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The non-perturbative e ect of interaction can som etin es m ake interacting bosons behave as
though they were free ferm ons. The system of neutral bosons n a rapidly rotating atom ic trap
is equivalent to charged bosons coupled to a m agnetic eld, which has opened up the possibility
of fractional quantum Halle ect for bosons interacting w ith a short range interaction. M otivated
by the com posite ferm ion theory of the fractionalH all e ect of electrons, we test the idea that the
Interacting bosons m ap Into non-interacting spinless ferm ions carrying one vortex each, by com -
paring wave functions ncorporating this physics w ith exact wave functions available for system s
containing up to 12 bosons. W e study here the analogy between interacting bosons at 1ling factors

= n=(n+ 1) w ith non-Interacting ferm ionsat = n for the ground state aswell as the low -energy
excited states and nd that it provides a good account of the behavior for an alln, but Interactions
between ferm ions becom e increasingly In portant with n. At = 1, which is obtained in the lim it
n ! 1 ,the form Jonization appears to overcom pensate for the repulsive interaction between bosons,
producing an attractive interactions between ferm ions, as evidenced by a pairing of ferm ions here.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he experin ental realization,0f B oseE instein conden—
sation BEC) of atom ic gases=’€ has generated a rich va—
riety of phenom ena. In particular, it has allowed the pos-
shbility of testing the rem arkable conoept of \statistical
tranam utation," nam ely the idea that interacting bosons
m ay som etin es behave lke spinless ferm ions. For con-—
tact Interactions,  m ay seem rather sensble for bosons
to emulate ferm ions, to the extent allowed by symm e—
try requirem ents, because the Pauli principle itself fully
takes care of the repulsion. O f course, a conceptual un—
derstanding ofhow thisprecisely happens, what tm eans,
and how bosons can behave like ferm ionsw hile satisfying
the constraints of bosonic exchange symm etry requires
a detailed theory. The tendency for ferm ionization has
been appreciated for qujfe som e tim e for bosons In one
din ension 8¢ G frardeaut showed that for an i niely
strong delta function repulsion, the bosonic ground state
wave fiinction B is related to the Slater determ inant
ground state wave function  for spinless ferm ions in
one din ension as:

szFj (l)

Theproblem was solved exactly for an grbitrary strength
of the interaction by Lieb and Linigerf the form ions de-
scription is a usefil starting point in the strong-coupling
lin i, when the interaction strength is Jarge com pared
to the Fem ienergy. Recent experin ent® are n excel
lent agream ent w ith the Lieb-I. niger theory in the entire
range of Interaction strength, which can be varied In an
optically con ned one din ensionalboson system by con—
trolling the density and the con nem ent strength.

T hiswork is concemed w ith the possbility ofan em er—
gence of ferm ion-lke structures In a bosonic system in
two dim ensions, under conditions appropriate for a frac—
tionalquantum Halle ect FQHE) ofbosons. The fam il

iarFQHE occurs when charged electrons are con ned tq
tw o din ensions and exposed to a strong m agnetic eld £
There is no realizabl system of charged bosons where
FQHE can be studied. However, a system of neutral
atom s In a rotating trap ism athem atically equivalent to
a system of charged bosons in a m agnetic eld, which,
w ith con nem ent to two din ensions, should create, for
su ciently rapid rotation, a FQHE state ofbosons. BEC,,
system s con ned to two din ensions have been created ?
and their properties have been studied under rotation,
although the FQHE oonditions have so far not been
achieved. Rptgtion of a BEC produces vortices n the
condensate 24941 A s the rotation frequency is increased,
the BEC state is destroyed and, eventually, the FQHE
statem ay be achieved (the latterhasno o -diagonallong
range order). T hese advances have m otivated a num ber
of studies of the F,Q HF, qfbosans jnferacting via a short—
range interaction 42434489444 708a92

W ew illassum ebelow that the Landau level (LL) spac—
Ing for bosons is su ciently large that it is a good ap—
proxim ation to restrict the bosons to the lowest Landau
level. The bosonic system is then always in the strong
coupling lim it, because the nature of the state is com -
plktely detem ined by the interaction. In fact, the solu—
tions are Independent of the strength of the Interaction,
which m erely sets the energy scale. It is natural to ap—
pealto the fractionalquantum Halle ect ofelectrons for
guidance. Laughlin’s wave ﬁmctjon?:i can be generalized
for the ground state at the bosonic 1ling = 1=2:
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where z; = x5  ly; denotes the position of the jth
boson on the two-dim ensional plane, and the m agnetic
length has been set to uniy. M ore generally, the un—
derstanding of the electronic FQHE is based on the for-
m ation of quasiparticles known as com posite ferm ions
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(CFs); speci cally, the sequence of fractional lling fac—
tors o = n=@n + 1) (. refers to the electronic 1ling
factor) is understood as the Integral sequence = n of
com posite ferm ions 423 A pplication of com pletely anal-
ogous ideas raises the possbility that interacting bosons

at = n=@O+ 1) m ay,loehave lke free form Ionsat = n.
Jain’s wave finction®4 can be generalized to
Y
P =PriL @5 z) © 3)
<k
where F is the wave finction for non-interacting
ferm ions (@t the e ective 1ling factor), and Prri

progcts the wave function into the lowest Landau lkevel.
An explicit m apping betw een interacting bosonsand non-
Interacting ferm ions should be noted. Eq. (:_3) produces
wave functions for the ground and excited states at ar-
birary ling in the range 1 1=2. This paper
exam Ines their accuracy by com parison w ith exact wave
functions. If valid, a sinpli cation of the problm is
achieved through a mapping of a non-trivial interact—
Ing boson problem into a m ore am enable non-interacting
ferm ion problem , and m any essentialproperties ofbosons
In rapidly rotating traps should nd an explanation in
term s of alm ost free particles.
In addition, at 1ing factor = 1, we will consider
M oore and Read’s P fa an wave finction 24, given by
Y
S =Pf L
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P ffM 5 g is the Pfa an of an antisym m etric m atrix M
w ith elem entsM 4k, de ned as (up to an overallconstant)

X
PHM jg= sgn( M q) M @ @M w1 w)i
()
where the sum is over all pem utations , sgn( ) is+1

or 1 depending on whether the perm utation is even or
odd,and N isan even integer. TheP fa an hasthe sam e

form as the progction ofthe real space B ardeen-C ooper-
Schrie erwave function into a xed num ber of particles
N , and therefore represents a paired, state of ferm ions, as
noted by G reiter, W en and W ilczek 23 T he frm ion pair-
ing m anifests through an incom pressble state ofbosons.

The m apping into fermm ions for the bosonic FQHE
problem is conceptually distinct from that applicable in
one dim ension Eqg. ('EI.')). The m odulus of the fem ion
wave fiinction is a m anifestly bad approxin ation for the
form er, because such a wave function has substantial
m ixing w ith higher Landau levels, and therefore a very
high kinetic energy.

M uch work has already been done tow ard testing the
com posite ferm Jon theory for interactingbosonsin am ag—
netic eld. M any studies take bosons to be in a plane,
con ned to a disk by a parabolic con nem ent; these
are analogous to the CF theo.rg of electrons con ned
to a parabolic quantum dot 248} Viefers, Hansson apd
Rein ann 4 Cooper and W ikind, W ikin, and Gunntd,
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and M anninen et al.lii1 have found high overlapsbetween
the exact solutions and Jain’s wave functions for up to
N = 10 particles at the \m agic" angularm om enta ofthe
yrast spectrum ; further, they also found that the state at

= 1 iswell described by M ooreR ead’s wave function.

W hile a parabolic potential appears naturally for op—
tically con ned bosonic system s, the strength of con ne—
m ent can be varied, and it m ay be usefiil to consider the
situation w ithout con nem ent. For a large number of
bosons, it is natural, in the sin plest approxim ation, to
neglct the e ect of boundaries and concentrate on the
bulk properties. T hat ism ost conveniently accom plished
in theory by studying bosons in the sphericalgeom etry,28
In which the bosonsm ove on the tw o-dim ensionalsurface
ofthe sphere, w ith a radialm agnetic eld produced by a
m agnetic m onopole at the center. E xact diagonalization
studies have been carrigd out In the spherical geom etry.
Regnaul and Jolicoeur?d have shown that the ground
stateat = n=@{n + 1) is ncom pressble, consistent w ith
the analogy to lled LL state at = n. Their resuls
also shqu evidence of ncom pressbility at = 1. These
author£? and Nakajma and Ueda?? have-studied the
excitation spectrum at = 1=2. X e et a12% had earlier
studied charged bosons in the lowest LL; we willbrie y
consider bosons w ith long range Coulom b interaction at
the end, but our focus w illbe on bosons Interacting w ith
a short—range interaction, as appropriate for the atom ic
system . N one of these studies, however, has carried out
a m icroscopic com parison of the exact eigenstates w ith
the wave functions of Eq. @.) . Another possible geom e~
try without boundaries is the toroidal geom etny, which
hasbeen em ployed by C ooper, W ikin and G unn?4 in the
context of bosons in rotating traps.

W e w ill consider below the spherical geom etry and re—
port on detailed and quantitative tests of the validity
of the correspondence between Interacting bosons in the
FOQHE regine and free ferm lons in the integral quan-—
tum Hallregim e, w hich m akesde nite predictions for the
quantum num bers of the low -energy states of the inter-
acting boson system , their energies and their eigenfiinc—
tions. Various trialw ave functionsw illbe com pared w ith
the exact eigenstates and the predicted energiesw ith the
exact eigenenergies. It is well known that Laughlin’s
wave finction 2% which is also a special case of Eq. (3),
is the exact solution for the ground state at = 1=2
for bosons in the lowest Landau level interacting w ith a
short range interaction. H ow ever, that by itself does not
Inply a correspondence between interacting bosons and
free ferm ions; for that purpose it is necessary to verify
the correspondence ofEq. (:_5) for the ground states and
excitations in a broader range of 1lling factors. W e will
test it for the ground state and excitations at = 1=2,

= 2=3 and = 3=4.



II. THE HAM ILTON IAN

W e consider a system ofN bosonswih massm in a
ham onic trap that is rotating w ith frequency ! . In the
rotating fram e Qf reference, the system is descrdbed by

the H am ilttonian®%23
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where !, and !, are the radialand axialtrap frequencies
regpectively. Vectors rj = (Xi;Vi;2Zi) represent particle
positions. In an ultra-cold dilute B ose gas, the scattering
betw een particles is dom inated by the s-wave scattering
process. It isthen an excellent appyroxin ation to describbe
the interaction by a delta finction%?

2
4 ~“ag

V (@) = ®) (r); )

where ag is the s-wave scattering length, assum ed to be
positive In thiswork. W hen ! and !, are identical, the
Ham iltonian resem bles that of particles w ith charge e in
amagnetic edB = (@2m !=e)2. An e ective m agnetic
length isde ned as ‘= ~=@2m !). The e ective cy—
clotron frequency isde ned as !, = eB=m = 2! . Ifthe
axial trap is strong enough such that the wave function
along the z direction is the ground state of the ham onic
potential In the z axis, the system enters a two din en—
sional (2D ) regin e where the potential £l by particles
is w ritten add

V=g ?w; @®)

. , P— p—
wih g= ~“ag 8 =@ %), where Y, = ~=m!,). The
energy scale in the 2D regin e is set by the e ective cou—
pling constant g. W e w illassum e below that the nterac-
tion strength is su ciently sm all com pared to the Lan—
dau level spacing that LL m ixing is negligbl. From our
experience w ith electronic FQHE , we know that a m od—
est am ount of LL m ixing does not signi cantly alter the
results.

ITII. COM POSITE FERM ION THEORY

For bosons in the lowest Landau level, there are three
situations. (i) For < 1=2, there arem any linearly inde—
pendent wave functions that vanish upon coincidence of
bosons, producing an enom ous ground state degeneracy.
(i) For = 1=2 there is a singk wave function that has
zero energy for the delta fiinction interaction, giving a
non-degenerate ground state here. It rem ains the ground

state for arbitrarily high coupling g, and m ay be consid—
ered to be the analog of the G irardeau wave function of
the one dim ensional problem . (iii) For the excitations at

= 1=2, or for any eigenfunctions at > 1=2, there are
no wave finctions in the lowest Landau level that vanish
when two particles coincide. W hile no exact results are
available here, analogy to ferm ions gives plausble wave
functions that we now describe.

A 1=2

For = 1=2, Laughlin’s wave function for the ground
state is given by (In the spherical geom etry)

2= i ©)
where

1= (uyvi
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is the wave function ofthe lowest Iled Landau level.
(37v5) = (os(3=2)e" "isin( 5=2)e * 7)) (1)

are the spinor coordinates describing the position of a
particle on the surface ofa sphere. It is the exact ground
state forbosonsat = 1=2 interacting w ith a delta func-
tion Interaction, which can be seen straightforwardly by
noting that ? is the only wave finction at = 1=2
that is con ned to the lowest LL and has zero interac—
tion energy for the delta function interaction. T he wave
functions $° with p 2 are not relevant for the short
range interaction, as these are degenerate w ith a large
num ber of other states.

B. 1=2

For ekctrons in the lowest LL, the CF theory24 hy—
pothesizes that strongly interacting electrons m ap into
weakly Interacting ferm ions of a new kind, called com —
posite ferm ions. The com posite ferm ions experience an
e ectivem agnetic ed gvenbyB =B m (,where
B is the extemalmagnetic eld, ¢ = hcee, and m is
an even iInteger. Equivalently, the Iling factor of com —
posite ferm ions, , is related to the electron 1lling fac—
tor, , by = = + 1). This is interpreted in
tem s of electrons having captured an even number (m )
of ux quanta of the extemalm agnetic eld to becom e
com posite ferm ions, which no longer see the m agnetic

ux that they have assim ilated into them selves. This
physics suggests the wave functions ¥ = Py § ,
w here is the Slater determm inant wave function for
non-interacting electrons at , 1 is the wave function
of one lked Landau level, and P11 progcts the wave
function into the lowest Landau level, as appropriate for
very large m agnetic elds. These wave function explic—
itly relate the eigenfunctions of interacting electrons at



to those of non-interacting ferm ions at ,,-and have
been tested bpth-in the spherical geom etry®3 and the
disk geom etry 242724

The oconsiderations in the preceding paragraph are
readily generalized to bosons by takingm to be an odd
Integer. W e specialize tom = 1 (other odd Integer val-
uesnot being relevant to the problem ofour interest) and

lling factors

— n . (12)
n+1°
which correspond to = n of ferm jons. T he wave fiinc—
tion at isnow given by
® =Prir 1 n: 13)

which is the spherical analog of Eq. @). T he Jastrow
factor ;1 now attachesa single vortex to each ferm ion in
n-

These two equations de ne the m apping between in—
teracting bosons and non-interacting ferm ions in m icro—
scopic detail. The rst equation has in plications about
the structure of the low -energy eigenstates of the inter-
acting boson system , whereas the last gives trial wave
functions for the eigenstates, and also the eigenenergies.
T here are two ways to physically think about the above
equations. (i) Bosons have captured an odd num ber of
vortices each to convert into a com posite frm ion 8% (i)
T he bosons are represented as bound states of ferm ions
and an odd number of vortices. The tests below, of
course, are ndependent of the Interpretation.

W e note that the ground state and excitations of inter—
acting bosonsat = n={n+ 1) are in ages of the ground
state and excitations of femm ions at = n according
to Eq. {13). The wave function for the ground state at

= n=@m + 1) is given by Eq. l_i;%) wih , taken as
the wave function of the ground state at = n, ie.
the n lled Landau lvel state. The wave function for
the excited state is sim ilarly related to the lowest energy
particle-hole excitation, ie. an exciton at = n. The
elgenstates of the spherical geom etry are labeled by the
total orbital angular m om entum , L. The ground state
has L = 0, which inplies uniform density. It has no
adjustable param eters, given that the wave function of
n lled Landau lvels is unigue. The wave function for
the exciton forany given L is also determm ined com pletely
by group theory, and therefore is free of any adjustable
param eters.

A subtle feature ofthe com posite ferm ion theory ought
to be noted. The ground state wave function at = 1=2
( =1)isgivenby %, = £ (no owestLandau level
progction is required here, because the wave function is
already in the lowest Landau level). It m anifestly elin —
Inates spatial coincidence of particles, and thus has zero
Interaction energy for the contact interaction potential.
A sm entioned earlier, no such wave functions can be w rit—
ten, even in principle, for the excited statesat = 1=2
or forany statesat > 1=2. TheCF theory circum vents
this problem by rst neglecting the lowest LL constraint

to wrte wave fiinctions ( ;1 ,) In which bosons do not
occupy the sam e spatial position, and then profcting
them into the lowest Landau level, hoping that thiswould
capture the actualcorrelationsw ithin the Iowest LL.The
wave finctions B are in generalm uch m ore com plicated
than Laughlin’swave function at = 1=2. Theirvalidiy
is far from obvious, and their con m ation would provide
a non-trivialevidence for the com posite-ferm ionization of
the bosonic system .

W e w ill also be Interested in the nature of the state In
the Iimitofn ! 1 ,ie. at = 1. Let us recallwhat
happens for electrons in this lin i, which corresoonds to

e = 1=2 for ekectrons. If the residual Interactions be—
tween com posite ferm ions are negligble, a Ferm i sea of
com posite ferm ions is obtained here (the state with an
In nite number of lled Landau levels is another repre—
sentation pof a Ferm i sea), as proposed by Halperin, Lee,
and Read 24 That providesa good description ofthe com —
pressble state gt . = 1=2, also explaining why there is
no FQHE here§7: However, In the second Landau lvel,
electrons form an incom pressibk state when the Landau
J¥evel is half ull which corresponds to a total 1lling of

e = 5=2),which appears to be best described by M core—
Read’s wave function. This inplies that the m apping
Into noninteracting com posite ferm ions isno longervalid,
and one m ust consider the residual interactions betw een
them , which presum ably cause a pairing instability ofthe
CF Ferm isea 88

If bosons behaved lke non-interacting ferm ions in the
Imitofn ! 1 ,thesystem at = 1 would be analo-
gous to the Halperin-LLeeRead Fem isea. On the other
hand, ifthebosonsm ap Into interacting ferm ions, M oore—
Read’s wave function becom es a plausbl candidate. In
the spherical geom etry, it is given by

1 ¥
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Iv.. CALCULATION

W e will study the wave function n Eq. _g:) for the
ground states and excitationsat = 1=2, = 2=3 and

= 3=4. For technical convenience, we w ill de ne the
Iowest LL profction as ollow s:

B _ 1 2
n—m+1) = 1 Prir 1 n 15)

The philosophy of \lowest LL proiction” is to obtain
from the unprofgcted wave function ; ,, which has
som e am plitude In higher Landau lvels, a wave func—
tion that resides strictly w ithin the lowest LL . For elec—
trons, at, least two ways of accom plishing this have been
usefii12983 they both give Iowest LL wave finctions that



are very close to the exact eigenstates. The m ore con—
venient of these two m ethod<2? relies on having at least
two factorsof ;i doesnotwork for ;1 , but requires

% n - That is the reason for de ning the pro fgction as
nEq. {_1-5') . W e refer the readerto the literatured orthe
explicit construction ofthe lowest Landau levelpro gcted
wave functionsPy 1y 2 »,which can be used herew ith-
out change. The presence of ;1 in the denom nator is
not a cause for concem, because P11 1, % n s being anti-
sym m etric, also containsthe factor ; In . W ehavenot
tested the relative m erits of thism ethod of pro gction as
opposed to a direct pro gction, but, based on our experi-
ence w ith ferm ions, we expect them to produce m ore or
Jess the sam e Iowest LL wave function.

Tocompare P wih theexact wave finctions ©*,we
w il calculate their overlp:

ex + B s
n=(n+ 1)] n=(n+ 1)1f

2 .

0 ex 1 ex ith B . B 4

n=Mn+ 1)j n=n+1) n=(n+ 1)j n=Mn+1) J

(16)

For the M etropolis M onte C arlo evaluation, i is conve—

nient to rew rite it as
h i
e - B - B . B L
o2 P eI nmeatiFD i )d no@e ]

jh i};(rﬁ 1)j i};(rﬁ 1)j'j::h E=(n+ 1)j E=(n+ l)j'j
a7
n=@m+ 1) asthe sam pling
weight, both the num erator and the denom inator can
be calculated simultaneously. ©_ ., representseither
the ground state wave fiinction or the CF exciton wave
function at = n=@+ 1). T he corregponding exact wave
functions are obtained by the Lanczos algorithm .

A nother m easure of the quantitative accuracy of the
CF description is the com parison between the predicted
energy w ith the exact one. The CF prediction for the
energy of the ground or excited states is given by

T hen, using the wave function

B . B ;
h VI nepe

E = = — —: 18)
h i

n=n+ 1)j n=n+1)

Even though the wave fiinctions are rather com plicated,
the integral can be evaluated by the M etropolis M onte
Carlom ethod. W e nd it convenient to w rite the num er—
ator as

X
h E:(ml)]m( i ) n=mend
i< j
NN 1) ¥ .
= > d (2)( 1 2)] n=(n+1)( 1r 27
=1
Z
Ny 1 Y .
= > 1Rz d i3 oopen (27 VI
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where, in the spherical geom etry, the unit vector ; =

(sih joos’ i;sin ;sin’ ;008 ;) describes the position of
particles on the surface of the sphere, and we have used

Rd 1=4 R? = 1 1 the last step R = the radius of
the sphere), which expresses the Integralin a form where
J 2 s € :9F can be used as the sam pling function.

FortheM onte C arlo evaluation ofthe overlap, occupa—
tion num ber basis states are transform ed into real space
basisw ave finctions, which are pem anents. T he perm a—
nent is an analog ofa detem inant ofa square m atrix M
w ith elem entsM 4 in which all signs are taken aspositive
n the expans:ioli)ofgl nors. In general, it can be w ritten
asperM ) = Ijth 5 (5 where  are pem uta-
tions of N indices. L e evaliate the pem anents using
the Ryser algorithm 29 Typically we perform 10°  10°
fterations In one M onte Carlo run. For larger system s,
the m a prity of the com putational tim e is spent on eval-
uating pem anents. For exam ple, we need to evaluate
61108 pem anents at each M onte C arlo step for a system
ofN = 12 bosonsat = 3=4 which takes approxin ately
480 CPU hours ©r103 iterationson a sihgle node ofa PC
cluster, consisting ofdual2 AG H z Pentiuim IV processors,
to accum ulate the desired accuracy. W e use asm any as
10 nodes to increase the e ciency. _

Tn the energy calculation, the wave fiinction in Eq. C_l;;)
consists of a linear com bination of several determm inants
for an excited state at a given angular momentum L.
(For the ground state, only one determ inant needs to be
evaliated.) The calculation for energy is far less tine
consum ing than that for the overlbp. W e perform about
12 107 ierations in a single M onte Carlo run. The
quoted statistical uncertainty in the calculation re ects
one standard deviation from 10 independent runs. To
give an idea of the com putation tin e, approxim ately 40
CPU hoursareneeded for the ground state energy of =
3=4atN = 12. n Eq. {19), the positions of the rst two
particles are identical. To avoid num erical division by
zero,wesst 1= ,+ . The results are independent
of j Jprovided it is su ciently am all; we typically use
j J=10°.

TheM ooreR ead wave function is known tphe the ex—
act ground state r a three body interaction2344

Hpe = @y ry)
i< <k

@ @ n): (0

Tt can therefore be obtained by exact diagonalization us—
Ing Lanczos algorithm in the spherical geom etry. That
provides a direct m ethod to evaluate the scalar product
nvolved in the overlap calculation.

V. QUANTITATIVE COM PARISONS

19)

T he results ofour study are sum m arized in Table Tand
Figs.13. The Tablk I gives the overlaps of exact eigen—
states * with the wave functions B for the ground
state and st excited state. W e m ake the follow ing re—
m arks.
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FIG. 1l: The low-energy spectrum of @) N = 9 and ()

N = 10 interacting bosons at = 1=2, interacting wih a
delta function interaction with strength g. D ashes represent
exact results, while the dots show predictionsofthe com posite
ferm ion theory. Spherical geom etry is used In the calculation,
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FIG. 2: The low-energy spectrum of @) N =
N = 12 interacting bosons at
the samemeaningsasin Fig. 1.

10 and ()
= 2=3. Various sym bols have

(i) For = 1=2, 2=3, and 3=4, the structure of the
low energy states is in clear correspondence w ih that
of ferm ions at = 1, 2, and 3. In all these cases,
the ground state is a uniform state L = 0), well sepa=
rated from the other states by a gap, as shown earlier 2%
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FIG .3: The low-energy spectrum of (@) N = 9and )N =
12 Interacting bosons at = 3=4. See the caption of Fig. 1
for the de nition of various sym bols.

The quantum num bers of the low -energy excitations at

= 1=2 and 2=3 can also be understood by analogy to

= 1 and 2, although the correspondence for excita—

tions is poor for = 3=4. Thus, an inspection of the

low -energy spectrum of interacting bosons at  clearly
show s sin flarity w ith ferm ions at

i) At = 1=2, thewave function ? is known to be
exact. O ur calculations ofthe overlap and energy for this

Tling constitute a non-trivial test of the correctness of
our com puter codes.

(iil) The low-energy excited statesat = 1=2 are ex—
trem ely welldescrjped, quantitatively, asexcitonsofcom —
posite frm ions“3%3 T he com posite—ferm ion theory pre—
dicts that there is a single state at orbital angular m o—
menta from L = 2 to L = N, which is clearly the case
In exact diagonalization studies. At = 1 there isalso
an exciton at L = 1, but its wave fiinction jslannjhﬂated
upon profction into the owest Landau kvelfl) Further,
the energy of the CF exciton is In excellent agreem ent
w ith the exact energy. P revious studie£%29 studied the
excited states at = 1=2 by exact diagonalization, but
did not provide a m icroscopic understanding.

(Iv) For = 2=3,the CF theory provides an excellent
approxin ation for the ground state, w ith very high over—
laps and very good energies for 10 and 12 particles. T he
CF theory again correctly predicts the quantum num bers
of the low energy excitations, and also the qualitative
shape of the exciton dispersion curve, but the energies
are now o by up to 50% . At = 3=4, the situa-
tion becom es worse. In accordance w ith the prediction
of the CF theory, the ground state has L. = 0, but no
wellde ned branch of excitationsm ay be identi ed w ith
the CF excion branch; furthemm ore, the energies pre—
dicted by the CF theory are quite inaccurate, for both
the ground and excited states. T hese studies show that
the CF description worsens w ith increasing n along the
sequence = n=mn+ 1).

v) At = 1, a good account of the ground state is
obtained through analogy to a paired ferm ion state, as
can be seen from the overlaps given In the last colum n
of the Table I. This result is consistent w jth, the earlier
studies in the toroidaland disk geom etried 14319

One may ask to what extent the di erence between
bosonsat = n={n+ 1) and electronsat = n=@n+ 1)
has to do w ih the fact that the bosons are interacting
via a short—range, contact interaction, as opposed to the
longrange Coulom b Interaction for the electrons. To in—
vestigate this issue, we obtain exact wave functions for
a systam of charged bosons interacting via the Coulomb
Interaction. Table IT presents their overlaps w ith vari-
ous wave functions. The CF theory is In better agree—
ment wih the Coulomb statesat = n=@n + 1), but
the overall behavior is qualitatively sin ilar. For exam —
pl, the overlaps for = 3=4 are not high, and much
an aller than those at . = 3=7 for the electron FQHE .
T he paired wave function is also a better approxim ation
for the Coulomb ground state at = 1 than i is for
the hard-core interaction; in contrast, it is not valid for



N 0Z L 02, N 0Z, L 02, N 0Z, L 02, N 0Z,
1/2 4 10000 4 09972 2/3 4 10000 2 10000 3/4 9 0.8084(73) 4 05613(48) 1 4 1.00000
5 10000 4  0.9965 6 09850 4 0.7544(05) 12 0.35(84) 6 0.480(62) 6 0.97279
6 1.0000 5  0.9959 8 0.9820(10) 5 0.8701(14) 8 0.96687
7 10000 5  0.9954 10 0.9724(89) 6 0.855(12) 10 0.95922
8 1.0000 6  0.9945 12 0.88435
9 1000 6 0.9954 (2) 14 0.88580

TABLE I:The overlap of the exact wave functions for the ground state and the rst excited state at =
1=2 ground state), M oore and Read ( =

1 with the trial wave functions of Laughlin ( =

1=2, 2=3, 3=4, and
1 ground state), and Jain (other

states), for severalparticle numbersN . O 4, is the overlap for the ground state, and 0 ex forthe st excited state, which occurs
at the orbital angular m om entum L. The de nition of the overlap is given in Eq. (L6). The statistical uncertainty In the last

two digits is shown in parentheses when it is larger than 10 5.For =1, only the ground state overlap is shown, which has

been evaluated exactly.
N 02, N 02, N 02, N 0Z,

1/2 4 0.9999 2/3 4 1.0000 3/4 9 0.8163(76) 1 4 1.00000
5 0.9998 6 0.9901 12 0.820 (41) 6 0.97279
6 0.9997 8 0.9898 (02) 8 0.97710
7 0.9997 10 0.9870 (11) 10 0.96589
8 0.9994 12 0.91645
9 0.9994 14 0.92133

TABLE II:The overlap ofthe C oulom b ground state wave fnction at =

Laughlin ( = 1=2 ground state), M oore and Read ( =

1 ground state), and Jain (

1=2, 2=3, 3=4, and 1 w ith the trialwave functions of
= 2=3 and 3=4 ground states), for several

particle numbersN . (Tabl Ideal with the exact wave functions for a short range interaction.) T he statistical uncertainty in

the last two digits is shown when it is Jarger than 10 5 .The overlaps for =

the electronic state at the corresponding 1ling = 1=2.
T hese observations indicate that both the particle statis-
tics and the nature of the interaction are responsble for
the di erences in the behaviors of ferm ions and bosons
In amagnetic ed.

VI. CONCLUSION

T he above results allow us to m ake the follow Ing con—
clusions: () The mappihg Into free ferm jons is quali-
tatively valid for a range of param eters. It correctly
captures the incom pressibility of the ground state at

= 1=2,2/3 and 3/4. (i) Them apping is also quantita—
tively very accurate for the ground state and excitations
at 1=2 and for the ground state at = 2=3, but be-
com esprogressively worsew ith increasingn . T his in plies
that the residual interactions between ferm ions becom e
Increasingly m ore im portant w ith n, and must be con-
sidered for a m ore com plete understanding. (i) A qual-
Tative indication of the breakdown of the free-ferm ion
m odel is the appearance of a paired state at = 1=2;
noninteracting ferm ions would have produced a Fem i
sea here. T he residual nteractionsbetween ferm ionsthus
cause a qualitative change in the nature of the state be-
yond certain n, presum ably through a pairing instability;

1 (last colum n) are exact.

w e cannot, however, ascertain from our study forwhatn
a phase transition occurs.

O verall, these results establish that the m apping Into
strictly free ferm ions is valid only for a lim ited range
of param eters, but the m apping into weakly interact-
ing ferm jons provides a usefiil starting point for a wider
range of param eters. O ne m ight ask why the interacting
ferm jon Janguage is to be preferred over the original in—
teracting boson m odel. T he reason isthat the interaction
between the ferm ions is m uch weaker, w ith a large part
of the repulsive interaction taken care of by the Pauli
avoidance.

The bosonic FOQHE should be contrasted wih the
FQHE ofelctrons along the sequence o = n=@n + 1),
for which the m apping into free com posite fermm ions re—
m ains valid for the entire param eter range. The wave
functions of Eq. 6'3) are known to provides an excellent
description ofthe state, or1/3,2/5, and 3/7, w here exact
results are availabl23%% and presum ably also for higher
n, as evidenced by the experin ental cbservation ofm any
fractions along the sequence as wgll as of the Fermm 1 sea
of com posite frm onsat = 1=29487

Tt is noteworthy that pairing occurs In a m odel of
bosons w ith purely repulsive interactions. A s stressed
n Ref:_3£_il, even w hen the Interaction between the original
particles is repulsive, the e ective interaction betw een the



em ergent particles m ay be attractive. That appears to
bethecassat = 1. Here, bosonsdress them selvesw ith
vortices to tum into ferm ions, but that presum ably over-
com pensates for the repulsive interaction, thereby pro—
ducing an attractive Interaction between the ferm ions.
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