). Since the vector potential is not rotation
free, .3 X;y) is a functional of ¢ and depends on the chosen path to reach the endpoint.
T herefore, the exponential factor in 17 also depends on this path.
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Cx Ty
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Figure 3: Aharanov-Bohm e ect. First applying ty (L) and then t, (Lz) shifts an eigenvector
along the blue path, the reverse order m oves it along red path. The solutions in
the point (L;;L,) di erby the Aharanov-Bohm phase related to the m agnetic ux
enclosed by the two paths. C om m uting operators t; and t, in ply an integer num ber
ofenclosed ux quanta (green circles).

T his procedure can be regarded as an altemative derivation of the m agnetic translations.
ComparngEqu. 17 and Equ. (9), we obtain t, (L1) from the st equation by choosing c the
path that is parallel to the x-axis from (0;0) to ® + L1;Vy).

Analogously we can construct the translation t,, where the phase factor is trivial.

By successive application of t; (L;) and then t, (Lp) or rst t, Lz) and then t; (1) to
an eigenvector, m ove the solution around the unit cell from point (0;0) to (Li1;L,) on two
di erent traces. These two traces are sketched In gure 3. The Aharanov-Bohm phase by
which the two solutions di er is just the phase factor n Equ. 15. This phase factor can
be wrtten lke in (17) and {by Stokes’ theorem { be related to the am ount ofm agnetic ux
enclosed by the contour.

To retum to the comm utation relation of t; (L;) and t, (Lz), comm uting operators dem and
a phase factor which isamultiple of2 in Equ. 15. Thus the wavefunction m ust pick up a
phase factor 2 N wih N g Integer. W riting the wavefunction as a function of the com plex
variable z = x + 1y, this corresponds to a com plex function w ith N g zeroes in the unit cell.
This number N 4 on the other hand is the number of ux quanta ¢ = % piercing the unit
cell, which can be seen from the expression of the total ux through the area L 1L, of the
uni cell

h
= L;L,B=Ng—=Ng o a7
e
) Lilz = 2 Nok;
q__
where the de nition of the m agnetic length Iy = 2 wasused.

eB
From the second equation in (14), kesping in m Ind the form of the wavefunction in (13),
the quantization of the y-m om entum follow s

_nl gy B i2 7 (18)
15| sz L, J :
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© (15)
K esping in m ind that the m agnetic translation t, (L) 9 By(%Ll) = By(NshE—Z) has the

m eaning of a raising operator for the eigenvalue p, and provided the periodic boundary
condition (14), this is an identi cation of the states h;pyi and hj;py + kN shf—zi, where k is
an integer. Thuswe are looking for a linear com bination of those identi ed vectors satisfying
the periodicboundary conditions. T hese w illbe nam ed T; Jiyy, and can be constructed from
the non-periodic solutions of (13) by summ ing up all identi ed wavefunctions

L. X . .k h . 1 n .
Nijipw = tk @)exp( 1) BYL—(Z j+ ) p:'(ay) ;01 19)
K27, 2 n.
1 X 3
= pi exp( ik )& @ j+ )L—+ kL; @")" P;01i:
2

k27

To cbtain the wavefunction in direct space, a¥ and t, have to be expressed In this represen—
tation, which then results in

1 X Xi+ KLp X+ X3+ KLy °
nQan]{) ]0 21@
k27
X+Xj+kL1
: X
X5 = G+ —)—t
3 J 2 'N.

Here H , are the Hem ite polynom ials. This wavefunction is nom alized to unity upon inte—
gration over the dom ain of the unit cell.

3.1.5. Physicalm eaning of and

The two param eters and were ntroduced in section 314 to x the eigenvalies of the
m agnetic transhtion operators according to Equ. (14). A physical m eaning of m agnetic

uxes that pierce the torus can be attrbuted to the param eters and as shown by Tao
and Haldane P4]. T he param eters introduced in their paper can be shown to be equivalent
to ours by the follow ing consideration.

T he periodicity in the tilings of one unit cell can altematively be regarded as an identi —
cation ofthe keft border of the unit cellw ith its right one and the upper w ith the lower one.
T his In poses a torus topology. Because the x—and y—axis di er only by the selected gauge,
it is su cient to focus on one param eter, here . Ifwe apply a unitary transform ation

Uy)=exp( i—y) (21)
Lo

on both, the Ham iltonian and the periodic eigenvectors, the new eigenvectors i satisfy
\sin ple" boundary conditions w ith respect to t, (L.z), lke

ty @2)U ) ki= ?_(3@1{% @2)
Fi
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Figure 4: The param eter can be Interpreted as the m agnetic ux of a sokenoid parallel
to the yaxis, if x = 0 and x = L, is identi ed by the periodic boundary condition.

ty L2)
T herefore, both borders can be identi ed by m eans of t; (o) lke x;y) ' : x;y+ Ly). The
transform ed Ham iltonian gains an additional term residing in the m om entum operator ,
w hich transform s according to

h
o= U UV = gt — 23)
Lo

The additional term proportionalto can be seen as belonging to a vector potential & =
h?ey. This agaln is related to a ux of = % passing through the torus as sketched in

bh-
el

gure 4. Ifnow isvaried with tine, an electric ed Ey = EAjen =
the plane along y-direction.

T o stress, that this Interpretation is reasonable, the in uence of on the basis states from
Equ. (20) which still have to be multiplied by U (y)) is reviewed. An electron In the state
ki is localized around Xy; in x-direction. Since Xi; dependson , the electron m oves in
x-direction is changes adiabatically. T he velocity of thism otion is

e, is Induced in

Vx = X—k; (24)
2 Ng
LoL; e E
B 2Nl RS g
F-{Zf}

which coincides w ith the classical EE B drift.

32. FQH system wih an applied ekectric eld

The param eters and , form ally Introduced In the periodic boundary conditions in section
314, tumed out to have a physical m eaning of m agnetic uxes as shown in the previous
section. Tt was shown that a tim e dependent change of can be used to generate an electric
Inplane eld In the system . The sam e istrue or sihce x—and y-direction only di er by the
selected gauge. In this section we w ill assum e to descrbe a systam in the basis of states in
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the Iowest Landau kevel (n = 0) from equation (19) and use for creating an applied electric
eld in y-direction. In tin e dependent perturbation theory the tim e evolution of the system
w illbe calculated.

A homogeneous magnetic eld B = Be, and an ekctric ed ~ = ¢ in both can be
represented by a vector potential depending on space coordinates and tin e
QE
~ = = - (25)
@t
B = ¥ K
= 0
E@Et) = Bx t) e:

T he part of A descrbing the m agnetic eld was chosen In Landau-gauge which m akes it
possbl to use periodic boundary conditions (14) wih xed valuesof and , say 0. The
elctric eld In y-direction can be achieved by a hom ogeneous term of A linear in tim e.
T herefore the m any-particle H am iltonian becom es tin e dependent and obtains the ollow Ing
form
Xe 1 5 5 X . Xe
oy ©T)+ Vine (5 %)+ Vext (£5) @6)
=1 76 k =1

H ©

I
—

I @Xj

G

w® = hr—+eB xy e t:
@Yj

Here, , and , are the kinetic m om entum operators, Vi, (¥) is the interaction potential
and Vgyt (®) is an extemalpotential com patdble w ith the periodic boundary conditions, needed
to m odel a constriction.

Tt ispossible to isolate the H am iltonian’s tim e dependence from (26) In a tim e dependent
param eter (t). The second param eter in uences the mom entum in x-direction. Both
param eters | and | can as well be cast Into m odi ed periodic boundary conditions
by a gauge transform ation U ; (x;y) = exp( El(x + vy )). Thiswill yield the generalized
periodic boundary conditions from section (3.1 .4). Either the boundary conditions are kept

xed and the param eters are regarded as parts of the Ham ittonian or the H am iltonian w ill
have = = 0 and the periodic boundary conditions w ill catch up a phase factor ofexp (i )
upon a m agnetic translation one unit cell to the right or a factor of exp (1 ) when going one
cell up, respectively. However, now we w ill keep the boundary conditions xed and concem
the param eters as parts of the H am ittonian

Xe 1 5 5 X Xe
H, = om ( T T dy) T Veour®s %)+ Vext (5) @7
=1 6 k =1
@ h
A he—+ —
@Xj Ly

ah'e
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Here, L; and L, again denote the extent of the unit-oell. T he tim edependent problem to be
solved thus is the solution of the Schrodingerequation of the tim e-dependent H am iltonian

H@O=H _ 1,e: 28)

32.1. Tine evolution In tim e dependent perturation theory

T he tim e dependent perturbation theory allow s to calculate the state’s tin e evolution in the
case w here the tin e dependent term s in the H am iltonian can be considered to be amn allw ith
regpect to the unperturbed H am iltonian H o, where "sm all’ com pares the typical energy ofthe
perturbation to the spacing of the eigenenergies of H (. In the adiabatic 1im it the perturbing
termm is sw itched on am oothly In an In nitely long period oftin e w hile the totalchange ofH (t)
isyet nite. K ato has shown R7] that even in the case of crossing levels the tin e evolution
w ill follow the stationary eigenstates of H (t), or xed t, exoept for a phase factor (see next
section) . Applied to our system , when starting In an eigenstate ofH (0) = H -o; =g nt= 0
the system willfollow this state on changing adiabatically thus staying in the corresponding
eigenstate of the operator H (£) = H _(,  Drallt. Now we want to consider in addition
the phase factor which is lost when using the adiabatic theoram . T his phase factor is crucial
for the task of constructing the tin e evolution operator of the system from its eigenstates.
For every tin e t (@nd consequently every valie of and ) we w ill therefore consider a

spectral decom position of H according to
X
H. = *k,; ik, ¥y, : (29)

k
Starting in an eigenstate Xko;,0iort= 0, the adiabatic evolution would correspond to follow Ing
the state X, (i forallt. Ifhowever the electric eld isnot sw itched on adiabatically, we can
still use this tin e dependence as a starting point to govem the true tin e evolution by m eans
of perturbation theory using the adiabatic states as a basis. Since the basis is com plete (in
the subgpace of the lowest Landau level), an arbirary state in the lowest Landau level can
be w ritten as

X 2 e
1 0 .
(t) = Ak (t)exp( E Ek,‘; (tO) dt) j{,. (t) 1 (30)
k 0
X P i
= a () exp ( Eg,; od ) k,; 1
L, e 0

k

U sing this ansatz in the timn e dependent Schrodingerequation we obtain the follow ing
result wWe om it here the dependence on  for the sake of sim plicity)

@
e - HO O ! (31)
ns t = J'hX ax () + iak OEx; © X olt a (t)glk ©1
et . ih i et
Y/
exp ( El Ey; ¢ dt)
X ’ e

(=

H@ © = a OF, o &P ( — By dk o i
0
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By progcting on the state hk ¢, jand using the basis’ orthonom ality we arrive at a di erential
equation for the coe cients a  (t)
. Z
X QL i i -

thay © = th a1tk ¢ Texp( €L ¢y Ex; o) d): 32)
0
1

gl

In the rstplace, the sum over 1 includes o -diagonalelem ents aswellasdiagonaltem s. But
it tums out how ever that only the diagonal term s contribute, which can be shown w ith help

of H ellm ann-Feynm an’s theoram [26], by calculating hk j(%t(t)i = LZTehkj@@Li.

Helln ann-Feynm an’s theorem is applicable on param eter dependent eigenvectors of a
Hem itian operator dependent on the sam e param eter. N om alized eigenvectors assum ed, we

have @&hk 1L i= 0, from which follows @gk jjl. i= Lk j@éﬂ_—l In our case we yield forH
kk #1 11 = Eg; xa 33)
@Ey; Qi i QH .
R hk]@—CEk,- El;)"’hk]@—le
Here de%otes the K ronecker symbol. W ith (27) the derivative of H can be expressed as
@@H— = mrﬁz 5 iy - Aswe restrict the state to lie In the sub-space of the lowest Landau-

level, the m atrix elem ents of the kinetic m om entum operators are zero. This is because
can be expressed as a linear combiation of a¥ and a. It willbe shown explicitly in section
62.1.

From equation (33) fork = lwewould conclude that the eigenenergies should be constant
with and thuswih tine. This however is only true for hom ogeneous system s. T he reason
for that is the proection to the lowest Landau-level. In the language of perturbation theory,
the eigenstates are given to lowest order, w hile the eigenenergies are calculated to one order
above. A m ore precise treatm ent w illbe given in section 62. For them om ent it is enough to
assume Ey; to depend on

Sowe have asa nalfom the di erential equation for the coe cients a (&)

. B . 8k i
Jh@k (t) = Ak (t)thk ) T (34)
Z .
- 8k el
Ak (t) = Ak (O) exXpP hk (to)det
0
Z _ Li et .@j{ Oi .
= ax 0)exp hk e d "
0

This is a phase factor as the argum ent In the exponential function in (34) is an in aghary
num ber, shoe hkj@@fj(i = @@ﬁjj<i= hk%@ll .

G Wen an arbitrary initial state of the systam , we can calculate the tin e evolution of the
system by progcting the state onto the eigenstates for t = 0 which yields the coe cients
ax (0). These then evolve according to (34). The state of the systam for the tim e t is the
superposition of these contributions given by equation (30). Com paring this result to the
adiabatic lin it in the next section, here we have an additional phase factor of equation (34).

32.2. Adibatic Im it of tin e evolution

To appreciate the results from the previous section, they w ill be com pared to the adiabatic
Iin it of the tim e evolution. In the lm it of an In nitesin ally weak elctric eld the tine
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evolution of a state can be calculated by m eans of the adiabatic theorem , rst used by Fock
and Bom, later generalized by Kato R7]. Here we use it n a sin ilar way as In R8]. This
theorem facilitates the calculation ofthe tin e evolution ofa system describbed by a param etric
dependent H am iltonian, where the param eter is varied In niely slow ly by a nite am ount
or| putdieren’dy| the total change of the Ham iltonian from t= 1 tot= 0is nie.
Follow ing the nom enclature in R7] the tin e dependent Schrodinger equation is rew ritten by
rescaling the tin e variable by t = s. Thism akes it possbl to separate the param eter s
running through a nite range from which goesto In nity

thee ©® = H © © (35)
! ihQ@g (s) = H (s) (9):

The ain is to arrive at an expression for the tim e evolution of the system in the Im it of

! 1 ,namely (s). The adiabatic theoram as proven in the paper ofK ato states that for
an eigenfunction (0) ofH (0) there exists the follow ing approxim ate expression for the real
tin e evolution form ally described by the unitary operator V. (s)

Z
i S
VE 0 = ep — E@Ed ©+0( 7 (36)
0
where H (8) (s) = E (8) (s)
Inthelmiof ! 1 thisexpression becom es exact, indicated by the vanishing deviation—

termm .

Applied to the problem ofan additionalelectric eld, we can determ ine the tin e evolution
for In niely weak electric elds. A cocording to equation (28) can be identi ed with the
param eters ntroduced earlier as

L, e
= : 37)
-2y
Usihg (37) in equation (36) we arrive at
7
i
() = Im exp E()d (): (38)
1o L2 e 0

So the phase factor in equation (34) would be lost by this adiabatic treatm ent.
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4. The hom ogeneous system

4.1. Laughlin’s wavefunction, interaction and correlations

In this section som e well know n features of the hom ogeneous system are collected and partly
adapted to ourgeom etry, since they are crucial forunderstanding and m otivating the quasiolk
excitations.

For the circular gauge of the vector potential In the absence of any badckground potential,
Laughlin has proposed in [B] a Jastrow -type variational wavefunction for the case of Illing
factors = mi wherem isan odd integer,

Y e g
m@iuiay,) = (@ z)" exp  ——— (39)

i< 41@
P icking one electron’s coordinate, say z;, while kesping the others xed, the wavefunction
exhibis N 1)m zeros, m of which appear whenever z approaches another electron’s
position. Thism —-fold zero produces strong correlation holes around each electron which In
tum reduces the Coulom b energy. Since the num ber of zeros of the wavefunction is xed by
the num ber of ux quanta through the system , the only freedom is where to put these zeros.
In equation (39) themaxinum number N, 1)m of zeros isused to create them ost e ective
correlation holes. T hese are the reason for this ground state to be separated by a gap from
the system ’s excited states. N um erical com parisons showed for di erent repulsive interaction
potentials that this trial wavefunction has a big overlap w ith wavefunctions found by exact
diagonalization [3, 7]. Independently Y oshioka, H alperin and Lee [31] found these correlations
in their num erical work.

A long w ith the ground state Laughlin also found the elem entary excitations ofthe system
to be quasielkctrons and quasiholes. Laughlin m apped this system by an analogy to an one
com ponent plasm a and thus identi ed these quasiparticles to have fractional charge mie.
T hese excitations are created whenever the lling factor deviates from is value mi c If it
Increases, quasielectrons are created; on decrease there are additional quasihols. The nite
am ount of energy needed to create one of these particlesm akes the system ncom pressble,
because an in nitesin al change In the system ’s area Which of course changes ) causes
quasiparticles to be created each of which rising the energy by . T hus the com pressibility
is in nite. This Incom pressbility willbe veri ed in section 4.1 5.

41.1. Short—range Interaction

A Ithough the overlbp of Laughlin’s wavefunction wih the exact one is high for Coulomb
Interaction it isnot an eigenstate of the system . Haldane and Rezayi [34] treated the Interac—
tion by m eans of introducing pseudopotentials w th di erent ranges. T hey showed that the
ground state m ainly depends on the pseudopotential param eter of shortest range and that it
is quite robust against changes of the other param eters. T hey found out that the Laughlin
wavefunction is an eigenfunction in the case of a short range interaction which only has the
one nonzero pseudopotential param eter for the shortest distance. T his treatm ent was speci —
cally used on the spherical geom etry and relied on conservation of angularm om entum , which
is not true for our system .

T his short range Interaction was generalized by Trugm an and K ijevelson R9] who w rote
down an analytical form for it without resorting to angular m om entum conservation. A -
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though they used the open plane geom etry we can follow their idea here and show that it
is also applicable to rectangular geom etry. In the paper cited above, an expansion of the
Interaction potential is considered as Vi,+ In temm s of its range b as

X L
Vipy = cbr 2 @) (40)
=0

G olng to the Fourder-space, this expansion is seen to be a Taylor series ofa sym m etric function
n [j (only even powers of fyjappear), which is true for every real valued isotropic potential
which has an analytic Fourier transform in g= 0. T he requirem ent for the potential to have
no singularity in g f{lO is 1l lled if the potential has a nite m ean value, since the Fourder
com ponent V (0) = 0 dr rV (r) is the m ean value of the potential. Thus, ifV (q) is analytic
in g= 0, it is expandablk Into a power series n yf and we can detem ine the coe cients
Cy of Equ. (40). This for exam ple is true for a Yukawa-potential. The Coulomb potential
however does not have this property.

The rsttem ¢y () In (40) vanishes for soin-polarized antisym m etric wavefunctions. T he
leading term in the lim it of am all ranges b thus is

Venort ®) = KFr? (): 41)

T his Interaction was shown R9]to reveal Laughlin’s wavefunction as the unique ground state
for = % . Therefore, using this Interaction instead of the C oulom b potential, we can assum e
the Laughlin-like correlations in the wavefunction, which are m anifest in the relative zeros of
tw o electrons’ coordinates, to be m ore pronounced than for C oulom b interaction.

T he Fourier transform of this shortrange interaction is

Venort @/ 9 42)

In the case of inhom ogeneous system s (section 6) the work of K rauseK yora [36] showed
that using this shortranged interaction is advantageous due to the absence of the long—range
part of the Coulom b potentialw hich causes oscillations in the density pro ke even faro the
actual constriction potential. T herefore, we w illm ake use of this Interaction in parts of the
ollow Ing calculations. The term \shortsange Interaction" and \hard-core interaction" w ill
be used equivalently in what follow s.

Apart from Introducing Laughlin’swavefiinction in the next section, the form alreason for
this interaction to m ake Laughlin’s trial w avefiinction an eigenstate w ill also be investigated.

4.1 2. Laughlin’s wavefunction In rectangulr geom etry

Haldane and Rezayi R2] ported Laughlin’s wavefiinction the rectangular geom etry w ith peri-
odic boundary conditions and they Investigated im purity e ects on this ground state. From
this paper we w ill cite the m any particle wavefinction here since it willbe used in section
4.1 3 to show that the expectation value of the short-range interaction vanishes for this state
and also to construct the quasihole creation operator in section 42.1.

T he starting point is a Jastrow -ansatz which in plies a m any-particle wavefunction that
Separates nto a product of a relative- and center-ofm ass-function, where the relative part
factorizes to a product of functions f (z;  z) each depending only on the di erence of two
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partjEJes’ coordinates z;;z5 wih z; = X3+ ly;. The center of m ass coordinate is given by
zZ = ;Zi- Thuswe can write

Y N, X
Z1i:ttizne) = fzy %)y, @)exp X5 43)
LiL,
<k i
. N P 2 . .
The wavefunction Fy, (2 ) exp ( Lﬂiz ;X7) has the sam e form as a singleparticle wave-
function of an electron n a m agnetic eld containngm = E—Z ux quanta. Its explicit form
R2] is
¥ z z L
Fy, @) = exp®2Z ) 1 ——— 33— 44)
- Lo Lo
where exp ( j.KLZ;) = 1}q5exp(i)
% 1
and exp o Z = ( f*expd + KLi);
2

where #; is the odd elliptic theta function of st kind R5]. It is in portant to note that
#1(@z) / z foranall Zjsuch that Fy_ hasm zeros. The solution of (44) is uniguely de ned
by giving the real wavevector K and thesem zeros Z . The number of linear independent
solutionsof (44) were shown R2]tobeequalto thenumberofzerosZ ,thustherearem . They
cause an m fold degeneracy of the ground state of a hom ogeneous system . A fematively,
according to Tao and Haldane 4], this degeneracy can be regarded as originating from the
translational invariance of the center of m ass wavefinction.

T he function f (z) In 43 has to be chosen such that the periodic boundary conditions are
ful Tled and they have to be odd functions in order to obey the Pauli principle. Like In the
open plane, dem anding an m —©ld zero whenever two electrons approach each other leads to
the single solution

Y . P N e 2
1(2_(J %t) Ly m Ng =1%5
cs @Ziiuizye) = #1 ————Jj— Fy, @)exxp( ————): (45)
i L, L, L.L,
J

Fixing all but one electron’s coordinate and counting the zeros of the wavefunction as a
function of the Jast free coordinate, we clearly should nd N, zeros wihin the unit cell in
accordance w ith the Aharanov-Bohm e ect, as stated In section 3.1 4. It is in portant to note,
that wewill nd an m -f©old zero w henever approaching one of the xed electrons’ coordinate,
giving Ne 1)m zerosin total. Thisisseen from (45). The rem ainingm zeros can be found
in the center ofm ass wavefunction (see Equ. (44)). T heir positions ocbviously depend on the
positions of the other electrons. This is an iIm portant point to m ake, because it show s that
we cannot x these zeros w ith respect to one of the electrons at a certain point. Instead, if
wewant to x a zero of the wavefunction at som e given point w ith respect to one electron’s
coordinate independently of the other electrons’ positions, we have to Insert an additional

ux quantum to gain the freedom of localizing the resgpective zero arbitrarily. In section 42 2
thisw illbe used to create a quasiholk.
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4.1.3. Vanishing short-range Interaction for Laughlin’s wavefunction n rectangular
geom etry

In the previous section the equivalent to Laughlin’s wavefinction in a system w ith periodic
boundary conditions was cited. W hat Trugm an and K ievelson R9] did for the open plane
geom etry is possble to show for periodic boundary conditions as well: T his wavefiinction
yields a vanishing expectation value Wyl for the shortrange interaction, Vgnort given by
Equ. (4l). Furthem ore, also the trial wavefunction for a quasihole which will be given in
Equ. (59) m inin izes this Interaction to zero.

To proofthese two statem ents, we can consider a trialw avefunction of the follow Ing form

Zi1j:ttizw.) = F@ )" f@iiiiz.) 46)

Here#(z)= #1( 1 E—ZJ.LL—;) isused asa shorthandand £ (z;;:::;zy_) isa symm etric finction.
#1 is the odd elliptic theta function of st kind. In the case of Lalgh]jn’s ground state
wavefinction (43) the function £ isgiven by £ = Fy_ (2 )exp( Lljﬁz ixf), with Fy, @)
being the center ofm ass function given in (44). Ifwe take thefrialw avefunction ofa quasihol
excited state, £ = Ejl#’(zk %)Fy.+1@+ %)exp( Iij—;:zl ixf) (@s can be seen from Equ.
(59)). The exact form of £ however does not m atter here; only the fact that it is 2 times
di erentiable and that it doesn’t have any shgularities w illbe used in the follow ing.

W riting the coordinates z = x + iy as ¥ = xe; + ye,, the expectation value of the two

body interaction can be calculated as

VA
X
Wenortl = Fry Py, J @1iiiiime) T V@ oz @7)
i<j
Ne®N 1)Z
= % Fry Py, J @1iitizne) T Venore @ B):
Introducing new coordinatesr = 1y » and r;y = 1 + I, this ntegral can be recast into
Ne® 15 z 2
Wenortl = % Fryidin,  Ery 48)
2
z v )
dr f@iiiiize) F@ oz rc @®);
i< j

w here the short-range Interaction potential was substituted. T he last integral I can be inte—
grated by parts tw ice, resulting in

0 ,1
Z Y
I = Fr r2@ f(z;iizye) Fez z)" A ) (49)
i<
0 ,1
Y
= r2@ f(z;izy0) F@ z" A
i<j
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T he boundary tem s vanish for both steps of partial integration. T he boundary term after
the rst integration contains a factorr @® ) with r , = Inorr 5 = I, as lim its.
A fter the second integration, the factor (¢ ) in the sam e lim is m akes the boundary tem

vanish. A Iso the last expression (49) vanishes, because after di erentiating we can factor out
F(z1 2)F ? that behaves like 7, zF° 2 ifr ! 0. Thus, the positive sam ide nite
interaction energy is zero forboth | the ground state and the quasihole state| and, since this
is the only contrbuting operator in the H am ittonian (@part from the frozen kinetic energy),
those states m ust be ground states of the hom ogeneous systam .

Going to higher powers In j in Equ. (40) and applying the sam e argum ent as before,
the expectation value vanishes as long as j < m . However, since we are Interested in a
lling factor = % = mi, the order 7= 1 in the shortrange interaction is already su cient
to force a threefold zero to reside on every pair of relative coordinates in the ground state.
The reason for that is the Pauli principle which dem ands an odd num ber of zeros on every
relative coordinate. So, the Interaction potential given in (41) has the property of producing
Laughlin’s wavefunction (45) in the case ofa lling factor = % .

41.4. Progction to the bwest Landau kvel

So far we have seen trialwavefiinctions for the hom ogeneous system . Now the m any particle
Ham iltonian given in Equ. (1) of section 3.1 shall be treated by num erical diagonalization

rst In absence of extemalpotentials V. Treating a quantum m echanical system in a nite
basis needs as a prerequisite a reasonable way to reduce the in nie din ensionalH ibert space
to som e subspace of nite din ension while keeping enough degrees of freedom to describe the
essential physics. A s shown above, an electron sub pcted to a m agnetic eld exhibits an
equidistant energy spectrum of Landau—lkvels. T he properties of a fractional quantum Hall
ground state were shown to be reproducible when restricting the state to live in the lowest
Landau level, neglecting adm ixture of higher Landau lvels. Analytically this was done by
Laughlin In B]. From perturbation theory this lin it corresponds to the case w here the Landau
level spacing h! . ismuch bigger than the perturbation of the system , nam ely the Coulomb
iInteraction and the in purity potential.

This restriction to the lowest Landau level will also be applied here. But although it
facilitates num erical calculations, som e other problam s are encountered when progcting to
the lowest Landau level as described below in section 62.

The profction operator Pr 11 can be constructed easily once the sihgleparticle basis
states P;ki= a) Piofthe Jowest Landau level from section 3.1.3 are known. Here a) denotes
the creation operator of the singlk partick state (19) w ith the m om entum quantum num ber
k2 £f0;:::;Ng 1g. W e can build m any-particle states out of them as slater determ inants.
A tematively we can w rite the state In second quantization

Tiriiid. 1= al :::at  Pi: (50)
T he din ension of the basis is EZ and we can num ber the states by ascending m ulti-indices
7 < :::< Jy.,where N, is the number of electrons, N 5 the num ber of single partick states
in the lowest Landau lkevel. T he profction operator can be constructed sin ply as

X
Prip = Tnitiiikedbhics ik & (61)

< e
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The Ham iltonian from Equ. (1) can now be progcted by this operator. T his yields
0 1
h!. Xe X
PrppHPrpp = TN Prrr + Prrr @ Vext @) + Vine s B2 Prin:  (52)

=1 i< j

D ue to the profctors kft an right to the operators, this Ham iltonian only causes m ixing in
the subspace of the lowest Landau lvel. Therefore, this is equivalent to diagonalizing the
unpro gcted H am iltonian in the m any particle basis (50). Stated di erently, we just have to
w rite the operators Veyr and Vir In second quantization where the single- and tw o-particlke
m atrix elem ents are calculated In the basis ;ji. The kinetic energy OszNe is just a
constant and does not a ect the eigenstates at all. Om itting it is equivalent to changing the
origin of the energy scale. This also m akes clear why we have to diagonalize at all, since all
m any-particle states are degenerate w ith respect to the kinetic part of the H am ittonian and
the interaction cannot be treated asa an allperturbation. To arrive at the eigenstates of this
progcted H am iltonian we therefore have to diagonalize

Xs X 1
_ LAY I LY Y L.
Hrrn = Vexty ;3385 + 2vmt]1;32;]3;j4aj1ajza]4a]3' (43)
Jhik=1 Jideidsida

A ctually, there is an additional diagonal single particle operator in the case of Coulomb
Interaction. It is the constant interaction energy of one electron w ith its In ages iIn neighboring
cells B1]. Them atrix elem ents for the interaction and the various extemalpotentials used In
the Inhom ogenecus system are found in the appendix B .

However, In this section we will rst work w ith the hom ogeneous system , thus Vet 0.

4.1.5. Groundstate energis and chem ical potential

T he purpose of these calculations is to m odel a constriction in a fractional quantum Hall
system and investigate how quasiholes near this barrier behave. M ore concrete, the question
w hether sihgle quasiholes can pass through the barrier should be answered. T he dependence
on the barrier’'s param eters w ill be surveyed. To get a m easure of the potentials needed to
create a tunneling barrier (for electrons), the chem icalpotential of the electrons in the system

must be calculated. If the height of the constriction is higher than the chem ical potential,
the electrons can only pass it by tunneling. T he chem ical potential is calculated for di erent
system sizes from 4 to 6 electrons at a 1ling factor % A nother purpose of this calculation
isto con m the system ’s incom pressbility, which is recognizable as a jum p in the chem ical
potential when going from slightly lower to slightly higher 1lling factors than % Tablke 1
sum m arizes the ground state energies, their degeneracies and the gap ofthe system for both,
Coulomb and hard-core interaction for di erent Iling factors around = % . Note that all
energies are given in units of

e2

enu = 54)

N )

where N g is the regpective num ber of ux quanta ofthe system . T hisenergy unit w illbe used
throughout the docum ent. T he energy per electron of the system swith N =N ¢ =4/12, 5/15
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System | GS energy (enu) | energy per electron (enu) | degeneracy gap (ENU)
4/12 C | -1.660765 0415191 3 0.047174
4/11 C | -1.687588 -0.421897 11 0.063354
4/13 C | -1.589986 -0.397497 13 0.064071
5/12 C | 2194106 -0.438821 12 0.052964
3/12 C | -1.072924 0357641 12 0.011904
5/15C | 2.06322 041264 3 0.06313
5/14 C | 2.081965 041639 14 0.05010
5/16 C | -1.98999 -0.39800 16 0.05698
6/15C | 261189 043532 5 0.04643
4/15 C | -1.49802 037451 15 0.03072
6/18 C | 2471389 041190 3 0.06301
6/17 C | 2.488045 041467 17 0.055052
6/19 C | 2396557 -0.39943 19 0.058339
7/18 C | 2.994021 042772 18 0.032446
5/18 C | -1.890334 -0.37807 18 0.016655
4/12 H | 0.0000 0.0 3 0.18049
4/11 H | 0200229 0.050057 11 0205743
4/13 H | 0.0000 0.0 13 0.192552
5/12 H | 0.609253 0121851 12 0.176295
3/12 H | 0.0000 0.0 > 30 n.c.
5/15H | 0.0000 0.0 3 020662
5/14 H | 021559 0.043118 14 0198772
5/16 H | 0.0000 0.0 16 0.199536
6/15H | 0449654 0.074942 5 0235736
4/15H | 0.0000 0.0 > 30 n.c.
6/18 H | 0.000 0.0 3 0195
6/17H | 0215296 0.035883 17 0.133884
6/19H | 0.000 0.0 19 0197
7/18 H | 05257 0.0751 18 01304
5/18 H | 0.0000 0.0 > 30 n.c.

Tabl 1: G round state energies, degeneracies and gap of a system of 4 ::: 6 ekctrons for a
Iling factor near = % The 1rst column speci es the number of electrons, the

num ber of ux quanta and the kind of interaction potential H for hard-core, C for
Coulomb).
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and 6/18 with Coulomb interaction are in agreem ent w ith the values calculated by Y oshioka
n Bll.

From the values in table 1 the cheam ical potential of electrons could be calculated just by
taking the di erence between ground state energies ofa system wih N, and N, 1 elctron.
However, this approach has som e drawbacks which are partly due to the an all size of the
system , partly because of the other quantities that are a ected by changing N .. If we take
a system wih only four or ve ekctrons and change the number of electrons by 1 this
change can hardly be treated as In nitesin alw ith respect to the total num ber ofelectrons, as
dem anded by a reasonable de niion of . In fact, n the case ofl—55 ! 1—65 changing the num ber
ofelectronsby + 1 results In a 1ling of%, which should itself show a fractionalquantum Hall
e ect. The second reason not to calculate the chem icalpotential thisway is ofm ore practical
nature. W hen calculating the C oulom b interaction between electrons, to conserve the overall
charge neutrality, the interaction w ith a uniform positive background of density , = <&

LiL,
is taken Into account. T hus, changing N o also alters this background charge and a ects the

elgenenergy.

To overcom e the problem sm entioned above, Yoshioka uses In 32] a di erent approach to
calculate the chem ical potential for electrons in his num erical nite size studies by tracing it
back to the dependence of the ground state energy on the number of ux quanta. To show
the step In the cheam ical potential, around the FQH-e ect 1lings, the chem ical potential is
calculated for slightly lower ( ) and slightly higher (+) Ilings of the system . This is
calculated In the ©llow ing way. Let E ( ) be the energy per electron at the Iling factor ,

+ _ Ne+1 Ne
electron EGS EGS (45)
= Neg+ DEg( Wet+ 1)) NEo()
—(N+1)E()+N@Eol NEo ()
e 0 e@ Ns el 0
N. @E
= Ep()+——-—2
Ng @
E E
!By )+ —ols) Eo
+
analogously (56)
, Eo( ) Eo
electron EO( )+
N N N
w here = — + = = :
Ng Ng 1 Ng+ 1

Since here only the num ber of ux quanta is varied, the problem of changing the neutralizing
background is not present. T his calculation yields the values from tabl 2 for the chem ical
potential for adding an electron at slightly higher and slightly lower 1llingsthan % . To address
the calculation for hard core interaction, st note that according to section 4.1 3, the ground
state energy in the system w ith hard-core interaction vanishesw henever the wavefunction has
a threefold zero if two electrons com e close to each other. T herefore, at lrast m N zeros or

ux quanta are needed. If there are lss, we arrive at a nite ground state energy. On the
other hand, ifthere isone ux quantum m ore than needed to establish these correlations, the
hard-core interaction vanishes, too. So, adding a ux quantum is a gapless excitation of the
system w ith hard-core Interaction, while rem oving one needs a nite creation energy, since
the correlations have to be changed.
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¥ e? &
SySten electron (m) electron (m)
4/12 C | 027732 -1.1745891
5/15C | 12132899 2091855
6/18 C | 2.1070906 24859929
4/12 H | 7.304929 0.0
5/15H | 11277894 0.0
6/18 H | 15528201 0.0

Tabl 2: Chem ical potential for electrons and quasihols for Coulomb (C) and hard core #H)
interaction

In the case ofCoulom b Interaction, there isa nitebut yet an allam ount of energy to pay
in either case. The negative chem ical potential m eans that the system wants to absorb
electrons until it has reached a ling of % , when the chem ical potential jum ps to a positive
value and stops this process.

Since the elem entary excitations of the system are quasiparticles according to Laughlin
B1, we can relate this jum p in the chem ical potential to the creation energy of quasiparticles.
Increasing the density am ounts to adding quasielectrons, decreasing it can be understood as
adding quasholes. Since the quasiparticles only have mi of an electron’s charge, the creation
ofa quasihole needs = mi , for a quasielectron we need . = mi + . Therefore, for both
interactions we can conclude that the system is Incom pressble, because enlarging the area is
equivalent to inserting quasihols, while com pressing it am ounts to inserting quasielectrons,
which in both cases costsa nite am ount of energy for In niesim al changes of the density.

4.1.6. Correlhtions in hom ogeneous system s

For electrons interacting w ith each other by the hard-core pseudopotential, the ground state
should exhibi Laughlin-like correlations. T his can not only be con m ed by vanishing hard-
core interaction but also by looking at the two particle correlation fiinction
@) = —=ib2 i €+ 5 1)Ji: 57
glz T oN.w. l)JH rt+n p)ji: ©7)
i6 j
T his correlation or pair distribbution function was already used by Yoshioka In [35]. Since
we are calculating in a basis w th quasiperiodic boundary conditions (see section 3.1 .4) this
operator’s m atrix elem ents are a bit di erent from those used by Yoshioka. They are given
in the appendix B .
T he Laughlin wavefiinction has a relative factor of (z; )" for every pair of electrons.
Inthecaseof = 1= 2 it should kad to a correlation finction g (z) that behaves lke £ .

3 m

Evaluating g(z) for each of the 3 degenerate ground states In a systam w ith 5 electrons and
15 ux quanta yields gure 5. The right plot show s the quotient % . The nie valie it
approaches for an all z directly con m s the Laughlin-like correlations.

4.2. Quasholk exciations

A quashole excitation is an excitation of the fractional quantum Hall system to which we
can attrbute particle like properties such as charge and position. T he charge of this ob fct
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gizyz®  +

Figure 5: Two particle correlation function for a system wih NN = 5=15 and hard-core
interaction. T he keft plot show s the correlation function itself, the right plot is the
quotient g (z)=%F. The nite value or 7!
Fjas expected for Laughlin-lke correlations.

0 con msthat g(z) / 3 oranall
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Figure 6: G edankenexperin ent to create a quasihole: A solenoid is pierced through the plane
of the 2DEG in the gapped groundstate at lling = mi and its m agnetic ux
is Increased adiabatically by one ux quantum . The Induced ekctric eld E
doesn’t cause transitions but the charge of e is repulsed out ofthe area A .

was shown to be a fraction ofthe charge of an electron by Laughlin in [B]. A nother argum ent
than the plasn a analogy used by Laughlin w illbe invoked here to m ake this fractional charge
m ore plausble and to get a coarse idea and Intuitive understanding of the connection of ux
quanta and quasiholes. It is the follow ing picture adapted from Shankar [B30].

Im agine electronscon ned In an In niteplanew ith a perpendicularhom ogeneocusm agnetic

eld B . Let the 1ling factor be the fraction = mi,m being an odd integer. The system

is then In a fractional quantum H all state and show s a Hall conductivity of ,, = % while
the Iongitudinal conductivity is zero, xx = 0. The ground state of the system is separated
by a gap from the excited states. T his gap prevents the system from undergoing transitions
in the presence of an adiabatic perturbation. A thin solenoid is pierced through the surface
as depicted in Fig. 6.

The ux through this solknoid | Initially being O | w illbe increased adiabatically to one
ux quantum ¢ = % . Since this is an adiabatic change, the systam ’s fractional state w illnot
be destroyed because it is gapped and the conductivity rem ains as stated above. The tin e~
dependent change of produces an induced eld E by M axwell's equation r E = @B .
This eld is directed tangential to a circular boundary @A enclosing the solenoid (see g. 6).
D ue to the form ofthe conductivity tensor In the fractional quantum H all state, this electric
eld produces a current ow Ing radially away from the solenoid through the boundary @A .
T his current can be integrated over tim e to yield the am ount of charge Q ¢, that is repulsed
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by the insertion of the ux quantum . T his calculation yields
Z z

Q re = dt ds (58)
i L
xyE er

Z, %

dt ds E
= 1 A ]f_ {z-}

dsker

@B
Zo 4
oo T et

- xy O
= e

The total charge that ow s through the boundary whilk Increasing the ux in the solenoid
In thisprocess SQ rep = €, 50 there rem ains a positive charge de cit ofQ ¢, = e Inside the
boundary. T his is the charge that is attrbuted to the quasihol. A s Shankar points out [30],
thinking In this picture, the fractional charge of a quasihole is a consequence of the quantized
conductivity of the system and not vice versa.

42.1. Varationalwavefunction for a quashok exciation

Follow ing the paper ofH aldane and Rezayi R2]we can construct a wavefunction that exhibits
a quasihol excitation. Starting from a fractional quantum Hall system ’s ground state, a
quasihole can be regarded as a zero in the wavefunction relative to all electrons’ coordinates.
A salready stated In section 4.1 2, to x a zero ofthe trialwavefunction at a speci ed position
w ith respect to every electron, an additional ux quantum m ustbe introduced into the system
to gain the desired freedom and in accordance w ith the A haranov-Bohm e ect.

Such a wavefunction of a state w ith a localized quasihol at zy = xg + iyg was given along
w ith the system ’s ground state in this paper R2]. It can be understood as a m odi cation of
the ground state wavefunction “45).

Ye .
hole (Z17 %2y e720) = #1 %ji—i 59)

J=1

Y " i ) L, m

' L T,
<k 2 2 b |
2 N+ 1) 1%
Fy,+10@ + E)W LiL,

If we com pare the ground state wavefunction 45) wih (59), the procedure to create the
quasihole excitation can form ally be seen as am ultiplication w ith a relative zero (sihce # (z) /
z for sm all ¥ for every electrons’ coordinate z; w ith respect to the location of the holk zp.
A dditionally, the center ofm ass function Fy 4 1 (Z ) satis estheboundary conditions forN ¢+ 1
ux quanta and is translated by % . In the G aussian the numberof ux quanta N g is replaced
by N+ 1. Physically this can be interpreted as inserting an additional ux quantum at zg,
m anifest in an A haranov-Bohm phase of2 when encircling zy w ith one of the electrons. T he
Increase of the number of ux quanta is also re ected In the change of the number of ux
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quanta in the G aussian . F inally the center ofm ass coordinate has to be translated which will
appear to be crucial for conserving the boundary conditions.

T hese operations w ill be incorporated into a quasihole creation operator Oy ok (Zg). It
w ill be derived such that acting on the ground state function 45) results In the quashol
wavefunction (59).

hole Z17:::72n.720) = Onole (Zo) (@17:::;2.) (60)

A fter deriving this operatorwe can ket it act on a m any particle basis state ofa systam w ith N g
ux quanta. These m any particle basis states are linear com binations of slater determ inants
of the single particle basis states from Equ. (20) In section 31 4. Since we are addinga ux
quantum by this process, the resulting vector can be expressed In the basis of a system with
Ng+ 1 ux quanta. Ifwe once know how these basis states of the N 5 systam translate to
those of the N4+ 1 system wih an inserted quasihole, the operator can as well be applied
to arbitrary states expressed in the \N g"-basis. From the operator’s de nition it is clear
that it always produces only trial wavefunctions for quasihole states which m ay be good or
not. For hom ogeneous system sw ith shortrange Interaction orw ith C oulom b interaction this
approach w illbe show n to produce excitations that are identical or close to the true quasihole

excitation, respectively.
T he rather lengthy calculation of the operator’s derivation can be found in Appendix A .

422. Creatihg a quashok by pihning of a vortex

Regarding the trial wavefuinction for a quasihol excitation n Equ. (59) from the previous
Ssection, it is possble to m ake two points. First, due to them A zero In the rehtive
coordinates this wavefuinction m ust have a vanishing expectation valie of the short—range
Interaction energy as was shown in section 4.1.3. Second, because of this vanishing ground
state energy, all states only di ering in the quasiolk’s position zg w illbe degenerate. Since
hard-core interaction is a positive de nite pseudo-potential (in spin polarized system s), the
ground state ofa system with Ns= m N+ 1 ux quanta cannot have lower energy than zero.
Thus, Equ. (59) must be a vector that lies in the space of the degenerate ground state of a
hom ogeneous system . So, it must be possble to nd a ground state w ith vanishing energy,
even if the position of one vortex is xed as a quasihole at zg.

This constraint can be in posed to the system by adding a delta potentjal le (%
Xg) (& W) atzp= xXg+ iyp to the Ham ittonian. In the case ofa 1ling factorof = %,djag—
onalizing the H am ittonian w ith short-range interaction (41) m ust then resul in wavefunction
(59), since this is the only wavefunction that at the sam e tim e su ces all constraints: T he
periodic boundary conditions, a zero at zy and 3 relative zeros on every electron. T he part
Fy.+1 ofthe wavefunction 59 stillisde ned by a wavevector K and 3 zerosZ  (see egq. (44))
and hence produces a threefold degeneracy as in the hom ogeneous case.

4.2.3. Quasholks in hom ogeneous system s w ith hard-core Interaction

In this section quasihol excitationsw illbe investigated for a hom ogeneous system ofelectrons
interacting via hard-core interaction. The lling factor issst to = %, realized by No = 5
electrons and N g = 15 ux quanta.

A pplying the creation operator for a quasihole, deduced In section 4 2, to each ofthe three
degenerate ground states ofthe N =N ¢ = 5=15 system results In three quasihole states having
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the hol at the sam e position. T he electronic density of one of these states is shown In Fig.
7, keft plot. T he states are not identical and only after superposition of the three densities a
circular symm etric result is achieved (apart from nite size e ects, see below ), as shown In
Fig. 7, right plot.
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Figure 7: E lectronic density of a quasihole-state created by application of the quasihole cre—
ation operator on the ground state of a hom ogeneous system wih N =N = 5=15
and hard-core Interaction. Left plot: D ensity after application on one of the three
deg. ground states; R ight plot: D ensitly obtained by superposition of the three
degenerate states.

To get a m easure of the charge gy repulsed by inserting the quasihole, a G aussian of w idth
L is tted to the density. The area below this Gaussian is 2 1§ which takes exactly 7= of
the system ’s area. In a hom ogeneous system , this G aussian would therefore envelop % of
an electron’s charge. Fig. 8 show s a quite good agream ent of the the Gaussian (G + %) 1

exp ( %)) w ith the density pro ke which is an indicator of a fractional am ount of charge
Gh = %e that was repulsed by Insertion of the vortex (com pare section 42). The slight
asymm etry encountered in the density pro ke is probably a nite size e ect. In an In nite

system the cut must be symm etric. Still unclear is the stability of this excitation. The
pro gction ofthe quasihole-state to the eigenstates of the hom ogeneocusN =N ¢ = 5=16-system

gives the answer: The excitation lies com pletely inside the space of the 16-fold degenerate
ground state (see gure 9), hence it is an eigenstate itself and a gapless excitation as In the
case oftheaddition ofa ux quantum in section 4.1 .5. By application ofthe quasiole creation
operator on each of the three degenerate ground states of the hom ogeneous N =N g = 5=15-
system , three linearly ndependent degenerate states w ith eigenenergy zero and a quashole
at the desired position could be created. Stated di erently, the space of quasihole excitations
is a three-din ensional subspace of the ground state sector ofthe N =N g = 5=16-system . This
is true for every point in the uni cell the quashol is created. T he vanishing eigenenergies
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Figure 9: Absolute values of proection coe cients of a quasihole state created by application
of the quasihole creation operator on one of the ground states ofthe N =N = 5=15-
system by procting on the eigenstates of a hom ogeneocus N =N ¢ = 5=16-system .



4 The hom ogeneous system 35

in system s w ith hard-core Interaction are an indicator for Laughlin-lke correlations between
the electrons. Bearing the construction of the quasiole operator in m ind, it is clear that
these correlations | established in the ground state of the hom ogeneous = % sy stem | are
conveyed by the operator to the state containing a quasihole.

A sdescribed In section 42 2, there is an altemative way to insert a quasihols by pinning
a ux quantum through a delta-shaped potential at a xed position. In the absence of
other extemalpotentials and using hard-core interaction this results in a threefold degenerate
ground state w ith vanishing energy, as expected. T he density of one ofthese states looks very
sin ilarto the resul gained earlier by m eansofthe operator (see eft plot n Fig. 7). P ro cting
this quasihole state to the eigenstates of the hom ogeneocus N =N ¢ = 5=16-system show s that
this excitation lies com pletely inside the space spanned by the 16-fold degenerate ground state
vectors ( gure 10). T herefore the stability ofthisexcitation is cbvious since it isan eigenstate
again. T his is of course Independent of the position where the hole was created.
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Figure 10: Absolute values of pro gction coe cients of the quasihole-state created by diago—
nalizing a N =N g = 5=16-system w ith hard-core interaction and a delta potential
by procting on the eigenstates of a hom ogeneous N =N ; = 5=16-system .

A nother interesting feature of the m ethod using a delta potential to create quasihole excita—
tions are the excited states of such a systam . A salready known from Tab. 1, n a 5/16-system

there is a 16-fold degenerate ground state. P lacing a delta potential into such a system , which
is chosen to have a much an aller Integral energy than the gap of 0200enu, should cause a
m ixing m ainly w ithin the ground state sector. C om pared to the gap of a hom ogeneous 5/15—
system , the gap of this system is alm ost unaltered, which con m s that there is negligble
m ixing between states lpelow and above the gap. T he diagonalization w ith a delta-potential
Vdetra = 00lenul;L; qujl m 1) at the origih @y = 0) yields the spectrum in Fig. 11.
T he threefold degenerate ground state w ith zero energy is con med. The 16-fold ground
state splits into three di erent energy bands, two ofwhich are m ade up out of three, one out
often alm ost degenerate states. Evaluating the densities for these states reveals their nature:
The 10-Pd quasitdegenerate subspace consists partly of states looking like superpositions of
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quasiholes located at positions that are di erent from ry. Thebest exam ple is state 11, whose
density is given in Fig. 12 (right plot). The quasiholk seam s to be localized m ainly at the
origin. The slight dip In the density at ry isa comm on feature of these 10 states, but m ost
of the other 9 eigenstates have a m ore com plicated density pro k. Nevertheless, another
sign that supports the nterpretation of these states to be quasihol ground states at di erent
positions w illbe given In section 5.1.

A qualitatively di erent picture is obtained for the three higher states 13,14,15. The
superposiion of their densities show s a ring lke structure around the delta’s position, as
found In Fig. 12 (left). T his looks very m uch like an excited state of the quasihole. T he inner
radis of this ring is about 21, the outer one about 3.
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Figure 11: Lowest 20 eigenenergies of the 5/16-system w ith hardcore interaction and a delta
potential at ¥y = 0. The gap of a hom ogeneous 5/15-system is given for com pari-
son.

424. Quasholks in hom ogeneous system s w ith Coulom b Inhteraction

Agaln a system of 5 electrons is chosen, the m agnetic eld causes a ux of 15 ux quanta

through the unit cell, but the electron interact via the C oulom b potential. T he sam e quantities
as in the case ofhard-core Interaction are Investigated. B eginning w ith the density, an obvious
di erence between the quasihole created by delta potentials in contrast to those obtained by

application of the operator (com pare Fig. 13 (left) and Fig. 14), is, that the fom er ones
show a four fold symm etry axis. Another way to com pare the both m ethods of creating a
quasiholk is by looking at their spectral decom position. The states are proected onto the
eigenstates of a hom ogeneous 5/16-system . This reveals another di erence: In the case of
Coulom b Interaction the quasihole generated by a delta potentialhas an aller contributions of
the excited states than the one generated by the operator. T his can be attrbuted to the fact
that the operator was derived from Laughlin’s trialwavefuinction, which is exact for hard-core
interaction, butwhich in tum isonly a good approxim ation in the case ofC oulom b interaction.
A side from the profction coe cients I ;jthem selves, the energy of the quasihole states can
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cation ofthe creation operator to a ground state of the hom ogeneous 5/15-system .
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obtained from the tree deg. ground states.
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Figure 14:D ensity of a quasihol in a 5/16-system with Coulomb interaction and a dela
potential obtained as the ground state by diagonalization.
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Figure 15: Absolute values of pro gction coe cients for a quasihole-state w ith C oulom b inter—

action cbtained by projcting on the eigenstates of a hom ogeneous 5/16-system .
Left plot: Q uasiholk is generated by the creation operator. T he excitation energy
is 0:0023975enu above the G S. Right plot: Quashol obtained as ground state
from diagonalization w ith a delta potential. Tts excitation energy is 0:00079831enu
above the G S.
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be com puted by using Equ. (61) and the known eigenenergies E ; of the hom ogeneous system
X
E = i j_sz it (61)

i

Tab. 3 show sthe results forboth | C oulom b and hard-core interaction. O bviously, quasihole
states are no longer eigenstates of the system when Coulomb interaction is in use. Further-
m ore, the delta potential created quasholes have excitation energies which are lower by
approxin ately a factor of three com pared to those ocbtained by m eans of the operator. The

System | M ethod (=)
5/15 C | operator 0.0023975
5/15 C | delta potential | 0.0007983
5/15 H | operator 0.0
5/15H | delta potential| 0.0

Table 3:Com parison ofthe excitation energy (@bove G S) ofa quasihole created by app lication
ofthe operator to a hom ogeneous 5/15-system s's ground state and by diagonalizing a
5/16-systam w ith a delta potential forhard-core #H ) and forCoulomb (C ) interaction.

stability of a hole excitation in the system wih Coulomb interaction is not cbvious In ad-

vance. To clarify this, the tim e evolution of the occupation num bers ny (t) is surveyed. T his

quantity can be calculated according to Equ. (62), once the spectral decom position of the

quasihole-state into eigenstates of the hom ogeneous 5/16-system and thus its tin e evolution
(t) is known,

ny®) =h ©Ra;j ©i: 62)

Fig. 16 shows the tim e dependence of nj(t). The color code indicates the occupation
probability of the single particle state j (x-axis) at time t (y-axis). In a hom ogeneous 5/15-
system the occupation of a single particlke state is equal% . In contrast in Fig. 16 the states
around j= 6 :::9 have a lower occupation probability due to the inserted quasihol. Thisdip
in the occupation is nearly constant In tim e and only show s som e m inor oscillations. Since
the quantum number j is coupled to the point X 4y = rqu around w hich the single electron
state is localized, we can conclude from the constance ofnj () that the hole doesnot m ove in
x-direction. A sboth axes —x and y —ofthe unit cell in thisparticular system di eronly by the
selected gauge, we can Infer that there can neitherbe a m otion ofthe quasiol in y-direction.
Instead it rests in them iddle ofthe cellw here i was created and show s som e breathing m ode
like oscillations. T hese can be observed by calculating the density as a function of tim e.

4 3. Conclusions on hom ogeneous system s

Laughlin’s trial wavefunctions for the ground state and quasiholexcited state In a hom o—
geneous system at = % were Introduced and shown to be eigenfunctions for a special
short-range interaction.

In a hom ogeneous system known resuls were reproduced thereby verifying our calcula—
tions. T hisyields eigenenergies from w hich the chem icalpotential forelectrons is calculated
and the incom pressibility of the system is con m ed for both | Coulomb and short—ranged
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| interaction. The correlations were found to be identical to those of Laughlin’s wavefiinc—
tion and the short+range interaction energy thhort—rangeiG s Is understood to be a suiablk
indicator for this. Based on the trial wavefunction of a quasiol exciation adapted to our
geom etry, a quasihole creation operator could be derived. Its validity was veri ed by look—
ing at the properties of the excitation it produces upon application to the ground state of a
hom ogeneocus = % systam : T he excitation carries a fractional charge of%e and lies n the
ground state sector (as expected) for short—ranged interaction, thus having excitation energy
0. For Coulomb interaction a nite excitation energy is found.

An altemative m ethod of creating a quasihol isby xing one vortex ofthem any-particle
wavefiinction in a system with one ux quantum in excess N 3= 3N+ 1); thiswaspossble
by diagonalizing this system with a delta potential to pin one zero of the wavefunction.
C om paring the ground state cbtained this way to the excitation created by the quashole-
operator reveals both approaches to be equivalent for shortranged interaction. In the case
of Coulomb interaction an energetically lower (factor of 4) quasihole excitation is obtained
by the second procedure. Sm all contributions above the ground state of the hom ogeneous
system to this state cause a breathing m ode oscillation, but the quashole is still stable.

A nother interesting feature ofa delta potentialin a system with Ng= 3N .+ 1 ux quanta
are localized quasihole states at the potential’s position. T hese w illbe of use in the follow ing
section to create a setup where tunneling can be observed. Furthem ore, excited states of
the quasihole at the delta potential w ith a ring-lke structure were found. To som e extent,
results from section 5 indicate these states to be qualitatively di erent from the lower lying
ones. Analyzing them m ore thoroughly could be the m atter of further work.
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5. Tunnelng of quasiholks between dela potentials

Oneain ofthiswork isto investigate the ability of quasiholes to tunnelthrough a constriction
in the system . Before tuming to this m ore com plex problem , a much sin pler case will be
Investigated here. The question is whether there is evidence for quasiholk tunneling in our
system at all. A setup that is helpful to shed light on this was already found in section
423: A system of N, electrons interacting via hard-core interaction, Ng = 3N .+ 1 ux
quanta and a delta potential. The \additional" ux quantum was found to have a threefold
degenerate localized state at the delta potentials position. Introducing into this system
a second delta potential at a di erent position should result in tunneling of the quasihol
between the localized states at the one delta and the other. Analogous to the picture of a
single particle tunneling through a potential barrier, the role of the barrier is played here
by the space between the delta potentials where the quasiholk has to pay much energy to
live. If tunneling occurs, sym m etric or antisym m etric linear com binations m ade up out of
the localized states should be observed to form the ground state and lowest excited states,
respectively.

T he idea behind this construction isto assum e the system ofN . electronsandN = 3N+ 1

ux quanta to be e ectively treatable as a singlequasihole system . One has however to

rem em ber that this sihgle quasihol lives on the background of the hom ogeneous system ’s
fractional quantum H all state. T his state can be thought of as the vacuum w ith respect to
quasiholks. Retuming to the single quasiparticle picture, ket us denote the 1-th localized state
of the quasihok at the delta potential i as jli;, where i= 1;2 and 1= 1;2;3. O fcourse, n a
system w ith two delta potentials these states are no longer eigenstates. Instead we usethem as
a basis and try to cbtain a reasonable estin ate for the ground state and lowest excited states
w ithin this subgpace. T he restriction to this gpace can be justi ed by perturbation theory,
since due to the symm etry of the problem w ith respect to exchanging the delta potentials,
the states jli; must be degenerate. They have some energy = hljH jli; for i = 1;2 and
1= 1;2;3, H being the Ham ittonian ofthe system w ih both dela peaks. Them ixing due to
tunneling m ust therefore be m ost dom inant for Ebese states and we w ill take it into account
by a Bardeen-type tunneling Ham iltonian He= o tyols ohl%5+ t50 3% 1 b3

N ow , there needs to be an assum ption to set up the tunneling coe cients t ;0. To render
a connection between the quantum num ber 1 and som e physical cbservable, one has to keep
in m ind that the threefold degeneracy of the quasihol state em erged from the (threefold)
degeneracy of the ground state of the hom ogeneous system at = % . The latter degeneracy
originated from conservation of the center-ofm assm om entum P, . Retuming to the system
w ith a quasihol and one delta potential, there are three orthogonal quasihole states at every
point zg in the unit cell. So there must be another operator | call it G (zg) (like the cen—
ter ofmass Py, In the hom ogeneous case) | that comm utes wih H and whose eigenstates
discrin Inate three orthogonal eigenvectors w ithin this subspace. If G is independent of the
point zy, we will be abl to separate the quasiol state sector into three eigenspaces of G
and hbelthem by 1= 1;2;3. O f course, i is possble that G (zg) depends on the position
zg of the quasihole. But however it is tem pting to assum e that i does not. Then it would
be reasonable to suppose that the tunneling coe clents t 1;p only depend on w hether the two
coupled states jli; and J%, lie in the sam e eigenspace of G, 1= 1, or if they lie in di erent
ones 16 1. This assum ption yields tunneling coe cients t o= pot+ @ )t thw2c

TheHam iltonian H = + Hy can be w ritten In the basisb of the direct sum ofthe ground
state spaces of a quasihole at the one delta or the other: b= fili;; Rij; Bii; Li; Ris; Bisg,
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w here the states are labeled by the eigenstates of the suppositional operator G . Hence the
H am iltonian has the follow Ing m atrix form

0 1
0 0 t & 4
B o 0 & t u&
Bo o 4 ot
H=E & n : (63)
Bt ¢ g 0 o
€y t g 0 oA
t § t 0 0
Tts eigenspectrum  is
eig(H)=£ ; ; it it ot g (64)
= 2h¥  FH+2x+uf
= F &7

If L+ wj> Ij then > and the spectrum has the structure consisting of one lowest
eigenstate followed by a two—-fold eigenstate ,anothertwo-©old + and a highest
onewih + . Thisstructurew illbe recognized in the num erically cbtained spectrum in the
next section.

51. System wih two dela potentials and one ux quantum in excess

In a systam of 5 electrons and 16 ux quanta there is a 16-©ld degenerate ground state In
the hom ogeneous system , as seen from Tab. 1. Two delta potentials shallbe introduced into
this system . Their Integral potential energy is chosen very sm all, such that they will not
cause strong m ixing between states below and above the gap. Introducing only one delta of
height 0:01LLenu produces the spectrum shown In Fig. 11 of section 4 2 3. T he splitting of
the 16-fold degenerate ground state isbelow half of the gap’s size. Ifwe are to Introduce the
second delta and want them ixing above the gap to be negligible, the am plitude ofboth deltas
has to be yet a bit sn aller to be on the save side. Here we chose a height of 0:005enulL 1L,
forboth deltas at the positions (0:0;0:5) and (0:5;0:5) in the unit cell. D jagonalization yields
the spectrum seen in Fig. 17, red plot. T he ground state sector exhibits a golitting, where
the lowest six energies form a band that is supposed to orighhate from the coupling of the
two tin es three degenerate ground states for the quasiholes localized at the two delas, as
described before. T hese states should therefore be sym m etric or antisym m etric superpositions
of elgenstates for the quasiholk at the left or the right delta. T he structure of this spectrum
is the sam e as expected from the sinplmodel Equ. 65). A sihgl ground state, two pairs
of two fold degenerate states and a single highest state. T he density of the ground state is
given In Fig. 18. It shows two dips at the positions of the delta potentials which in tum
are Jocated n a \trench" of low density connecting the two potential peaks. This picture
suggests, that at this distance (! 5L) between the delta potentials, the delta peaks still can
not be treated asdecoupled. T herefore a splitting of the degenerate states is already visble at
this distance, as seen from the spectrum in Fig. 17, red plot. To detem ine ifthis state j i is
a superposition of a quasihole ground state located left and one located right, the profction
coe cients of j 1 onto the eigenstates ofa system w ith one dela at (0:0;0:5) (called system 1
in the Pllow Ing) and onto those of a system w ith a delta potentialat (0:5;0:5) (called system
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Figure 17: Spectrum ofa 5/16-system with two delta potentials 0:5L; apart; red plot: Both
delta potentials have a prefactor of 0:005L,Lyenu; green plot: The prefactor is
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Figure 18:D ensity ofa 5/16-system w ith two delta potentials (strength 0:005L1L,enu) being
05L4 apart. Thetwo dips in the density (location ofthe potentials) are connected
by a \trench" of low density.
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Figure 19: P roection coe cients for the state w ith two delta potentials onto the eigenstates
of the system w ith only one delta potential at the left or the right position. The
distance between the potentials is 0:5L 4. The gap of the hom ogeneous system is
02enu.

2 In the llow Ing) are calculated. D ue to realvectors (for this special choice of positions), the
coe cientsn Fig. 19 are real, too. A st point to m ake is that contributions of states above
the gap (02enu) are am all. If the ground state j i of the systam w ith both deltas would be
a symm etric or antisym m etric linear com bination of the ground states of the system s w ith
a singlke delta and if the eigenspaces of localized quasihole states at di erent positions were
orthogonal, one would expect half of the state to lie in the ground state sector of system 1,
the other halfto lie In the ground state space of system 2. Unfortunately these spaces are not
orthogonal. T hisnon-orthogonality results from the fact that a quasihole excitation created at
an arbirary posiions in the unit cellalways lies in the 16-fold degenerate ground state space
of the hom ogeneous system . D ue to the sym m etry upon exchanging the two dela potentials,
the pro fction coe cients however m ust have the sam e m agnitude for system 1 and system 2
(if the corresponding state on which is projected isnon-degenerate). To take into acoount the
overlap between the threefold degenerate ground state spaces of system 1 and system 2, the
am ount of the wavefunction that resides in the product space can be calculated as follow s.
F irst the progction of j i onto the eigenspace of systam 1 is perform ed. T he resul is given
in Fig. 19. The part of the wavefunction that is progcted by Pgg1 Into the ground state
sectorw illbe called j gg1i= Pgg1J i. Tt m akes up 60:5 per cent of the state. T he \rest" of
the state not lying w ithin this space, (I PBgs1) , is of course orthogonal to the ground state
space 1. It willbe procted in a second step onto the eigengpace of system 2. T he resulting
absolute values are given In Fig. 20. A bigpart j gs22¢s511= Pgs2 @ Pssi1)J1iliesin the
ground state space 2. It am ounts to 345 per cent of the whole state. The total am ount of
Jj 1 ying In the sector spanned by both ground state eigenspaces of system 1 and system 2,
respectively, is jist given by the squared nom N %= h gs1J cs1i+ h gsze6s1] cszzesii
and results In 944 per cent. Thus the assum ption for the state to be m ainly an equally
weighted linear com bination of the ground states of the quasihole localized at the lft or at
the right delta potential iscon m ed.

Another Interesting nding is that there are nearly no contributions from the states
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Figure 20: T he contrbutions of excited states of system 1 to the ground state pro fcted onto
the eigenstates of system 2. A high overbp w ith the ground state is found. The
states 14,15,16 around E; Egg ” 0:76 do not hardly contrbute.

14;15;16 around E ; Egs = 0:776enu in Fig. 19. This is another indication that these
three states are qualitatively di erent from the ten states around E; Egg ’ 0:035enu, as
already proposed in section 42 3.

To determ ine w hether the ground state is a sym m etric or antisym m etric linear com bina—
tion of the ground states of system 1 and system 2, looking at the phases of the proction
coe cients cannot give an answer to this question. T he reason is sin ply that the phase ofan
eilgenvector jli; In system 1 is arbirary. T he phase | or the sign In our case of real vectors
| of the coe cients in Fig. 19 thus depends on the arbitrary choice of the respective eigen—
vector's phase. The only m eaningfilde nition ofa sym m etric or antisym m etric w avefinction
m ust take into account the form of the contrbuting eigenstates of system 1 and system 2 in
x-gpace. It has to be checked if the superposition is an odd or an even function w ith resgpect
to Interchanging the delta potentials. For thispurpose Fig. 18, which isthe electronic density
can be regarded as the density ofthe quasihol wavefunction. To get a quasihole-density from
this plot, one has to subtract from them ean electronic density (5 in the unitsused here) this
pro k: Theminima in Fig. 18 becom e m axin a and vice versa (inversion of the gray scal).
W hat was called \trench" earlier now becom es a \ridge". This shape of the wavefunction
w ithout a node between is two m axin a one would call a sym m etric linear com bination or
a binding orbial in atom ic physics. T his qualitative shape of the quashole waveflinction
ism ore easily recognizable In Fig. 21, where a cut through the density along the x-axis is

shown.

5.2. D istance dependence of the tunneling

For an aller distances between the delta peaks the coupling due to tunneling is expected to
ncrease because the w idth of the \barrier" decreases. T his dependence w ill be investigated
here. In Fig. 21 a cut through the density parallkel to the x-axis at y = 05L, is plotted for
di erent positions x;1 of the second delta peak. The rst one is kept xed at (0:0;05). For
distances 026 the plots reproduce the two dips at the respective positions of the delas.
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Figure 21:Cut through the density along the line between two delta potentials in a 5/16—
system for various positions x; of the second delta. The st delta is xed at
xg = 0. A qualitatively change occursbelow x1 / 02L, ' 2]y where the two dips
m erge Into one.

For an aller separations, there is a qualitative change and the curve for x; = 0:1L4 only show s
one dip located In the m iddk of the two potentials. This qualitative change occurs at a
separation of 21y ¥ 02L,. It is understandable, sihce the spacial extent of a quasihol is of
the order Iy (W idth ofthe G aussian tted to the density, see Fig. 8). If the delta potentials
com e closer than tw ioe this extention the states’ overlap of localized quasiholes keft and right
becom es very large. T he state that is preferred then is a quashole situated in between both
delta potentials. This can be infered from the density Fig. 21 aswell as from the soectrum

depending on the potentials’ separation Fig. 22. For x = 0 the spectrum evolves into the
state of a localized quasihole at the origin. For am all separations between the potentials (ie.

23%) the energy of all states rises, but the structure of the spectrum rem ains the sam e. The
rise In energy can sin ply be attributed to the potential energy caused by the dela potentials
sitting on the slope of the quasiholk’s state w here the wavefuinction has sm allm odulus but is
not zero. At a sgparation around 2} the sym m etric or antisym m etric state of the tunneling
begins to be favored.

T he dependence of the eigenspectrum on the distance between the two delta potentials,
Fig. 22, depicts at the point x = 0:5L, the situation from Fig. 17, red plot. The six lowest
elgenenergies are very close to each other. D ecreasing the distance Increases the solitting
between thean . The com parison to the m odel at the beginning of this section, which lad to
Eg. 65, show sthat the spectrum evolves a bitm ore com plex than expected. T he highest state
doesnot splito asmuch w ith respect to the higherpair of degenerate states asthe lowest does
to the Iower pair (@s it should be according to the m odel). T herefore, the m odelm ade above
isnot applicable. Thism ight be caused by m ixing w ith higher states but the lowest six, which
w as neglected before. T hese higher states correspond { as stated above { either to quasiholes
being localized at di erent positions than those of the two deltas under consideration or to
excited states of the quasihole at the deltas’ positions. A nother reason m ight be the in uence
of the delta potentials on the \vacuum " state, ie. the fractional quantum H all state w ithout
any quashole, which is the background on which the single quasiparticle lives. Tt could cause
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Figure 22: Spectrum ofa 5/16-system depending on the spacing between two delta potentials
(strength = 0:005L1Ljenu each). At x = 0 the two delta potentials e ectively act
as a single one. Left: lowest 7 eigenstates. R ight: Splitting between the 5. exc.
and the ground state. A qualitative change for x < 021y can be observed.

deviations via iIn uencing the tunneling m atrix elem ents. Ifthere are m ore than the proposed
two di erent coe cients t and t ;, the calculated spectrum m ight be reproduced. A Ihough
the sin plem odelin the beginning of this section doesnot apply unm odi ed, it is evident that
the splitting of the six lowest states is due to the tunnelcoupling. The dependence of the
energy di erence between the highest of these states and the ground state energy produces
Fig. 22. The splitting Increases w ith reduoced distance betw een the two deltas untila distance
of 02L, " 21 at which, as said before, the quasihol begins sitting in between the two delta
potentials. T his distance sets the lower lin it for the tunneling regin e on the spacing betw een
the potentials.

5.3. Asymm etric dela potentials

Even at a distance of 5y between the delta potentials there is still a coupling of the states
w ith a localized quasihole on the kft delta and those where the quasiholk is pinned by the
right one. To con m , that this tunnel coupling is distance dependent w ithout resorting to
the spectrum , the follow iIng m odi cation is m ade. The symm etry of the system is broken
by Increasing the height of one delta, whilk decreasing the other. The higher one, located
at (00;0:0) willhave an am plitude of 0:006L 1L enu, the lower one at (0:5;0:0) has a height
of 0:004L,1Lyenu. These values were chosen such that the di erence in the peak height is
a bit larger than the splitting of the lowest six energies observed in Fig. 17, red plot. The
asymm etry in the \binding energy" of 0:002enu between a quasihok localized at the left and
one at the right delta potential was chosen such that at a spacing of x = 0:3, the tunnel-
golitting of about 0:045enu Fig. 22) should dom nate the process. The goectrum for the
asym m etric case is given by the green points in Fig. 17 and is very sin ilar to the sym m etric
case, but the splitting betw een the six low est states should now correspond to statesw here the
quasiholk is either localized at the kft, stronger delta, giving low er energy or at the right one,
resulting In a higher eigenenergy. A cut through the density (averaged over degenerate states
2,3 and 4,5) can be found In Fig. 23. The asymm etry origihating from the di erent peak
heights is quite pronounced. The three lower lying states 1,2,3 have the quasihol stronger
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Figure 23: Cut through the density along the x-axis fora 5/16-system w ith two delta poten—
tials, one is xed at (00;0:0). Its strength is 0006L 1Lyenu. T he second delta has
a strength of 0:004L,Lyenu. Left plot: T he second delta is situated at (0:5;0:0).
R ight plot: The second dela sits at (0:3;00).

localized at the larger delta potential at x = 0, while the three higher ones { 4,5,6 { show a
stronger dip In the density at the delta at x = 0:5L;. D ecreasing the distance between the
deltas m ust increase the tunneling and therefore favor the sym m etric or antisym m etric state
if the tunnelcoupling exoeeds the asym m etry In the deltas’ peak heights. For a distance of
x = 03L4 this results In density pro ls ke in Fig. 23. The asym m etry between the deltas
is still strongly visble in the lower three states, whike the upper three states are already very
symm etric. A qualitative di erence between the lower and the higher three states now can
be attrbuted lss to the place where the quasihol is localized, but to the sym m etry of the
states: T he lower three ones favor a low density between the deltas, whik the upper three
ones have a peak In the density in between. T his situation resem blesthe case ofa coupled two
Jevel system , where we have sym m etric and antisym m etric lnear com binations of the singlke
system s’ eigenfunctions. But stillthe asym m etry in the densiy between both delta potentials
is visble. In the 1im i ofm uch stronger tunneling, the state m ust becom e sym m etric. In the
ideal case, from the calculation with asym m etric delta potentials, it is possble to extract
inform ation about the distance dependence of the tunneling m atrix elem ent t. Starting at
large separations, tunneling is negligible and the quasiholk state localized at the higherdelta is
favorable. D ecreasing the distance until the tunneling becom es dom inant over the asym m etry
we should | at su cient strong tunneling | end up In a symm etric density pro ke (@s seen
in the sym m etric case). T he reason why this cannot be seen clearly in our system isdueto its
nite size: Even at a separation ofhalfa unit cell, the tunneling is still quite strong. Thiswas
already anticipated from the density pro le in Fig. 18 (\trench" in the density between the
potentials), from the nite splitting ofthe ground state sector in Fig. 22 at x = 05 and nally
also con m ed by the density pro ke In Fig. 23. If the tunneling was negligble, the latter
density plot would have to show the quasihole localized at the higher delta for the ground
state, whilke it should reside at the lower delta in the excited state. A lthough this tendency
is visble, it is already superposed by the e ect of tunneling. T he energy splitting between
these states m ust be com parable to the di erence In the peak height, which is however true
(com pareFig. 17, green plot). This Iower 1im it on the tunnel coupling given by the nite size
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of the system dem ands a stronger asym m etry in the peak height. O n the other hand, going
to an all distances between the potentials, the tunneling regim e was seen to be lim ited at a
Separation of’ 2L (saturation in Fig. 22, localized quashol between the deltas in Fig. 21).

54. Conclusions on tunneling of a quashok between dela potentials

Two delta potentials in a system wih an additional ux quantum are found to be a good
m odelsystam to get a view on tunneling of quasiholes. T he ground state ofthis system could
be shown to be to a high degree (944 per cent) a linear com bination w ith equal coe cients
of the quasiholk ground states localized at the potentials, thus giving an evidence that the
description in tem s ofa single-quasiparticle picture isvalid. A lthough the spectrum becom es
com plicated for strong tunneling, forweak tunneling its low est energies resem ble the structure
obtained by the sim plem odel jist considering tunneling betw een the low est localized quasihole
states.

A s a side e ect, the classi cation of the excited states below the gap (see section 42 .3)
could be substantiated: States wih a ring-lke structure were found to be absent in the
spectral decom position of the tunnel setup’s groundstate, w hereas all states w ith low er energy
contributed.

T he expectation was con m ed that tunneling should Increase w ith decreasing distance
between the potentials. Tt would be Interesting to com pare this distance dependence w ith the
overlap of the quashole wavefiinctions. The saturation of the tunnel splitting for distances
an aller than 2]y however tells us, that the dependence of the tunneling on the overlap can
only hold for su cient large separations.

The nite size ofthe system was found to give a lower 1im it on the strength ofthe tunneling,
whereas the nite spacial extent of the quashole wavefunction on the other side dictates an
upper bound for it. T hese lim itations prevented the calculations w ith asym m etric potentials
to yield quantitatively usable resuls. H owever, these lin itations were not exhausted yet. A s
seen from Fig. 12 In section 4 2 3 there is an excited eigenstate ofa quasihole localized m ainly
at the position diam etrically opposed to the delta potential. Ow ing to is orthogonality
to the quasihole ground state, choosing two diam etrically opposed points w ithin the unit
cell to place the delta potentials w ill probably resul in weakest possible tunneling (as also
Intuitively expected). T herefore one could start w ith a sn aller asym m etry In the peak height
and possibly extract the distance dependence of t from the point of crossover between the
asym m etry-dom inated and the tunneling regin e.

Possible further work could also include a com parison of the resuls cbtained here to those
for electrons (or holks). The sam e calculations at a 1ling factor N =N, where Ng= N o+ 1
would describe single-hole tunneling in an alm ost lled Landau level. T he program [37] used
for the calculations perform ed here is also capabl of calculations near the 1lling factor = 1.
A nother interesting proof for the tunneling w ould be to prepare the system In a statew here the
quasiholk is localized at one delta potential and to evaluate is tim e evolution. A n oscillation
of the quasihol between the localized states should be cbservable.
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6. Inhom ogeneous system s: Constrictions n the FQH regin e

6.1. M odeling the constriction

A fter having seen iIn section 5 that the quasholes Indeed show tunneling between two dela
potentials, the ain is now to Investigate their behavior if they are not bound to point-like
potentials but are allowed to m ove in a system with a constriction. W e want to infer their
trangport properties In a fractional quantum Hall system w ih a constriction directly from
theirm otion in the tin e dom ain.

T he systam to be considered therefore not only sub Fcts the electrons to a hom ogeneous
m agnetic eld, but also to som e extemal potentialV (x;y). T his potential serves to m odel a
constriction for the electrons. Its shape is that of a wall that crosses the systam parallel to
the y-axis w ith a notch of controllable w idth and depth inside thiswallwhich form s a sort of
a passage through it.

Two di erent kinds of potentials are used here. The rst one is a Gaussian shaped
barrier, the second type is a \delta" barrier in k-space. The rst type is just a potential n
x-space. Since the calculations are to be perform ed in the periodic basis derived in section
313, thepotentialaswellhas to m aintain the discrete translational sym m etry in order to be
treatable in thisbasis. Put di erently, V (x;y) hasto com m ute w ith the m agnetic translations
found In equations (9) and (10). Sihce V (x;y) only contains the operators x and y, every
periodic potentialw ith a period ofone unit cell (in x—and in y-direction) com m utesw ith these
translations. T he part of the potential creating the \wall" parallel to the y-axis therefore has
to be m ade periodic In the x-direction. T his is done by a superposition of G aussian pro ls,
each ofwhich is Jocated in one unit cell,

2 X 2
Vi an®) = s exp ( A ];Ll)
¥ WLq)
k22

(65)

Tts height is given in the overall energy unit e—% de ned by the coulomb interaction and it is

centered around x¢ In the x-direction in every unit cell. T he din ensionless param eters s and
w control the height and the w idth of the potential respectively. T he singleparticle m atrix
elem ents for the basis functions (20) in the Iowest Landau-Jdevel n = 0) can be calculated
straight forwardly and are found In appendix B, Equ. (93).

These m atrix elem ents are, as already anticipated from the translational Invariance In
y-direction of V, o1 X), diagonal in k. Therefore In the m any particle system , the potential
only causes a m ixing of states In subspaces w ith constant total y-m om entum . Further on,
these elam ents are real, which is an advantage for the num erical diagonalization .

To \cut" a notch into this wall, a second potential Vo IS superposed. In x-direction it
inherits the shape 0fV,, 411, In y-direction it is sim ilarly G aussian shaped. It is de ned as

e X ® x+ kLq)?
Vhotch &7y) = Snotch_g exp ( WL )2 ) (66)
k22 !
X (v %+ nLp)?*
exp ( > :
WnotenLi2)

n272

T hem atrix elem ents can again be com puted exactly and oneendsup w ith Equ. (94), appendix
B.
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T he shape ofa typicalpotential can be seen In Fig. 24. T he colored lines are equipotential
lines, the color code represents the height. x—and y-axes are the coordinates In the uni cell.
O ne technical point is the adjustm ent of the depth of the notch in the barrier: For a w idth
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Figure 24:G aussian shaped potential V. (x;y) = Vyan &) + Vioren K;y) of a constriction ac—
cording to Eq. (65) and (66). T he contour depicts equipotential lines.

larger that approxin ately 0:3L, the G aussians of neighboring cells begin to overlap. By this
the e ective peak height at yo is higher than de ned by Shorn - T his overlap has to be taken
into account when setting the param eters (in our program this is done autom atically) to keep
the potential positive de nite.

6.2. Corrections from the next Landau kvel

A sdescribed in section 4.1 4, them any body problm w illbe treated n a niebasiscontaining
only states n the lowest Landau level which is equivalent to diagonalizing the profcted
Ham itonian Py H Prrr, . W hile the crucial properties such as the gapped ground state,
the Incom pressibility, the correlations and quasihol excitations were seen to be reproducible
in this truncated basis, a problem occurs when evaliating expectation values related to the
kineticm om entum operators. Thisw illbe described in the follow ing.

6.2.1. Vanishing kinetic m om enta

In a strong m agnetic eld an elctron is expected to respond to an applied n-plane electric
eld by a drift perpendicular to E' and B . T his E <crossB drift velocity vg,, is caused In our
case by an extemal potential V (x) = enuVy (x=ly), which ism easured in the overall energy
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unit enu = % de ned by the Coulomb interaction. So we cbtain

E, 1 ev

Vaiy = B m!c&
e? @Vy

ilam @ x=L)
S AV .
h @ @&=k)

T his drift velocity thus is in portant if the extermal potential varies on our energy scale over
length scales com parablk to the m agnetic length. It will be seen, that for creating e ective
tunneling barriers, the potentialw illbe of the order of the C oulom b interaction and it varies
from zero to its peak value w thin a few 1. So the drift velocity is not negligble.

O n the other hand, calculating the expectation value of the kinetic m om enta for a state
w ithin the lowest Landau level retums zero. To obtain non-vanishing contridbutions, a correc—
tion from higher Landau-levels is necessary, since these operators are identically zero w ithin
the lowest Landau level.

Vanishing kinetic momenta ; and | In the lowest Landau lvel form ally m eans that
Pr1ur mPrrn = 0. Equivalently, thiscan beexpressed asvanishingm atrix elem entsh0;kj ;0;ji=
0 where i= x;y.

Taking the wavefunction from (19) and using that y and oocr{n%e with t Xp)

and m aking use of Equ. (7) to express the kinetic m om enta as  x = &Z!Ci(ay a) and
v = &ZIC @Y + a), the statem ent above is appreciated as follow s
X 5
ho;ljjrb x:y:D;jiprb = hofkjjrb x=y eXp( ik )J& (2 j+ )L_ + kLl :D;Ol (67)
k2 7Z 2
x %
= m;lj)rb eXp( ik ) & @ j+ )L_ + kL x:y:D;Oi
k27 2
x :
/ h0; 13 exp( ik )& @ J+ )—+kL; @ a)P;0i

L
k27Z z

= ho;ljarbjL;jiprbz 0:

Thism eans that the quantum m echanical current operator only yields non-vanishing contri-
butions if the wavefunction has contributions In higher Landau lkevels. Thisw illbe analyzed
m ore precisely In the follow Ing sections.

6.2.2. Perturbative contrbution of the st Landau kevel

To solve the contradiction between the vanishing kinetic m om enta and the expected EE B
drift, the am ount of adm ixture of the second Landau level due to the electric eld caused by
the potential is calculated.

This is a singke particke e ect and hence it is su cient to consider the single particle
Ham iltonian which can be separated in the kinetic part ke in (3) { here called Hy { plusa
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perturbing extermalpotentialV , w hich w illbe acocounted forby perturbation theory. LetV (x)
be a potential only depending on the x-coordinate that additionally possesses a periodiciy
w ith respect to the unit cell’s size. T hus the wavenum ber k rem ains a good quantum num ber,
m eaning that there is no m ixing of eigenfunctions w ith di erent k caused by V (x). The
eigenfunctions of the unperturbed systaem H ( are known from (19). The rst order correction
n perturbation theory now reveals

il - X k¥ x)in jki skl )

E0 E

ném

C o RO Gk Diki+ Lk 6 Pkl Ak
- C

In the second step all higher Landau—levels except for the rst two were neglected. The
appearing m atrix elem ent can be calculated usihg the basis in direct space from (20). Due
to the diagonality in k all wavefunctions only have strong contributions in the vicinity of
Xk . So a Taylor expansion ofV (x) around Xj m akes sense. The lnear tem w ill cause a

sition between neighboring Landau levels. T his follow s from the orthonom ality relation
1 dx exp ( >3)H1r1 ®)Hpn ®) = om 2“n!p_ for Hem iian polynom ials. Thus, all higher
term s of order n produce contributions only between Landau levelm and m n and can
therefore be skipped w ithout increasing the error of this approxin ation. The rem aining
m atrix elem ent can be calculated analytically, where the Taylor expansion of V (x) is used.
T his leads to the m atrix elem ent

1

, b @v
kv x)il;ki = p= — : (69)
2 6x 4
U sing that, the correction of {;ki becom es
1 Qv=th!
= pe 0t gk 70)
2 Gx=l 4

The formula (70) indicates that the correction of the wavefiinction however is an all if V. does
not vary much in units of h! . over distances of order of the m agnetic length ly. To lowest
order, the w avefiinction ram ainsnom alized w hen adding the correction term . So it ispossible
to calculate the expectation value of the current in y-direction in this new state as

h yi =  @0;kj+ tk)  (Pjki+ kih) (71)
l @Vz(h!c) \ .
= 2p= ——-——— ho;k Jki
A= Jyvd
1 @V

| @X

.c X
|—{z=}
= ek

m

EGEX = de;y

In the rst step the vanishing m atrix elem ents of | In the sam e Landau—evel was used as
well as the hem iticity of this operator. T he second step nvolves the explicit calculation of
h0;kj (dljki= 91—5% in direct space. Thuswe gain the resul for the drift current which was

classically anticipated from the E° B drift. T his correction, as stated above, is In portant if
V vardes on the energy scale enu over a distance of order L.
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6.2.3. Hellm an-Feynm an T heorem

Another way to appreciate the correction from the last section is via the Helln an-Feynm an
theoram . T his theorem is applicable to param eter dependent eigenvectors of a H emm itian op—
erator depending on the sam e param eter. T he param eter In question here is the phase factor
from the periodic boundary condiions In Equ. (14), which isusefulwhen calculating the
kinetic m om entum . T he param eter appeared origihally in the eigenvalie equations for the
periodic boundary condition Equ. 14), buthowever it ispossbl to apply a uniary transfor-
m ation lke in section 315, Equ. 1), which causes to reside in the Ham ittonian’s kinetic
y-m om entum , as shown In Equ. (23). By this transformm ation, the transform ed eigenvectors
obtain a xed phase factor %= 0 for the periodic boundary condition in y-direction. D ue
to its unitarity, the transfom ation does not a ect any observable, especially all eigenvectors
are transform ed by the sam e transform ation U (y) to becom e eigenvectors of the transform ed
Ham iltonian H® = U (y)HUY (y). A fter transom ing, the Helln an-Feynm an theorem (for
exam ple from [R6]) is applicable to this problem .
Now assum e we have the sam e system as in the previous subsection | nam ely a single-
particke problem w ith a potentialV (x) | and have calculated the eigenvectors ofthe H am ilto—
nian H ° which aredenoted by %; i.Nom alized eigenvectors assum ed, we have @ihk; L i=

0, from which jb]]ows@}é("jjl; i=  hk; %%.Inourcaseweyjeld forH °
tk; H°4 i = By, xa (72)
0
QEy, Qy; i CH .
@ = hk; ]@— Ey; Ey; )+ bk; j@—jl, 1:

W here ;) denotes the K ronecker symbol. Kegping In m ind the -dependence of ,, the
derivative ofH © can be expressed as@@H— =

m Ly

between the energy digpersion and the current as

w - Thusfork = lwe arrive at a connection

miLzh = @ Ey 73)
W hat we actually calculate when restricting the basis to the lowest Landau—level are not
the eigenvalues of H 0 pbut those of P11, H OPLLL where Py 1,1, is the profction to the lowest
Landau-level (see section 4.1 4). Further on, because V (x) only depends on x, this potential
does not m ix any of the eigenstates In the lowest Landau—Jlevel. T hat’s why the basis states
are already eigenstates of the system , only their degeneracy is lifted and replaced by the
follow ing dispersion

h'!c .
By, = — tk ¥ ki (74)
|
’ S+ V(X
> ( Xy; )
L Qv
'@Ek; ’ @V(Xk;)= 2;]&
s X
_ Yev :
B L2 X !

Xy,

w here in the second step the localization of the basis states around Xy, asseen from Equ.
(20) was used together w ith the assum ption of only an all variations of the potentialV (x) on
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the length of Iy. In the Jast line the de nition ofX ¢; from the sam e equation was taken into
acoount. M erging Equ. (73) Into (74), we gain the sam e result as obtained in the previous
section by m eans of perturbation theory. If, on the other hand, this perturbation is not taken
nto account,  willbe zero (according to section 62.1) which will lead to a contradiction
between Equ. 73 and 74. In the case of the current operator, the contrbutions from the next
Landau level are necessary and su cient to arrive at a consistent picture for the profcted

system .

6.2.4. Corrected kinetic m om enta

In the previous sections i was shown that consistency is achieved only if the drift currents
due to adm ixture of the next higher Landau level is taken into account. T he reason for this
sin ply lies In the nature of the perturbation expansion. R estricting the wavefunction to the
lowest Landau kevel m eans that it is the solution of the perturbation to zeroth order {;ki.
O n the other hand, the eigenenergies w e calculate are eigenvalues ofa H am iltonian containing
the externalpotentialV (x) and especially the diagonaltem sh0; k¥ P;ki, which are already
corrections of rst order in perturbation theory for the energy. T hus it is not surprising that
nconsistency appears ifwe evaluate an operator ( ;) In a state that was cbtained by taking
the Imi h!. enu. The correct procedure is to rst take into account m ixing of higher
Landau-levels by perturbation theory, calculate the expectation valie and take the lin i at
the end. The reason for this is, that the operator iself can have m atrix elem ents whose
contribution between ad-poent Landau levels diverge as we take the lim it.

In the singleparticle system it is easy to correct for this lack, as shown in section 62 2.
Since the extemal potential is the only perturbation here, Instead of working w ith the eigen-
vectors In st order perturbation, we can directly put this correction into the single-particle
operators of which we w ish to evaluate the expectation values, nam ely the current operators.
Review ng Equ. (71), we cbtain the sam e result for the expectation valie if we correct the
operator  with the follow ing additional term

6.2.5. Corrected current densiy

The resuls above were only shown for the y-com ponent of the m om entum . But clearly the
corrections cannot depend on the gauge, thus they m ust taken into acocount also for the x-—
direction. W hat we are interested in here is not the expectation value of the m om entum but
rather the quantum m echanical current density, which is (as a sihgleparticle operator)

J @) = G & ®+ @& 6G ; (76)

NI

with G being the velocity operator. As seen from the sections before due to the proction
obviously G & mi~ as expected from the correspondence principl is not valid. A lso the
calculated correction for ¢ in Equ. (75) cannot be used generally, rstly because it depends
on the gauge and therefore cannot be applied to x and secondly it was assum ed that the
potential only depends on x. A m ore rigorous approach for deriving the velocity operator
Just using the features of the proctions of x and y onto the lowest Landau level (as used by
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Shankar in [30]) is found in appendix B 2. This approach yields a di erent kind of current
density operator w hich doesn’t have any contribbutions from the kineticm om enta but is sin ilar
to the correction term calculated by perturbation theory

1 @V (®
Yk @) = ® = + hwc: (77)
2m ! Qy
o ey = e 1 QV @ h
RA 2m . @x ©

D ue to its agreem ent w ith the corrections calculated before and its consistency w ith Ehren—
fest’s and Helln ann-Feynm an’s theorem , this current density is believed to be the correct
one. Another feature can be directly deduced from its formula (77). T he current density is
perpendicular to the potential’s gradient. By this, the electrons ow along the equipotential
lines as expected in high m agnetic elds. Thisw illbe seen in Fig. 25.

6.3. Quasholk exciations in inhom ogeneous System s

A fter having con m ed the stability of the quasihole states in section 424 for Coulomb
Interaction and in section 42.3 for hard core Interaction and having seen the additional
feature of belng a ground state of the hom ogeneous system in the latter case, we now want
to nct a quasihole into an inhom ogeneous system and calculate its tim e evolution. First
we are considering a weak potential that actually is no real constriction for the electrons but
which for sure doesn’t destroy the correlated state.

63.1. W eak potentials

Fora system of5 electronsand 15 ux quanta w ith hard-core interaction, di erent soft-walled
potentials are Investigated. T he shape of the potential is a wall w ith a notch Inside. The
depth of this notch is the only param eter which is varied in what ollows. The height of
the potential was chosen such that the fractional quantum Hall state of the system is not
destroyed. This is con m ed by com paring the chem ical potential for adding an electron
(from Tbl 2) of2:9le—% to the peak height of the potential (see TbLl 4). The system is In
a regin e, where electrons can sin ply overcom e this barrier. T herefore, the density hardly
regoonds to the barrier potential, which can be seen as a sign of incom pressibility (com pare
Fig. 25). Rather than as a tunneling barrier, the potential should in this case be regarded as
a source of a digpersion E (k) for the di erent singlke particke states k. This In tum causes a
dispersion for the m any particle states which are serving as a basis. This digoersion should
cause a quasihol to m ove, due to its charge. In Fig. 25 this motion can also be found
in the electronic current density calculated according to Equ. (77). The current is due to
the electrons drift along the equipotential lines. This can be con m ed by com paring the
current density to Fig. 26. A lthough the quasiholes have positive charge a sin ilar m otion is
to be expected for them since not only the Lorentz force of the B — eld depends on the charge
but also the force by the constriction potential: For electrons it is repulsive, for quasiholes
attractive.

A quasiholk is generated at the initial position (02;0:0) and its tim e evolution is calculated.
D ue to the additionalquasihole there are now 16 ux quanta Inside the system . Fourdi erent
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rho

Figure 25: Left: E kectronic density of the ground state for the inhom ogeneous 5=15-system .

T he potential is de ned by the values from Tbl4 , the depth of the notch is

Due to the weak potential there is hardly a response of the density

0:04enu.

R ight: Current density for the sam e state. The current ows

along the equipotential lnes.

(incom pressibility) .
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values for the depth of the notch are chosen. T he potential lJandscape for those values along
w ith equipotential lines are plotted in F ig. 26.

2

H eight ofbarrier (e—]o) W idth ofbarrier (L1) | W idth ofhole (Ly)
01 04 03

Table 4: Comm on param eters used for all barrier potentials. O nly the depth of the notch is
being varied.

C lassically we can assum e that the quasihole | treated as a charged particle of charge gy, =

%e| should follow the equipotential line it was created on. A potential w thout any notch
should lead to a downward drift of the quashole. Shallow notches in the potential cause a
slight deform ation of the equipotential lines. A s long as the equipotential line the quashole is
starting on does not com e close to the saddle point of the potential, no qualitatively di erent
picture from the case wihout any notch is expected. In the case of an equipotential line
crossing the saddle point of the potential, the quasihole has two possbilities: It can pass
through the barrier as well as it can pass by. A yet stronger notch leads to equipotential
lines connecting the left and the right part of the system . A quasihol starting on such a line
should therefore pass from the left halfto the right half of the system . T he calculation ofthe
density’s tin e evolution for an initial state w ith a quasihol in the position xXp0e = 02 and
Vhole = 0:0 hasbeen perform ed to con m or diam iss these expectations.

The density of an initial state is found in Fig. 27. This state is created for each of
the potentials separately by application of the quasihole creation operator to the ground
state of the NN ¢ = 5=15-system with the resgpective barrier. The densities however all
ook very sin ilar to Fig. 27, which again is due to the an all in pact of a shallow barrier
on the incom pressible system . Like In section 42 4, the tin e evolution of the singl particle
occupation num bers is com puted. A s an illustration that goes beyond occupation num bers,
for distinct points in tim e the electronic densities for the system s are calculated.

Attmet= 0 gures 27 through 31 look sin ilar: The quashol can be identi ed w ith the
quantum numbers 1 :::5 which are lss occupied than the average (%) which results n a
density sin ilar to the one n Fig. 27. Fig. 27 illustrates the occupation numbers in the
case of no notch inside the barrier. The barrier thus is translationally nvariant along the
y-axis. This m eans that i cannot cause any m ixing of states w ith di erent k, sihce the
crystalm om entum in y-direction is conserved. H owever, the barrier causes a dispersion In
the single particle states E (k) which m akes the quasihol drift downward in paralkel to the
barrier. This drift cannot be infered from Fig. 27, but i was con m ed by calculating the
density as a function of tine. The form al reason for this drift is the phase di erence the
expansion coe cients acquire due to the dispersion.

If we cut a shallow notch into the barrier (com pare Fig. 26, up right), m ixing of single
particle states takes place and causes the occupation numbers to ful 11 a m ore Interesting
evolution, as found In Fig. 28. Starting at the sam e initial position as before, the quashole
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Figure 26: Contour plot of the extemal potentials. Left up: No notch; right up: D epth of
notch 0:02enu; keft down: Depth of notch 0:04enu; right down: D epth of notch
0:08enu.
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Figure 27:Left: Density of the initial state or t = 0 wih a quashok at (02,0.0) (look—
iIng sin ilar for all potentials). R ight: Single-particle occupation probability ny (t)
depending on tin e for the system w ithout a notch.
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Figure 28: T in e evolution of the single particle occupation num bers ny (t) for a quasi hole
nitially at (02;00). D epth of the notch is 0:02enu.
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seam s to m ove along a periodic tra pctory that has its closest approach to the barrier at
approxim ately 250 :::300h=enu and reaches is farthest distance at t= 0 and t’ 550h=enu.
This is In agreem ent w ith the expectation that it should follow the slightly curved, periodic
equipotential line it started on. Fig. 29 (rght) is a plot of the density at t = 500h=enu,
w here the quasihole has alm ost reached its starting point again, due to the periodic boundary
conditions. T his explains the periodicity In the occupation num bers.

A nother interesting nding in Fig. 28 (left) are the points In tim e, w here the signature of
the quasiholk becom es clkear (t= 0, t’ 550h=enu) and those where i appears to be washed
out (£ = 300h=enu). The density for the point t = 300h=enu where the quashol is not
clearly visble in the occupation num bers reveals Fig. 29, left. The cause for the appearent
disappearence is due to an accum ulation of charge directly cbove the quasihole. T his am ount
of charge ocbviously com pensates locally for the quashol’s charge de cit and therefore m akes
the dip in the occupation num bers vanish. For Jater tim es (t= 500h=enu) this accum ulation
of charge seem s to decay again. (see Fig. 29, right).

yily
¥y

0 02 0.4 06 0.8 1
L, L

Figure 29: Left: Density at t = 300& In a system wih a shallow notch (depth 0:02enu).
T he quasihole is \chased" by som e charge accum ulation centered at ’ (0:30;0:83)
Right: Density at tine t= 500& of the sam e system . T he charge accum ulation
is decaying again, the quasihole alm ost rearrived at its starting point.

The m oving quasihole seam s to create som e excitations of the systam as a side e ect. The
fact that the charge de cit of the quashol is aln ost cancelled out at t = 300h=enu by the
charge accum ulation renders the speculation tem ptative to assum e the accum ulation to be a
quasielectron. But apart from this indication there are is no direct veri cation.

A notch of depth 0:04enu lads to an equipotential line that connects the starting point of
the quashole with the potential’s saddle point (see Fig. 26). The Interesting point is the
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Figure 30: Left: T in e evolution of the occupation num bers for the quasihole and a depth
of notch 004enu. Right: Density at tine t = 380% for the sam e system : The
quasihole is spread out along the equipotential line.
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quasihok’s behavior when arriving at the saddle point, w here it has the possibility to passby
the barrier aswell as it can cross it. In Fig. 30 this point is reached at about t= 200h=enu.
U ntil this tin e the quasihole clearly m oves tow ards the saddl point. Shortly later the plot
suggests that the hole splits or spreads out. At t’/ 380h=enu there are two areas, one to
the left the other to the right of the barrier, In which the occupation num bers are lowered.
C om parison w ith the density In Fig. 30 con m s the assum ption that the form erly spacially
localized quasihole isnow spread out along theequipotentialline. T hepart keft to thebarrieris
m oving dow nw ard the right part ism oving upw ard. D ue to the periodic boundary conditions
it ishard to draw conclusions for later tim es, since several in ages of the quasihole, that have
passed the borders of the unit cell, are superposed.

O bviously, thiskind ofpotential causes a m ore com plicated behavior. N am ely the spolitting
ofthe quasiholk at the saddl point cannot be understood classically. O nem ight think of it as
a superposition oftw o states, the one ofwhich having a quasiolk lkeft to the barrier, the other
one one to the right. H ow ever, this interpretation was not checked, but could be investigated
by procting the system s wavefunction (t) to the one or the other nal state.
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Figure 31:Left: T Im e evolution of occupation num bers for the quasihole niially at (02,0.0)
fora notch ofdepth 0:08enu. R ight: D ensity fort= 280h=enu for the sam e system .
T he quasihol around ’ (0:65;0:80) has passed the barrier.

Finally, in the case In which the notch is very desp the behavior resem bles qualitatively that
ofthe shallow notch, only rotated by 90 degrees: T he quasihole travels along the equipotential
line and arrives on the right side of the (W idely opened) barrier. At t= 280h=enu In Fig. 31
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the quasihole can be identi ed as the dip In the occupation numbers 9:::11 . Com parison
w ith the density In Fig. 31 show s the hol which for the m ost part is on the right of the
barrier. Here again, to the left and to the right of the quasihol the density show s two areas
of charge accum ulation, sim ilar to case of the shallow notch m entioned earlier.

To end w ith, the ollow Ing concluisions can be drawn from this section. Shallow potentials
can be regarded as sources of digpoersion, but do not a ect the densiy of the incom pressible
state to a big extent. Thisdigpersion leadsto an E B -drift of charged quasiholes. Inserting
a quasihole on an equipotential line that doesn’t com e close to a saddle point of the potential,
the m otion of the quasihole coincides w ith the classically expected E B -drift.

W hat exactly happens at the crossing point of equipotential lines is unclar, but a su—
perposition of two states both carrying a quashole on di erent sides of the barrier seem s
plausible. A s seen from the system oftwo delta potentials, tunneling of quasiholes ispossible.
T he situation found here is not much di erent, since classically the quasihole m ust strictly
stay on the equipotential line it started on. If how ever equipotential lines left and right ofthe
barrier com e close to each other near a saddl point of the potential, com m unication betw een
quasihol states on the left and those on the right takes place and the quasihol can partly
pass over to the other side. Follow ing this process, the part of the quasihol resting on the
left side travels on in is original direction, w hile the part on the right m oves in the opposite
direction along the equipotential Iine. T he quasihole being soread out along the equipotential
line (Fig. 30, density) resam bles the behavior in the systam of two delta potentials, where
there was a high occupation probability for the quasihol between the two peaks. Further
investigations should focus on the state obtained after the quasihole crossed the saddle point
of the potential. This could be done by profcting it to an assum ed nal state.

In these Inhom ogeneous system s the quasiholes su er from dispersion e ects due to their
gpacial extent, which causes a deform ation of the quasihole. N evertheless, in systaem s where
the quasihole does not com e close to any saddl point of the potential, it did not decay
during the tin e to cross the unit cell. Larger system s w ith shallow potentials should lead
to less distortion, because the extent of the quasihole w ill be realtively sm aller. A relatively
narrow er spacialextent also m eansthat the curvature ofthe digpersion E (k) hasa lowere ect
on the quashole. This is because the E B -drift of a singleelectron state is proportional
to @@—i (section 62 .3, Eq. 74) and in a bigger system the extent of a quashole In k-space is
relatively narrower aswell. T hus all single-particle states \carrying" the quasihole m ove w ith
approxin ately the sam e drift velocity and hence the deform ation of the quashole is low .

It would also be interesting to have a closer look at the described e ect of charge density
accum ulation along the trace the quasiholem oves. T he question here isto check ifthem axin a
in the electronic density can be identi ed w ith quasielectrons or if they are charge density
w aves excited by the charged quasihole m oving through the system . T hey were found to be
created spontaneously and also decayed m uch faster than the quasihole W hich is stable, apart
from its deformm ation). A quasielectron therefore seem s to be the less plausbl explanation,
since we would expect its features to be m ore sin ilar to those of a quashole.

6.3.2. Strong potentials

The weak potential in the previous section did not force the density of the system to zero
Inside the barrier. Therefore it is not an appropriate choice to m odel a constriction lke a
point contact. To create an e ective barrier for the electrons a stronger potential of the order
of their chem ical potential is needed.
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A system wih a barrer enforcing a strong dip in the density is investigated here. This
barrier can not yet be regarded as a tunneling barrier since the density below it is still too
high. Compared to the chem ical potential of 2:91%, its height is roughly %. The = %
lled system again has 5 electrons and 15 ux quanta. T he electrons interact via hard-core

Interaction. An in pression of the potential can be gained from its contour plot In Fig. 32.

H eight of barrier (e—]o) W idth ofbarrier (1) | D epth ofhole (e—]o) W idth ofnotch (L)
05 02 025 0.05

Tabl 5:Param eters of the potential to create a tunneling barrier. T he param eters are de ned
n Eg. (65) and (66).

¥y

Ly Ly

Figure 32: Left: P ot of the potential w ith param eters given In Tb1l 5. Right: Resuling
electronic density ofthe ground state ofthe 5/15-system w ith hard-core Interaction.

T he eigenenergies of the ground states of a system wih 15 and 16 ux quanta (see Tbl 6),
respectively, show that in a system w ith a barrier it ism ore favorable to havem ore ux quanta.
T his leads to a negative energy per ux quantum @ddinga ux quantum lowersthe energy).
Tt isunderstandable, ifone kegps in m ind that the incom pressible state ofa 5/15-system needs
all the available zeros of the wavefunction to reduce the hard-core interaction and thus does
not have any freedom to react to the barrier. The addiional ux quantum in tum allows
to x a zero near the barrier's peak to reduce the potential energy and still has the freedom
to reduce the interaction to zero. In the 5=16-system the expectation valuie Wharg corelgs Of
the interaction potential decreases trem endously by a factor of approxin ately 9 (see Tbl 6)
com pared to the 5=15-systam . So there is a tradeo between reduction of potential energy
and interaction energy.



68 6 Inhom ogeneous system s: C onstrictions In the FQH regin e

W hen looking at the excitation energy ofa quashole, these energies are alw ays given w ith
respect to the ground state energy of the 5/16-system w ith barrier. A nother point to m ake
is that, In contrast to the hom ogeneous system , the energy of a quasihole state depends on
the position where the hole is created. Thisw illbe surveyed in the follow ing section.

System | G S energy (e—]o) Interaction energy hvshort—rangejGS (e—b)
5/15H | 0.803164 0179325
5/16 H | 0.676082 0.020571

Tabl 6:G round state energies and Interaction energy hvshort—rangeiGS of system swih 5
ekctrons and 15 or 16 ux quanta, respectively. The potential is de ned by the
param eters from Tbl 5. By inserting an additional ux quantum , the interaction
energy can be reduced by approxin ately a factor of 9.

6.3.3. Exciation spectrum in dependence of the quasholk’s posiion

T T
yho|e§'|:2 = 8? —
Yhole/t-2 =Y. 1 —=--=--
0.18 = Yhole/Lp = 0.2 -------- 7
Yhole/Lo = 0.3 -
0.16
0.14
3
w012 |
LI
0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04 ' ' ' '

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Xhole/I-l

Figure 33: Excitation energy E for quasiholes inserted at di erent positions Knole;Ynoe) I
the unit cell. T he quasihole was created by application of the creation operator to
the 5/15-system ’s ground state. T he excitation energy is calculated according to
equation (61).

Fig. 33 shows the dependence of the excitation energy on the position the quasihol was
created. It reveals that the energy of a quasihole Inside the barrier Knoe = 05;Vhoe = 00)
is close to the groundstate energy of the system . Holes created further away have higher
energies. T his in plies, that the ground state of the 5=16-system should be a state, n which
the quashol is som ehow distribbuted inside the barrier. The variation of the energy w ith
the y-ocoordinate of the quasholk is quite Iow . The reason is the relatively narrow notch of
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0:05L, ¥ 05]y. The quasihol, having a characteristic size of Iy, cannot resolve this short
ranged potential variation. T he structure In the density varying on the scale of Iy in Fig. 32
corroborates this.

The density in Fig. 32 show s that although the barrier does not yet force the density
to zero, it has a strong imn pact on the areas besides the peak of the potential. Here, the
electrons tend to reside in two stripes paralkel to the barrier w ith a highest probability close
to the notch. The local lling factor is about 20 to 100 per cent higher than % W hether
the correlations | which are crucial for the fractional quantum Halle ect| stillexist in the
inhom ogeneous system , can be answ ered by looking at the interaction energy of the hard-core
interaction forthis state. A ccording to Tbl. 6, the Interaction energy of0:17%nu takes round
about 22 per cent of the ground state energy. The com parison to the system wih 16 ux
quanta show s, that here the interaction is only 0:021lenu, which takes up only 3 per cent of
the totalenergy. T his again forti es the assum ption, that the system w ith one ux quantum
in addition hasm ore freedom to react on the barrier than the system at = % 1ling. This
agrees w ith the com parison of the densities n Fig. 34 (left) ofa system wih 16 ux quanta
to the one In Fig. 32 in the case of 15 ux quanta: T he reaction on the barrier potential is
much m ore concentrated near the actual potential in the st case, whilke in the latter case
the potential has a m ore long—range in pact on the density. In addition, the density below the
barrier takes lower absolute values in the case of an additional ux quantum . In conclusion
it can be stated that an additional ux quantum Jads to a relaxation of the com petition

between interaction and potential energy.

6.3.4. Quashok exciation by a deka potential

Applying the m ethod to create a quasihole by m eans of a delta potential introduced into
the inhom ogeneous system has the sam e e ect as In the hom ogeneous case: O ne zero of the
wavefiinction is pinned at the dela’s position. Sin ilar to the case of hom ogeneous system s
w ith Coulom b interaction, here the quasihole state created by thism ethod resuls in a lower
energy. A s an exam ple, a hole was created at ®noe = 00;Vhore = 0:35). Its excitation energy
above the ground state is 0:10109%nu. In contrast the energy obtained for the operator-
generated hole as shown in Fig. 33, yellow plot at x = 0, isabout 0:18enu above ground state.
Again we nd the delta potentialm ethod resulting in a lower excitation energy com pared to
the operator generated state. The reason for this is the quasihole creation operator that
was deduced from the trialwavefunctions for the hom ogeneous system . Applying it to the
ground state ofan Inhom ogeneous systam resuls in a m ore or less good approxin ation for the
quasihol state. In contrast, diagonalizing w ith an addiional ux quantum and the constraint
ofa xed zero In the wavefunction allow s the system to bene t from its degees of freedom
optim ally. Fig. 34, (right) show sthe density for the state obtained in thisway. In the viciniy
of the barrier it aln ost looks identical to the state w ithout a quasihole (left). O ne di erence
is the absolute value of the density below the barrier: The density rose In the case of the
infected quasihole. This is In agreem ent w ith the explanation, that to m Inin ize the potential
energy, quasihols are pinned below the barrier. Fixing one away from the potential must
increase the density below the barrier.
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Figure 34: Left: D ensity of the ground state of a 5=16-system w ith the potential de ned by
Tbl 5. Right: a quasihol excitation is created by a delta potentialat (0.0,0.5) in
this system . T he E xcitation energy isE Egs = 0:10109%nu. The pro ke ofthe
densities near the barrier are the sam e, only the absolute depth in the right plot
is Jess, because now one quasihole is \m issing".

6.4. Overcom ing the ncom pressbility at the constriction

The incom pressbl nature of the ground state in the fractional quantum Hall regin e has
an in pact on the system ’s reaction to an Introduced barrier potential. By com paring the
density pro ke of ground states of system s w ith a barrier, one of which having a 1ling factor
of = % the other owning an addiional ux quantum , we can see a di erent behavior. It
can be traced back to the incom pressbility at % 1ing where the chem ical potential of a
hom ogeneous system has a step. It is the reason for a nite am ount of energy needed to
create a pair of quasipartickes (quasihole and -electron) (see section 4.1.5). Introducing an
extemal potential into this systam , these particles are created and allow the system to adapt
(if the potential energy is higher than the creation energy of a quasiparticle pair). But, due
to the nite energy to pay, the system is rigid. M oving o the fraction of % by Increasing the
number of ux quanta, the excessive quasiholes are available In the system \for free". T hey
m ake the system becom e m ore adaptive to the extemal potential. T he densities for such two
system swere already investigated in section 6 .3. F igure 32 depicts the case where the 1ling is
%, w hereas the left plot in gure 34 show s the sam e system w ith an additional ux quantum .
In the latter system , the area In which the densiy is lowered by the barrier is much m ore
Jocalized around the barrier potential. The system at % n contrast show s a m ore long range
In pact of the barrier.

Another way to explain these di erent reactions of the systam s can be attributed to the
concurrence between the interaction energy and potential energy of the electrons. T hinking
in tem s ofthe wavefiinction, we can quantify the Interaction in case of a hard-core psesudopo—
tential by the positions of the wavefuinction’s zeros In the relative electron coordinates. W e
have a vanishing hard-core interaction energy whenever it is possble to have a threefold zero
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Figure 35:D ependence of ground state energy, interaction energy Whard corelcs and gap
on the number of additional ux quanta © g 15) for a system of 5 electrons
Interacting via hard-core interaction.

in the wavefunction upon approach of two electrons. C larly, an additional potential tends
to attract zeros of the wavefuinction in order to m Inim ize the potential energy. In the case of
a delta-peak potential i was shown that a singlk zero is pinned at the position of the delta
peak. In tum, there is one zero m issing to din inish the interaction to zero. But, on the other
hand, ifthere isone ux quantum above % inside the system , thisw illbe pinned by the dela
inhom ogeneity, leaving 3 zeros per relative coordinate to m inin ize the interaction to zero.

In the follow ing three subsections di erent approaches are tested for their applicabiliyy
to create an e ective constriction whilk m aintaining the correlations of the incom pressible
fractional Q uantum H all state.

64.1. Pnnhg ux quanta by dela potentials

The dea arising from the previous observations is to build up a constriction out of several
D irac delta functions, each of which pinning one additional ux quantum . The densiy in-—
evitably goes to zero at the positions of the delta potentials. By placihg the delta potential
adequately, it is possible to construct a wallshaped barrier w ith a notch in it. Since there
are 3 unbound ux quanta per electron rem aining, the system can still exhib it Laughlin-like
correlations w ith a vanishing interaction.

Thiswas done for a system of 5 electrons interacting via the hard-core pseudopotential.
T hree delta potentialswere located at (0:5;0:0), (0:5;025) and (0:5;0:75) (in unitsofcellsize).
The num ber of ux quanta isvaried from 15 corresponding toa llngof = % In case ofthe
hom ogeneous system till 18. If the idea is correct, In the case of 18 ux quanta the system
w ill show propertiesofa ﬁ:act’jonal%—state. T o verify this, the eigenenergy of the groundstate,
the Interaction energy E int = Whargd corelgs and the gap is plotted against the number of
addiional ux quanta n Fig. 35. As expected, the ground state energy is reduced with
Increasing num ber of ux quanta. T he change In energy ism ostly carried by the interaction
part. So the delta potentials enforce zeros In the wavefunction at their respective position
on costs of the interaction. In the case of 18 ux quanta the eigenenergy vanishes again,
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indicating Laughlin-like correlations that m nim ize the Interaction. A lso the degeneracy of
the ground state becom es threefold, as In the case ofa 1ling of% . Thiswas already expected
from section 422 for the case of one delta potential and one additional ux quantum and
also holds in this case. T he gap between the ground state and the rst excited state reaches
smaxinum in the case 0of18 ux quanta, although this increase is not m onotonically. T his
m ay be due to an odd/even symm etry in the number of ux quanta. T he absolute value of
the gap is still only approxin ately 25 per cent of that In a hom ogeneous system , which is
0:800236enu W5 = 1) (see TbL 1). (Enu® s = 1) denoting the energy unit in the case of 1

ux quantum ). In gure 36 the densities of the ground states for the four di erent system s
are shown. T he top left plot depicts the case 0of 15 ux quanta, top right contains 16, bottom
left 17 and nally bottom right has 18 ux quanta. A qualitative di erence seam s to exist
between the system s with an even number of ux quanta (right) and an odd number (left).
In case of odd num bers the density inside the notch is a bit lower. T he density of the system
w ith three additional ux quanta (pottom right) show sthem ost hom ogeneous distribution in
the region away from the dela peaks, while the casesw ith a lower am ount of ux quanta show
som e stripes parallel to the \barrier". A lso, In the case of three additional ux quanta, the
density reaches the value of approxin ately 6 In the area far away from the potentials, which
equals a local lling factor of% again. Finally the two-electron correlation finctions de ned
by equation (78) are calculated for one electron being positiond sitting atR; = (0:0;0:5),

@LiLy)* X .
gR1iR2) = N.o. D) hj @ R) (@ R)Ji: (78)

Figure 37 shows the results. A s expected from the densities, again the system wih three
additional ux quanta show s the m ost liquid-like correlations. This correlation function is
essentially structureless in the areas away from the barrier, whereas the system sw ith a fewer
am ount of ux quanta still show som e stripe-like structureswello the barrier.

6.4.2. Gaussian constrictions and additional ux quanta

The approach in the last section showed, that a number of addiional ux quanta enables
the system to react to the potential and to keep the Laughlin-lke correlations. A drawback
of this m ethod was that the density does not vanish com pletely below the barrier, since the
zeros are xed at certain positions. Another point is, that an additional quasihole in such
a system will again lie com pletely inside the ground state sector and thus does not show
any non-trivial tin e evolution. T he delta potentials that create the barrier coviously don’t
produce any dispersion.

Herewew illcom bine som e additionalnum ber of ux quanta w ith a potential to create the
barrier. A s seen from the previous section, three additional ux quanta seem to be enough to
enable the system to exhibit a density pro ke that re ects the barriers potential. T herefore
we will stick here to 1lings of 5 electrons In 18 ux quanta.

T he barrier used here has the param eters from Tbl 7. The equipotential lines of this
potential can be found In Fig. 38 (left plot) along w ith the electronic density of the system

(right plot). The density is su ciently low below the barrier and also quite hom ogeneous
away from the barrier. T he purple colored isodensity lines ( = 6) Indicate a local 1ling of% .
A Ihough the notch inside the barrier is quite lJarge, the electrons hardly populate this area,
instead they tend to localize m ore strongly left and right of the notch. Sin ilar e ects were
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Tabl 7:Param eters of the G aussian barrier used In the 5/18-system .
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Figure 37: Twopoint correlation for an electron at R; = (0:0;05) In a system of 5 elec—
trons Interacting via hard-core interaction and three delta potentials at (0:5;00),
(0:5;025) and (0:5;0:75). The number of ux quanta is increased: Top lkft:
Ng= 15; top right: Ng = 16; bottom left: Ng= 17; bottom right: Ng= 18.
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Figure 39: Spectrum of the 5/18-system with a G aussian barrier (param eters from Tbl 7)
and hard-core interaction. The ground state is threefold quasidegenerate and
separated by a gap from the excitations.

ground state (enu) | gap (enu) | interaction energy Wharg corelgs (Enu)
0.18297 0.08552 0.01177 (64 per cent ofG S)

Tabl 8:G round state energy, gap (oetween the highest of the three quasideg. GS and
the rst excited state) and interaction energy for the 5/18-system w ith hard-core
Interaction and a potential de ned by the param eters from Tbl 7.

found in the work of K rauseX yora [36] for large notches. The ground state of this system

is non-degenerate, but looking at the spectrum In Fig. 39 show s three states that are close
in energy and which are separated by a gap from the excitations. It resem bles very m uch the
soectrum ofa hom ogeneocus = % system . T he interaction energy from Tbl 8 con m sthat
the shortrange interaction is e ectively m inin ized such that it only takes up 64 per cent of
the ground state energy.

T hese observations corroborate that the system is In a fractional quantum H all state.
Now , a quasihole can be inserted. A s a starting position we chose (0:32;0:0) which lies near
the edge of local 1ling of % . A starting point of (02;0:0) resulted In sin ilar behavior as
described below . Ifwe assum ed that the quasihole should Just ollow the equipotential lines,
we would expect it to appear on the other side of the barrier after som e tim e. Tt was found to
be true for shallow potentials in section 63.1. A fter creating the Iniial state by diagonalizing
the 5=19-system w ith a delta potentialat (0:32;0:0), the calculation of the tim e evolution for
this initial state isperfom ed and the density ofthe system isevaluated forevery tin e step. In

gure 40 through 41 the di erence ofthe density ofthe system containing a quasihole and the
density of the Inhom ogeneous 5-18-systam ’s ground state is shown for ascending tin e steps.
The st ofthose plots show s the quasihholk at its initial position (0:32;0:0). A long w ith a dip
In the density at this position, there is a lesser occupied region right of the notch. Left to it
there is a an all accum ulation of electrons. For t = 15h=enu, the quasihol m oves dow nw ard
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and, as also seen from prior calculations, is am eared out a bit. T he darker region on the right
side ram ains stationary. Until this tin e both sides ofthe system still appear to be decoupled.
At t= 30h=enu and t= 45h=enu the dip in the densiy right of the barrier startsm oving up.
T his can be caused by a part of the quasiolk follow ing the equipotential line to the right
half of the system (com pare the potential in Fig. 38). But at the sam e tin e the quasiholk'’s
larger part stays on the left side and continues traveling dow nward. Looking at the density’s
values at this tin e show s that the dips on both sides becam e shallower. This is what we
would expect, if there was tunneling between the tw o edges keft and right ofthe barrier w hich
would cause the quasihole state to becom e a linear com bination of two quashol states each
ofwhich located on one edge. This is In agreem ent w ith the results from section 5. Beghhning
at t= 45h=enu and being m ore pronounced at t= 60h=enu the density startsbecom ingm ore
inhom ogeneous w ith several hills and valleys. This e ect was already seen In section 63.1
for weak potentials. At this tin e, In the lower left comer a dip appears which looks again
like a quasihole and is m ore clarly visbl for later tin es. For t = 75h=enu the quasiole
on the kft side reaches its initial position again. This is the tim ¢, w here periodic boundary
conditions w illde niely have a big in pact on the resuls. Sin ultaneously, the stripe of lower
density which was found for earlier tin es right to the barrier concentrates in one point near
the notch and reaches itsm axin um depth around t= 90h=enu. O ne very striking discovery
was m ade by com parison of the density for t = 60h=enu w ith that of t = 90h=enu. These
plots are approxin ately the inverse of each other. A s said before thism ay be another e ect
caused by the periodic boundary conditions.

To end this section with, som e concliding rem arks on the observed e ects will be given.
D eveloped from the previous sections, the approach to overcom e the incom pressbility by
Inserting additional ux quanta into an inhom ogeneous system appears to be a suitable way
to create an e ective tunneling barrier in the fractional quantum Hall regin e. T he ground
state of this system show s features (gap, threefold degeneracy, low interaction energy) of the
hom ogeneous = % system and its density exhibitsa local 1ling near % in about 40 per cent
ofthe system 'sarea wello the barrier. So the insertion of a quasihole m akes sense since the
system is in a fractional quantum H all state.

A lthough the density in Fig. 38 pretends an e ective separation of both parts of the
system , the tin e evolution show s a strong coupling of the kft and the right part ofthe system .
T he periodic boundary condition in x-direction of course provides a connection between left
and right but review ing the densities in the tim e evolution they do not show any dynam ics
around x = 0. This is because the quasiholk is attracted by the barrier and the In portant
e ectstakeplace n the vicinity ofthenotch. Forsureat t = 30h=enu there isa com m unication
between the kft and the right edge causing oscillations on the right side for later tin es. T he
density distribbution for this tin e looks quite sym m etric and resem bles a superposition of two
quasihole states, each having the hole on one side of the barrier. A s found In the tunneling
setup w ith two delta potentials, tunneling of quasiholes ispossible. T he sym m etric state that
form sat t= 30h=enu could be due to tunneling of the quasihole between the two edges. A Iso
the structures appearing on the right half of the system at t = 90h=enu look quasihole-like
and m ake quasihol tunneling plausble but have to be treated w ith som e care, since at that
tin e the periodic boundary conditions m ight already have a big i pact.

A n Interesting feature of the quasihole isthat it rst sm ears out during is tin e evolution,
but for lJater tin es it tends to reshape. Sihce this an earing-out ism ost strongly pronounced
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Figure 40: T in e evolution of the density of a quashole ncted at t= 0 into the Inhom oge—
neous 5/18-system . T he param eters of the potential are given by Tbl 7. From
top left to bottom right: t= 0;15;30;45;60;75h=enu. T he density of the inhom o—
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Figure 41:D ensity of the quasihole state for t= 90h=enu.

at the tim e the quasihol is near the saddle point of the potential, i could be understood by
thinking of the quasihol to distrbbute between the two edges due to tunneling. This is also
supported by com paring the densities fort= 0 and t= 75h=enu, the quasihol on the kft side
is located at its starting position (0:32;0:0) (or at least nearto it). For t= 75h=enu the right
side of the system exhibitsa dip In the density near the notch that was absent fort= 0. This
is another Indication that at t= 75h=enu the system is In a superposition of states in one of
w hich the quasihol is right of the barrier. This it what would be expected for tunneling.

N ot only the quasihole itselfundergoes a process of decay and reform ation but i isaccom —
panied by the appearance of charge accum ulations which were already found in the system
w ith a weak potential (section 6.3.1). T he startling resem blance ofthe density fort = 60h=enu
w ith the inverted density fort= 90h=enu suggests that the quasiholes and these charge accu—
m ulations should be treated equivalently. To check if these accum ulations are quasielectrons
of the system they could be com pared aganst the trial wavefunction given by Laughlin [3].
Since these excitations appeared in system s of m oving quasiholes only, the sin plest case ofa
quasihole driven by a hom ogeneous electric eld which can be realized according to section
32) In a hom ogeneous system should be investigated.

6.4.3. Dela constriction In k-space

A Iready In the work of K rauseK yora [36] it was seen that G aussian shaped barriers tend
to cause vast areas of depletion in the viciniy of the constriction and only an all areas of
the system rem ain hom ogeneous. T his cbservation led to the request of nding an e ective
constriction that forces the electronic densiy to zero whil having only an all in pact on
the \buk" area of the systam far away from it. In the case of G aussian barriers we tried
to com pensate for this by additional ux quanta which are trapped by the potential and
were shown to help m aintaining the correlations. Increasing the num ber of ux quanta also
Increases the basis’ size and thus puts a stronger lin it on the number of electrons we can
treat. So it would be desirable to have a m ethod which is less \ ux-consum ptive".
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The ansatz used here is de ning the constriction directly by its m atrix elem ents. Due
to our gauge it is easily possble to create a localized wall by this. The m atrix elem ents of
this wall are such that they lift the energy of one selected single-particle state P; jpi In the
Jowest Landau level, whereas the energies of the others ram ain the sam e. This \potential"
is actually the profctor onto this one lifted state, V. = s e—%j);joiho;jo J. Hence it is rather
a pseudopotential as there is no local representation in x-space since the profctor is non-—
local: There are two coordinates to Integrate over to calculate its m atrix elem ents. The
diagonaltem s ofthis \nonlocalpotential" are given by a G aussian shaped potential centered
around x * X3 with X 5, = Jog* + 53— . The intention of this procedure is to create the
narrow est possible barrier. D ue to the localization of the single particle states on a range of
the cyclotron radius p, this gives a lower lim it for structures’ sizes the system can resolve.
T hus even narrower barriers than this \delta"-barrier cannot be constructed. Tts m atrix

elem ents are obviously

2
\ , €
0;Jy Piki = s 3 30 Kido © 79)

T o create a notch inside thisbarrier, we take them atrix elem ents ofa potentialwallparallel to
the y-direction as In equation (80) and m ultiply them sym m etrically w ith them atrix elem ents
from equation (79)

2 X 2
€ + nL
Vi alix = Sw a]lx_g exp (y(w = L )2) : 80)
n27 W allx-2

Ttsw idth and depth isde ned by thew idth and (negative) strength ofthiswall. T he resulting
m atrix elem ents are found in appendix B, equation (96). A system with 5 electrons and 16

ux quanta was diagonalized using a delta barrier as a constriction. Its height was chosen
to be lenu. In gure 42 the densiy of the systam is depicted. The area between x = 04L,
and x = 0:6L, is deplted which is a width of 2. In the area x > 08L; and x < 06L1
which m akes up 40 per cent of the whole systam the density is rather hom ogeneous and at
a local lling factor of % . The two poInt correlation function for one electron xed at the
point of lJargest distance from the barrier is shown in the right plot of this gure, too. The
correlation hole around the electron is well established and the other electrons are m ost lkely
to be found In the region approxin ately 2]y and further away from the rst one. Apart
from the dip at the barriers position this correlation function is structureless | as it has to
be for a liquid-lke state. The ground state energy is 0:0031lenu of which are 0:00204enu
Interaction energy which is quite low . These ndings m ake this type of barrier appear to
be another adequate system for nserting quasiholes. From a point of view conceming the
num erics, com pared to the G aussian barrier in the previous section where three additional

ux quanta were needed, one additional ux quantum ( one additional single-electron state)
is su cient here to cbtain sim ilar features, which of course reduces the basis’ size and m akes
larger system s possible to be calculated.

6.5. Conclusions on the lmhom ogeneous system

T he inhom ogeneity induced by an extemal potential dem ands a careful treatm ent In taking
the lm it of high m agnetic eld. Speci cally, corrections to the current operators are crucial
to ocbtain a consistent treatm ent of the system w ithin the lowest Landau level (section 62).
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Figure 42: Left: E lectronic density, right: 2 point correlation finction fora 5/16 system w ith
a dela barrier

The rstpart of section 6.3 deal w ith weak Inhom ogeneities, w here the incom pressibility
ofa = % systam counteracts the response of the system to the in posed potential. Such
a potential can be regarded as a source of dispersion causing the E B drift of quasholes
infected Into the systam . The tin e evolution of a quasihole state allow s for the follow ing
conclusions:

Far away from the saddle point of the potential the quashol behaves like a classical
particke In a strong B — eld. In the electric eld generated by the potential it show s the
E B drft. A though it spreads out a bit whik i m oves along an equipotential line it
ram ains denti able as a dip in the electronic density.

E quipotential lines w ith opposite direction of propagation m eet at the saddle point of
the potential. At thispoint the quasihol is sm eared out strongly. Tt can be interpreted
as a superposition of a quasihole m oving along the original equipotential line and one
having passed to the other side of the potential’s peak m oving in opposite direction.

W hile the quasholem oves through the systam it induces excitations that becom e appar-
ent as accum ulations of electrons. T he am ount of charge accum ulated just com pensates
the charge of a quasihole. T his suggests the question whether these excitations could
be quasielectrons; how ever their short lifetin e (com pared to the quasholk) rather con-
tradicts to this interpretation.

O n the other hand strong potentials, that a ected the density of the system and created
an e ective barrier for electrons, destroyed the correlations of the hom ogeneous = % state
that are essential for quasiholes. M uch of the subsequent work was dedicated to nding a
proper m eans of introducing a barrier into the system w ithout destroying the correlations.
D oing so, som e results of K rauseK yora [36] were helpful. T he position-dependent excitation
energy of quasiholes con m ed these particles to be attracted by the barrier. A dditional

ux quanta were found to be bound inside the barrier. A com parison of properties of an
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inhom ogeneous system at the lling factor = % to the case of having an am ount of excess
ux quanta, revealed the latter system to be m ore desirable: Its ground state show s m ore
signs of a fractional quantum H all ground state than the one of the system at fractional
Tling. In conclusion one can state that the excess ux quanta relax the com petition between
correlations (interaction energy) and potential energy.

In section 6.4 .1 the previous observations were developed furtherby constructing a barrier
through pinning of excess ux quanta at several delta potentials. A lthough the properties
(ap, threefold degeneracy, liquid-lke correlation, Egg = 0) of this system ’s ground state
reproduced the features of the hom ogeneous system ’'s = % state, it is not believed to be
suitable for investigating quasihol tunneling because of the \pathologic" barrier: It does not
cause any drift for the charged quasholes.

Section 6.4 2 uses the best realization ofa tunneling barrier found so far: A com bination of
a G aussian barrier in a system w ith a relaxed incom pressibility due to additional ux quanta
leads to a ground state of the system that resembles very much a fractional quantum Hall
state. T he tim e evolution of a quasihole in ected into this system could be studied. A lthough
the quasholk’s deform ation was found to be m ore severe than for shallow potentials, i was
stillpossible to identify it asa dip in the electronic density m ost ofthe tin e. N ear them esting
point of the edges the quashole | Initially traveling downwards in the left half | favored
a symm etric state between the lkft and the right edge. For later tim es the in pact on the
right half of the system evolved into a quasihole-like dip in the density. A tunneling process
between the edges seam s to be a plausbl explanation for this behavior. To corroborate
this, i would be possble to profct the state of the tin e evolution onto a nalstate wih a
quasihol on the right side.

E xcitation of charge accum ulations m oving through the system , as observed earlier in the
case of shallow potentials, were also found here. A striking sym m etry between the quasiholes
and these \hills" in the density was observed but cannot be understood so far. To check
w hether these excitations are quasielectrons would be possbl by com paring them to the
quasielkctron wavefunction of Laughlin [B]. Charge density waves excited by the m oving
charged quasihole m ay be an altemative explanation. To clarify this, a hom ogeneous system
w ith a quasihol driven by an electric inplane eld (realizable according to section 32) would
be a systam to focuson.

Finally in section 6.4 .3 an altemative approach to realize an e ective tunneling barrier in
the fractionalquantum Hallregin e by a delta-barrier in k-space ispresented. It hasprom ising
features and tunneling of quasiparticles could be investigated in this system In a future work.
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7. Conclusions and perspectives

The m otivation and the ain of this work was to consider singlequasiparticle tunneling at a
quantum point contact QP C) in the fractional quantum Hall regim e. Focussing on a nite
electronic system the behavior of inserted quasioles near this constriction should be studied
by treating the m any-particle H am ittonian by exact num erical diagonalization.

Initially preparatory work was necessary to create a suitable system in which quashole
tunneling would be possible to observe. T he preparations targeted in two directions: F irstly,
a proper m eans of descrbbing an infcted quashole in our system had to be found and its
validity checked. Secondly, a system w ih a quantum point contact had to be realized. For
the second problem it was possble to resort to resuls of a preceding work by K rauseX yora
B6].

Finally the com bination of these e orts allowed the m ain question of quasihol tunneling
through a Q PC to be addressed and results corroborating the tunneling process w ere found.

In order to relate and to com pare the num erical approach to known results for hom o—
geneous system s, in section 4.1 Laughlin’s trial wavefunctions were introduced and their
unigueness In a system w ith a shortranged interaction was pointed out. Handling a hom o—
geneous system num erically in section 4.1 .5 revealed the expected gapped ground state and
its incom pressbility for both kinds of interactions { Coulomb and shortranged. Con m ing
Laughlin’s correlations in section 4.1.6 for our system with shortrange interaction showed
the vanishing interaction energy hvshort—rangejG s to be an indicator for these correlations.

A ddressing the in ection ofa quasihole In our fram ew ork, (section 4 2) a quasihole creation
operator was derived based on Laughlin’s trial wavefunctions. Excitations it produces in
hom ogeneous system s were veri ed to have the desired properties such as fractional charge,
low excitation energy and stability for the shortranged and for C oulom b Interaction (section
423 and 424). An alemative approach to create quasholes proved to be advantageous for
Coulomb interaction, where it resulted In a lower excitation energy and in proved stability.
A side e ect of thism ethod was the nding of a localized ground state at a delta potential
n a system with one excess ux quantum , ie. Ng= 3N+ 1.

Treating such a system w ith one excess ux quantum and two delta potentials in section 5
in an e ective single-quasiparticle picture was qualitatively in agreem ent w ith the num erically
obtained results. Section 5.1 analyzed the ground state of this system . It is predom nantly
a symm etric superposition of the quashol’s ground state at the one delta or the other,
respectively, and com plies w ith the sin ple picture of a single quasiole tunneling between
bound states. E orts were m ade In section 52 and 5.3 to extract the tunneling strength t
from the distance dependence of the tunnelsplitting. However, only the Increase of t w ith
decreasing separation between the potentials could be understood qualitatively. Q uantitative
statem ents can possbly be drawn from a sin ilar analysis w ith di erent param eters (see
conclusion on section 5). As an altemative treatm ent of tunneling i would be interesting
to prepare this system in an niial state w ith the quasihol at one delta and perform is
tin e evolution. Localization of the quasihole at either potential altemating in tim e can be
expected.

Tuming to lnhom ogeneous systam s, the pro fction to the lowest Landau level, considered
as taking the Im it h!. % , dem ands a careful treatm ent of evaluating the expectation
value of the kinetic m om entum operators. A consistent treatm ent is achieved in section 62
m aking a rede nition of these operators necessary which is equivalent to taking into acocount
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m ixing w ith the next Landau level

Inhom ogeneous system swere treated In two di erent lin its: W eak potentials that leave the

incom pressible system ’s density nearly hom ogeneous and strong potentials (com parable w ith

electron) that create abrupt edges in the system and are m ore problem atic [36]. Section
631 deals wih quasiholes In system s wih shallow potentials which are easy to handle.
Being the source of a digpersion for the single particle states, they cause charged particles
to undergo an E B drift. D ue to their charge, quasiholes follow the classicalm otion along
equipotential lines as long as they are far away from a saddle point of the potential. T hey
rem ain relatively stable during tin e spans of interest. At the saddle point equipotential lines
w ith di erent direction of propagation m eet. T he quasihols’ quantum m echanical behavior
becom es apparent here and i is interpretable as a superposition oftwo states: O ne, carrying
the quasihole along its original equipotential Iine, and a second w here the quasihole m oves on
the corresponding equipotential Iine on the other side of the saddle point.

In the Im it of strong potentials, the com petition between correlations and potential en—
ergy prohibits creating an e ective tunneling barrier while sin ultaneously m aintaining the
correlations of a hom ogeneous system . T his can be understood by thinking of the constric—
tion to bind vortices which are In tum \m issing" to establish Laughlin’s correlations. Section
632 corroborated this ntuiive picture. Havihg m ore ux quanta than needed for realizing
a lling factor of %, these \free" vortices are bound by the potential. In section 6.4.1 the
necessary am ount of excess ux quanta to create a QPC was estin ated.

Applying the idea of excess ux quanta to a system wih a G aussian barrier In section
642 resulted in a usable sstup to obtain abrupt edges whilk conserving the correlations:
A threefold quasidegenerate gapped ground state was obtained sim ilar to the hom ogeneous

= %—system . Inserting a quasihole into the left edge of this system and perfom ing the
tin e evolution allow s the follow ng conclusions to be drawn: The quasihole su ers m ore
severely from distortion com pared to the case of a weak potential. Sim ilar to the shallow
potential, the m otion follow s the equipotential lines. W hen the quasiholk reaches the point
w here both edges are close to each other a sym m etric state between the edges is adopted. It
is Interpretable as a superposition of two states, each having a quashole on one edge. For
later tin es there is evidence for having a quasihole in both halves of the system . In order
to support this suggestion, in a future work the nal state obtained by perform ing the tim e
evolution should be analyzed by profcting it to the supposed nalstate. T hese cbservations
corroborate tunneling of the quasihole through the constriction and are thus in contradiction
w ith recent theoretical resuls [L7] that found the tunneling processin the Iim it T ! O to be
forbidden.

A s a perspective for further work, an approach of creating the narrow est barrier possible
in our systam revealed prom ising results in section 6.4.3. This system would be suiabl for
quasihole infction as well.



8 D eutsche Zusam m enfassung 85

8. D eutsche Zusam m enfassung

D i vorliegende A rbeit beschaftigt sich m it dem Tunnelh von Q uasilochem im Fraktionalen—
Q uanten-H alkR egim e. D ie Fragestelling exw uchs aus den theoretischen Beschrebbungen des
fraktionalen Q uanten HallE ektsund fithrte kurzlich experin entell aufuberraschende E rgeb—
nisse R0]. Kurz nach der Entdeckung des fraktionalen Quanten HallE ekts FQHE) identi-

zierte Laughlin [3] die elem entaren niedrigenergetischen A nregungen des System s als frak—
tional geladene Q uasiteilchen und Q uasilocher und konnte dam it die Inkom pressibilitat des
Zustandserklaren. A uch In daraufaufbauenden E ntw icklungen [6] spielten diese Q uasiteilchen
eine zentrale Rolle und ihre E igenschaften wurden in Experimmenten [13, 18, 19, 20] und
theoretischen A rbeiten [7, 14, 16, 17] untersucht. E nige dieser A rbeiten basieren auf der
Beschrebung des FQHE m i H ilfe von Randzustanden [L0, 11] die sich auf deren E rfolg in
der E rklarung des ganzzahligen Q uanten HallE ekts 2, 4] stutzt. In diesam Zusam m enhang
werden Tunnelexperim ente von Q uasiteilchen (und —dochem) In Q uanten Punkt K ontakten
als probates M ittel zur Veri kation des R andzustandsB ildes angeschen.

Z il dieser D plom arbeit ist es, das Tunneln von Q uasilochem von einer anderen Seite
her zu beleuchten. Dazu werden Quasilocher In einem endlichen System von E kktronen
in fraktionalen Q uanten Hall Regin e beschricben wobei die Frage des Q uasiloch-Tunnelns
Indoesondere in der zeitlichen Entw icklung inhom ogener System e untersucht wird. H ierfur
w ird die M ethode der exakten num erischen D iagonalisierung verwendet. In 1. K apitel w ird
eine E infuhrung in das Them a gegeben und die Fragestelling In den K ontext bestehender
und aktueller experin enteller und unabhangiger theoretischer E rgebnisse gestellt. D ie fur
die Beschrebung des System s notige Basis zusamm en m i den gewahlten Randbedingun-—
gen wird in 3. K apitel abgekiet. Anhand hom ogener Systam e werden In 4. K apitel die
Rechnungen anhand bekannter E rgebnisse (Inkom pressibilitat) veri ziert und eine kurzre-
ichw eitige E lektron-E kektron W echselw irkung eingefiihrt. ZweiM oglichkeiten zur E rzeugung
von Q uasiloch-A nregungen, basierend auf bekannten Versuchswellenfiinktionen [B], werden
abgeleitet. D i Stabilitat der A nregungen w ird sowohl fur C oulom b—als auch fur die kurzre-
ichweitige W echselw irkung untersucht. Ein System m i einem Iokalisierten Zustand eines
Q uasilochs bietet eine erste M oglichkei zur Untersuchung von Q uasiloch-Tunneln. D azu be—
fasst sich das 5. Kapitelm it der in diesem Rahm en einfachsten Realisierung eines Systeam s,
das Q uasiloch-Tunnelh zw ischen zwei lokalisierten Zustanden zeigt. D ie Abhangigkeit des
Tunnehsvon dem Abstand derbindenden System e ist qualitativ nachvollziehbar. Zur U nter—
suchung ehnes Q uanten Punkt K ontaktes QPC) werden In 6. K apitel inhom ogene System e
betrachtet. Beitrage des nachsten Landauniveaus werden hier wichtig um ein kosistentes
Bild zu erhalten; sie fuhren zu K orrekturen der Strom operatoren. Fur schwache Potentiale
(verglichen m it der A nregungslicke) zeigt die Zeitentw icklung quasiklassisch erwartete B B —
D rift des Q uasilochs entlang der A quipotentiallinien, doch auch eine teilweise T ransm ission
des Q uasilochs zw ischen A quipotentiallinien kann becbachtet werden. D ie Inkom pressibilitat
des System s steht der R ealisierung eines Q PC s durch ein starkeres Potential m W eg. E ne
M oglichkei, dennoch ein System m it einer Tunnebarriere in einem Inkom pressblen Zus-
tand zu erzeugen w ird gefunden und die Zeitentw icklung eines Q uasiloch—Zustands in diesam
System berechnet. Es ndet eine Kommunikation zw ischen den beiden R andem uber die
B arriere hinweg statt, die sich durch Tunneln des Q uasilochs erklaren lasst. D as ktzte K api-
tel enthal eine zuam m enfassende Betrachtung und einen Ausblick auf Fragen, die in dieser
A rbeit auftraten, aber nicht erschopfend geklart werden konnten.
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A . Derwation of a quasiholk creation operator

In section 421 the trial wavefunction Equ. (59)) of a quasihole excitation in a fractional
quantum Hall state at a ling factor E—: = mi was given along w ith the trial wavefunction of
the ground state, both forhom ogeneous system s. B asing on these wavefunctions, an operator
shall be derived that, applied to the ground state wavefunction, resuls in the quashol
excited state with a quasihole Inserted at a position z; Inside the unit cell. T his operator
w illbe used as a generalization to create trial wavefunctions for arbitrary system s (ie. w ih
inhom ogeneities) . T he quasihol ism anifest in the wavefunction as a single zero w ith respect
to the electrons’ coordinates z;. Shce adding a zero to the wavefunction am ounts to Inserting
an additional ux quantum , the nalstatebelongsto a system with N g+ 1 ux quanta. T his
operator w ill then be applied to the m any-particle basis states of the system wih Ns ux
quanta. T he result can be expressed In them any-particke basisw ith N o+ 1 ux quanta. O nce
know Ing this basis transform ation, the operator can act on arbirary initial states to obtain
trial w avefunctions for quasiole excitations.

As seen In section 421 Equ. (59), the relative zero between zy and zp is caused by
multiplication wih a factor #1 %j}% for every electron j. The additional ux
quantum needs to be accounted for by the center of m ass wavefunction Fy_, too. It must
be replaced by a solution Fy 41 of the singleparticle Schrodinger equation given by Equ.
(44) PrNg+ 1 ux quanta. This wavefunction can be obtained from the center of m ass
part of the ground state by applying transformm ations that only act on the center of m ass
coordinate. M ore concrete, given a center ofm ass wavefunction for N ux-quanta it is seen
from (44) that we can construct a valid one orN g+ 1 ux quanta sin ply by a soatial shift of
Z ! Z+ Z andamomentum shiftexp (i K Z).From thetwo conditions in (44) connecting
the wavenum ber K and the zeros Z of the center of m ass fiinction follow s, that this can be
doneby Z ! Z + 3*n+ 22ikandK ! K + 5771 Prodd integersn;k. T his transform ation
can be expressed as a shift ofthe center ofm ass Z and an accom panying shift of the center of
m assm om entum . A dditionally, N ¢ in the G aussian m ust be replaced by N s+ 1. A pplying this
transform ation on the whole wavefiinction will not a ect its relative part. T hus the ansatz
for the operator belonging to the Insertion of a quasihole at position zy looks like

i( %) Ly
Otnok (2o) = Ijlel#l %7]1-— (81)
L L, .
Ng+ 1) ILel x2 . Zo . Ns ILel x5
exp ( )T () ep (K 2)T T Z)exp(————2);
L.L, m LiL,
| {z }
. Ne+t1) Ne x?
! fre1(zi)Fy 5+1(Z+m—0)eXp( ﬁ)
where 7 = ;“Tln ;‘szk and K = z—n,n;k odd integers. Herewe choosen = L;k = 1

because we want to construct a state that doesnot di erm uch from the state we started w ith.
T herefore, the an allest possible center of m ass and m om entum translations are chosen. A s
indicated by the curly bracket, the latter part of the operator is Intended to x the boundary
conditions and yield the part of the trialwavefunction (59) that isw ritten below thisbracket.

It is cbvious that this wavefiinction has got the desired zeros at zp; produced by the rst
factor n 81. In the follow ing calculation we will apply this operator to the m any-particle
basis states of the system with Ng ux quanta. It can be calculated separately, but it is also
evident from this calculation, that the cbtained wavefunction w ith a quashole w ill obey the
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correct boundary conditions, since they will be shown to be expandable In the m any-body
basis ofthe N =N ¢ + 1-system .

A l. Application of O, to the basis states

The m any-body wavefunctions in the nite system wih N g ux quanta are represented as
linear com binations of Slater detem inants of one-particle wavefunctions from Equ. ((20).
T herefore, if one wants to Insert a quasihole into such a state, given is decom position into
these basis states, the operator Oy can just be used to act on these basis states and the
result again hasto be expressed in them any particlke basis statesofthe system with N+ 1 ux
quanta. If once this basis transform ation is calculated, also the transform ation of arbitrary
states expanded in thisbasis isknown. In the follow Ing thisbasis transform ation is calculated

Since each product In the slater determ inant contains N . single particle wavefunctions as
factors, a G aussian factor can be split 0 the m any-particle basis w avefiinction, like

)
Ng I;]:elxﬁ
Ziinvzne) = L@y zwye) XP( ———— )¢ (82)
L,L»

This is true for arbitrary wavefiinctions expressed in this basis. A pplying the operator O hoe
to this state yields

Hole (@175 2Zn.720) = Onowk (@) (@Z17:52Zne) (83)
iz ) 1,
/ Neyg (1 Y 57-
P N e 2
K Z )F (Fz + y) + 7 ) ( (Ns+ 1) j:lxj
ex Z — ex
P ity Neg P L.,

Tt was used, that the center of m ass transhtion, due to being sandw iched between the two
G aussian factors, only a ects the coordinates of £ and that a translation ofthe center ofm ass
by 20 isequivalent to a translation ofeach electrons’ coordinate by :que . A factorexp (K 2%)
was om ited because it is just a cnhumber which w illbe absorbed by the nom alization.
Every elam ent of the m any particle basis is a sum ofproducts ofN . sihgleparticle wave—
functions (20), each of which depends on one of the coordinates £z, ; ::5; zy «g. E xpanding the
G aussian factor’s exponent allow s to separate a G aussian factor proportional to exp ( 3¢)

and leads to the follow ing form for g5

1 X X5+ kLy . . X 5+ KL1)2
0;3 (X;y) = jSam—— exp 72( X + ly) ik exp 22 (84)
2 b, Z ;
X2
e}( —_
P 2]%
x2
= f5@) exp o

N
SIS
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An arbitrary wavefiinction expanded in the m any-body-basis can be w ritten explicitly as

X
@i1iuvzve) = hzpjugzge] Copjumige D7t el 85)
N<uxdye .
. . Ns I;:el X?
where hz;ugzyenisninel = det(ffy Z)ok-1:a0.)exp( 1 )
1Lz
and C 5 ;....5, . are the coe clents in thisbasis. Now it is possble to apply the operator (81)
to the state in (85). T his done, one arrives at
X
hole = Ohole (ZO) C J1iend ejjl; :::;jN ei (86)
i< u< e
X l(zjk %) ..Ll Zy Z
= le;:::;' edet(f#l ( 7]1—)%PCK Z]_)fjk (Zl+ — t )gk;l=l::Ne)
. L, Lo N g N ¢
hi<uxdve
N e 2
exp ( Ng+ 1) =1 Xj
LiL;

This expression has to be written as a linear com bination in the m any-particle basis of a
system wih Ng+ 1 ux quanta. This is possble, sihce the wavefunction (86) satis es the
periodic boundary conditions. U sing the periodicity ofthe -function (for exam ple from [R5])
by

1+ J) = #uj) @87)
10+ ) = exp( 1 )exp( 2wj#uj )
L
where = I—;
Ly

it is possble to show , that the wavefunction . Satis esm odi ed periodic boundary con—
ditions like

2
hole (Z17 2521+ L2 17 3%Zn.) = eXPE ) hoke Z17 52w e) exp ( L_i(Ns+ 1)y;) (88)
2

hole @17 5zi+ iLo;Zir17uyzn.) = &P ) noe @iuvzne):

Stated di erently, equations (88) show, that the wavefunction . IS an eigenfunction of
the m agnetic translation operators fora system with N+ 1 ux quanta, since the appearing
exponential n the rst line is com pensated by the one appearing In the m agnetic translation
from Equ. (9).

A coording to R5] the odd elliptic theta function of rst order is de ned as

1 % 1
. . 2 ,
#r@j) = < ( 1V expd @+ E) + i@n+ 1)u): (89)

U sing that, one can express the factor #1 ( iz =) "L—l) fy(z) appearing n Equ. (86) asa

Lo 2
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linear com bination ofbasis fiinctions, nam ely

ho( —E BIgP1y e S G+ —+ @+ SNo)
e L i . b
! L, L, =P By L,V 2 2" s
d2 Z
L Ng+ 1 Ng+ 1
exp — = ((+ — + Nd+ 2 2 °
LoyNg+ I)Ng 2 2 4
1. Ng+1
eXp(N—s(] 2—)) i d ()
X
= G @idizo) 5°%" @)
dZZO 1
X X n Ng+1l
= e GO h njjeglexpl ﬁ A T (@)
h=0 n2 Ng+1)Z s
| {z }
= X (Jhizo)

w here §5+1 (z) nam es the h-th sihgleparticke basisvector of the system wih Ng+ 1 ux

quanta.

Now the expression (86) can be rearranged such that poe isexpressed as a linear com bi-
nation ofm any partick basis functions. To accom plish that, one elem ent of the m atrix under
the determm nant can be expressed as a product of two m atrices by inserting (90) into (86)
and applying the dentity det @ B)= det@ )det® ) on the determm inant,

X X %e Ns+1
hole ~— C N e det £ K (Gkshm 720) hms (Zl)gk;l: 1;::N o (91)

{z }

Finally, the new coe cients C }}fffi:;hN in the last equation can be calculated explicitly as a

(90)
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m atrix m ultiplication. G (d; 3;z¢) isused from (90). This results in

: T hole ceee e i
J holel = chl;:::;hNe jlll"'thel
it} hole - JiistiNe ~ .
W Chl;:::;hN e K hyjushy o c JL750iN e

< ux e

and K Juintidn e det fK (jb;hm ;Zo)gp;m=l:::Ne

hyjushy
X n
K (Jsh;zo) = G@OJ h n;jeexp( &I—— )
N+ 1
n2 Ws+1)2
X i h
= 10 ¢g) (1Y "exp( in )exp( iN—(j+ 2—+ nNgNg+ 1)))
n27 S
N+ 1 1 N
ep@ P2~ Nen+ € h—2—+ ))
L, Nsg 2 Ng+1 2 Mg+ 1)
LiNg+ 1 . 1 N 1
exp( — G Nen+t (7 h) + +
L, Ng 2 Ng+1 2 Ng+1) 2Ng+ 1)

Here Q (xg) isa realfunction ofxg. It doesn’t have to be com puted, since the resulting vector
w ill be nom alized anyw ay.

B. Snhgk particke m atrix elem ents

B .. The constrction

A 11 sihgleparticle operators are evaluated by aid of second quantization, thus it is su cient
Eo calculate the singlke particle m atrix elem ents to construct the m any particle operator S =
i O i;jaii/aj from it.

A straight forward calculation yields the singleparticle m atrix elem ents of the G aussian
constriction potential given in Equ. (65) for the basis functions from Equ. (20) in the rst
Landau level. A s seen from the potential only depending on x the m atrix elem ents conserve
the m om entum in y-direction.

. . fw X 1 9+ =2 2
07 33y anPiki = s—g— ®p 5 Ty tm % ski (93)
m27Z s
S
1
where = Wit ———:
2 NSL1=L2

The calculation of the m atrix elem ents for the \notch" inside the constriction, the potential
ofwhich isgiven In (66), can be carried out analytically aswell. A rather lengthy calculation
yields

2 b
;3 Vnoten Piki = Snotche_ W Whole —— * AOB M)+ Am+ 1)B 1+ 1)) (94)
g 227 m 227
whereA () = exp i =2 %=L }(j+ K + ) ’
2 2 Ng Ng

. . Yo . In 2..2 . 2
2 i + Ng1)— il + s + N
exp k J sl)L2 m ior) & J sD

and B (m )

92)

X0
+ —)2):
L;
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A sa ram ark, In the case that yg = 05L,, which is a notch In the center of the unit cell (W ith
resgoect to the y-direction), and = 0or = , the m atrix elem ents for the notch becom e
real. This is of course a bene t for num erical calculations since only a real sym m etric instead
of a com plex Hem iian m atrix has to be diagonalized.

The m atrix elem ents for the notch inside the delta-barrier are constructed by sym m etric
m ultiplication ofthose ofthe delta walland those ofa G aussian wallparallel to the x-direction
de ned by Equ. (80). Calculating them yields

2 p_X

S _
;3 DikE= gy an vua, exp 2 i k+ h@i’—z ! (95)
27

o (Zwl o+ 1§ kN2
walk * 2N .L, s
T herefore the m atrix elem ents of the notch tum out to be

;¥ getranotch Piki = > 00733 a1, Pidod ki + P07 0 Vg qq, Pikd 550 7 (96)

w here the depth of the notch is given by the negative strength ofV , all, whilke Wywall W idth
de nes the w idth of the notch.

B .2. Khetic momenta In the bwest Landau kvel

To obtain a gauge invariant expression for the kinetic m om entum operator we state that
Ehrenfest’s theorem must be ful Iled

1 _ .1 .
—h7yi=hyi= —hH ;yli: 97)
m h
W e use this as a de nition for the operator  or respectively v,
i
vy Y= H;yl: (98)

Tt is su clent to restrict ourselves to the single particle problm given by the H am iltonian

H = Hupt V&Y (99)
1
= om i+ 32,+V(X;Y);

where H iy isde ned lke n Equ. (3). The problem shall be solved after progcting it to
the lowest Landau level. T his profction w ill also be done for the x and y operator follow ing
B0]. The \projcted versions" of these operators w ill appear to obey a conical com m utation
relation.

D e ning the operators ky and p, by

ke = @&+ eBy (100)
Py g

and com paring them wih Equ. (9) respectively (10) from section 3.1 2 identi esthem asthe
generators of m agnetic translations. x and y can now be expressed in these new operators
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and the kineticm om enta (found in Equ. (3)). The progction to the lowest Landau level is
perform ed by P11, de ned by Equ. (51) In section 4.1 4 and results in

X = g ( y R/) (101)
1
Yy = g (kx x)
P P 1
X X = —
LLL LLLXFLLL B Py
P P = ! k
YLLL LLLYFLLL B Xt

As shown in section 62.1 the profction of onto the lowest Landau lvel is zero. Since
ky and p, commute w ith the Ham iltonian Hyi,, ky and p, don’t cause m xing of di erent
Landau levels and we can om it the surrounding profctors in Equ. (101).

Now, Xy, and yr,1, Inherit the canonical com m utation relation ofky and py

Koo ivinnl= ﬂg (102)
T he velocity operator can be calculated according to our de nition from Equ. (98). This
yields

i
o (Hxinsyeoo 1+ V Koooiynon)ivoon D (103)

£
I

i
5 V ®riniyoon)ivono I:

T he kinetic part com m utes w ith y1,1.1,, the potential yields the expected correction tem . Tt
can be calculated using R}ELL;YLLL] = ﬂé k X]Ijmld and a Taylr expansion of V (x;y) In x
from which ollow s

X1 eV ;)

V &iy)iyl = e B ivine ] (L04)
o k! @x <=0
_ eV oy s
o KU oexk g LLL
@V ;)
— 112 .
B =
T his resuls in the corrected velociy operator
1 @V x;
&V &iy) 105)

v, =
Y
m !¢ @x

An analogous treatm ent of the velocity in x-direction therefore resuls in

1 @V xy)
m ! Qy

: (106)

Vx =

This de nition leads to a di erent velocity operator than the naive approach of taking the
kinetic m om enta. It not just gives us a correction but states that the kinetic m om entum ~
doesn’t cause any current In the lowest Landau level at all.
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C. Twopartick m atrix elem ents

C.l. Generaltwo-particke operator depending on x; #; onky

M ost ofthe tw o particle operators in thiswork only depend on the di erence coordinater; »
between the two particles. For those cases it is su cient to calculate the tw oparticle m atrix

elem ent of the operator exp (i (¥ ®)). The m atrix elem ent of the Coulomb interaction,
the short range Interaction and the correlation functions can be obtained sin ply from their
Fourder transform s. Since we use generalized boundary conditions we cannot just reuse the
results of Yoshioka from [Bl]which are valid only for boundary conditions of Equ. (14) w ith

= = 0. The wavevector ¢ is restricted to values lying on a lattice g = f—ls;f—zt w here
s;t2 Z since allthe operators have to be periodic in the unit cell. C alculating this operator’s
m atrix elam ents In the lowest Landau level spanned by our basis given by Equ. (20) yields

X 1 L,
M jexp (g ®) §3;341 = exp  SEL g~ D+l Q07
2z s
J1 Jaids ot Nml @ j4,,q3;Lz;
Z 7
whereq 2 2 — —
Ly Lp
and ?isthe K ronecker delta m odulo N 5. To evaluate a general tw o particle opeJ:atorOA w ith
the Fourder transform V (g), i can be w ritten In second quantization which then results in

. Xs X
O=

N

V(@ hiihdexp (g6 ») 13;34iaY el ajas:  (108)
J1ideidzida=lg.2 f_lz;qyzﬁ—zz

C 2. Coulbmb interaction operator

The Coulomb m atrix elem ents ollow from Equ. (108) by using the Fourder transform in two
din ensions for periodic functions In the unit cell. The calculation of its Fourier transform is
carried out here because it wasnot found explicitly in the cited papers. By taking into account
the interaction between all the in ages of one electron in neighboring cells, the Coulomb
Interaction isperiodic In the unit cell. A ltematively we can think ofthe N ¢ electrons residing
on a topological, at torus and interacting w ith each other via all possble ways,

per_e2X 1

Coul r klje, llge,
k;27

v (109)

Tts Fourder transform clearly only has com ponents for g-vectors satisfying g 2 (E—lz ;E—ZZ ). It
can be calculated as ollow s

VP @ = ! eZZlexZde . ! ( ise)  @110)
cou1d LiL, 0 0 Y r kljey ]lgeyjexp o
k;27
Z Z
1 eZ 1 1 ex .
_ dx dy P ( Jqf):

LiL, | 1 1 ¥
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W riting the periodic Coulomb interaction in its Fourder representation then leads to the
expression found in [B1]

1 2 & X 1 _
Veoul®) = ——, exp (igr) (111)
LiL, o
qz(iZ;EZ)
e 1 X 1 (i)
= —— —— exp (i) :
N b

2 .2
q2 (HZ’;Z)

C 3. Short range interaction operator

In the case of short range Interaction the Fourier transform is according to Equ. (42) propor-
tionalto ¢ and we juist replace lqu In Equ. (111) by ]éqz, thus

é 1 X

Vehort ) = . (35l ) exp (o) : (112)
s g

C 4. Pairdistrbution function

To obtain the pair distrbution function used in section 4.1.6, Equ. (57), we need the two
particle m atrix elem ent of PF (x gyl ») where the argum ent of the delta is taken m odulo
cell size, ie. periodic as P (¢) = K27 ®+ kLie, + ILye,). It can again be calculated by
aid of Equ. (107). This is done by w riting this delta function In Fourier space as

1 X

P (g + x) = exp (iory ) exp (or) : 113)

I L
1m2 o2 (E—IZ;E—ZZ)
C.S5. Two partick correlation function

For inhom ogeneous system s the twoparticle correlation function n Equ. (78) is used. Its
tw oparticlke m atrix elem ents are clearly sin ply a product of wavefunctions from Equ. (20),
thus

hhi;kd @ Ri) & R2)Isiki= o 1) o5 ®R2) 05 1) o053 R2): (114)

Tts representation In second quantization is cbvious then.
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